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case  may  be),  shall  then  ask  such  Member  whether  he  desires  to  vote  Aye  or  No 
on  such  Qoestion,  and  the  vote  of  such  Member  as  then  declared  by  him  shall  be  taken 
by  the  Tellers  in  the  House,  and  reported  by  them  accordingly," — (Sir  Cohnan  CLoghUn^     888 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  bj  leave,  withdrawn, 

CiSB  OP  Adjoubi— MoTioK  roE  Papebs — Moved, 
"That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  that   She  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  give  directions  that  there  be   laid  before  this  House,  a  Copy  of  Papers 
and  Correspondence  relative  to  the  abscondins;  of  Adjonri   from  Manchester,  leaving 
large  debts  owing  to  the  merchants  of  that  oitj^-^Mr,  Bazley)  • .  , ,     887 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Bevenue  Officers  Disabilities  Bemoval  Bill  TBai  76]— 
Order  for  Committee  read :— Jfou^d,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair,"-.(Jfr.  JWwife)  ..  ..  ..  ..889 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words   "this  House  will,   upon  this   day  three  months,   resolve  itself  into  the  said 

Committee,'*—- (Ifr.  ChcmeeUor  of  the  JES0<;^Mr,)— instead  thereof. 
After  debate,  Question  put,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 

of  the  Question  :  "—The  House  divided ;  Ayes  79,  Noes  47 ;  Majority  32. 
Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 

agreed  to. 
Bill  canHdered  in  Committee,  and  reported  without  Amendment ;  to  be  read 

tiie  third  time  upon  Thureday. 

HiUtary  at  Elections  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  95}- 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  oo  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [12th  May],  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  ; "  and 
which  Amendment  was,  to  leave  out  the  word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  tiie  words  "  upon  this  day  three  months,"— (2^  Earl 
of  Mayo.) 
Question  again  proposed,  *'  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :" 
— ^Debate  resumed.  . .  . .  . .  . .     410. 

After  short  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  55,  Noes  96; 
Majority  41 :— Words  added  .'—Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed 
to  :— Bill  put  off  for  six  months.  r^ 
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Muxiicipal  CorporationB  (Metarop<5li0)  Blli'[Bill  105]— 

Order  read,  for  reBuminf  Adjourned  Delmte  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [17th  June],  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  ; "  and 
which  Amendment  was,  to  leave  out  the  word  **now/'  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  tiie  words* 'upon  this  day  three  months," — (Mr. 
Benttnck.) 
Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the  word  'now'  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 

tion  : " — Debate  resumed.  . .  . .  •  •     419 

After  short  debate,  Question  pdt,  and  negatived: — Words  added: — Main 
Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to  : — Bill  ptd  effiot  three  tnonths. 

Assignew  of  Marine  Policdn  Bill  [BUI  147]--* 

Order  for  Committee  read  . .  . .  •  •  •  •     419 

After  short  debate.  Bill  eonsidered  in  Committee. 

"Ibill  reported ;  to  be  printed,  as  amended  [Bill  208]  ;    re-oommitted  for 
Thuredai/. 
Bristol  Wkit — Moved, 

"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrant  to  the  Glerk  of  the  Crown  to  make  out  a  ue^ 
Writ  for  the  eleeting  of  a  Citizen  to  serre  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the  Gi^  of 
Bristol,  in  the  room  of  J<^n  Wiiltam  Miles,  esquire,  whose  Election  has  been  detortainod 
to  be  void," — {Mr,  Noel)  ..  ..  .•  ..     420 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  finem  the  word  **  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  wonis 
"  the  Writ  for  the  Citj  of  Bristol  be  not  issued  till  eeven  dajs  after  the  eyidenoe  taken 
before  the  Sdeot  Committee  on  the  Bristol  Election  Petition  has  been  printed,"— 
(Mr.  Ban.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  propoaiBd  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  a^joorned/'-^Jfr.  Labo^ehere.) 

Moved,  "That  the  Baport  of  the  Bristol  Eleetion  Committee  be  read,"— 

[Mr.  Aprton.) 
Report  of  Committee  [25th  June]  read. 
After  short  debate.  Debate  adfourned  till  Thursdajf, 

Fairs    (Metropolis)    BOl—Ordered  (Sir  James  Fergusson,  Mr,  Secretary  GtUhome 

Hcardy) ;  jrresented,  and  read  ihe-first  time  [Bill  205]  . .  . .     4^20 

CouBT  OP  Sbssion  (Scotland)  [Salabibs] — 
Considered  in  Committee : — Resolution  to  be  reported  To»morrow  •  •  • .     423 


COMMONB,  WEDNBSDAT,  JULY  1. 

Natt — Natal  Chaplains — Question,  Mr.  Eykyn ;  Answer,  Lord  Heniy  Lennox    434 

Weights  and  MeaisnireB  (Metric  SyBtem)  BUI  [BiU  44]-*- 

After  short  debate.  Order  for  Committee  read,  and  discharged : — ^Bill  t^i^ 
draton  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     425 

Oxford  and  Cambridge  Universities  Bill  [BiU  30]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate   on  Amendment   proposed  to 

Uuestion  [18th  May],  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond  time ; "  and 

which  Amendment  was,  to  leave  out  the  word  '*now,"  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Question  to   add   the   words  ''upon  this  day  six  months," — {Mr. 

Walpole) 
Question  again  proposed,  '*  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :'' 

— Debate  resumed  . .  . .  . .     426 

After  long  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  198,  Noes  140  ; 

Majority  68 : — Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  :^Bill  read  a  second  time, 

and  committed  for  Wednesday  22nd  July. 
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Libel  Bffl  [Bill  «]^ 
Older  for  Committee  read,  and  iiieharg$i  .•—Bill  icifhirawn  . .    471 

Ubel  (Ireland)  Bin  [BOl  ld9]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee     •  •  , .  , .  , .     471 

Afta*  siKnt  time  spent  tiiereki  Bill  reported^  witlioat  AmencbaMit';  to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 

General  Peliee  aad  Improvement  (Seottasd)  Act  Amendmest  BiUr-Ordered 

(The  Lord  Advocate,  Sir  Jamet  Fergusson) ;  pretetUed,  mnd  read  the  first  time  [Bill  206]     472 

bloning  of  Warrants  Wl^Ordered  {Sir  Jamee  FerpmoH,  Mr.  Seetetmy  (Mkorne 

Ard^)  ;iiri««iil«i;  Mid  rMd  the  flrrt  tine  [BiU  008]  ..     472 

LORDS,  TBUBSDAT,  JULY  2. 
ABTBSiHiAir  ExPBDuiov — YoiB  07  Thakks  TO  Heb  Majsstt's  Fobobs— 
Besolntions  nw^,  "  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  giyen  to  Lieateoant 
General  Sir  Robert  IS'apier,  O.C.B.,  and  to  the  Officers^  Ken-Commissioned 
Officers,  and  Men  of  Her  Majesty*s  Land  and  Sea  Forces  engaged  in  the 
Espedittonii|toAbfBsinia/'--(7%#Z(^i;iVN^i5MiQ         ..  ..478 

After  debate.  Resolutions  a^ireed  io. 

Boundary  BiU  (No.  170)— 
House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)  . ,  . .  496 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  House  to  be  again  in  Committee  on  Uondoy 
next 

COMMONS,   THURSDAY,   JTH^Y   2. 

Hian   Shebhf  fob   the   East  Ridiv0  of  Yobxshib^-— Question,  Admiral 

Dunoombe;  Answer,  Mr^  Oathome  Hardy  . .  .  •     616 

Tbbatt  of  Cokmbbcb  with  Austbia. — Question,  Mr.  Layard ;   Answer,  Mr. 

EiO.  Bgertoo  ..  ..  ..  ..616 

MnjTABT  ][]nGHT8  OF  WuTDSOB— QucstioD,  Mr.  Eykyn ;  Answer,  Mr.  (h- 

th<niie  Hardy  ,.  ..  ..  ..     616 

Pause  Mobtuabibs— Question,  Mr.  Goddard;  Answer,  Lord  R.  Montagu  •  •  616 
WoBxsHop   REOtTLATioir    AcT   (1867)— Questious,    Mr.  Powell,    Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gbthorne  Hardy      . .  . .  , .     617 

Abict— Abzhjubbt  Pbaciiob  at  Pobiskouth— Question,  Mr.  Seijeant  Qaselee ; 

Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  . .  . .  . .     617 

Post  Officb— Mails  to  thb  Wbst  Ivniis^Question,  Mr»  Oraves ;   Answ^ 

Mr.  Sdater-Booth  ..  ..  ..         ...     619 

EnsoniEHTs    SusFEHsioir   (Ibblabd)   Biu.-*>Question)  Mr.  Kennedy ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Disraeli    ..  .,  ..  ..     619 

Abxt— Exflotmbht  of  Old  Soidibbs— Question,  Sir  Harry  Vemey ;  Answers, 

Sir  John  Pakington,  Lord  John  Manners  . .  • .     620 

CosEVPT   Pbaotigbs    at    ELBonoBs   Bnx— Question,    Mr.    Darby    Griffith; 

Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  . .  , ,  . .  . .     620 

Am  EsmcAXES— Question,  Mr.  (Thilders  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  . .  621 
Katt— Caftaihs  ok  thb  Rbsbbtbd  List— Questi<m,  Mr^  O'Beime ;  Answer* 

Sir  John  Hay  ..  ..  ..  ..621 

Abtsbiviab  EzFBDiTioir— Yotb  of  Thanks  to  Heb  Majesty's  Foboes  . .     622 

Resolutions  moved.  "That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  given  to  Lieutenant 

General  Sir  Robert  Napier,  G.C.B.,  and  to  the  Officers,  Non- Commissioned 

Officers,  and  Men  of  Her  Majesty's  Land  and  Sea  Forces  engaged  in  the 

Expedition  into  Abyssinia/' — {Mr,  Disraeli)  . .  . .     622 

After  short  debate,  Resolutions  t^eed  to. 
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BuFSLT — Order  for  Oommittee  read;  Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair:" — 

Ibbioaiion  Wobxb  in  Lidia — Monov  vob  av  Adptttwhi 

Amendment  proposed. 
To  leaye  out  from  the  word  *'Tliat"  to  the  end  of  the  Qaettion,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  an  hnmhle  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  that  She  will  be  graoionsly 
pleased  to  give  directions  that  there  be  laid  before  this  Hoase,  Copj  of  any  Airther 
Despatches,  Telegranu,  and  Letters  between  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council  and  the 
Government  of  India  respecting  the  proposed  purchase  of  the  works  of  the  East  India 
Irrigation  Company,  or  the  advance  of  funds  for  the  works  thereof  since  July  16, 1867/' 
^Mr,  jBoiivtfm,)--instead  thereof  . .  •  •  . .     529 

Queetion  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question :" — After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leare,  withdrawn. 

Main    Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"    put,    and 
agreed  to. 

SXJPPLT— Nayt  Esiimatbs — considered  in  Committee  , .  . .     686 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(I.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £183,864,  be 

f  anted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Salaries  of  the  Officers  and  the  Contingent 
xpenses  of  the  Admiralty  Office,  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the 
year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1869." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £176,064,  d^.,"— 
(ifr.LtMib.')— After  short  delMtte,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn: — Original  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £163,926,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Salaries  and 
Expenses  of  the  Coast  Guard   Serrice,  the  Charges  for  the  Royal  Naval  Coast 
Volunteers,  and  for  the  Royal  Naval  Reserve,  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1869  "  . .  . .       589 

(i.)  Motion   made,  and   Question,   "  That   a  sum,  not  exceeding  £143,926,  dra," — 

(Admiral  Enkirw  :) — After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  • .      648 

(3.)  £63,565,  Scientific  Departments. 

(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £823,562,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Salaries  of  the 
Officers  and  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards  and  Naval  Yards 
at  Home  and  Abroad,  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1869  "      . .  . .  . .  . .       648 

After  short  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exoeeding 
£823,062,  Ac.,"-— (Ifr.  Samuda:) — After  further  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn : — Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

BesolutionB  to  be  reported  To'tnorrow  ;  Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Begistration  (re-eommitted)  Bill  [Bill  167]— 

Order  for   Committee  read : — Moved,   "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 

the  Chair/'— (ifr.  Secretary  Gathome  Hardy)  , .  . .     661 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  considered  in  Committee, 
After  short  time  spent  therein.  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  oonsidered 
To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 


LOKDS,  FRIDAY,  JULY  8. 

FuBLio  BiTSiKBSs — Ministerial  Explanation  {The  Uarl  of  Mahneshury :)— Debate 

thereon  .  •  . .  . .  . .      •  . ,     671 

SOTTTH  ApbIOA — MOTIOIT  POB  A  FaPEB — 

Movedf  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  for,  Oopies  of  Circular 
Despatch  of  SOth  January  1868  from  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  relatiie  to 
the  Consecration  of  a  Colonial  Bishop  in  South  Africa,  and  of  a  Despatch  of  Slst  March 
on  the  same  Subject,— (TAe  i^2  0/ Carnarvon)        ..  .«  .  •      687 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to. 
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Campulflory  Church  Bates  Abolition  Bill  (No.  144)— 
Mimdy  "  That  the  House  do  now  resolye  itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  said 

Bill,"— (7^.Ebr/-fif«w«)     ..  ..      ^  ..  ..694 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to ;  House  in  Committee  accordingly. 
Amendments  made :  The  Beport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Thwrsday  next ; 

and  Bill  to  \}%  printed,  as  amended.  (No.  211.) 

COMMONS,  FBIDAT,  JULY  8. 
CoioaTTBs    OP    CoiTFCiL    OH    EBTTGATioir — Bepobts  07    1868 — Question,  Mr. 

Powell ;   Answer,  Lord  Bobert  Montagu     • .  . .  . .     608 

Abict—Nok- Combat Airr  Ohigebs — Question,  Captain  Yivian;    Answer,   Sir 

John  Pakington  . .  . .  . .  . .     608 

MBDico-LsaAL  IvQUiBiEs— Question,  Mr.  Olive;  Answer,  Mr.  G.  Hardy        . .     609 
Cjhilb  PLAeuB-^BnmBEFESi  Df   AiTSTBiA— Question,  Mr.  Moffatt;   Answer, 

Lord  Stanley  . .  . .  . .  609 

SniaiTF  OF  THB  CouHTT  OF  YoBK— Quostiou,  Yiscount  Milton ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Gathome  Hardy  . .  . .  , .  . .     609 

QoTERHiixNT  OF  iKDiA^Quefitiou,  Mr.  Otway;  Answer,  Sir  S.  Northcote       . .     610 
Metropolitan     Foreign     Cattle     Market    {re-oemmitted)    Bill 

[BiU  189J— 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 

Question  [26th  June],  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair;"  and 

which  Amendment  was. 
To  leave  oat  from  the  word  *'Thftt"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
worda  ''the  proposal  to  pass  a  permanent  law,  requiring  that  in  order  to  prevent  the 
IntrodootioQ  of  the  Cattle  Plague  into  this  Country  from  ahroad.  all  foreign  cattle  and 
other  animals  imported  into  the  Port  of  London  shall  he  landed  at  one  presorihed  spot, 
and  shall  not  he  removed  thence  alive,  ought  not  to  he  considered  apart  from  the  general 
policy  of  imposing  legal  restrictions  on  the  foreign  cattle  trade  in  other  ports  of  the 
United  Kingdom/— (2fr.  Milner  (?t6san,)— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 

of  the  Question: " — Debate  returned  . .  . .  . .     610 

After  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  ''  That  the  Debate  be  now 

adjourned," — {Mr.  Beadkm :)— The  House  divided ;  Ayes  79,  Noes  224 ; 

Majority  145. 
Question  again  proposed :  and,  after  further  short  debate.  Debate  further 

adfoumed  till  To-morrow. 

SuPFLT— Order  for  Committee  read;    Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :" — 
FoBCBs   m    New   Zealaih)— Observations,  Yisoount  ?nfleld;    Reply,  Mr. 

Disraeli : — Short  debate  thereon  . .  . .  . .     640 

SooiLAin>'-Mn>])LB  Class  Schools — Observations,  Mr.  Grant  Duff;  Beply, 

The  Lord  Advocate : — Short  debate  thereon  . .  . .     644     * 

Caileless  Use  of  Lucitek  Matches — Observations,  Mr.  Henniker-Major   . .     664 
Ieelavi>— Wbits  07  Ebbob  in  Ceivinal  Cases — REsoLunoir — 

Amendment  proposed. 
To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  'Hhis  House  doth  agree  with  the  Resolution  passed  by  this  Bouse  on  the  19th  day 
of  Norember  1689,  and  doth  re-affirm  that  a  Writ  of  Error  for  the  reversal  of  a  Judg- 
ment  in  Misdemeanor,  Felony,  or  Treason  is  the  right  of  the  subject,  and  ought  to  be 
granted  at  his  desire,  and  is  not  an  act  of  Gtaco  or  Favour  which  may  be  denied  or 
granted  at  Pleasure," — {Sir  CoUnan  (/Loghlen,) — ^instead  thereof   . .  . .      655 

Qaestion  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  oat  stand  part  of  the 

Question :" — After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 
Kavt — Kaval    Medals — Observations,    Captain  Maokinnon;    Heply,  Lord 
Henry  Lennox  . .  .  •  . .  . .     667 

Ham  Qaestion,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  pat,  and  agreed  to. 
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StrPPLT — considered  in  Committee— Citil  Sekviob  JlstmiTM. 

([q  the  Committee.) 

(I.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  snm,  not  exoeecUng  d^7»615,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  oomplfte  the  0um  neeessary  to  defray  the  Chai^ge  whieh 
will  come  In  oourse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  ^e  3 1st  day  of  March  1869, 
for  the  Establishments  of  China,  Japan,  and  Siam"  . .  ..        668 

Moved,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  i4t  again," — (Mr. 
Henry  B.  Sheridan ;) — After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  the  itom  of  £6,000,  for  the  Envoy  •md 
Chief  Superintendent  in  China,  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £2,000,"— (CoZofi^Z  Syhe*  :) 
—After  further  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  uat^rou^n. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  <<That  the  Item  of  £500,  for  Salary  of  the  Viae  Coniol 
at  Taku,  be  omitted  from  the  proposed  Vote," — (Colonel  Sykes,)^put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 
(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  <*Tluit  a  asm,  not'ezoeedlog  £86,814,  bo 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  Jn  ^ourse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  dlst  day  of  March  1869, 
for  the  Extraordinary  Expenses  of  Uer  Majesty's  Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad  "  674 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £83,814,  dM.,"— (ilr.  L^iek,) 
— put,  and  negatived, 

Ori^nal  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 
(3.)  Sfotion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  A«nm,  not  exceeding  £52,950,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  wUi  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  81st  day  of  BiUrch  1869,  for  the 
Salaries  and  Allowances  of  (^vernors,  Ac,  and  for  other  Expenses  in  certain  Colonies  **       075 

Moved,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,"-^i8Vr 
William  OaUwey :) — After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  wiihdrwmn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
(4.)  £3,072,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Orange  River  Territory  and  St.  Helena. 
(5.)  £9,281,  to  complete  tiie  sum  for  Emigration. 

Eesolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next ;   Committee  to  sit  again  upon 
Monday  next. 

Bristol  Wbit — Moved, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrant  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make  out  a  new 
Writ  for  the  electing  of  a  Citizen  to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the  City  of 
Bristol,  in  the  room  of  John  William  Miles,  esquire,  whose  Election  has  been  determined 
io^  \o\^,'*—{Mr.  NevilU'ChrenviUe)  ..  ..  ..      676 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  <'  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 

words  *'  no  Writ  be  issued  for  the  City  of  Bristol  until  seven  days  after  the  evidence  taken 

before  the  Election  Committee  for  that  city  shall  have  been  in  the  hands  of  Menberf," 

— (Jfefr.  BatSj) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Question  :  " — After  short  debate,  Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave,  with- 

drawn. 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  JULY  6. 

Nova  Scotia.— PETinoire — Motiok  poe  ak  AnnaEss — 

Moved,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Migesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to 
appoint  a  Commission  to  proceed  to  Nova  Scotia  for  the  Purpose  of  examining  the 
Causes  of  the  alleged  Diseatis£iction,  with  a  View  to  their  Remowtl/'-^The  Lord 
CampbeU)  ..  ,.  ,.  ..  .,      579 

After  debate,  Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  wiihdraum. 
Boundary  Bill  (No.  170)— 
House  again  in  Committee  (acoording  to  Order)  . .  » .      710 

The  Amendment  moved  on  Thursday  last  {Earl  Beauehamp)  (by  Leave  of  the 

Committee)  withdrawn : — Bi]}  reported,  without  Amendment. 
An  Amendment  moved,  Clause  4,  after  ("  Salisbury  ")  insert  ('•  South  Shields/*) 

— {The  Lord  Raveneworth,) 
After  short  debate,  on  Question  f   their  Lordships  divided ;  Contents  9,  Not* 

Contents  27 ;  Majority  18  i-^Resohed  in  the  Negative  : — Bill  to  be  read  3« 

To-morrow, 

List  of  Contents  and  Not- Contents      . ,  , .  .  •      Yl^ 
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Parlianwstavy  Befcrm— Bopreseatatioiiof  the  People  (Soot- 
land)  Bill  (No.  192)- 
Ameniments  reported  (aceording  tx>  Order)      . .  . .  .  •     715 

iifter  short  debate,  furUier  Amendments  made:  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow; 
and  to  be  f^ntsi,  as  amended.  (No.  220.) 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  JXTLY  6. 

Public  BiFAnncKHis— ^estion,^  Mr.  Parry  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  716 

Mbcbopolis — ^HxDS  Pjlbx  IicfBOTSVSimi^-Qae^on,   Mr.  W.  B.  Beaumont  ; 

Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  . .  . .  ..716 

LucLAvn — Ibish  Rscoeds — Question,  Mr.  MonseU ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 

the  Exchequer  ..  ..  ..  ..     717 

Metbopous — FmsBiTBT  Pabk — Question,  Mr.  Torrens  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tite  . .  717 
TuBiET — ^Ratlwats — Qucstion,  Viscount  Enfield;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley       . .     718 

Abict  —  WiHDsoB   Catalbt    Babbacks — Question,   Colonel   Leslie;    Answer, 

Sir  John  Pakington  . .  . .  . .  . .     718 

Abict^Abtillbbt  Pbachoe  ax  Soyeb.  &(C. — Question,  Major  Dickson ;  Answer, 

Sir  John  Pakington  . .  . .  . .  . .     719 

SisciBic  Ts£BeBA?Hs  Biu^-'-Question,  Colonel  French ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 

of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  . ,  • .     720 

Be^istratfon  Bfll  [Bin  190]— 
Moffed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time,"— (ifr.  Oathoms  Hardy)    720 
After  short  debate.  Bill  read  a  third  time,  and^oa^i. 

Electioii    FetiLtioxis    and    Corrupt    Practioes    at    Electioxia 
(re-eammitied)  Bill    [BiU  63]— 
Bill  eomid&red  in  Committee  [Proven  2Hh  June]  . .  ^        . .     722 

After  short  time  spent  therein.  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon 
Thundaif. 

BuFFLT  —  Order  for  Committee  read ;   Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  :  "-— 

Thb  New  Zbalajti)  M£da]>— Observations,  Sir  John  Pakington  . .     760 

Abxt^-Wabukb  SroBBflh^RasoLimoF — 

Amendment  proposed, 
To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the  end  of  the  Quertion,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "in  order  td  ennm  eoodomy  in  our  Ezpenditnre  on  Warlike  Stores,  it  is 
advisable  to  have  an  annual  Statement  laid  upon  the  Table  of  this  House,  showing 
the  quantitj  and  value  of  each  description  of  Stores  in  the  possession  of  the  Troops, 
or  in  the  Arsenals  and  Storehouses,  the  quantity  issued  and  consumed  during  each 
year,  and'  the  replaeemmtr  in  eoiWeqveiioe  of  a  ebange  of  pattern  or  of  the  ordinary 
annual  consumption;  that  in  order  to  prevent  the  manufacture  of  Warlike  Stores 
beeoming  a  mere  monopoly  in  the  bands  of  the  Government  Establishments  it  is 
advisable  to  purchase  a  certain  proportion  of  the  articles  required  for  Military  purposes 
from  the  pmate  trade ;  «id  to  ensure  aocuraey  of  aoooniits,  economy  of  production, 
and  &ir  comparison  of  Government  with  trade  prices,  the  Manufacturing  Departments 
■hall  be  treated  as  private  firms,  the  Government  purchasing  the  articles  required  at 
remunerat^re  prices,  to  be  provided  fh)m  Army  and  other  Votes,  and  the  capital 
charges  of  the  EsUblishments  (whether  for  buildings,  plant,  or  working  capital,)  being 
provided  by  advances  at  interest  made  by  the  Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners," — 
{Major  Anstmf) — instead  thereof     . .  .  •  •  •  . .      760 

Qiieetion  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  he  left  ont  stand  part 
of  the  Question :"— After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  wiihdraum. 

Qaestion  again  proposed,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair:"— 
Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn  ;— Committee  deferred  till  To-morrow. 
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Moved,  ••That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  Beoond  time," — {Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Jikchequer)       . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     781 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Wednesday. 
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Motion  for  Leave  (The  Earl  of  Mayo)  ..  . .  . .     782 

Bill  to  amend  the  Law  of  Registration  in  Ireland,  ordered  {The  Earl  of  Mayo, 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland)  ;   pretented,  and  read  the  first  time 
[BiU  213.] 
Public   Departments  Payments  l^H— Ordered  (Mr.  SclaUr-Booth,  Mr.  Secretary 

OcUhome  Hardy) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  212]  . .  . .      788 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  7. 
West  Indies  Bill  (No.  135)— 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,"— ( The  Duke  of  Buckingham)         . .     784 
After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  Honse  on  Thursday  next. 

Parliamentary  Beform  —  BepresentatiLon  of  the  People  (Ire- 
land) Bill  (No.  176)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be  put  into  a  Committee  on  the  said  Bill, 
read  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     800 

After  short  debate,  Honse  in  Committee;  Bill  reported,  without  Amend- 
ment; and  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday  next. 

Begistration  BiU  (No.  218)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading  read  . .  . .     803 

After  short  debate,  Bill  read  2*,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  I%ursday  next. 
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Moved,  at  the  end  of  the  Bill  to  add  the  following  clause : — 
"  That  the  Boandaries  of  the  City  of  Glasgow  shall,  antil  otherwise  directed  by  Parliament, 
be  those  specified  in  Schedule  (K.)  hereunto  annexed/'— ( 7%^  Lord  Redetdale.) 

After  short  debate,  on  Question?  Their  Lordships  divided;  Contents  13,  Not- 
Contents  53  ;  Majority  40 : — Resohed  in  the  Negative  :'-^iML  passed,  and 
sent  to  the  Commons. 
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Ordered,  That  the  s^d  Message  be  taken  into  consideration  TiMnorrow. 
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Pige  94,  Use  S3,  the  next  AoMndmenfc^  read  a  eeeood  time : — AmendmeBt  propoeed,  to  add 

to  ike  Had  AaMwIment  the  worde «'  after  ibe  ezplMition  of  the  preoeat  year  and  .*"— (J6*. 

APLarm  :)— Queetion  put,  "  That  thoee  words  be  there  added  :"— The  House  divided; 

Ayes  134,  Noes  104 ;  Minority  30 :— Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Sereral  other  Amendments  agreed  to : — One  disagreed  to. 
Committee  appointed,  **  to  draw  up  Reasons  to  be  assigned  to  The  Lords  for  disagreeing 

to  tlM  AnMDdmeni  to  which  this  House  hath  disagreed  t " — List  of  the  Committee 

BeasoQ  for  disagreeing  to  Lords  Amendment  reported,  and  agreed  to : — ^To  be 
oommmiicated  to  The  Lords. 

SupPLT-^-Order  for  Committee  read ;    Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  *' — 
Abut — ^Thb  Hobsb  Ouakds — Motion  for  Papers  {Mr.  Darhy  Oriffith) 
kaaa — Pbosotioks  m  thb  Coldsibxak  Gttasds — Obserrations,  Sir  P.  O'Brien 

AbICT — CoVTBOLLSa-IK-CHIKT — ^BfiSOLXTTIOir — 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leare  out  from  the  word  "Tliat"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  In  order  to  add  the 

words  "  the  Controller  in  Chief  should  be  an  Under  Secretary  of  State  ;  and  that  the 

audit  of  the  War  OfBoe  accounts  should  be  eotirelj  indepeudeut  of  tiie  War  OfBee/'— 

(CWpfie; /«rw{#,)— instead  thereof 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 

the  Question :  '* — After  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdratcn. 
AxKi — TB^vELLnsro  Allowances— Observations,  Sir  Bobert  Anstruther 
Axirr — IvoBEASE  of  Milftaby  Expsitditubb — Observations,   The  Mai^uess 
of  Hartington  ;  Beply,  Sir  John  Pakington 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,*'  put,  and  eigreedto. 

SUPPLY— eoMMdiirAf  in  Committee— Abut  Estdcaiis. 

(In  the  Committee.) 


(I.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro-  Page 
poeed*  "That  a  sum,  not  exoeedlog 
£l,Ml,40e»  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty 
(in  addition  to  the  sum  of  J&200,000 
already  TOted  on  account),  towards 
defraying  the  Charge  for  MiUtary  Store 
Dunartment,  for  i&  mpply  aad  repair 
of  Warlihe  and  other  Stores,  including 
Manufteturipf    Departments,    which 

•  will  eome  in  eourie  of  payment  from 
the  1st  day  of  April  1868  to  the  81st 
day  of  Marsh,  1889,  iudusiye  "  . .  889 
After  short  debate.  Motion  made,  and 
Question  put,  **  That  a  sum,  not  ex- 
ceeding £1,947,988,  Am.*' ^ (Major 
Anson, '^  —  The  Comodttee  divided; 
Ares  31,  Noes  100 ;  Majority  69. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(a.)  £119,800,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Military  Education. 

(3.)  £98,600,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Surreys. — After  short  debate,  Vote 
agreed  to  962 

(4.)  £102,700,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Misoellaneous  Senriees.— After  short 
debate,  Vote  agreed  to  • .       966 

(5.)  £184,600,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Administration  of  the  Army.— After 
short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .      966 


(6.)  £18,780,  to  complete  the  sum  fbr 
Rewards  for  Distinguished  Serrice. 

(7.)  £86,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Pay  of  General  Officers. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £889,800, 
be  granted  to  Her  Migesty  (in  addition 
to  the  sum  of  £81,000  already  Toted 
on  acoount),  towards  defrayiog  the 
Charge  for  Full  Pay  of  Reduoed  and 
Retired  OfAoers,  and  Half  Pay,  which 
will  come  la  course  of  payment  from 
the  first  day  of  April  1868  to  the  81st 
day  of  March  1869,  inolusiye  " 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

(8.)  £98,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
widows'  Pensions,  &o. 

(9.)  £11,800,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Pensions  for  Wounds. 

(10.)  £15,600,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Chelsea  and  Kilmainbam  Hospitals. 

(II.)  £839,600,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Out  Pensions. 

(la.)  £97,200,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Superannuation  Allowances. 

(13.)  £8,790,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Militia,  Yeomanry,  CaTairy,  and  Vo* 
Innteer  C/orps. 


After  Bhort  debate,  BeeolutioDs  to  be  reported 
sit  again  Tihtnorraw. 


lb-morrow;  Committee  to 
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Digitized  by 


Google 


TABLE  OF    OONIENTS. 
iMfy  10.]  paf4 

UniYendty  Eleotioxis  (Voting  Bapen)  Bill  (So.  201)— 
Moved.  *'  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2%'M  The  Lord  CUnton)  . .     981 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  acoordingly,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  next. 

Artizaxis'  and  Iiaboiirers*  DwellingiE^  Bill  (No.  228)— 
Amendments  reported  (according  to  Order)       . .  . .  . .     984 

After  short  debate,  BUI  to  be  r^  3*  on  Monday  next 

The  Yolttstser  Eeytbw  at  Wdtdsob — Qnestion,  Earl  Spencer ;  Answer,  Lord 

Truro : — Short  debate  thereon  . ,  . ,  , ,     988 

Hudson's   Bay   Company   Bill  \jL,is,y^Pre$ewUd  {The  Duke  of  BucHngJum  and 

CAafi*w);re»dl*fSo7244)  ..  .,  ..  ..     998 


COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  JULY  10. 

PooB  Baxb  AsssssMsirT— Question,  Mr.  White;  Answer,  Mr.  Oathome  Hardy      999 

Barlb  oj  KoinaBAiz  ^Question,  Mr.  Otway  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  . .  1000 

House  oj  Coxkoes  AnEAiirGEHsins— Question,  Mr.  Headlam  ;  Answer,  Lord 

John  Manners  . .  . .  . .  . ,   1000 

Election  Betitions  and  Oormpt  BraotiooB  at  Meotiona  {re-^om^ 

mated)  Bill  [Bill  68]— 
Bill  eontddered  in  Committee  [Froyress  July  6]  , ,  . .  1001 

After  some  time  spent  therem.  Committee  report  Progress;   to  sit  again 
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until  all  religious  disabilities  are  removed  from  the  fellowships,  scholarships,  and 
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After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leaye,  mthd/rawn. 


Conmiittee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 
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TIBSI  OF  GOHTEITS. 
[My  10.]  Ay^ 

PEirsioir  TO  Sib  ReBit^  yAitim^^^BuDUiiliii^    . 
IfeBsage  from  Ker  Migetty  pemidertd  in  Committee  • .  • .  1066 

Evolved,  Nm^  Qmkadicmu,  That  tb6  amnlAl  Rim  of  Two  ThoMn4  IVmailt  bf 
mntod  to  Her  Majottr,  oat  of  tbo  ConioU^bitod  Fond  of  tho  UniUd  Eioj^om  of  Grtot 
Britain  and  Ireland,  to  oe  settled  upon  Lieutenant  General  Sir  Robert  Napier,  G.O.B^ 
and  the  next  sorriTing  Heir  Male,  of  faif  Body,  for  the  term  of  their  natonl  Utos. 
Besolation  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next. 

ttepresentation  of  the  People  (Sootland)  Bill— 

Lords'  Reason  for  disagreeing  to  one  of  the  Commons'  Amendments  to  Lords' 
Amendments  eonii£r&d        . .  • .  . .  . .  10^7 

After  short  debate,  Resolved,  That  this  House  doth  not  insist  upon  the  Amendment 
made  hj  this  House  to  tho  AmendmeBt  made  bj  their  Lordships,  to  which  Tho  Lords 
hare  disagreed. 

Danube  Works  Loan  Bill— Resolution  r^^Nn't^  .*— Bill  ordered  {Mr.  Dodion,  Lord 

Stanley,  Mr.  Selater^Booth) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  227]  •  •       1067 

llilitia  Pay  BOl—Ordered  (Mr.   Dodson,  Sir   John  Pahinffton,   Mr,  SeUOer-Boolh) ; 

presented,  and  read  the  first  time      .  •  .  •  • .  • .       1067 

Drainage  and  Lnprovement  of  Landu  (Ireland)  Supplemental  (Ho.  3)  BiU— 

Ordered  (Mr,  SclaUr-Booth,  The  Earl  of  Mayo) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  tlilio 
[BiU820]  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..       1007 

Saint  Mary  Somerset's  Chnrclu  London,,  Bill— ^<<^«'  (Mr.  BenUnek,  Mr. 

Crawford,  Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence) ;  preserUed,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  226]     . .       1067 

LOBDS^  8ATUEDAY;  JULY  11. 
Their  Lordships  met ;  and  having  gone  through  the  Basineta  on  the  Papery 
without  debate —  House  adjourned. 

L0BD8,  MONDAY,  JtlLY  13. 
Fbivate  Bills— Eailwat  Bills— Lstoebasb  op  Bites— BssoLirnoir — 

Moved,  to  resolvo.  That  po  Bailwaj  Bill  that  proposes  to  inorease  the  Bates  now  ptjable 
on  the  Oonvejance  bf  Goods  br  Passengers  shall  be  read  a  Second  time  until  a  special 
Report  firom  the  Board  of  Tiriide  on  the  Subjdofc  shall  hate  been  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House,"— (2%e  iorrf  TVwitfofi)  ..  ..  .,    1067 

After  short  debate.  Motion  ayreed  to 

Sevdnuid  Oflcens  OiBabUitted  Bemdvid  Bill  (No.  204)— 
Moved,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*/'— (I!l#  Lord  Ahinyor)  . .   1078 

After  short  debate,  Motioil  agreed  to ;— Bill  read  2*  aoomrdingljr,  and  9om- 
*n%tt9d  to  a  Committei9  bf  the  Whole  Hbnse  l\^-morrow. 

Her  Botal  Highness  the  Pbikoess  of  Wales— 
The  Queen's  Answer  to  the  Address  of  l^horsday  last  [Snlj  9],  reported    , .  1090 

Masbiaoe  Laws  Conicissioir— Question,  The  Marquess  of  Clanrioarde ;  Answer, 

Lord  Chelmsford  ..  ..  ,,  ..   1090 

ticclesiastical  Oommlssioners  Bill  (No.  221)— 
Moved,  "  That  the  BiU  be  ttow  read  2%  "— ( m>  Lord  ProiukHt)  . .  1 09 1 

Motion  ayreed  to :— Bill  read   2*  aoobrdingly,  and  eommUtod  to  a  Oom- 
tuittee  bf  the  Whole  Hotise  b&  Thttnday  next. 

Burials  (Ireland)  Bill  (No.  212) 
Moved,  '^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%**— (I?ld  JBa^l  OfKimhurUy)  . .  1098 

Motion  ayreed  to  : — Bill  read  2*  acoorainglj. 
Then  it  was  moved.  That  the  Bill  be  oommitted  to  a  Committee  of  the 

Whole  House. 
An  Amendment  moved  to  leare  otlt  from  ("  Bill  '*)  to  the  end  of  the  Motion, 

and  insert  (<'be  referred  to  a  Seleet  Committee,")— (Tlltf  Archbishop  ^ 

Armayh,) 
After  short  debate.  Amendment  (by  tioaye  of  the  House)  withdrawn  :— llien 

the  Original  Motion  was  ayreed  to  ;   and  BiU  oommittid  to  a  Committee  of 

the  Whole  House  on  Friday  next. 
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Oompolsory  COrnroh  Ba^fi  4}^tiip]^  BlU  (So.  aU)- 
Bill  read  3*  (according  to  Order),  with  the  Amendments     . .  • .     1098 

After  short  Mwte»  AioeAdmept  (igr^^i  to :— f'urther  Amendments  m^e. 
Then  it  was  mof^,  That  the  BiU  do  pass. 

After  fbrt^er  short  Rebate,  on  Question?  Besohed  in  the  Affirmative :'^3il\ 
pofsed  accordingly,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

Weit  XadiM  BiU  (No.  185)- 
Hoose  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)        . .  , ,  . .  1101 

Amen^ents  made  ;  The  Report  thereof  to  be  receiyed  on  Thwniti^  ae?Kt ; 
an4  Bill  to  DejprmM,  as  amoo^^.  (No.  249.^ 

Hudflon'B  Bay  Company  Bill  (No.  244)— 
Mooe4,  "  Th^jb  the  Bill  ha  no^  ^ead  %\''—{The  Duke  of  Buokin^Mm)         . .  1101 
Uotion  a^eii  io  :— 3iU  rea4  i\  ani  eammitied  to  a  Committer  of  the  Whole 
Howe  Sb-morroia. 
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AiLBOED  Okitbltzis  dt  Nhw  Zbalajto— Qqcfitdoii,  Mr.  Ocmt ;  Answer,  Mr. 
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AsMT— finoKDre  op  AimuicmON — QoesUo^,  Mr.  Bayter;   Answer,  ^ir  John 
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Am -^Hale's  Wab  Bocmis— !^ue§tion,  Mr.   Otway  ,*   Answer,  Sir  John 
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SuFFLT— Order  lor  Committee  read;    Motion   made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare  the  Chair :  "*- 

Katt— Isok-Clad  Fleet — Observations,  Captain  Mackinnon  . .   1 107 

Natt — ^FuTUSE  CoNSTEUcnoK  OF  Ships — Resolitciov — Amendment  proposed. 

To  laave  out  from  the  word  *'  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 

words  '*  A  —ieptiflo  iDqairf  bd  institated,  to  take  into  consideration  the  leading 

oharacteristicfl  that  should  be  adopted  in  the  future  construction  of  the  vessels  of  the 

NaTj/'— (Jfr.  ae€!y,)—m»Uadiheveoi  ..  ..  ..1111 

Ckoestion  proposed,  *<  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  le/t  out  stand  part  of 

the  Question." 
After  dehate,   Question  put:— The  House  dmM;   Ajes  47,  Noes  37; 

Majority  10. 

Tavcoutxb's  IsLAvn  AHB  Bbitish  Columbia— Question,   Yisoount  Milton ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  :— *Short  debate  thereon  . .  • .  1140 

Main  Question,   ^  That  Mr.   Speaks  do  now  leaye  the  C9iair,''  put,   and 
offreed  to. 

^^cess  op  Wals9  —  fbn  Majestt's  iLUBwer  io  ,the  Address  [9th  Julj], 

reported  ,'.  ,.  .,  .,  .'.1140 
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Orifinftl  QuestioD  pnt,  and  agreed  to. 

(6.)  £564,237,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
New  Works,  Baildingf,  Mftohinerjr, 
and  Repairs.  —  After  short  debate. 
Vote  agreed  to        ,. 

(7.)  £78,164,  Medicines,  Medical  Stores, 
Ac. — After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

(8.)  £20,365,  Martial  Law. 

(9.)  £175,800,  Nayal  Miscellaneous  Ser- 
vices. —  After  short  debate^  Vote 
agreedto  .« 

(10.)  £500,166,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Half-pay,  Ac.  Nayy  and  Eojal  Ma- 
rines. 

(11.)  £400,447,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Military  Pensions  and  Allowances. 

(12.)  £123,498,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Ciril  Pensions  and  Allowances. 

(13.)  £200,600,  to  complete  the  s«m  for 
Freight  of  Ships. 

(14.}  £42,070,  Greenwich  Hospital  and 
Schools. —  After  short  debate,  Vote 
agreedto. 


1155 
1155 


1156 


1156 


(I.)  £87,170,    Victualling    Yards    and 

Transport  Establishments   at  Home 
and  Abroad, 
(a.)  £64,824,  Medical  EsUblishments  at 

Home  and  Abroad. 
(3.)  £20,700,  Marine  Dirisions. 
(4.)  £592,908,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Naval  Stores,  Ac.— Aft»r  short  debate. 

Vote  agreed  to        ,.  •.     1143 

(5.)  Motion  made,  and   Question  pro- 
posed, **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 

£742,500,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty, 

to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  de- 
fray the  Expense  of  Steam  Machinery 

for  Her  Majesty's  Ships  and  Vessels, 

and  for  Payments  to  be  made  for  Ships 

and  Vessels  building  or  to  be  built  by 

Contract,  which  will  come  in  course 

of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 

the  3lst  day  of  March  1869  "  . .     1148 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "That 

a  sum,  not  exceeding  £742,000,  Ac./' 

--(Mr,  Samuda)     ..  ..     1154 

The  Committee  divided  ;  Ayes  59,  Noes 

92;  Majority  33. 

Besolations  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ;  Committee  to  dt  again  lb-morrow. 
Sir  Robert  Kapler— 

Resolution  from  the  Committee  upon  Her  Majes^s  Message  [9th  July]  reported  .•—Re- 
solution agreed  to,  Nemino  Contradieente  .-—Bill  ordered  (Mir.  Dodton,  Mr,  Dieraeli, 
Sir  Stafford  NoriheoU) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  230]  . .    1157 

Bbistol  Electioit — 

Ordered,  That  the  ETidence  taken  before  the  Bristol  Election  Committee  haying  been  de- 
livered, Mr.  Speaker  do  not  issue  his  Warrant  for  a  New  Writ  for  the  City  of  Bristol 
until  three  days'  Notice  of  a  Motion  for  the  Writ  shall  have  expired, — {Mr.  Bate. ) 

Poor  Law  Board  Provisional  Order  Confirmatioii  Wl—Ordered  (Sir  MUhael 

Eieke-Beach,  Sir  James  Fergusson) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  231]         •  •   1 157 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  14. 

New  Feeb  Intkoduced — Alexander  Nelson  Baron  Bridport  of  that  Part  of  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  called  Ireland,  Major  General 
in  Ker  Majesty'fl  Army,  having  been  created  Viscount  Bridport  of  the 
United  Kingdom— Was  (in  the  usual  Manner)  introduced. 

Bankruptcy  Act  Amendment  Bill  (No.  208)— 

House  in  Committee  ..  ..  ..  ..   1158 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  House  to  he  again  in  Committee  on  Friday 
next. 

Clerks  of  the  Peace,  &c.  (Ireland)  Bill  (No.  224)— 
Moioed,  "  That  the  Bill  he  now  read  2%"— ( The  Earl  of  Devon)  ..   1 162 

After  short  dehate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  (according  to  Order},  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Thwe^  next. 

District  Church  Tithes  Act  Amendment  Bill  (No.  236)— 

House  in  Committee  . .  . .  . .  •  •   1 1 68 

Amendments  made ;    The  Report  thereof  to  he  received  on  "Thursday  next ; 
and  Bill  to  he  printed,  as  amended.  (No.  251.) 

Courts  of  Justiciary  (Scotland)  Bill  (No.  232)— 
Moved,  «  That  the  Bill  he  now  read  2%"— ( The  Lord  Chancellor)  . .   1 163 

Motion  aweed  to  ;— Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Thuirsddy  next. 
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COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  JUIT  14. 

Aunr — Invaud   Ofptcbhs   from   Iin>iA — Qaestion,  Sir  Bobert  Anstraiher ; 

Answer,  Sir  Jolm  Pakington  . .  . .  . .  1165 

"Ruinraro  his  Letters"  15  Sootiahd— Question,   Sir  Robert  Anstruther ; 

Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  . .  . .  . .  1166 

Election   Petitioxis    and    Ciorrapt    Practices   at    Elections 

(re-eommitUd)  Bill  [Bill  63]— 
Bill  considered  in  Committee  [Progress  10th  July]  . .  . .   1166 

After  some  time  spent  therein.  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon 

Thursday,  at  Twelve  of  the  clock. 

Supply— Report— Resolutions  r<yor^  ..  ..  ..1185 

First  Thirteen  Resolutions  read  a  second  time,  and  agreed  to. 
Fourteenth  Resolution  read  a  second  time,  and  re-eommitted  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Supply. 


BuppLT— Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair:" — 

Civil  Sxryiox  Estimates — Observations,  Mr.  Childers ;  Reply,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer 

DxPAETMSinS  OF  PuBLIO  HrALTH,  &0.— RBSOLimON— ifot?^, 
*<That  It  Ib  expedient  that  the  DepartmenU  of  Pablio  Health,  Cattle  Plague,  and  Qoa- 
ranUne  ■honld  cease  to  exist  as  Establishments,  due  regard  being  had  to  ill  personal  in- 
terests and  to  all  individual  claims/'— (/Str  J.  Clairke  Jervoiie) 

After  short  dehate,  Motion  negatived. 

Courts  of  Appeal— Assessed  Taxes-— Question,  Mr.  Treehy ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Sdater-Booth 

Ciboular  Deltvert   Company  akd  the  Commissiokaires  —  Question,  Mr. 
Wyld ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen  Cave 

IiBLAwi)— RoTAL  Irmh  Acadbmt— Obscrvations,  Mr.  Gregory;  Reply,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

Motion,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  agreed  to. 

SUFtltY'^eonsidered  in  Committee — Civn.  Service  Estimates. 

(In  the  Committee.) 


(1.)  £35,600,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Treasury. 

(2.)  Motion  niade,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£28,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty, 
to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  de- 
fray the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1869, 
for  Her  Majesty's  Foreign  and  other 
Secret  Serrioes  "  . . 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £18,000, 
*c."--(ifr.  Luek ;)— After  short  de- 
bate, Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(3.)  £56,410,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Home  Oflloe. -— After  short  debate, 
ycU  agreed  to 

(4*)  £52,458,  to  complete  the  sum  fbr 
Foreign  OiBce. — After  short  debate, 
Vote  agreed  to        .• 

{$.)  £19,090,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
MoDialOffloe. 
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(6.)  £65,725,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Board  of  Trade.^After  debate,  Vote 
agreed  to 

(7.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£8,176,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty, 
to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  de- 
fray the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  81st  day  of  March 
1869,  fbr  the  Salaries  of  the  Officers 
and  Attendants  of  the  Household  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  and 
other  Expenses  "  . . 
After  short  debate.  Motion  made,  and 
Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Item  of 
£1,574  6i.  2d.  for  Queen's  Plates  to 
be  run  for  in  Ireland,  be  omitted 
from  the  proposed  Vote,"— (Ifr.  Luik) 
After  farther  short  debate,  Motion,  by 
leaTc,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

(8.)  £14,927,  to  complete  the  sum  fbr 
Chief  Secretary^  Ireland,  OfBcet. 
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SupPLT— <3mL  SsBfioB  EiSDonft— MmKiMMi. 

Foffe 
(9.)  £13^id,  to  eompbta  ibe  nun  for 

PajmMter  General's  OfSoe. 
(10.)  £4,136,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

QioMD'«  and  L^nl  TreMorer^f  Remem- 
brancer, Ae. 
(II.)  £22,700,  to  complete  the  torn  for 

Commifsioners    of     Her    Majetty'f 

Works,  England.— After  short  debate, 

Yote  agreed  to       ..  ..     1208 

(12.)  £17/»46,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Board  of  Works,  Ireland. 
(13^  £86,854,  to  oonmlete  the  sum  for 

Hoose  of  Commons  Offices. 
(14.)  £28,585,  to  complete  the  som  for 

Priyy  Council  OflSce. 
(15.)  £1,918,  to  complete  the  som  for 

PriTj  Seal  Office. 
(i6J[  £6,407,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

GiTil  Seryice  Commission. 
(17.)  £25,500,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Ezcheqner  and  Audit  Department. 
<i8.)  £16,958,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Office  of  Woods,  Forests^  and  Land 

Rerennes,  Ac.— After  short  debate, 

yoUoffrudto        ..  ..     1209 

(19.)  £14,9M,  to  ooi4»leto  the  som  for 

Poblic  Record  Office. 
(30.)  £140,183,  to  complete  the  som  for 

Poor  Law  Conmiission. 
(ai.)  £30,829,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Mint. 
(2a.)  £13,294,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Copyhold  In^osnre  and  ^the  Com- 
mission. 
(23.)  £7i200,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

inolosure  and  Drainage  Acts ;    Im- 
prest Expenses. 
(24.)  £27,961,  to  complete  the  snm  for 

General  Register  Office. 

£11,132,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
!Tational  Debt  Office. 
(26.)  £3,429,  to  complete  the  som  for 

Pnblic  Works  Loan  Commission,  Ac. 
(27.)  £2,820,  to  complete  the  som  for 

Lnnaoy  Commission. 
(28.)  £1,449,  to  complete  tl^  siw  for 

R^strars  of  Friendly  Societies. 
(29.)  i&12,438,  to  cQi^plete  dbe  i^;^  for 

Charity  Commispion. 
(30.)  £19,071,  to  cQ9iplet9  the  vum  for 

Patent  Office,  Ac. 
(31.)  £215,909,  Xo  complete  the  fum  for 

Printing  and  Stationery. 
(32.)  £11,867,  to  oompiete  the  sum  for 

Poor  Law  Commission^  ScoUimd. 
(33.)  £4,608,  to  complete  tbe  sum  for 

General  Register  Office,  Scotland. 
(34.)  £3,206,  to  complete  the  siun  ioft 

Luanej  Commission,  Scotland. 
(350  ^>323,  to  oomplete  the  fom  for 

FiabMy  Boiurd.  SeoilM»d. 


^•^nI, 


(36.)  £2,296,  to  oomi^ete  the  mm  for 
Pablic  Record  Office,  Ireland. 

(37*)  £63,267,  to  complete  the  som  for 
Poor  Law  Comnussion,  Ireland. 

(38.)  £14,722,  to  complete  the  snm  for 
General  Registrar  Office,  Ac.  Ire- 
land. 

(39.)  £250,  Boundary  Surrey^  Ireland. 

(40.)  £1,188,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Charitable  Donations  and  Beonests, 
Ireland. 

Ee-^ommitUd  Resolntipn,  repqirted  t^ 
day,  read,  as  foUoweth : — 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £42,079, 
be  granted  to  Her  Mi^ty,  to  defray 
the  Expenses  of  Greenwich  HospitiJ 
and  Schools,  which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  on 
the  3l8t  day  of  Maioh  1869  "*  ..     1210 

Wherenpon — 

(41.)  Resolved,  That  a  lom,  not  ex- 
ceeding £127,690,  be  gnoKM  to  Upf 
Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expenses  of 
Greenwich  Hospitid  and  Schools,  which 
vill  eome  in  ooorse  of  piiyme»t  dur- 
ing the  year  ending  on  the  31it  4»j  of 

(42.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, '^  That  a  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £20,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, to  defray  the  CluMrge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  dur- 
ing the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  March  1869,  for  the  Compensation 
granted  to  the  Portpatrick  Railway 
Company  in  consequence  of  the  Aban- 
donment of  Mail  Clommnnication  be- 
tween Donaghadee  and  Portpatrick  "      1210 

Moved,  •*  That  the  Chairman  do  re^rt 
Progress,  and  ask  leaye  to  sit  again," 
— <&*•  iV(M<«:)— After  short  debate, 
Motion,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
(43.)  £7,500,  Compensation,  Explosion 
at  Clerkenwell. — After  short  d^bate^ 
Yoie  agreed  to       ..  ..     1213 

(44.)  £10,000,  R^stration  Expenses        1213 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^  That  a  «um,  ^not  exceeding  £389^00, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majes^  (in  addition 
to  the  sum  of  £81,000  already  voted 
on  account).  Jbowurds  defining  the 
Charge  for  Full  Fay  of  Reduced  and 
Retired  Oflloers,  and  Half  Pigr,  which 
will  come  in  course  of  pi^yment  fyom 
the  first  day  of  April  1868  to  the  Sift 
day  of  Manth  1869,  inclusire." 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  **  That 
the  CbairpuMi  do  report  Proj^ss,  and 
ask  leave  to  jsit  again,"  —  (ColptuH 
/«rvw,)-^puty  ai^d  a^preed  ip. 


BefaltttioBs  to  be  repoited  To-morrow ;  IJommittee  report  Progre^ ;  ^  sU 
again  To-morrcw, 

Colonial  "''fffT'g  BUI-nResolntion  comeidered  in  Committee :— Resolution  tefort^:^ 
BiU  on^red(3£r.  Stephen  Cave,  Mr.  Adderley) ;  pr^mt§d,  and  nMd  the  Qnft  |ini» 

[Bm2M]    ^        ••  ..  .•  ..  ..  121a 
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Braisage  aadlmproTemeiit  of  Laadi  (IrelaiicU  Sut^^tomMttU  (iTb.  4)  fillh^ 

OrdtfTMi  (Jlr.  SOaier-B^otk,  The  Earl  tf  ifayo);  pr€$mi9d,  nIA  nU  tht  AM  tinM 
[Bin  285]  ..  ..  ..  ..  .,   1218 

COMMONS,  WBDWESDAT,  JULY  15. 

Ibslajt])— :ltoTAL  t)$i8H  tusiiTUTB — Qu«8tioii>  Sir  Patrick  O^Brien;  Answeri 

Mr.  Oatlionia  Hardj  .;  ..  ..  ..  1214 

Sale  of  FcimcfDM  and  Phamiaoy  Act  Amendment  BUI  (Lordi) 
[Bfll  ISl]— 
Bill  0<m$id&r0d  in  Gommitteo  , .  . .  . «   1214 

Afkar  Boms  time  gp6nt  therein^  Bill  rwporMt  ae  ameAdMl,  to  bd  oimMdeted 
upon  IMoff,  aiid  to  be  printed.   [Bill  28S.] 

Minee  Aaaesament  BiU  [Bill2ai]~ 
if09«7,  "  That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now  taken  into  Consideratititi ''      . .     1220 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  '<no#/'  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Qoeation  to  add  the  words  '<  upon  this  day  fbrtnight/'— (fifir  SobifH 

C^mdr.) 
After  debate,  Qaestion,  *'  That  the  word  *  now  *  stand  part  of  the  (Juestion,^' 

put,  and  negatived: — Words  added: — Main  Question,  as  atnended,  pnt, 

and   agreed  to  : — Consideration,  as  amended^   defetr9d   till   WediU^dajf^ 

29th  July. 

§ir  Bbbert  XTapler's  Annuity  Sill  [Bill  230]— 
Bill  eoneidered  m  Committee     •  •  .  •  ^         •  •  •  •   1225 

Bill  reported,  vHthout  Amendment ;  to  be  read  the  ibird  time  To-morrow. 

IDIIOS,  THimSDAt,  TCV[  16. 
PuTin  BitLs^RittWAt  BiLui--^IircltBi6x  o»  RAxsft^BtAimiiri}  Oafisup^ 
Standing  Order  Ko.  176.  amended  by  inserting  after  Beotion  8.  tlie  following 

Seotbn  : — 
Seotion  4.    Tliftt  no  BiU  which  proposes  td  inereMe  the  lUtee  noif  payttbld  6fl  the  Ooii- 
TejriDot  of  Goods  or  PAmengert  on  An^  RAilway  thaU  be  reiul  a  Beoohd  Time  until 
a  Report  from  the  Board  of  Trade  on  the  Snbjeot,  made  after  the   BiU  has  been 
read  a  First  Time  in  this  Honse,  shall  hate  beek  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  HousIb       . .   1226 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Standing  Order,  as  amended,  be  printed. 

Promisfiory  OathB  Bill  (No.  248)-. 
Commons^  Amendments  considered  (according  to  drder)         . .  • »  1227 

After  debate,  Commons'  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Teb  Wab  OmoE— DiFABTxmrT  ov  CovTBOL-^-Qaestiont  ObserrationB,  Earl  De 

Qr«y  and  Bipon;  Beply^  The.Baii  of  Longford  :«*Short  debute  thereon     1288 

COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  JULY  16. 

BouHk-Eaetem  and  London^  Brighton,  and  South   Coast  Bailwag  Companies* 
BiU  (ig  Order)-- 
Lords*  Amendments  considered ;  several  agreed  to ;  and,  after  short  debate, 

one  disagreed  to,-iMr.  Watkin)  . .  • .  . .  1248 

Committee  appointed,  "to  draw  np  Beasons  to  be  assigned  to  The  Lords 
for  disagHBein^  to  the  Amendment  to  whioh  this  House  hath  disagreed  :"— 
listoftheOominittee  ..  ..  ..  ..  1250 

fc^FLT — Order  for  Committee  read ;   Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare  the  Chair :  "— 
fnmm  of  S.  A.  OonnABn— Observation^  Mr.  H.  B.  Bheridatl  . .  1250 
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Supply— Order  fbr  Committee— tfonKfNMd. 

Abict — ^RoTAL  QvK  Faciobies — ^Motion  tob,  a  ComamB— 

Amendment  proposed. 
To  leaye  out  from  the  word  *'That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  a  Oonmiittee  of  Fi?e  Members  be  appointed  by  the  Oommittee  of  Selection  to 
inquire  into  the  following  allegations  : — That  in  1864  the  Royal  Gun  Factories,  on 
beuDg  applied  to  by  the  Ordnance  Select  Oommittee  for  Estimates  for  cheaper 
9-inoh  guns  than  those  that  were  beinff  made  at  that  time,  sent  in  erroneoas  com- 
paratiye  Estimates,  on  the  strength  of  which  the  Ordnance  Select  Committee  decided 
in  fityonr  of  the  gon  proposed  by  the  Royal  Gnn  Factories ;  that  a  sample  9-inoh 
gun  was  then  made  by  the  Royal  Gmi  Factories,  the  details  of  the  cost  of  which, 
on  being  compared  with  the  details  of  the  cost  of  similar  s; ons  manafiu>tared  two  years 
afterwards,  show  great  and  apparently  inexplicable  mscrepanoies ;  and  that  like 
errors  ha?e  been  made  by  the  Royal  Gnn  Factories  with  regard  to  the  comparative 
cost  of  new  wronght-iron  and  converted  ^ns,  thereby  entailing  a  heavy  and  an« 
necessary  expense  upon  the  coontry," — {Major  iinton, )»in8tead  thereof  . ,   1254 

Question  proposedy  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Amendment  moved,  to  add  the  words, 
*<  That  Sir  John  Pakington  and  Mi^or  Anson  be  added  to  the  Committee,  for  the  purpoee 
of  examining  witnesses,  and  takmg  part  in  the  proceedings,  but  without  the  power  of 
voting,"— (Coptotn  Vivian,) 

After  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Another  Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  '*a  Committee  of  Seven  Members  be  appointed,  Ao,**— {Major  Anion)  . .    1260 

Question,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question,''  put,  and  n^^o^u;^  .*-*  Words  addsd  :^'MBxa  Question,  as 
amended,  put,  and  a^rsed  to. 

Order^  That  a  Committee  of  Seven  Members  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  following 
allegations : — That  in  1864  the  Royal  Gun  Faotories,  on  being  applied  to  by  the  Ordnance 
Select  Conunittee  for  Estimates  for  cheaper  9-inch  suns  than  those  that  were  being  made 
at  that  time,  sent  in  erroneous  comparative  Estimates,  on  the  strength  of  which  the 
Ordnance  Select  Committee  decided  in  &vour  of  the  ffun  proposed  by  the  Royal  Gun 
Factories  ;  that  a  sample  9-inch  gun  was  then  made  by  the  Royal  Gun  Factories,  the 
details  of  the  cost  of  which,  on  being  compared  with  the  details  of  the  cost  of  similar 

Sms  manufactured  two  years  afterwards,  show  great  and  apparently  inexplicable 
screpancies ;  and  that  like  errors  have  been  made  by  the  Royal  Gun  Factories  with 
regard  to  the  comparative  cost  of  new  wrought-iron  and  converted  guns,  thereby  entailing 
a  heavy  and  unnecessary  expense  upon  the  country, — {Major  Anson) 

And,  on  July  18,  Select  Committee  nominated: — List  of  the  Committee      .  •   1261 

SuPFLT — Rssohed,  That  this  House  will  immediately  resolve  itself  into  the 

Committee  of  Supply  : — Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''  That  Mr. 

Sp^iker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  :" — 

Abkt — SoLDitBs'  Oephans — ^MoTioK  FOB  AK  Abdbess — ^Amendment  proposod. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  <*  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 

*<an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Migesty,  prayinff  that  She  will  be  graciously 

pleased  to  direct  that  an  Institution  shall  be  established  to  receive  and  educate  the 

Orphan  Daughters  of  Non-commissioned  Officers  and  Soldiers  of  our  Army," — (Colonel 

JVort*,)— instead  thereof  ..  ..  ..  ,,   1261 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  he  left  out  stand  part  of 

the  Question :"— After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Abut — Coxtbol  DEPiBXumn:— Motion  fob  Pap£bs-> Amendment  proposed, 
To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That  "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words,  "  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  that  She  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  give  directions  that  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  a  Copy  of  tiie  Draft 
Regulations  for  the  Control  Department  originally  sent  in  by  the  War  Office  to  the 
TrMsury,  together  with  any  memoranda  thereupon  by  the  Assistant  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  together  with  the  reply  thereto  by  the  Controller  in  Chief,"— (Co^{ 
/«rv{t,)— instead  thereof  • .  •  •  . .  • .    1266 

After  debate,  Question,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 

part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and  a^eed  to. 
Observations,  Mr.  Disraeli :— Short  debate  thereon  •  •  ^^  !•  •  ^^'^^ 
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Bjimr — Order  ibr  Qommitiee— eon^yiiidif. 

Bbibiol  Elbchov — QoestioDy  Mr.  Serjeant  Gaselee  ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 
General  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1275 

Naxioval  Boabd  of  EDiTCA.Tioir  (IsELAHn)— Observations,  Sir  John  Gray  ; 
Eeply,  The  Earl  of  Mayo      . .  . .  . .  . .  1276 

Main  Qaestion,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair/'   pnt,  and 
agreed  to. 

SUNLY'^constdered  in  Committee — Asmy  Ebidcatrs— 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Qnestion  again  proposed, 
*'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  dB389^00,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty  (in  addition  to  the 
sum  of  £81,000  already  Toted  on  aooonnt),  towards  defraying  the  Charge  for  Fall 
Pay  of  Rednoed  and  Retired  OfiOoers,  and  Half  Pay,  which  will  come  in  course  of 
payment  from  the  first  day  of  April  1868  to  the  3l8t  day  of  March  1869,  inclasiye  "       1278 

After  debate,  Qnestion  pnt,  and  agrded  to. 

Beeolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  olock. 

Ibsulitd — Case  of  Michael  O'Haklon — Question,  Sir  John  Gray  ;   Answer, 

The  Earl  of  Mayo  . .  . .  . .  . .   1280 

NATUBALizAnoK  A5D  EzPATRiATiOK — Qnostion,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster ;  Answer, 
'    Lord  Stanley  . .  . ,  . .  . ,  1280 

MsiBOPOLiB — New  Courts  of   JusriOE^Qaestion,  Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence; 

Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  . .  . .   1281 

IssLAio)— FsNiAK  Pbisoitbbs,  WASEEif  AiTD  CosTELLO— Quostion,  Mr.  J.  Stuart 

Mill;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  ..  ..  ..   1282 

Irelakd— Iheqitality  of  Taxatioh  — Question,  Mr.  O'Beime;   Answer,  Mr. 

Selater-Booth  ..  ..  ..  ..   1283 

Mkbopolis— Pabk  LAiTB-^Question,  Mr.  Gregory ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tite  . .  1283 

IiooBiATiov  OF  FoBEiev  Caitlb — Quostiou,  Mr.   Norwood;   Answer,  Lord 

Stanley : — Short  debate  thereon  •  •  . .  . .   1284 

Apfoivtmsnts  m  the  Customs,  &o. — Question,  Mr.  A.  Eussell ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Gathome  Hardy  . .  . .  . .  . .   1286 

LfPOBXATiov  OF  FoBBiGir  Sheep — Question,  Mr.  Gilpin ;  Answer,  Lord  Bobert 

Montagu         ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1287 

DisiBiBUTioir  OF  Tboops  nr  the  Nobth  of  Irelaitd  —  Question,  Sir  Hervey 

Bruce;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  ••  ..  ..  1287 

FiBSi  FBOK  Eailwat  Enoikes— Quostiou,  Mr.  Bead ;    Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 

Cave  . .  . .  . .  , .  . .  1287 

Cattle  Flaoux  Coufxksatiov — Question,  Mr.  Bead ;   Answer,  Lord  Bobert 

Montagu        ...  ..  ..  ,.  ..  1288 

Post  Offiob— Yaeoouyer's  Islakb — Question,  Yisoount  Milton  ;   Answer,  Mr. 

Adderley     ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1289 

Tttrket — Embassy  House  at  Thebafia— Question,  Mr.  Monk;  Answer,  Mr. 

Sclater-Booth  ..  ..  ..  ..  1289 

Mxtbopolitak  Fobeigk  Cattle  Mabtbt  Bill  —  Question,  Mr.  J.  B.  Smith ; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .   1290 

lEELAin>— Babbaoxs  at  Mullikoab — Question,  Mr.  Maguire  ;    Answer,  The 

Earl  of  Mayo  . .  • .  . .  . .   1290 

Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market  (re-committed)  Bill  [Bill  139] 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [26th  June],  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  ; "  and 
which  Amendment  was— 
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MetropcHiian  Foreign  CaUle  Market  BtK— continued. 
To  leave  out  from  the  word  '^That"  to  tbe  end  of  iho  QaettioD,  in  order  «o  add  iha 
wordi  "  the  proposal  to  pass  a  permanent  law,  requiring  that  in  order  to  prevent  the 
introduotion  of  the  Cattle  Plaffue  into  this  Country  from  abroad,  all  foreign  cattle  and 
other  animals  imported  into  the  Port  of  London  shall  be  landed  at  one  prescribed  spot, 
and  shall  not  be  removed  thence  alive,  ought  not  to  be  consfdered  apart  from  the  general 
policy  of  imposing  legal  restrictions  on  the  foreign  cattle  trade  in  other  ports  of  the 
United  Kingdom/' — {Mr.  Miner  Sfibton,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  *'That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  oat  iStotd 
part  of  die  Question :  " — Debate  resumed    . .  . .  . .   1291 

After  long  debate,  Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair,"  put,  and  agreed  to : — BiH  considered  in  Committee. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next 

Expiring  Laws  Continiiaiice  B^-^Ordered  (Mr.  SdcUer-Booih,  Mr.  SeereUxry  ChUhome 

Hardy) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  241]  . .  . .    1843 

Woods  and  Game  Assessment  "BiSl—Ordered  (Mr.  Read,  Mr.  Jasper  More) ;  presented, 

and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  342]       . .  . .  . .  . .    1843 

LORDS,  FRIDAY,  JULY  17. 
London,  Bbightok,  and  Sottth   Coast  Railway  Bill  —  Obsenrations,  Lord 

Redesdale       . .  . .  . .  ,  •  , «   1344 

CoBONATioN  Oath— Addbbss  fob  a  Papbr — 
Moved,  That  an  humble  Address  be  preeented  to  Her  Bfajesly  for  a  Copy  of  the  Oaih 
taken  hj  Her  Majesty  at  Her  Coronation  : 

Agreed  to.— (The  Lord  Redesdale)  ..  ..  ..   1345 

Abkt — Obganization   of   the  Resbbyed   Foboss  —  Qaestion,    Lord   Truro; 

Answer,  Tbe  Earl  of  Longford : — Short  debate  thereon     . .  . .  1860 

Thi  Blockade  of  Mazatlak — Question,  The  Earl  of  Denbigh ;  Answer,  The 

Earl  of  Malmesbnry  • .  . .  . .  . .  1359 

Burials  (Ireland)  Bill  (No.  212)- 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)  : — ^Amendments  made  . «  1361 

The  Report  of  the  Amendments  to  be  received  on  Monday  next;  and  Bill  to 
he  printed,  as  amended.  (No.  269.) 

Bankraptoy  Act  Amendment  Bill  (No.  208)— 

Order  for  the  House  to  be  again  in  Committee  on  the  said  Bill,  read  . .  1363 

After  short  debate,  Hoase  again  in  Committee. 

Amendments  made ;  The  Report  thereof  to  be  received  on  Monday  next ; 
and  Bill  to  be  printed,  as  amended.  (No.  270.) 

liarceny  and  Embezzlement  Bill  (No.  245)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%'*— {The  Lord  Chehnrford)  . .   1364 

Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Oommittoe 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

Carriages  Validily  (Blaikedown)  Bill  iT^d^.l  —  PresenUd  (^Tke  Lord  LyMton); 

readl*  (No.  271)    ..  ..  ..  ..  ,.   1365 

COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  JFLT  17. 
Qitsensland— PoLTiirBsiAK  IsLANDEBS — Qucstion,  Mr.  W.  E«  Forster;   Answw, 

Mr.  Adderley  . .  . .  . .  . .  1365 

School   iNaviRT  Coumitteb — Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster ;    Answer,  Mr. 

Gathome  Hardy  , .  . ,  , ,  . .   1366 

Collection  of   Assessed  Taxes  in  the   South  of  LoNBON'^Question,  Mr. 

Thomas  Hughes ;    Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- Booth  ..  ,.  1867 

SiTPPLr— Report — Resolution  [July  16]  reported  . .  , .  1367 

After  short  debate,  Resolution  agreed  to. 
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Election    Petitions   and    Corrupt   Practices    at    Elections 

(re'cmmitted)  Bill  [BiU  63]— 
Bill  considered  in  Committee  [PropreH  \Uh  July']  .,  . .   1869 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress ;    to  sit  again 

To-fMrrow. 

Motion  fob  ADjouBiniENT — Moved,  "  That  this  House  will,  at  the  rising  of  the 

House  this  day,  adjourn  till  Monday  next/* — (i/r.  Baillie  Cochrane)     . .   1887 

Navy  —  Gbeekwioh  Hospital — Observations,  Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane  ;  Reply, 
Mr.  Du  Cane  :— Debate  thereon  . .  . .  . .   1387 

CusToics  EzTBA  Clebks  -»  Observations,  Mr.  H.  B.  Sheridan ;   Beply,  Mr. 

SdatMT-Booth  ..  ..  ..  ..  1407 

Ibblaitd — Tenure  op  Land — Question,  Observations,  Mr.  O'Beime;  Reply, 

The  Salrl  of  Mayo  ..  ..  ..  ..   1411 

Pasuahekt  —  PuBuc  Business — Observations,  Mr.  Dillwyn  ;    Reply,   Mr. 

Disraeli : — Short  debate  thereon  . .  . .  . .   1419 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Poor  HeUef  BiU  (Lords)  [Bill  186]— 
Bill  considered  in  Committee     . .  . .  . .  . .   1421 

After  abort  time  spent  therein.  Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow. 

COMMONS,  SATURDAY,  JULY  18. 
CusToics-HousB  Officers'  Grieyanoes — Question,  Mr.  Graves;   Answer,  Mr, 

Sdater-Booth  ..  ..  ..  ..   1426 

AiofT — ^Experucbutts  at  Shoeburtness— Observations,  Mr.  O'Beirne;   Reply, 

Sir  John  Pakington :— Short  debate  thereon  . .  . .   1426 

Election   Petitions   and    Corrupt    Practices    at    Elections 

{re-committed)  Bill  [Bill  63]— 
Bill  considered  in  Committee  iProgress  17 th  July']  . .  . .   1439 

After  long  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 

upon  IVednesday  next,  and  to  he  printed.  [Bill  243.] 

Saint  Mary  Somerset's  Church,  London,  Bill — Read  a  second  time,  and  committed 

to  a  Select  Committee  of  Eight  Members  : — List  of  the  Committee     . .  •  •    1458 

Tenure  and  Innnrovenieiit  of  Land,  ftc.  (Lreland)  Bill— ^^re<f  (Mr,  Eearden, 

Mr,  Mxehael  mss) ;  preaenUd,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  244]  . .  . .    1458 

SchoolB  and  Training  Factories  (Ireland)  "Rill — Ordered  {Mr,  Eearden,  Mr,  Leader) ; 

presenUd,  and  r^adThe  Brst  time  [Bill  245]  ..  ..  ..    1459 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  JULY  20. 

Abmt  of  Abyssinia  (Voxb  of  Thaitks) — 
The  Lord  Chakcbllob  acquainted  the  House,  That  he  had  received  a  Letter 
from  Lieut-General  Lord  Napier  of  Magdala,  Q.C.B.,  G.C.S.I.,  in  return 
to  the  Thanks  of  this  House  and  to  the  Resolutions  of  the  2d  Instant, 
communicated  to  him  in  obedience  to  an  Order  of  this  House  of  the  said 
2d  Instant :  The  said  Letter  being  read — Was  Ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table, 
and  to  be  entered  on  the  Journals.  . .  . .  . .   1459 

The  CAjrarnro    SrATtm  —  Question,  Lord  Campbell;    Answer,    The  Earl  of 

Malmesbury    ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1460 

PobUc  Schools  Bill  (No.  262)— 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\"-  ( The  Earl  of  Berly)  . .   1 46 1 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  : — ^BiU  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next.        Digitized  bvGoOQlc 
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Naty— Coaling  Her  Majesty's  Ships— Question,  Mr.  H.  Edwards ;  Answer, 
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Ireland — Coroner's  iNauEST  at  Monaghan — Question,  Mr.  Vance  ;  Answer, 
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Ireland— Dietary  in  Worxhotjsbs — Question,  Mr.  Cogan  ;  Answer,  The  Earl 

ofMayo  ..  ..  ..  ..   1482 

Arhy — Employment  op  Soldiers— Question,  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  ;  Answer,  Sir 
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Ireland— Queen's  Plates— Question,  General  Dunne;  Answer,  The  Earl  of 

Mayo  ..  ..  ,.  ..  •  ..  1486 

Abyssinian  Expedition — ^Vote  op  Thanes  to  Lord  Napier — 

Mr.  Speaker  acquainted  the  House*  that  he  had  received  a  Letter  from  Lord 
Napier  of  Magdala,  dated  the  18th  day  of  this  instant  July,  acknowledging 
the  Thanks  of  this  House  to  himself  and  other  Officers  for  the  sucoess 
attending  the  Abyssinian  Expedition :- Letter  read  . «  . .  1485 

Eegistration  (Ireland)  Bill  [BiU  218]— 

Order  for  Committee  read         . .  . .  . ,  . .   1486 

After  short  debate.  Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

After  some  time  spent  therein.  Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Wednesday,  and  to  be  printed.   [Bill  248.]  ^  , 
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Commons'  Beasons  for  disagreeing  to  One  of  the  Amendments  made  by  the 
Lords,  considered  (according  to  Order)  . .  . .  . .   1543 

Moted,  ''  To  insist  npon  the  Amendment  made  by  the  Lords  to  which  .the 
Commons  have  disagreed/' — (The  Chairman  of  Committees.) 

After  short  debate,  on  Question?  their  Lordships  (^W(^i^;  Contents  11, 
Not-Contents  30  ;  Majority  19 : — Resolved  in  the  Negative. 

Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  Bill  (No.  253)— 
Honse  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)        • .  . .  .  •   1549 

An  Amendment  made;  The  Eeport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Thursday  next. 

POBBBHOBES— MOTIOK  FOB  PaPJSBS — 

Moved,  **  That  an  hamble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  to  request  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty will  be  graeionsly  pleased  to  order  that  there  be  bud  before  this  House  by  the 
Commissioners  of  Wo<^  and  Forests,  Oopy  of  each  of  the  following  privately  printed 
Papers;  namely, 

"  Report  on  the  Bight  to  Foreshores  and  the  legal  Deeisions  affeoting  the  River  Thames 
and  the  Rights  of  the  Citizens  of  London  from  the  Time  of  Henry  III. ;  by  J.  W.  Pyoroft, 
F^.A.,  M.R.A.S. ;  Reg.  Sept.  Antiq.  Reg.  Soo.,  pp.  161 :"  [and  other  PapersJ^CT^ 
DukeofBuceleueh}  ..  ..  ..  .,    1550 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  Honse)  withdrawn. 

Then,  Motion  for  an  Address  for — 

**  Statement  of  all  legal  Proceedings  which  have  been  instituted  by  the  Law  Officers  at 
their  Instance  in  the  Name  of  the  Crown,  or  in  the  Behalf  of  Her  Majesty,  with 
respect  to  the  alleged  Title  claimed  by  the  Crown  to  the  Bed  or  Shores  of  the  Sea  or  the 
Foreshores  or  Beds  of  Navigable  Rivers  against  Corporate  Bodies  or  Private  Individuals 
from  the  1st  Day  of  January  1848  to  the  present  Time  :**  [and  other  Particulars,] — 
(The  Duke  of  Buedeueh.) 

Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

Bed  op  the  Sea,  &c. — Motion  for  an  Address  for — 
^  Statements :  Of  all  legal  Proceedings  instituted  by  the  Law  Officers  or  otherwise  on 
Behalf  of  the  Crown,  with  respect  to  the  Title  of  the  Crown  to  the  Bed  or  Shores  of 
the  Sea  or  the  Beds  or  Shores  of  Tidal  Navigable  Rivers  against  Corporate  Bodies  or 
Private  Individuals,  from  the  21st  Day  of  July  1863  up  to  the  Slst  December  1866 :  " 
£and  other  Particulars,]— ( The  Duke  of  Richmond)    ..  . .  . .   1 552 

Motion  agreed  to. 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  21. 

Navt— ADiaEAXTY  C1BCUIAB8  ON  Meda.ls  op  1847,  1848,  Am)  1858— Question, 

Captain  Mackinnon  ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  ..  ..  1553 

IuPKisomfSNT  voB  C0ST8  ov  i.  DisHissED   Chabob — Quostion,  Mr.  J.  Stuart 

Hill ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  . .  • .  . .  1553 

IvDu— EuBLOueH  Beoulations— Question,  Sir  Eobert  Anstruther;  Answer, 

Sir  Stafford  Northoote  ..  ..  ..  ..   1554 

AsicT— The    36th    Ebcuhjent — Question,   Mr.   Otway  ;    Answer,   Sir   John 

Pakington       ..  ..  ,.  ..  ..  1556 

LuBUHD— PKwrAiT  Pbisootsbs,  Wabbek  akd  Costbllo— Question,  Mr,  Vance ; 

Answer,  Mr.  J.  Stuart  Mill  . .  . .  . .   1556 

ITatt  OHAFLAnrs— Question^  Mr.  Carnegie  ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox    ,  t^557     . 
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Electric  Telegraphs  [re-committed)  Bill  {BiU  239]— 

Order  for  Committee  read  i^Jfaved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair/' — {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  . .  . .   1667 

After  debate,  Motion  agreed  to ;— Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
To-morrow. 

Poor  BeUef  BiU  (Lordi)  [Bill  186]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  [Progress  July  17]  . .  . .   1605 

Affcer  short  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon 
Thursday, 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  JULY  22. 
Election,  PetitionB  and  Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections  Bill 

[Bill  243]— 
Bill,  as  amended,  considered      . .  . .  . .  • .   1616 

After  long  debate,  farther  Consideration  deferred  till  Tomorrow  ^  at  Two  of 

the  clock. 

Electric  Telegraphs  Bill  [Bin  239]— 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered     . .  . .  .  •  . .   1651 

After  short  debate,  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow^  at  Two  of  the 
clock. 

LORDS,  THURSDAY,  JULY  23. 
Public  Schools  Bill  (No.  262)— 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)  . .  . .   1651 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  farther  Amendment  made;  The  Report 
thereof  to  be  received  To-morrow ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed,  as  amended. 
(No.  285.) 

Explosive  Materials  in  War — The  Russian  Circular— Question,  The  Earl  of 

Shaftesbury  ;   Answer,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbury  , »  . ,   1661 

The    Canning  Statue — Question,   Lord  Campbell;    Answer,    The  Earl   of 

Malmesbury  . ,  . ,  . .  . .  1664 

COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  JULY  23. 

Metropolis — The  New  Courts  op  Justice — Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence ; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .   1666 

India— Sale  op  Girlb— Question,  Mr.  Bazley ;  Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  1666 

Navy — Reports  on  Turret-Ships — Question,  Mr.  Seely ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry 

Lennox  , ,  . .  . .  , .  . .   1666 

British  Factorx  at  St.  Petersburg  —  Question,  Mr.  Clay;    Answer,  Lord 

Stanley  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1666 

Navy— Shebrness  Dockyard— Question,  Mr.  Knatohbull-Hugessen ;  Answer, 

Lord  Henry  Lennox  . .  . .  . .  , .   1667 

Army — Manufacture    op    Cartri]>0es — Question,  Gen^nl  Dunne;  Answer, 

Sir  John  Pakington  . .  . .  , .  . .   1667 

Army — ^Artillery  Practice  at  Portsmouth— Question,  Mr.  Seijeant  Gaselee ; 

Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  . .  . ,  . .   1668 

Post  O^ice— The  "West  India  Mail — Question,   Mr.  Bouverie ;   Answer, 

Mr.  Sclater-Booth  . .  . .  . .  . .   1669 

Ireland— Eel  Weir  at  Roosky— Question,  Mr.  W.  Ormsby-Oore  ,•  Answer, 

Mr.  Sclater-Booth  . .  . .  . .  . .   1669 

INDU— The  BuDOET—Question,  Mr.  J.  B.  Smith ;  Answer,  Sir  S.  Wwthoote       WW 
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SooiLAVD — ^BaiDes  at  DmncBLD^-Qiiestion^  Ur.  EUinaird;  AnflWer,  Tb6  Lord 

Advocate        ..  ..  ..  ..  .,  1671 

MEiBOPouTAir  FoBEioN  Oattis  Mabkst — Qaestton,  Mr.  Milner  Gibson ;  ABtwer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  . ,  1672 

PooB  Law — Cajsb  or  Jajcbs  Austut — Question,  Mr.  Kinnaird  ;  Answer,  Mr.  0. 

Hardy  ..  ..  ,,  ..  ..   1673 

Uavt— Thb  "Ebsbabch"  ajsd  THi  "Ekthbpbxse"— Explanation,  Mr.  Seely    1673 

Eleetion  Petitioiis  and  Corrupt  Practices  at  Electtons  Bill 

[Bill  243]— 
Iwher  Prooeeding  on  Consideration,  as  amended,  remmed    . «  . .   1675 

After  debate.  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morroWt  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

LOBDS,  FEIDAY,  JULY  24. 
Electric  Telegraplis  Bill  (^o.  282)— 
Mo9^,  '^That  the  Bill  be  bow  read  2^"— (1%^  Duh$  of  MontroBe)  . .   1692 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  2%  and  oommitUd  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

Public  SchoolB  Bill  (ITo.  285)— 
Amendment*  r^or^  (aceof  ding  to  Order)      ..  ..  ..1701 

After  short  debate,  further  Amendments  made: — Bill  to  be  read  3*  on 
Monday  next ;  and  to  be  printed,  as  amended.  (No.  288.) 

Begistration  (Ireland)  Bill  (Fo.  28l>- 
Mowd,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (2%^^  Earl  of  Malmeshury)  . .   1709 

After  short  debate.  Motion  o^r^  to  : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed 
to  a  Gommittee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  on  Monday  next. 

COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  JULY  24. 

ConsT  or  Csajxcery  aitd  Oouinrr  Coobts — Questioa,  Mr.  Hardcastle ;  Answer, 

The  Attorney  Qeneral  ..  ..  ..  ..1711 

Veteopolib — ^Pabe  Laxe — Question,  Mr.  Labouchere;  Answer,  Colonel  Hogg     1711 

Aecrra  at  the  Fobsign  Ovfiob — Question,  Mr.  Labouchere ;   Answer,  Lord 

Stanley  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1712 

Casb  of  Jakes  Bell— Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Lusk;  Answer,  Mr.  G.  Hardy  1713 

Natt — Old   Ships    akd    Shbebfess   Docktakd— Question,  Mr.  Pemberton  ; 

Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  , ,  . .  . ,  1713 

Katt — ^TuRBEi  Aim  BfiOADsmE  Ships — Question,  Mr.  Seely  ;   Answer,  Lord 

Henry  Leaiiox  .  •  1714 

Case  op  Chaelbs  Penhel  Measob — Question,  Sir  John  Gray ;   Answer,  Mr. 

Ghtthome  Hardy  . .  . ,  . .  . .  1714 

OuTBBEAX  OP  Cattle  PLAeuE — Question,  Mr.  Liddeli ;  Answer,  Lord  Eobert 

Montagu         . .  . .  . .  . .  1715 

ElectlonL  Petitioiui  and  Oorrupt  Practices  at  Elections  Bill 

[BiU  248]— 
Moved,  «' That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time,"— (J/r.2>wrew?0  ..1715 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  now  read  the  third  time," 

in  order  to  add  the  words  *' re-committed  in  respect  of  a  Clause  providing 

for  returning  ofllcers'  expenses  out  of  rates," — (^Mr.  JPat^c*^^,)— instead 

thereof. 
After  short  debate.  Question  put,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 

stand  part  of  the  Question  :" — The  House  divided,'  Ayes  102,  Noes  91  ; 

Majority  11 : — Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  the  third  time. 
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Begrulation  of  Bailwasrs  BiU  {Lords)  [BiU  142]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee     . .  . .  • .  . .  1733 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
this  day. 

Motion  fob  ADJOimincENT — Moved,  *'  That  the  House  at  its  rising  do  adjourn 

tmUond&j,''— {Mr.  Jacob  Bright)  ..  ..  ..  1787 

BaisTOL  Election — Observations,  Mr.  Neate  ;  B«ply,  The  Attorney  General  1744 
Cretan  Insuhbection— Question,  Mr.  Monk ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley  . .  1747 

The  Metropoutajj  Cattle  Mabxet — Questions,  Mr.  Ayrton,  Mr.  Gosohen, 
Mr.  Liddell ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Lord  Robert 
Montagu         . .  . .  . .  . .  • .  1748 

FoBETGN  Cattle  Tbade — Obserrations,  Mr.  Headlam ;   Beply,  Lord  Robert 
Montagu :— Short  debate  thereon  . .  . .  . .  1749 

Question  put,  "That  this  House  will,  at  the  rising  of  the  House  this  day, 
adjourn  till  Monday  next," — {Mr*  Jacob  Bright:) — ^The  House  divided; 
Ayes  38,  Noes  105  ;  Majority  67. 

Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market  {re-committed)  Bill  [Bill  189]— 
Bill  considered  in  Committee  [Progress  July  20]       ...  . .   1766 

After  some  time  spent  therein.  Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow. 

Compulsory  Church  Bates  Abolition  Bill- 
Lords'  Amendments  considered  (according  to  Order)  . .  . .    1778 
After  short  debate,  Lords'  Amendments  agreed  to  [Special  Entry]. 

METBOPOUTAir  Foreign  Cattle  Mabeet  Bill — Question,  Mr.  Henniker-Major ; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .   1773 

COMMONS,  SATUEDAT,  JULY  26. 

IirooME  Taz  CoHiassioNERs-^Question,  Mr.  H.  B.  Sheridan;   Answer,  The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  . .   1774 

Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market  {re-committed)  Bill  [Bill  139] — 
Order  for  Committee  read         . .  . .  , .  . .   1775 

After  short  debate.  Order  discharged : — ^BiU  withdrawn. 

Begrulation  of  Bailwasrs  BiU  {Lords)  [Bill  142]- 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered      . .  . .  .  •  .  •    1 781 

After  debate,  Amendments  made: — Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with 
Amendments. 


LORDS,  MONDAY,  JULY  27. 

New  Feba  Introduced — Sir  Robert  Cornelis  Napier,  a  Lieutenant  General  in 
Her  Majesty's  Army,  G.C.B.,  G.C.S.I.,  Commander-in-Chief  of  the  Army 
of  Bombay — Having  been  created  Baron  Napier  of  Magdala  in  Abyssinia 
and  of  Caryngton  in  the  County  Palatine  of  Chester,  was  (in  the  usual 
JiajineT)  introduced  ..  ..  ..  ..    179J 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections  Bill 

(No.  287)— 
Moved,  •'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2V'— ( The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  . .    1 79; 

After  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  oommitted 

to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 
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Eleotrlo  Telegraphs  Bill  (No.  282)^ 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be  put  into  Committee,  read  , .  1818 

After  short  debate.  House  in  Committee : — ^Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ; 
and  to  be  read  8*  To-mMrrow. 

Abtssinii— The  Eittotb — Question,  Lord  Houghton;   Answer,  The  Earl  of 

Malmesbury    ..  ..  ..  .,  ..   1814 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  JOLT  27. 

Abict — FoBxiFiGATioKB^Qnestion,  Colonel  Sykes;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  1817 

Afiirr— M.    Chablzbb's    Mbthob    of    SnoxiKe    Hobsks— Question,    Mr.    St. 

Aubyn ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington         . .  . .  . .   1817 

Natt — Old    Ukabmottbbd    Ships — Question,    Captain    Mackinnon;    Answer, 

Admiral  Seymour  . .  . .  . .  . .   1818 

Surra    Leokx  —  ApponmcsRT    or    Mb.    Huogihs — Question,   Mr.    H.    B. 

Sheridan ;  Answer,  Mr.  Adderley  . .  . .  . .   1818 

ExPEzrsBs  OT  WmrBSSES — Question,  Mr.  Beaoh;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  . .  1819 

Olbbot  Act   of  Bbitibh    Guiaka  —  Question,    Mr.  Candlish;   Answer,  Mr. 

Adderley         ••  ..  •'•  ..  ..  1819 

Glerot  AcfT  OF  Jakaioa — Question,  Mr.  Candlish ;  Answer,  Mr.  Adderley     . .   1820 

Spain — Casb   of  the  **  Tobkado  " — Question,  Mr.  Candlish  ;  Answer,  Lord 

Stanley  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1820 

Army  —  Betibehent  of  Abtillkbt  Officebs — Question,    General    Dunne ; 

Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  . .  . .  . .   1821 

Abht — Mbi>ioal  Dspabtment  —  Question,  Mr.  O'Beime  ;  Answer,  Sir  John 

Paking^n       ..  ..  ..  ..  1821 

Fibs  oir  OBDiKAiioifs — Question,  Mr.  Monk;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth     ..  1822 

LroiA-^IsDiAK  Sebtioe  Medals  —  Question,    Mr.  Kinnaird ;    Answer,    Sir 

Stafford  Northcote  . .  . .  . .  . .  1822 

The   Cntouxts    ik    ToBxsHiBE^Question,   Yisoount  Milton ;    Answer,   Mr. 

Gkthome  Hardy  . .  . .  . .  . .  1828 

Ajdct— 7iH  Sttbbst  VoLTTHTEEBS— Question^  Mr.  Whalley;  Answer,  Sir  John 

Pakington       . .  . .  . .  . .  •  •  1828 

Bbeeish  Faotobt  at  St.  PBXEBSBUBa— Question,  Mr.  Clay;   Answer,  Lord 

Stanley  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1824 

Belaxiohs  wuh  Hexioo — Question,  Mr.  EInglake  ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley     • .  1825 

Case  of  Mb.  CASiLB^Question,  Mr.  J.  Stuart  Mill ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome 

Hardy  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1826 

Abht  — Storehoxtses  fob  the  Wab  Office— Question,  Mr.  Adam;  Answer, 

Sir  John  Pakington  . .  . .  . .  . .   1826 

Abht— Ekapsaces  fob  the  Tboops — Question,  Mr.  Warner;  Answer,  Sir  John 

Pakington       ..  ..  ..  .•  1827 

Abht — ^Mabch    of   Tboops  fboh  Aldebshot  to  Sakdhubst — Questions,  Mr. 

Osborne,  Mr.  Buxton  ;  Answers,  Sir  John  Pakington       . .  . .   1828 

Shallpox  ahoeo  Sheep  in  Sohleswio-Holstedt — Question,  Colonel  l^orth ; 

Answer,  Lord  Bobert  Montagu  . .  . .  1828 

The  Late  Lobd  BBOxreicAH— Motion  fob  AnJOUBinfENT — 

Moved,  **  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn,"— (^^*  Boebuoh)  . .  1829 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  unthdrawn, 
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Ikdi^— East  IimiA  Retbkue  Aooouhts — O&nsidered  in  Committee  ,  •  18^7 

Aflter  long  debate, 

Betolved,  That  it  appears  by  the  Aoeoonti  laid  before  this  House  that  the  total  ReTonne 
of  India  for  the  yews  ending  the  Slit  day  of  Maroh  1867  was  £43,128,488  ;  the  total  oi 
the  direct  claims  and  demands  npon  the  Reyenne,  including  charges  of  ooUeotion  and 
cost  of  Salt  and  Opium,  was  £7,687,527 ;  the  charges  in  India,  including  Interest  on 
Debt,  and  Public  Works  ordinary,  were  £29,848,640 ;  the  Yalnt  of  Stores  supplied  from 
England,  was  £878,368 ;  the  charges  in  England  were  £5,549,846 ;  the  Guaranteed  In- 
terest on  the  Capital  of  Railway  and  other  Companies,  in  India  and  in  England, 
deducting  net  TraflBc  Receipts,  was  £781,049,  nudLing  a  total  charge  for  the  same  year 
of  £44,689,924 ;  and  there  was  an  excess  of  Espenditnue  over  Income  in  that  year 
amounting  to  £2,517,491. 

Besolution  to  be  reported  TtHnorrow. 

Gtovemment  of  India  Act  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  9l]~ 
Order  for  Committee  read         . .  . .  . .  . .   1870 

Moved,  **  That  the  Order  of  the  Day  to  go  into  Committee  on  this  Bill  be 

discharged," — (Sir  Stafford  Northeote.) 
After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to ;— Order  discharged  : — Bill  withdrawn. 

Poor  BeUef  Bill  (Lords)  [BiU  186]— 
Bill  considered  in  Committee  . .  . .  . .  1871 

After  some  time  spent  therein.  Bill  reported,  with  Amendments,  and  an 
amended  Title ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow, 

West  Indies  Bill  [BiU  124]— 

Lords'  Amendments  considered  . .  .  •  . .  1886 

Moved,  To  leave  out  the  words  "as  such  coadjutor,  continue  to  act  in  the  same  manner  as 
at  present  as  Arohdeaoon  of  Middlesex,"  in  order  to  insert  the  words  *'  and  exercises 
episcopal  functions  therein,  continue  to  recerve  out  of  the  Oonsolidated  Fund  the  annual 
payment  of  two  thousand  pounds  which  has  heen  hitherto  made  to  him  in  part  by  the 
Bishop  of  Jamaica  out  of  the  stipend  of  three  thousand  pounds  paid  to  the  said  Bishop 
from  the  Consolidated  Fund  under  the  before  recited  Acts,  and  in  part  out  of  the  stipend 
appropriated  to  his  Archdeaconry  of  Middlesex  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  under  the 
qaid  Acts:  Provided,  That  during  his  receipt  of  such  annual  payment  no  payment  shall 
be  made  to  him  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  in  respect  of  the  Archdeaconry  of  Middle- 
sex,"— (Mr,  Russell  ^ur«^,)— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  *'That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  The 

Lords'  Amendment." 
After  short  debate,  Debate  adfowmed  till  Tomorrow. 
Prisons  (Ireland)  Bill— ^^^^r^i  ( The  Earl  of  Mayo,  Mr.  Attorney  Qener<df<yr  Ireland) ; 

l>rM«n^,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  956]  ..  ••  ••   1888 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  28. 
Section  Petitions  and  Oorrupt  Praotices  at  Elections  Bill 

(No.  287)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Honse  to  be  pnt  into  Committee  read  .  •  1889 

After  short  debate,  House  in  Oommittee  accordingly. 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported,  without  Amendment  i  Amend- 
ments made ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  lb-morrow* 

lElectric  Telegraphs  Bill  (No.  282)— 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  S\''—(The  Duke  of  Montrose)  ..   1896 

Bill  read  8* :— On  Question,  "  That  the  Bill  do  pass  ?  " 
Moved,  to  insert  in  Clause  8,  line  85,  after  {'*  Company")  (''  any  Sum  so 

voted  having  been  approved  of  as  fair  by  the  Arbitrator  herein-after 

named,")— (2!^  Lord  Medesdale.) 
After  short  debate,  Amendment  negaitived: — 'Bii)!  passed. 

Babt  FASHiKfl- Question,  The  Earl  of  Shaftesbury ;  Answer,  TJie  Duke  of 

Marlborough    ..  ..  ,.  .,  ,,  1996 
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Begtetration  (Ireland)  BUI  (Ko.  281)— 
Order  of  the  Day  for  ifa9  Third  Beading  read  ..  ..1897 

After  short  debate,  Bill  read  3* ;  Amendments  made  ;  Bill  passed,  and  sent 
to  the  CommoQB. 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  28. 

VnoD  StiTB&— LiBBABY    CoMiUTTEE   ov   Philabblphia.  —  Questions,    Mr. 
Bezttinok^  Mr.  M'CoUagh  Torrens;  Answers,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  . .   1901 

Ami— WncBua&OK    Mkeeoto — Question,    Mr.   Bazley;    Answer,    Sir   John 

Paking^toE       ..  ...  ..  ,.  ..   1902 

Anrr— ICisoH  of  Tboops  tsom  Aldebbhot  to  SAimHUBsr— Observations,  Sir 

John  Pakington  ..  ..  ..   1902 

PaUic  Schools  BUI  [BiU  135]— 

lords'  Amendments  considered  . .  . .  . .   1903 

Page  9,  line  10,  Amendment,  read  a  second  time. 

Jbfei,  **  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with  the  Lords  in  the  said  Amend- 
ment,"—(5^ir  Stafford  NorihcoU.) 

After  short  debate,  the  House  divided;  Ayes  28,  Noes  18;  Majority  10  : — 
Other  Amendments  disagreed  to : — Subsequent  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Committee  appointed,  "  to  draw  up  Beasons  to  be  assigned  to  The  Lords  for 
^agreeing  to  the  Amendments  to  which  this  House  hath  disagreed :" 
— lost  of  the  Committee       . .  . .  . .  . .  1908 

Poor  Belief  Bill  {Lords)  [BiU  186>- 
Bill,  as  amandedy  otmMered  . .  1908 

Chnae  (Ghreater  nniformity  in  treatment  of  casual  poor,)— (Afr.  Ifeate,y- 

hrongkt  vp,  and  read  the  first  time. 
lh«d;  **  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a  seeond  time.'' 
After  short  debate.  Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  toithdrawn* 
Afttt  farther  shoit  debate,  Amendments  made : — Bill  read  the  third  time, 

toApassedj  -with  Amendments. 

]>l8trict  Churcli  l^ithes  Act  Amendment  Bill  {Lords)  [BiU  246]— 
MMRmd^TM?  in  Committee     ..  ..   1917 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  BiU  reported;  as  amended,  considered ;  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  with  Amendments. 

Wert  Indies  Bill  [BiU  124]- 
Oider  read,  for  resuming  Ac^oumed  Debate  on  Amendment  [27th  July] 
proposed  to  be  made  to  the  Amendment  made  by  the  Lords  to  The  West 
lo^es  Bill ;  and  whkh  Amendment  was — 
To  lesTt  ovt  tlid'«ror&"as'snch  ooadjutor,  oonthiue  to  act  in  the  same  manner  as  at 
msBt  as  ArobdeMon  of  Middlesex,"  in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  and  exercises  episcopal 
nmftioM  theran,  continue  to  receive  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fnnd  the  annual  payment 
of  two  thiwsand  pounds  which  has  been  hitherto  made  to  him  in  part  by  the  Bishop  of 
JsBiaiea  out  of  the  stipend  of  thr^  thousand  pounds  paid  to  the  said  Bishop  from  the 
Ceosolidated  Fund  under  the  before  reeited  Acts,  and  in  part  out  of  the  stipend  appro- 
liisted  to  his  Archdeaeonry  of  Middlesex  ont  of  thd  Consolidated  Fund,  under  the  said 
Acts:  FroTided,  That  during  his  receipt  of  such  annual  payment  no  payment  shall  be 
asdt  to  Urn  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  in  respeot-of  the  Archdeaconry  of  Middlesex/' 
— (Jfr.  ^useH  &ttm«y,)— instead  thereof. 

Cbeition  again  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
^  The  Iiorcls  Amendiblent  :^'— Debate  resumed  . .  . .  1918 

wr  skort  debate,  Qnestion  put  z-^The^House  divided  ;  Ayes  SO,  Noes  29  ; 
MqsBtyl. 

U^  AmambniBat  agreed  to,  ^  I 
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LORDS,  WEDNESDAY,  JULY  29. 
Their  LordBhips  met ;  and  haying  gone  through  the  hosineBS  on  the  Paper, 
without  debate,  Houae  adjourned. 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  JULY  29. 
Ashy — Obdwakcb   Suevet  Maps— -Question,  Mr.    Harvey  Lewis  ;    Answer, 

Sir  John  Pakington  . .  . .  . .  . .   1921 

The  Post  Office  aitd  Cieculab  Deliveet  Coicpakies — Question,  Mr.  M'Laren ; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  .  •  . .    1922 

Aemy — Colonels  in  •  the  Rotal  Aetilleet — Question,  Mr.  Serjeant  Gaselee ; 

Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  . .  . .  . .   1922 

Aemy — Senioe  Staff  Officees  of  PENsioHEES^-^uestion,  Mr.  Wyld ;  Answer, 

Sir  John  Pakington  ..  ..  ..  ..   1922 

Aeut — Preaching  in  the  Aemy — Question,  Mr.  Einnaird ;  Answer,  Sir  John 

Pakington        . ,  . .  . .  . .  . .   1928 

Weights  and  MBASTTEES^Ohserrations,  Mr.  Thomas  Hughes  ;    Reply,   Mr. 

Stephen  Cave  . .  . .  . .  . .    1924 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn,"— (Jfr.  Thomas  Sughet.) 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Patent  Office  iNauiEX — Motion  foe  Pafees — Moved^ 

"  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  a  Copy  of  all  the  Proceedings  and  Evidence  in  the 
Information  in  Chancery,  Attorney  General  y.  Edmunds ;  together  with  the  Papers 
relating  to  the  Patent  0£Qce  Inquiry /' — {Mr,  BetOinck)  ..  ..    1929 

After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

LORDS,  THURSDAY,  JULY  80. 

The  New  Palace  of  Justice — Question,  Lord  Denman;   Answer,  The  Lord 

Chancellor      . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1984 

LORDS,  FRIDAY,  JULY  31. 
PROROGATION  OP  THE  PARLIAMENT— 

The  Royal  Assei^t  was  given  to  several  Bills  ;  And  afterwards  a  Speech  of 
The  LoBDs  GoHMissioirERS  was  delivered  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament  by 
The  LoED  Chancellob. 

Then  a  Commission  for  Proroguing  the  Parliament  was  read. 

After  which, 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said— 
Jfy  Lordt,  and  Oentlemen, 

By  Tirtae  of  Her  Majesty^s  Commission,  under  the  Great  Seal,  to  us  and  other  Lords 
directed,  and  now  read,  we  do,  in  Her  Majesty's  Name,  and  in  obedience  to  Her 
Commands,  prorogue  this  Parliament  to  Thursday  the  JEighth  Bay  of  October  next, 
to  be  then  here  holden ;  and  this  Parliament  is  aooordingly  proroffued  to  Thi«r$day  the 
EighthDhj  of  October  next,  -^     r       n 

COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  JULY  31. 

Fbancb,    Belgium,    akd   Holland— Question,    Mr.   Otway ;    Answer,    Lord 

Stanley  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1940 

Meteopolis— The  Paeks— Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence;  Answer,  Lord 

John  Manners  ,.  ..  ..  ..  1941 

PooK   Law   Assessment — Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence;    Answer,    Sir 

Michael  Hicks-Beach  ..  ,.  ..  ,.   1941 

METBOPOLiTAir  Impbovements— Qucstion,  Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence;  Answer, 

Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  . .  . .  , .  . ,  1941 
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The   GiEcunis  in  Yobkshibe— Qaestion,  Yiscoant  Milton;  Answer,  Mr.  0. 

Hardy  ..  .,  ..  .,  ..  1942 

LoBB  Napteb's  Pknsion— Question,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli   1942 

Cabb  of  Mb.  GEOBeE  F.  Tbaik — Question,  Mr.  Eearden  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of 

Mayo  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1943 

Taxatton  op  Mobtgages — Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Salomons ;   Answer,  The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  . .  1944 

Abict — HoiraEHOLD  Bbigade — Questions,  Mr.  Neate,  Mr.  Otway ;  Answers,  Sir 

John  Pakington  . .  . .  . .  . .  1944 

Abut — iHsuBOBniNATioir  at  the  Whtdsob  Eeview — Question,  Lord  Elcho ; 

Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  . .  . .  .  •   1945 

Deaths  nr    Coldbath  Fields    Pbisok  —  Question,  Mr.  M'CuUagh  Torrens ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  , .  . .  . .  1946 

UiriTED  States  —  Assasshtation  op  PBEsiDEin?  LiirooLHr — ^Resoltttiok — Obser- 
vations, Mr.  Speaker  . .  . .  • .  . .   1946 

Moved,  That  this  House  accepts,  with  much  gratification,  the  Volume  transmitted  to  them 
in  pursuance  of  the  Resolution  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  and  hereby  directs 
that  the  said  Volume  be  placed  in  the  Library  of  the  House  ;  and  that  a  copy  of  this  Re- 
solution be  forwarded  to  Mr.  Secretary  Seward  with  a  request  that  he  will  communicate 
the  same  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, — {Lord  Stanley,) 

Besolution  agreed  to. 

Italy — Cofsulab  Chaplain  at  Naples— Question,  Mr.  Hardcastle;  Answer, 

Lord  Stanley  . .  . .  . .  . .  1947 

(hask  —  Tbeaty  of  Tien-tsin  —  Question,   Colonel  Sykes;    Answer,  Lord 

Stanley  ..      *  ..  ..  :  ..  1947 

Bepeal  of  the  XJnion  with  Ireland  Bill 

Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  Reardm)  • .  . .  . .  1948 

[No  hon.  Member  seconding  the  Motion,  it  was  not  put  from  the  Chair,] 

PBOEOGATION  OP  THE  PARLIAMENT— 
Massage  to  attend  The  Lobds  Comhissionebs  in  the  House  of  Peers  •  •  1948 
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LORDS. 


NEW  PEER  INTRODUCED. 

FbIDAT,  JtTKB  26. 

William  Lord  Brougham  and  Yauz — Was  introduced  by  virtue  of  a  special  Limitation 
in  the  Patent  dated  22d  March  1860,  2dd.  Yiot.,  and  sat  first  in  Parliament 
after  the  Death  of  his  Brother  Henry  Lord  Brougham  and  Yauz. 


COMMONS. 


NEW  WRIT  ISSUED. 

Wemtesdat,  July  8. 
For  OUtheroep  «.  Richard  Fort,  esquiroi  deceased. 

NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 
Thubsdat,  July  16. 
CW^o#— Ralph  Assheton,  esquire. 
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HANSARD'S 
PARLIAMENTARY    DEBATES 


IN   THE 

Thjrd  Session  op  the  Nineteenth  Parliament  op  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
Appointed    to    meet    1    February,   1866,     and  thence 

CONTINUED     TILL       19      NOVEMBER,      1867,     IN     THE     ThIRTY- 

First  Year   of   the   Reign    of 

HER    MAJESTY    QUEEN    VICTORIA. 


fourth  and  last  volume  of  the  session. 


HOUSE   OF   lords, 
Friday^  June  26,  1868. 

minutes.]--  Public  Bills— /VrK  Reading^ 
Represeiitation  of  the  People  (Ireland)*  (176) ; 
Petroleum  Act  Amendment  *  (178);  Railways 
(Ireland)  Acts  Amendment*  (177);  Liquida- 
tions* (181). 

Stctmd  Reading — Established  Chnroh  (Ireland) 
(157) ;  Debate  returned  and  further  adjourned. 

Commute — Thames  Embankment  and  Metropolis 
ImproTement  (Loans)  Act  Amendment  *  (156). 

Beport  —  Thames  Embankment  and  Metropolis 
Improvement  (Loans)  Act  Amendment*  (156) ; 
Citj  of  London  Gas*  (168). 

Tkhd  JEUading — Local  Government  Supplemental 
(No,  2)*  (119);  Voters  in  Disfranchised  Bo- 
roughs* (153);  Municipal  Rate  (Edinburgh)* 
(167),  andpa#«^. 

NEW  PEER  introduced. 
William  Lord  Brougham  and  Yaux — 
Was  introdoced  by  firtue  of  a  special 
Limitatioo  in  the  Patent  dated  22d 
March  1860,  23d  Viet.,  and  sat  first  in 
Parliament  after  the  Death  of  his  Brother 
Beory  Lord  Brougham  and  Yaux;  and 
took  tho  Oath. 

YOL.   CXCIII.    [IHIKD  SEBIBS.] 


established    church     (IRELAND) 

BILL.— (No.  167.) 

(The  Earl  Granville,) 

SECOND  READING. 

DEBATE   RESUMED.      [SEOOKD  NIGHT.] 

Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming  the  De- 
bate  on  the  Amendment  to  the  Motion  for 
the  Second  Reading  read. 

Debate  resumed  accordingly. 

THE  EARL  OP  CARNARYON  :  My 
Lords,  so  many,  so  various,  and  so 
important  are  the  questions  connected  with 
this  measure,  and  so  many  considera- 
tions of  right  and  statesmanship  enter 
into  it,  that  it  is  impossible  for  anyone 
to  approach  the  subject  without  a  feel- 
ing of  Tory  considerable  anxiety.  At  the 
outset  I  must  be  permitted  to  express  my 
regret  that  this  question  sliould  have  oome 
before  your  Lordships  this  year.  I  am 
bound  to  express  my  regret  both  as  to  the 
period  at  which  and  the  manner  in  which 
the  measure  has  been  brought  before  your 
Lordships.  1  do  not  desire  to  impute  mo-  Tp 
B  c3 


Estahliihed  Church 


{LORDS) 


(Ireland)  Bitt. 


tifes  to  anyone  and  I  will  not  therefore 
enter  into  the   recriminations  which   oc- 
cupied a  considerahle  part  of  last  night's 
discussion  ;  at  the  same  time  I  do  regret 
deeply  that  in  a  case  of  this  nature  and  in 
a  question  of  this  vital  magnitude  there 
should  be  anything  like  an  appearance  of 
party  action.     I  think  it  is  unfortunate  for 
parties  generally  iu  this  country,  it  is  un- 
fortunate also  for  individuals,  and,  lastly, 
it  is  unfortunate  for  Ireland  herself;  be- 
cause   Ireland    learns  now,   as    she   has 
learned  on  previous   occasions,  that   she 
apparently  gains  more  by  partizanship  and 
vehemence,  than  she  does  by  fair  argument 
and  reason.    With  regard  to  the  Bill  which 
is  the  immediate  question  before  us,  I  am 
not  here  to  defend  it,  and  I  thought  that 
the  objections  urged  against  it  last  night 
were  in  many  respects  very  powerful.     It 
is  uncertain  and   irregular   in  its  opera- 
tion, and  though  I  am  not  prepared  to  go 
as  far  as  my  noble  Friend  on  the  cross- 
Benches  (Earl  Grey)  and  suppose  it  pos- 
sible that  by  a  series  of  continual  renewals 
this  Bill  might  be  made  to   destroy  the 
Irish  Church  inch  by  inch,  yet  it  must  be 
admitted   on     all    hands   that   assuming, 
for  the   sake   of  present   argument,  the 
object  of  the   promoters  to  be  fair  and 
reasonable,   the    Bill    is  not   a  satisfac- 
tory mode  of  compassing  that  object,  and 
that  to  a  certain   extent   it  cripples  for 
the  time  being  the    organization   of  the 
Irish  Church.     I  conceive,  however,  that 
I  am  relieved  from  entering  into  a  discus- 
sion of  the  particular  clauses  of  this  Bill 
by  the  statement  which  has  been  made  on 
both  sides   of   the  House.     It  has  been 
affirmed  in  the  broadest  language,  both  by 
my  noble  Friend  opposite   (the  Earl  of 
Clarendon)  and  by  my  noble  Friend  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal,  that  this  Bill  is  not  to 
be  considered  in  reference  to  its  details,  its 
technicalities,  and  its  clauses,  but  that  its 
real  object  and  intention  are  the  disestab- 
lishment of  the  Irish  Church.     Now  we 
enter  on  that  ground  more  fairly  than  on 
any  other  into  a  controversy  upon  this 
subject,  and  it  is  the  ground  upon  which  I, 
for  one,  own  that  I  should  wish  to  discuss 
the  question.     There  are  a  great  many 
persons  who  believe  that  the  disestablish- 
ment of   the   Irish  Church  will  prove   a 
panacea  for  all  the  evils  of  Ireland.      I 
take  the  liberty  of  expressing  great  doubt 
as  to  that.     We  admit  that  Ireland  is  in 
an    unsatisfactory   condition,    and  I  fear 
that  the  evil  goes  much  deeper  than  these 
persons  suppose.  After  700  years  of  rule — 
The  Earl  of  Carnarvon 


after  nearly  seventy  years  of  Parliamen- 
tary Government,  Ireland  still  remains 
disaffected  to  us,  and  in  any  great  national 
emergency  she  and  her  resources  must  be 
deducted  from  the  estimate  of  our  national 
strength.  From  time  to  time,  indeed, 
there  hate  been  gleams  of  a  brighter  pros- 
pect— hopes  of  a  coming  reign  of  content- 
ment and  order.  Such  was  the  Accession 
of  her  present  Majesty,  when  from  one  part 
of  the  country  to  the  other  there  was  a 
universal  outburst  of  loyalty.  Such  again 
was  the  time  when  O'ConnelPs  case  came 
before  this  House  for  trial.  O'Connell'a 
course  had  arrayed  against  him  even  in  this 
House  all  the  political  passions  and  preju- 
dices of  the  time  ;  but  this  House  rose 
superior  to  passions  and  prejudices  and  bj 
its  decision  O'Connell  became  free.  Men 
said  then  that  it  was  the  triumph  of 
O'Connoll ;  but  the  truth  was  that  it  was 
the  triumph  of  English  justice.  From  that 
moment  O'Connell's  cause  never  prospered; 
his  influence  was  broken,  and  again  the 
hope  was  entertained  that  Ireland  might 
be  reconciled  to  our  rule.  Such  once 
more  was  the  time  of  the  Irish  famine, 
when  not  so  much  English  justice  as  Eng- 
lish charity  and  munificence  were  poured 
forth  in  an  unstinted  stream.  And  now 
once  more  we  hope  for  a  satisfactory  con- 
clusion ;  and  we  are  told  that  when  the 
Irish  Church  is  disestablished,  existing 
evils  and  grievances  will  disappear,  and 
Ireland  w3l  be  reconciled  to  us.  My 
Lords,  I  hope  against  hope;  I  am  not 
so  sanguine  as  to  share  this  opinion,  and 
I  feel  bound  to  say  that  when  once  the 
Irish  Church  is  disposed  of,  your  last  poli- 
tical card  of  this  kind  will  be  played  out, 
and  you  will  stand  in  this  controversy 
face  to  face  with,  if  possible,  still  larger 
and  graver  social  questions. 

I  listened  attentively  to  all  the  dif- 
fereftt  objections  which  were  urged  last 
night  against  this  measure.  With  some 
I  agree  -r-  with  others  I  disagree.  I 
heard  the  arguments  founded  upon  the 
compact  supposed  to  have  been  entered 
into  by  Parliament  on  this  subject  at  dif- 
ferent times,  and  upon  the  Artiolea  of 
Union,  the  Roman  Catholic  Emancipation 
Act,  and  the  Church  Temporalities  Act  ; 
but  I  have  learnt  this  truth,  and  many  of 
your  Lordships  have  learnt  it  too — that 
Parliamentary  securities,  Parliamentary 
professions.  Parliamentary  (so-called)  com- 
pacts are  of  very  little  value  indeed  when 
once  the  balance  of  political  power  is  re- 
versed.    I  heard  also  the  objeotion*-and  I 
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admit  iU  full  force--tbat  when  the  Imh 
Chorch  18  disefltablisbed  great  hardship 
will  result  to  all  those  Protestants,  mem- 
bers of  the  Church,  who  are  scattered  in 
different  parts  of  Ireland  in  the  thick  of 
a  Koman  Catholic  population,  and  who 
have  settled  there  in  the  belief — almost 
upon  the  faith — of  the  existence  of  the 
Established  Church.  I  think  that  hardship 
is  undeniable.  Again,  I  heard  the  argu- 
ment, that  bj  this  measure  you  maj — I 
will  not  saj  "alienate,"  because  I  hope 
and  beliere  that  to  be  impossible,  but  may 
— tend  to  alienate  that  part  of  the  popula- 
tion which  is  so  true  and  loyal  to  this 
country.  That  argument  —  and  many 
other  arguments  of  the  same  nature  — 
really  justify  the  remark  of  a  distin- 
guished Member  of  the  Opposition  (Sir 
George  Grey)  three  or  four  years  ago 
— that  the  disestabliahment  of  the  Irish 
Church  was  tantamount  to  a  revolution. 
Lastly,  I  heard  the  argument  hinted  at — 
though  not,  perhaps,  brought  out  quite  so 
plainly  as  it  deserved-* namely,  that  the 
Ultramontane  tendency,  both  in  this  coun- 
try and  abroad,  is  on  the  increase  ;  that, 
aa  the  most  liberal-minded  men  must 
admit,  this  Ultramontane  tendency  is  not 
friendly  to  civil  government  and  constitu- 
tional liberty  ;  and  that  by  disestablishing 
the  Irish  Chorch  you  are,  if  not  advanc- 
ing that  tendency,  at  all  events  favour- 
ing it.  These  were  some  of,  if  not  the 
main  objections  as  they  struck  me  during 
the  course  of  last  night's  debate.  I  say 
once  more  I  regret  that  this  measure 
should  have  come  before  your  Lordships. 
It  is  not  my  intention  to  impute  motives 
and  find  fault  with  those  who  have  brought 
forward  this  measure.  It  involves  grave 
questions  of  the  highest  constitutional  im- 
port ;  the  responsibility  of  bringing  it  for- 
ward rests  with  its  promoters,  and  they  and 
their  own  consciences  must  be  the  judges. 
But  we  have  reached  a  stage  in  this  con- 
troversy when  we,  and  particularly  any 
one  of  your  Lordships  who,  like  myself, 
has  the  misfortune  to  stond  rather  with- 
out the  lines  of  each  of  the  two  great  par- 
ties at  this  moment,  must  seriously  con- 
sider onr  present  condition.  There  are 
two  points  of  view  from  which  I  have 
looked  at  this  question.  I  have  looked  at 
the  question  itself  and  I  have  looked  at 
the  position  in  which  it  is  placed.  The 
position  is  doubtless  in  a  great  measure 
owing  to  noble  Lords  and  right  hon. 
Qentlemen  now  in  Opposition.  But  the 
position  is  also  due  in  a  great  measure— to 


my  mind  in  a  much  greater  measure— to 
the  course  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  thought  fit  to  adopt.  My  Lords, 
allow  me  to  state  briefly  what  the  facts  are 
as  they  present  themselves  to  those  who 
stand  somewhat  without  the  actual  sphere 
of  party  politics  at  this  moment.  I  cannot 
forget  the  promise  which,  on  the  retirement 
of  my  noble  Friend  not  now  in  the  House 
(the  Earl  of  Derby)  and  the  formation  of 
the  present  Government,  was  then  given  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  its  head.  It 
was  a  promise  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's own  supporters  of  a  truly  Conserva- 
tive policy  ;  it  was  a  promise  to  the  House 
of  Commons  of  a  *'  truly  Liberal  policy ;" 
and  of  all  the  questions  which  either  a 
Conservative  or  a  Liberal  policy,  or  both 
combined,  would  comprehend,  the  question 
of  the  Irish  Church  was  admitted  to  stand 
in  the  very  van.  My  Lords,  how  was  that 
promise  redeemed  ?  Before  long  my  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  (the  Earl 
of  Mayo)  redeemed  that  promise  by  a 
speech  which  in  point  of  length  and  co- 
piousness left  nothing  to  be  desired.  I  do 
not  pretend  to  quote  his  words  ;  I  am 
simply  giving  now  the  impression  which 
that  speech  left  on  my  mind,  and  I  believe 
on  the  mind  of  every  impartial  reader.  In 
that  speech  my  noble  Friend,  after  stating 
what  bad  been  the  past  and  what  was  the 
present  condition  of  Ireland,  went  on  to 
intimate,  I  think  in  the  plainest  language, 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  endow  a  Boman  Catholio 
University  —a  University,  I  say,  endowed 
at  the  public  cost,  but  emancipated  from 
all  public  control.  He  went  on  further 
to  say  that  it  was  desirable  to  promote 
the  cause  of  religious  equality,  and  with 
that  view  he  proposed  a  process  of  *'  level- 
ling up."  Now,  the  interpretation  which 
was  placed  on  those  promises  was  cer- 
tainly not  such  as  to  satisfy  either  party. 
Both  were  discontented.  The  Roman  Ca- 
tholics were  not  attracted  by  the  pro- 
gramme ;  the  Irish  Protestants  heard  it 
with  dismay,  and  I  think  reasonably  with 
dismay,  because,  if  words  have  any  mean- 
ing, those  words  were  in  direct  contradic- 
tion to  almost  everything  which  had  ever 
fallen  from  that  side  of  the  House  before. 
But  a  few  weeks  passed  and  a  change  took 
place.  The  Roman  Catholic  University 
was  abandoned ;  religious  equality  was  ex- 
plained by  the  Prime  Minister  himself  to 
mean  simply  that  religious  position  and 
sUMtus  in  the  eye  of  the  law  which  is  en- 
joyed by  every  religious  denomination  nofr 
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only  ID  Ireland  but  in  England  ;  and  the 
process  of  "  lerelling  up*'  was  reduced  to 
this,  that  the  Hahu^  or  the  salary,  or  the 
position — I  know  not  what — of  the  Roman 
Catholic  chaplainsof  prisons  and  workhouses 
in  Ireland  was  to  be  improved.    My  Lords, 
this  was  not  all.     It  is  not  much  more  than 
two   or   three   weeks  since   we  read   the 
account  in  the  newspapers  of  a  deputation 
from  the  North  of  Ireland,  consisting  of 
all   that  party  whom,  without   offence,  I 
may  call — for  associated  with  their  history 
are  nSany  great  and  honourable  traditions 
— the  Orange  party,  who  waited  upon  the 
Prime  Minister.     They  laid  down  a  pro- 
gramme with  three  distinct  points.     First 
of  all,  that  no  alteration  should  be  made 
in  the  $tatuB  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  ;  secondly,  that  there  should  be  an 
increase    of   the    Begium   Donwn ;    and 
thirdly,  that  under  do  pretence  and  for  no 
conceifable  reason  should  any  money  be 
allowed  or  any  provision  made  from  the 
public  funds  for  the  Roman  Catholic  popu- 
lation of  Ireland.     And  the  answer  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  was  ac- 
knowledged by   the  noble  Marquess  who 
headed  that  deputation  to  be  in  all  respects 
satisfactory.     My  Lords,  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter's answer  was  not  confined  to  words — 
it  went  on  to  political  acts  ;   and,  subse- 
quently, we  have  heard  with  every  form  of 
reiteration,  over  and  over  again, the  one  and 
self-same  cry  that  the  Church  was  in  dan- 
ger.    Now,  my  Lords,  that  is  a  cry  which 
has  been  heard  before  in  this  country,  and 
which  may  be  heard  again  ;  but  I  take  the 
liberty  of  saying  that  it  is  a  cry  which  is 
warranted  by  nothing  short  of  the  greatest 
and  the  direst  political  necessity.     It  is  a 
cry,  moreover,  which  I  think  is  only  politic 
for  those  politicians  to  use  who  are  satis- 
fied that  the  country  can  trust  and  confide 
in  what  they  say.    But,  my  Lords,  if  there 
is  one  single  act  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment which  I  feel  compelled  to  condemn 
more  strongly  than  another  it  is  the  course 
which  they  have  taken  in  binding  up  by 
every  possible  tie  the  fortunes  of  the  Eng- 
lish and  Irish  Churches.     I  conceive  there 
is   nothing  more  wanton,   nothing    more 
reckless — I  go  further  and  I  say  nothing 
more  criminal — than  such   a  proceeding. 
My  Lords,  there  is  no  sort  of  analogy  be- 
tween the  circumstances  and  condition  of 
the  two  Churches.      They  are  both  it  is 
true  Churches  professing  the  same  doc- 
trine. Churches  oonnected  by  Acts  of  Par- 
liament.  Churches  under  the  same  organi* 
aation  and  discipline ;  but  they  are  wholly 
Tie  Harl  of  Carnarvon 


distinct  in  the  circnmstancea  and  the  con- 
ditions under  which  they  exist.   My  Lords, 
it  is  most  disagreeable  and  painful  to  draw 
a  contrast  between  two  such  Churches,  but 
Her  Majesty's  Government  drive  me  to  do 
it.     What  is  the  position  of  the  Church  of 
England  ?  Year  by  year  she  has  expanded  ; 
year  by  year  she  is  building  more  churches, 
opening  more  schools,  carrying    her  spi- 
ritual ministrations  lower  and  lower  down 
among  the  masses  of  ignorance  and  poverty 
and  crime  in  our  own  population,  spread- 
ing far  and  wide  her  missionary  work  and 
her  teaching    into  distant  lands — in  one 
word,  reigning  in  the  hearts  and  minds  of 
the  people.      I  do  not  wish  to  contrast 
with    all    this    the   position   of  the  Irish 
Church  ;  but,  doing  full  justice  to  it — as  I 
hope  to  do — I  will  say  that  its  position  is 
unhappily  different  from  that  which  I  have 
just  described.     But  this  at  least  we  might 
have  expected — that  when  Her  Majesty'a 
Government  used  this  language,  when  they 
denounced  disestablishment  in  every  form 
as   the   violation   of    principles  the  moat 
sacred  and  holy,  at  least  they  would  have 
been  able  themselves  to  come  into  court 
with  clean  hands.     Now,  my  Lords,  the 
noble  Earl  who  moved  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill  last  evening  (Earl  Granville) 
alluded  to  the  suspension  of  ecclesiastical 
offices  in  Jamaica.     The  noble  Earl  was 
probably  unaware  how  much  stronger  the 
case  really  is  than  he  stated  it.     If  it  was 
simply  the  suspension  of  those  ecclesiasti- 
cal offices  we  might  say  there  was  some 
inconsistency  ;  but  when  I  tell  your  Lord- 
ships that  at  this  very  moment  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  have  themselves   intro- 
duced into  and  passed  through  the  House 
of   Commons  a  Bill  which   does  not  sus- 
pend but  which  absolutely  disendows  the 
Church  of  England  of  every  fraction    of 
pecuniary  assistance    that    this    country, 
through  Parliament,  has  ever  granted  in 
the  West  Indies,  my  Lords,  I  ask  you, 
was  there  ever  such  an  instance  of  gross^ — 
of  glaring  inconsistency  as  that  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government   have    thus    exhi- 
bited ?     The  cases  are  as  parallel  as  they 
can  well  be.  Tou  have  a  Church  connected 
with  the  State  by  the  direct  ties  of  Acts  of 
Parliament,  and  receiving  emoluments  from 
the  State;    you  have  the  clergy  of   the 
Church  of  England  established  in  the  West 
India   Islands,   and   who,   like  the    Irish 
clergy,  are  performing  the  parts  of  edu- 
cated clergymen,  raising,  refining,  and  edu- 
cating the  lower  classes  among  whom  they 
live  ;  you  have,  again,  the  hanbhip  of  the 
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members  of  the  Chorch  of  England  being 
■cattered  in  the  West  Indies  among  a 
negro  popnlation  as  the  members  of  the 
Church  of  England  are  scattered  in  Ireland 
amongst  the  Roman  Catholic  population. 
They  have  gone  there  and  settled  and 
colonised — upon  what  ?  Upon  the  faith  of 
those  State  endowments  which  bare  lasted 
very  nearly  half  a  century.  And,  lastly, 
you  have  a  Chorch  which,  inasmuch  as 
there  are  few  rich  or  no  rich,  when  this 
disendowment  occurs  will  be  in  a  far 
more  helpless  position  than  the  Church 
would  be  the  moment  it  was  disestab- 
lished in  Ireland.  Now,  I  ask  your  Lord- 
ships, on  what  principle  is  this  distinction 
made  ?  Is  it  that  there  is  a  vital  difference 
between  the  latitude  of  Dublin  and  the 
latitude  of  Jamaica ;  or  is  it  merely  that  it 
is  a  smaller  sum  that  we  hare  been  in  the 
habit  of  granting  to  the  Church  in  the 
West  Indies — a  sum,  by  the  way,  which 
amounts,  within  a  few  thousand  pounds,  to 
that  which  is  paid  to  the  Presbyterians  in 
Ireland  under  the  name  of  the  Begium 
Donum  than  to  the  Church  in  Ireland? 
What  is  the  principle  on  which  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  can  discriminate  between 
the  two  cases  ?  Why  is  it  that  while  they 
are  the  defenders  of  the  faith  in  Ireland 
they  disestablish  the  self-same  Church  in 
the  West  Indies?  My  Lords,  there  are 
several  courses  open  to  Her  Mojesty's  Go- 
vernment, any  one  of  which  they  might 
have  taken,  and  which  if  pursued  fairly 
and  consistently  would  have  commanded 
a  certain  amount  of  assent.  But  to  endea- 
vour to  combine  them  all — in  one  and  the 
same  breath  to  court  the  Roman  Catholics 
and  Orangemen,  to  promise  religious  equa^ 
lity,  and  to  intimate  Protestant  ascendancy 
—is  a  course  which  has  not  brought,  and 
cannot  bring  either  creditor  success  with  it. 
Again  I  ask  in  this  matter  whom  are  we 
to  believe  and  to  trust  ?  In  the  House  of 
Commons  we  have  had  the  edifyinflr  spec- 
tacle night  after  night  of  one  Minister 
answering  another.  My  noble  Friend  the 
Foreign  Secretary,  in  a  speech  of  singular 
intellectual  frigidity,  shadowed  out  the 
adoption  of  a  policy  at  no  distant  day  of 
disestablishment  or  disendowment.  He 
intimated  that  no  mere  modifications  of  the 
existing  system  were  likely  to  find  favour 
with  Parliament.  Well,  he  was  followed 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Se- 
cretary (Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy),  who  af- 
firmed that  the  light  of  the  Reformation 
was  kindled  and  maintained  in  Ireland  by 
the  Established  Church,  and  that  for  his 


part  he  would  never  suffer  that  Church 
to  be  touched  in  the  smallest  particle 
of  its  power  and  influence.  Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, if  I  remember  rightly,  assured  the 
House  of  Commons  in  rather  mystical 
language  that  he  was  going  to  heal  the 
sorrows  of  afflicted  centuries.  And  how 
was  that  promise  redeemed  ?  Why,  by 
my  noble  Friend  Lord  Mayo  proposing 
the  curative  process  of  raising  the  status 
of  Roman  Catholic  chaplains  in  prisons 
and  workhouses.  There  is  an  old  Italian 
proverb  which  says,  "  May  God  keep  me 
from  those  in  whom  I  put  my  trust ;  my 
own  right  hand  will  keep  me  from  those 
whom  I  distrust ;  "  and  I  am  bound  to 
say  with  sorrow  that  I  have  come  pain- 
fully but  deliberately  to  this  conclusion 
—  that  it  is  safer  for  the  Irish  Church, 
safer  for  her  fortunes,  safer  for  her  doc- 
trines now,  while  she  still  retains  no  small 
portion  of  her  power,  while  she  is  unbroken 
by  defeat,  to  make  terms  with  her  open 
opponents  rather  than  to  commit  herself 
to  the  protection  of  her  professed  friends. 

So  much  as  regards  the  position  in 
which  this  question  stands  ;  now  let  me  say 
two  or  three  words  as  to  the  question  itself. 
Some  of  my  noble  Friends  cheer  that 
statement.  I  hope,  however,  that  I  have 
been  speaking  to  the  question.  Anyhow,  I 
am  prepared  to  fulfil  my  promise  as  plainly 
and  briefly  as  I  can.  The  question,  as  every- 
one will  see,  resolves  itself  with  this  Bill  be- 
fore us  into  disestablishment  and  disendow- 
ment ;  for  it  was  truly  said  by  more  than  one 
speaker  last  night  that  the  two  things  were 
very  distinct  in  their  nature.  You  may 
have  disestablishment  without  disendow- 
ment, you  may  have  disendowment  with- 
out disestablishment,  and  you  may  have 
both.  First  of  all  as  to  disestablishment^ 
I  believe  myself  that  we  have  now  come 
to  that  state  of  things  in  which,  whether 
we  like  it  or  not,  we  must  accept  this  as 
a  political  canon, — that  every  institution 
in  the  country,  no  matter  what  it  be,  no 
matter  how  long  and  how  traditional  has 
been  its  existence,  must  when  challenged  be 
prepared,  as  lawyers  say,  to  "  show  cause  *' 
why  it  exists.  And  if  this  was  true  a 
year  ago,  it  is  doubly,  trebly,  quadruply 
true  now,  since  the  legislation  of  last 
year.  Now,  I  freely  admit,  with  regard 
to  the  Irish  Church,  that  she  has  always 
had  what  I  may  call  a  very  scant  measure 
of  justice  meted  out  to  her.  I  think  the 
State  has  placed  upon  her  a  burden  which 
she  could  with  difficulty  bear.  The  ta^ 
ISscond  ^^ht;^ 
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assigned  to  her  has  heen  an  almost  impos- 
sible one.  It  might  have  been  otherwise, 
indeed  if  her  Bishops  had  been  resident 
—  if  her  clergy  had  been  eompelled  to 
learn  and  speak,  as  some  of  the  best 
Bishops  confessed  they  shonld,  tho  Irish 
tongue — if  pluralities  had  been  discoun- 
tenanced. But  we  treated  Ireland  eccle- 
siastically very  much  in  the  same  way 
in  which  we  treated  her  politically.  There 
is  a  passage  which  some  of  your  Lord- 
ships may  hafo  read  in  tho  writings  of 
Dean  Swift — himself  holding  a  high  eccle- 
siastical office  iu  Ireland — a  passage  I  think 
in  his  LetUr  on  the  Sacramental  Teit, 
in  which  he  speaks  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
population  of  Ireland  as  the  mere  hewers 
of  wood  and  drawers  of  water.  Now,  it 
is  quite  true  that  there  haye  been  from 
time  to  time  great  names  in  the  Irish 
Church — such  names  as  Bramhall,  Usher, 
Berkeley,  and  Taylor  —  these  have  all 
illustrated  and  reflected  honour  on  her ; 
but  I  am  bound  to  say,  after  viewing 
this  matter  very  anxiously,  that  I  can- 
not conscientiously  come  to  any  other 
eondusion  than  that  the  Irish  Church  has 
failed  in  the  mission  which  was  assigned 
her.  I  can  conceive  no  other  conclusion 
to  be  drawn  from  the  facts  before  ns.  Tou 
have  the  admission  on  all  sides — an  ad- 
mission not  confined  to  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House  but  shared  by  this — that  no 
sane  man  would  dream,  if  it  were  a  tabula 
rasa,  of  creating  such  an  institution  as  the 
Irish  Church.  You  have  also  the  fact  that 
in  1834  it  was  felt  necessary  to  pass  the 
Church  Temporalities  Act,  cutting  down 
with  a  most  unsparing  hand  the  temporali- 
ties of  that  Church,  and  that  even  last  year 
Her  Majesty's  present  Government  thought 
it  right  to  issue  a  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  revenues  of  the  Church,  both 
pnrties  admitting  that  legislative  action  is 
necessary  with  regard  to  them.  My  Lords, 
as  a  Missionary  Church  she  has  failed,  for 
she  has  made  no  converts ;  as  a  garrison 
Church  she  has  failed,  for  she  has  not  con- 
ciliated the  disaffected  portion  of  the  Irish 
people :  I  cannot,  therefore,  conscientiously 
maintain  that  she  has  fulfilled  her  mission. 
It  is  true,  indeed,  that  she  is  not  the  cause 
of  all  the  evil  which  has  been  so  often  un- 
fairly and  calomniously  charged  upon  her ; 
but  at  the  same  time  she  has  not  done  the 
work  which  a  national  Church,  according 
to  my  judgment,  ought  to  do.  I  am  not 
insensible  to  the  value  of  the  principle  of 
a  national  Church,  providing  free  religious 
comfort  and  instruction  to  men  below. 
The  Earl  of  Carnarvon 
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touching  men*s  hearts,  standing  intermedi- 
ate between  earth  and  heaven,  and,  if  I  may 
so  say,  offering  up  the  incense  of  prayer  and 
repentance  for  the  whole  people.  It  is 
a  great  office  ;  but  at  the  same  time  every 
reasonable  person  must  admit  that  in  the 
ease  of  a  national  Church  there  must  be 
some  proportion  existing — some  reasonablo 
proportion — between  the  population  of  tho 
country  and  the  Church  which  represents 
that  population.  Why,  my  Lords,  no  man 
in  his  senses  would  argue  that  it  waa  right 
to  invest  the  Scotch  Episcopal  Church 
with  the  attributes  of  a  national  Church. 
No  man  would  say  that  it  was  right  to  in- 
vest the  Protestants  in  France  with  any 
attributes  of  a  national  Church.  But  I  will 
go  further  ;  I  will  not  flinch  from  the  full 
force  and  extremity  of  my  own  argument, 
because  if  it  will  not  bear  that  the  argu- 
ment is  rotten  and  worthless.  I  venture 
to  say  that  if,  in  the  course  of  time«- 
which  God  forbid  ! — the  Church  of  Eng- 
land herself  were  so  to  dwindle  down  in 
numbers  as  to  become  a  mere  fraction-— 
a  tenth,  or  a  twelfth  part  of  the  whole 
people — I  could  not,  though  I  must  still 
love  that  Church,  though  I  should  be- 
lieve in  her  truth,  in  her  doctrines,  in 
her  spiritual  ministrations,  and  though  I 
should,  if  possible,  follow  her  with  a  deeper 
reverence,  affection,  and  obedience  in  adver- 
sity than  in  the  day  of  her  strength — I  could 
not,  I  say,  in  common  sense,  with  any  eon- 
science,  maintain  that  she  was  entitled  any 
longer  to  that  predominancy  which  now 
of  justice  and  right  belong  to  her.  Were 
I  to  do  otherwise  I  should  contradict  as  it 
seems  to  me  the  whole  mission  of  the 
Church  of  England.  I  should  contend  for 
tho  accident  instead  of  the  essence ;  I 
should  fight  for  the  name  instead  of  the 
thing ;  I  should  consent  to  place  justice  in 
one  scale  and  the  interests,  or  supposed 
interests,  of  the  Church  of  England  in  the 
other.  If  I  might  venture  to  apply  some 
of  the  noblest  lines  ever  written  to  the 
Church  of  England,  I  would  say — 

'<  Tet  my  inoonstanoj  is  such 
That  yoQ,  too,  shall  adore  ; 
I  oould  not  love  thee,  dear,  so  much 
Loved  I  not  jnstloe  more." 

My  Lords,  I  am  not  insensible  to  the  value 
of  Btate  aid.  It  was  argued  last  night 
that  with  regard  to  the  colonial  Church 
State  aid  had  been  dispensed  with  to  ad- 
vantage. State  aid  has  it  is  true  been 
dispensed  with  in  the  colonies,  and  the 
Church  of  England  has  prospered  there ; 
but  it  has  been,  no  doubt,  in  spite  of  diffi- 
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enltiefl  that  it  has  prospered.  I  do  not 
therefore  in  any  degree  under-rate  or  nn- 
der-Talne  the  importance  of  State  aid.  Bat 
I  do  say  this,  that  State  aid  is  not  eyery- 
thing,  and  when  I  hear  adfooates  of  the 
Irish  Chareh  say,  ''  Take  away  State  aid 
and  we  perish/'  I  ask  whether  it  is  possible 
for  the  bitterest  enemies  of  that  Church 
to  say  anything  more  bitter  than  that  ? 
The  right  rer.  Prelate  who  presides  over 
the  diocese  of  London  told  us  last  night 
that  there  would  be  a  difficulty  in  providing 
the  necessary  bounty,  and  that  they  would 
have  to  look  to  England  for  hdlp  ;  but  if  the 
Bishops  of  the  Irish  Church  know,  like  that 
right  rev.  Prelate,  how  to  touch  the  hearts  of 
the  people,  to  appeal  to  them,  and  to  draw 
forth  those  secret  springs  which  I  believe 
exist  in  that  Church  as  much  as  in  ours, 
no  such  apprehension  need  be  entertained. 
I  do  not  believe,  my  Lords,  that  under 
such  circumstances  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
will  have  a  different  answer  on  one  side 
of  the  Channel  from  that  which  he  has  re- 
ceived on  the  other.  In  the  same  way  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  urged  an  argument 
which  appeared  to  me  to  be  scarcely  in 
point.  He  said  that  if  the  Irish  Church  were 
disestablished  the  power  of  the  Boman 
Catholic  Pontiff  would  be  much  increased 
in  Ireland,  and  that  by  the  distribution  of 
ecclesiastical  honours  and  titles  he  would 
place  the  Anglican  Church  at  a  great  dis- 
advantage. Now^  my  Lords,  in  a  legal 
point  of  view  those  titles  would  have  no 
Talne.  In  a  moral  point  of  view,  any  value 
they  might  have  would  arise  from  the  spon- 
taneous feeling  of  the  people,  which  no 
Act  of  Parliament  could  bind  or  loose.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate  also  referred  to  the 
Canadian  Church.  He  said  it  was  still 
connected  with  this  country,  and  that 
therefore  in  a  vague  and  undecided  man- 
ner it  still  possessed  the  functions  and 
attributes  of  an  Established  Church.  As 
the  right  rey.  Prelate  has  founded  an  ar- 
goment  on  that  view  of  the  case,  I  will 
Tentnre  to  explain  in  one  or  two  words 
what  I  helieve  to  be  the  real  state  of 
things  in  respect  to  the  Canadian  Church. 
It  is  perfectly  tme  that  the  names  of  the 
Bishops  to  be  consecrated  are,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  pure  form,  submitted  to  the  Crown  ; 
bat  there  is  no  mandate  for  the  consecra- 
tion of  those  Prelates,  and  no  appeal  lies 
to  the  Privy  Council  in  this  country  except 
as  a  crril  case  from  a  Civil  Court.  And 
lastly,  in  the  very  Act  in  which  the  Canada 
reserves  are  set  aside  there  is  a  plain  and 
vneqaiyocal  statement  that  it  is  to  abolish 


all  semblance  of  connection  between  Church 
and  State.  Therefore  I  say  that  as  far  as 
the  Canadian  Church  is  any  warrant  to  as 
in  this  matter  it  is  not  as  an  Established 
Church  or  as  exercising  any  of  the  attri- 
butes or  functions  of  an  Established  Church, 
The  right  rev.  Prelate,  in  answer  to  the 
noble  Earl  who  moved  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill,  said  the  Canadian  Chureli  had 
suffered  little  from  the  loss  of  the  Canada 
reserves,  and  he  maintained  that  the  bar- 
gain itself  was  a  very  favourable  one  for 
the  Canadian  clergy,  inasmuch  as  they 
were  allowed  eighteen  years*  purchase  for 
those  reserves.  I  doubted  the  accuracy  of 
that  riew  of  the  matter,  and  I  have  since 
referred  to  the  Act.  I  find  that  only 
vested  interests  were  preserved,  and  that 
they  were  commuted  at  a  rate  of  interest 
which,  looking  back  to  the  transaction,  ap- 
pears to  me  to  have  been  a  very  low  rate. 
Therefore  I  say  that  whatever  argument  is 
to  be  drawn  from  the  Canadian  Church  we 
may  safely  draw  in  reference  to  the  Church 
in  Ireland. 

My  Lords,  I  will  say  one  word  on 
another  argument  which  I  heard  made  use 
of  last  night.  It  was  said  "  we  are, 
by  maintaining  the  Irish  Establishment, 
defending  the  outworks  in  order  to  save 
the  citadel."  There  was  once  a  time, 
and  not  very  distant  one,  when  I  my- 
self might  have  recognised  the  force  of 
that  argument ;  but  I  have  since  learnt 
a  very  different  lesson,  and  one  which  I 
shall  not  easily  forget-*a  lesson  which 
teaches  me  that  when  resistance  is  carried 
to  the  uttermost  point  and  all  concessions 
are  refused,  at  last  the  inevitable  crash 
comes,  and  everything  is  swept  away— 
everything  is  given  up,  when  you  can  no 
longer  grace  the  gift  by  conciliation  or 
regulate  it  by  deliberative  wisdom. 

And  now  a  few  words  only  on  the  second 
point  to  which  I  alluded — disendowment. 

I  must,  my  Lords,  observe  that  for 
my  own  part  disendowment  presents  itself 
in  two  forms.  There  is  first,  secularisation, 
by  which  there  would  be  an  appropriation 
of  funds  originally  devoted  to  the  service 
of  God  and  His  worship  to  some  lower  and 
more  woHdIy  purpose.  I  must  say  that 
whilst  I  disagree  from  some  of  the  argu- 
ments which  fell  from  my  noble  Friend  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  the  other  night, 
on  the  other  hand,  I  shrink  from  appro- 
priating property  which  hy  application  is 
connected  with  the  highest,  best,  and  most 
religious  purposes  to  any^I  will  not  say 
lesser,  because  th^  object  may  be  a  good, 
ISeeond  Ni^M.^ 
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006 — bat  to  any  lower  purpose.  The 
eonTersion  of  property  from  religioas  to 
secular  uses  in  tliis  country  at  the  time 
of  the  Reformation,  and  more  recently 
in  France  and  Italy,  has  been  spoken 
of.  The  experience  of.  what  has  been 
done  in  that  way  in  France  ^nd  Italy 
has  not,  I  think,  yet  been  so  satisfactorily 
carried  out  as  to  warrant  us  in  adopting 
it ;  and  with  regard  to  what  was  done  at 
the  time  of  the  Reformation  the  case  is 
not  analogous.  The  case  of  property  held 
by  the  monasteries  is  in  many  important 
respects  dissimilar  to  that  of  property 
held  by  the  Irish  Church.  But  there  may 
be  a  disendowment  which  would  be  a  mere 
abstraction  of  property  from  the  Irish 
Church  without  necessarily  being  a  eonTer- 
sion of  it  to  lower  uses.  This  is  so  ob- 
Tious  that  it  must  command  the  assent 
of  all  that  hear  me.  My  Lords,  there  is 
property  held  by  the  Irish  Church  which 
she  may  claim  by  every  title  at  law  ;  there 
is  other  property,  where  her  claim  is 
founded  on  every  consideration  of  equity  ; 
and  there  is  again  other  property  which 
ahe  may  claim  by  every  reason  of  policy 
and  liberality.  I  believe,  my  Lords,  that 
men  on  both  sides  of  the  House  and  of 
all  shades  of  opinion  looking  at  the  matter 
dispassionately  and  fairly  would  agree  with 
me  in  thinking  it  would  be  cruel,  mon- 
strous, and  iniquitous  to  turn  the  Irish 
Church  out  in  the  cold,  amid  rival  and 
competing  denominations  which  have  for 
many  years  been  accumulating  property, 
and  would  therefore  start  with  great  ad- 
vantages against  the  Irish  Church.  My 
Lords,  let  us  not  forget  that  for  300  years 
that  Church  has  been  trained  and  nou- 
rished as  an  exotic  «>  fostered  by  the 
State.  What  more  has  any  State  ever 
done  for  a  Church — where  has  there  ever 
been  any  Church  more  dependent  on  the 
State  ?  If  it  was  wrong  in  the  first  in- 
stance to  establish  this  Church,  it  was 
the  fault  of  the  State.  If,  incumbered 
by  State  legislation,  it  has  made  but  few 
converts,  it  is  the  fault  of  the  State.  If, 
again,  it  is  hated  by  the  Roman  Catholics, 
and  has  become  a  political  offence  in  their 
views,  still  it  is  the  fault  of  the  State. 
And  therefore  while  I  say  that  on  an  ex- 
amination of  the  whole  esse  I  am  ready, 
though  unwillingly,  to  accept  disestablish- 
ment, and  while  I  am  prepared  to  accept 
disendowment  partially,  I  think  we  have 
a  right  to  say  and  to  earnestly  contend 
that  on  every  principle  of  reason,  logic, 
justice  and  policy,  thjjre  ought  to  be 
Thfi  Earl  of  Carnarvon 


;  most  ample    and  generous  consideration 

!  shown  in  dealing  with  the  Irish  Charcb. 

i  To  do  anything  else  than  give  it  that  con- 

j  sideration  would  be  a  most  grievous  wron^. 

To  do  anything  else  would  be  a  piece  of 

iniquity  on  the   part  of  the  State;    and 

allow  me  to  say  also  that  it  would   be  a 

piece  of  great  impolicy  on  the  part  of  tlie 

Ronian  Catholic  Church. 

My  Lords,  on  a  great  question  of  this 
kind  there  ought  to  be  an  absence  of  per- 
sonal feeling  ;  but  I  must  confess  that  it  is 
not  without  considerable  pain  I  find  my- 
self in  this  position.  It  is  painful  to  me 
to  find  myself  alone  ;  I  know  that  I  oan 
be  supported  by  scarcely  one  of  my  poli- 
tical Friends;  and  it  is  more  painful  to  me 
still  to  find  myself  acting  on  such  a  qnea- 
tion  in  opposition  to  the  most  rev.  Pri- 
mate the  Head  of  the  Church.  Occupying, 
indeed,  this  position,  I  speak  more  for  the 
purpose  of  discharging  my  own  conscience 
than  in  the  hope  of  influencing  anyone 
else,  though  well  satisfied  that  before  long 
events  will  justify  me;  but  I  do  so  in 
in  the  interest  of  the  Church  of  Ireland, 
united  up  to  this  by  statutable  connection, 
but  inevitably,  as  I  believe,  to  be  disunited 
before  long,  though  still  to  be  bound,  as  I 
trust,  in  a  spiritual  union  not  less  closely 
than  before — I  say  that  in  the  intereat  of 
these  two  Churches  though  I  would  not 
have  brought  forward  this  measure,  yet, 
having  it  before  me,  I  cannot  take  the 
responsibility  of  rejecting  it. 

Lord  RBDESDALE:  My  Lords,  I  will 
not  detain  your  Lordships  long  ;  but  the 
noble  Earl  who  moved  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill  having  alluded  in  somewhat 
pointed  terms  to  a  pamphlet  which  I  hare 
published,  and  to  a  speech  delivered  by  me 
the  other  night,  perhaps  your  Lordships 
will  allow  me  to  say  a  few  words.  I  have 
no  complaint  to  make  of  the  noble  Earl  for 
stating  what  be  did  in  regard  of  the  argu- 
ment in  my  pamphlet,  except  that  he  did 
not  state  the  whole  of  that  argument. 
Perhaps  he  stated  as  much  of  it  as  he 
thought  would  serve  his  own  purposes  ;  for 
the  noble  Earl  said  I  held  that  a  dealing 
with  corporate  property  would  shake  the 
security  on  which  private  property  is  baaed. 
What  I  stated  in  my  pamphlet  was  that 
although  corporate  property  stood  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  in  a  different  position  asregarda 
Parliamentary  interference  from  private 
property,  that  the  reasons  given  for  deal- 
ing with  the  property  of  the  Church  in  the 
manner  proposed  would  endanger  the  se- 
curity of  private  property,^   I  showed  that 
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Parittment,  in  dealiog  with  corporate  pro* 
peiij,  bitherio  had  inyariabi j  dealt  with  it 
M  at  to  make  it  more  productive  for  the 
porpoaea  to  which  it  waa  to  he  applied,  and 
so  aa  io  make  it  more  effectively  promote 
thoae  porpoies.     I  alao  stated  that  when, 
from  tke  great  improTement  in  corporate 
piopertT,  the  income  raised  was  far  too 
hr^  for  the  pnrpoaes  for  which  it  was  ori- 
ffaalljr  granted,  arrangements  had  heen 
made  bj  which,  after  proTiding  in   the 
follett  degree,  and  even  gorag  somewhat 
bejiHid  what  was  necessary  for  the  objects 
to  whttb   the  property  was  originally  de- 
voted, the  anrplas  had  been  applied  to  some 
cognate  parpoee  ;  but  that  corporate  pro- 
perty had  never  been  applied  in  any  other 
nsBDer,  except  in  cases  where  the  pur- 
poses to  which  it  was  originally  devoted  had 
become  either  obsolete  or  roiscbievoos.  This 
waa  stated  in  connection  with  the  argument 
as  to  the  two  grounds  upon  which  the  Church 
ia  attacked  —  that  it  is  the  Church  of  the 
■liaority  and  that  it  is  a  badge  of  conquest. 
Aa  regards  the    purposes  for  which  that 
Cbarch  was  created    and    for  which   the 
property  ia  held,  nobody  can  allege  that 
tbey  are  obsolete  or  mischievous.     Those 
pwpooes  were  the  providing  means  of  wor- 
abip  fiyr  n>embers  of  the  Established  Church 
ia  that  coantry,  and  no  person  who  holds 
that  the  Eatablished   Church  is  the  true 
Chard,  and  that  persons  in  this  country 
are  entitled  to  receive   its   ministrations, 
caa  deay  that  people  in  Ireland  are  also 
entitled  to  receive  them.     But  the  Estab- 
luhad  Cbarch  is  attacked  because  it  belongs 
to  a  mioonty.     Why,  all  property  belongs 
to  a  isiiuMity.     If  you  attack  the  Church 
upon  that  ground,  you  at  once  assail  the 
priaetplea  upon  which  property  is  founded. 
I  alao  said  in  the  pamphlet  to  which  the 
Boble  Earl  referred,  that  if  yon  attacked 
^  Cbarch  on  the  ground  that  it  was  a 
badge  of  eooquest,  you  at  the  same  time 
attacked  certainly  two-thirds  of  the  pro*- 
party  of  Ireland.     For  the  lands  now  in 
the  haoda  of  Protestant  proprietors  were 
^sr  the  moat  part  lands  received  by  them 
u  lands   confiscated    from    the    original 
•wners,  whoae  descendants  to  this  day  con- 
sder  that  they  have  a  right  to  cbim  them, 
iad  aooM  of  whom,  now  in  America,  havo 
■oU  those  righta  to  others.     I  say  that 
vbea  yoa  take  all  these  matters  into  con- 
tiieration    you   furnish   an   argument    in 
^nwrof  attacking  property — other  than 
carpanite  property  in  Ireland— of  a  most 
wgcrona  character.     Too   cannot   read 
^aeeoimta  of  what  ocenra  at  meetings  of 


I  the  priestd  and  others  in  Ireland,  and  the 
arguments  addressed  to  the  people  of  that 
I  country  upon  the  land  question  as  it  is 
,  called,  without  seeing  this— that  the  only 
way,  in  their  opinion,  by  which  the  country 
is  to  be  pacified  is  by  obtaining  possession 
of  the  land  from  those  who  now  hold  it, 
and  by  getting  rid  of  a  large  portion  of 
the  Protestant  proprietors  of  the  country. 
That  was  what  I  stated  in  the  portion  of 
( the  pamphlet  which  has  not  been  noticed 
!  by  the  noble  Lord.  I  have  not  heard  any 
i  answer  to  those  arguments  in  the  course 
!  of  this  debate,  nor  do  I  believe  it  would  be 
I  easy  to  furnish  them.  You  can  ignore 
i  them  certainly,  but  in  point  of  argument 
'  I  believe  them  to  be  unanswerable.  An- 
other ground  taken  in  the  pamphlet,  upon 
which  the  noble  Earl  based  a  portion  of 
his  remarks,  was  that  I  did  not  think  the 
Church  in  Ireland  was  objected  to  by  the 
population  of  Ireland.  Now,  that  I  be- 
lieve to  be  distinctly  the  fact.  I  believe 
that  the  whole  of  this  agitation  against 
the  Irish  Church  is  of  recent  origin.  We 
know  most  distinctly  that  it  was  never  put 
forth  as  a  grievance  at  the  time  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Emancipation,  or  for  a 
considerable  time  afterwards.  We  know* 
latterly  that  a  movement  has  been  got 
up  among  the  ecclesiastics,  but  there 
has  been  no  movement  whatever  among 
the  common  people  of  the  country.  Then 
as  to  its  being  a  badge  of  conquest  and 
therefore  objectionable,  I  take  the  argu- 
ment further,  and  say  that  if  everything 
which  is  a  badge  of  conquest  is  to  be  got 
rid  of,  you  must  get  rid  of  the  Protestant 
succession,  which,  at  least,  is  as  much  a 
badge  of  conquest  as  the  Church  Estab- 
lishment in  Ireland.  But  we  all  know  the 
manner  in  which  His  Royal  Highness  the 
Prince  of  Wales  was  received  when  be 
went  to  Ireland.  His  Royal  Highness 
there  represented  the  conquest  of  Ireland  ; 
but  certainly  there  was  no  feeling  of  that 
kind  in  the  minds  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
who  received  him  so  cordially.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  the  Irish  Church  is  objected  to  by 
the  people  of  Ireland  in  the  manner  which 
it  is  convenient  to  allege  for  the  purposes  of 
political  agitation  and  of  this  debate.  The 
noble  Earl  referred  to  another  point,  which 
he  said  was  not  contained  in  my  pamphlet, 
but  was  noticed  by  me  in  a  speech  a  few 
nights  ago  on  the  occasion  of  the  presenta-  rs 
tion  of  a  petition  from  certain  clergymen, 
when  I  made  some  remarks  a))out  the 
Coronation  Oath.  Now,  my  Lords,  I  said 
I  certainly  did  entertain  the  opinion,  pai> 
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tiallj  shared  by  my  noble  Friend  who  has 
just  spoken  (the  Earl  of  Camanron),  that 
to  deal  with  property  which  has  been  de- 
Toted  for  handreds  of  years  to  the  serriee 
of  God,  which  is  still  required  for  the  pur- 
pose to  which  it  was  so  doTOted,  and  to 
take  it  away  and  Apply  it  to  any  other  and 
lower  purpose,  is  sacrilege.  I  do  not  know 
what  else  is  sacrilege  if  that  is  not.  I 
also  declared  that  I  considered  sacrilege 
sinful.  Depend  upon  it  it  is  Tory  neces- 
sary in  all  these  matters  to  use  plain  words. 
We  hare  got  too  much  into  the  habit  of 
covering  over  things  with  mild  terms,  so 
that  we  really  do  not  see  the  whole  bearing 
of  the  ease.  I  have  said  before,  and  I 
repeat,  that  I  neither  know,  nor  pretend 
to  know,  nor  can  I  know,  what  may  be 
the  opinions  of  Her  Majesty  upon  this  sub- 
ject. But  I  said,  and  I  do  say,  that  I 
think  it  the  doty  of  all  those  who  may  be 
in  the  position  of  advising  Her  Majesty, 
to  be  prepared  to  give  an  answer  to  her, 
snpposing  that  when  they  proposed  some 
such  measure  for  Her  Majesty's  acceptance 
she  were  to  entertain  the  same  opinion 
that  I  do,  that  the  matter  was  sscrilege 
and  sin.  Now,  there  is  nothing  uncon- 
stitutional in  supposing  that  a  man,  if  he 
means  to  be  a  Servant  of  the  Crown,  ought 
to  prepare  himself  to  answer  such  a  ques- 
tion if  it  were  put  to  him  by  his  Soverei;;n, 
and  that  he  ought  to  be  prepared  to  give 
an  opioion  upon  such  an  important  matter 
with  a  full  sense  of  the  responsibility  rest- 
ing upon  him.  The  noble  Earl  alluded  to 
the  fact  that  the  opinion  entertained  by 
George  III.  with  regard  to  the  Coronation 
Oath  had  impeded  for  a  long  time  the 
pnssing  of  Roman  Catholic  Emancipation. 
The  case  with  regard  to  the  Oath  on  that 
point  and  the  present  is  very  different. 
The  question  at  that  time  was,  whether  the 
admission  of  Roman  Catholics  would  be  in- 
jurious to  the  Protestant  religion  and  the 
Protestant  institutions  of  this  kingdom. 

Earl  RUSSELL  :    The  admission  of 
Protestant  Dissenters. 

Lord  REDESDALE  :  Yes,  the  admis- 
sion  of  Protestont  Dissenters  came  first, 
followed  by  that  of  the  Roman  Catholics. 
A  great  many  persons  entertained  a  de- 
cided opinion  that  instead  of  being  disad- 
vantageous such  a  change  would  be  de- 
cidedly advantageous  in  those  respects; 
-"^  that  it  would  remove  a  great  deal  of  ani- 
mosity and  bitterness ;  and  that  it  was,  on 
that  account,  most  desirable  that  Roman 
Catholics  and  Dissenters  should  be  ad- 
mitted to  Parliament.  Tho  argument  was 
Lord  IMhidaU 


one  which  a  Minister  might  fairly  urge 
upon  a  Sovereign,  even  thongh  the  Sove- 
reign held  a  strong  opinion  to  the  eontrarj, 
and  some  eirenmstanees,  it  may  be  observed 
in  passing  whieh  have  since  occurred  and 
are  now  occurring,  may  fairly  raise  a  doubt 
whether  George  IIL,  in  spite  of  all  that 
has  been  said  and  written,  did  not  take  a 
sounder  and  clearer  view  of  the  conse- 
quences which  would  attend  the  change 
than  those  who  urged  him  strongly  to 
abandon  the  opinion  which  he  had  formed. 
Upon  the  present  occasion  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  Member  of  your  Lordships' 
House  who  will  assert  that  the  terms  of 
the  engagement  entered  into  by  the  Crown 
and  embodied  in  the  Coronation  Oath  would 
not  be  seriously  affected  by  the  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Irish  Church.  Now,  Mr.  Pitt 
and  other  Ministers  of  the  Crown  in  that 
day  supposed  that  the  Sovereign  had  a 
oonscience,  and  they  respected  it.  It 
seems  to  be  the  opinion  in  the  present  day 
that  the  Sovereign  has  no  right  to  have  a 
conscience.  It  is  said  that  the  King  can 
do  no  wrong,  that  his  Ministers  advise  him, 
and  that  he  acts  upon  their  responsibility, 
and  not  upon  his  own.  Again,  we  must 
use  plain  words  in  speaking  of  these 
things.  Does  anybody  hold  that  in  the 
Day  of  Judgment  Ministers  can  stand  be- 
tween God  and  the  Sovereign  and  say  that 
the  act  was  theirs,  that  the  Sovereign  is 
not  responsible,  and  that  he  did  right  in 
acting  on  their  advice  in  opposition  to  the 
dictates  of  his  own  conscience  ?  I  say 
that  to  use  language  of  this  kind — to  say 
that  **  the  King  can  do  no  wrong,"  and  to 
apply  that  phrase  in  such  a  way  as  to  mean 
that  the  King  ought  not  to  observe  an  Oath 
which  he  has  taken  if  his  Ministers  advise 
him  otherwise — is  tantamount  to  saying 
that  God  does  not  reign  over  him.  Re- 
member the  words  of  Scripture,  '*  God  ia 
not  mocked  t  *'  I  distinctly  say  that  such 
is  my  opinion,  and  I  believe  that  no  one 
oan  speak  plainly  or  think  plainly  upon 
the  subject  without  coming  to  the  same 
conclusion.  Tou  may  wrap  up  all  these 
matters  in  a  very  delicate  covering;  but 
when  you  draw  aside  the  veil  which  poli- 
tical expediency  has  placed  over  them,  yon 
will  find  that  there  lies  the  truth,  and  that 
you  cannot  say  thnt  the  Sovereign  is  not 
to  be  allowed  to  have  a  conscientious  opi- 
nion upon  such  matters,  and  that  he  ought 
not  to  refuse  his  assent  to  propositions  put 
before  him,  if  he  honestly  believes  that  he 
is  bound  by  that  Oath  to  do  so.  These  are 
the  words  which  I  have^shed  to  address 
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to  yoor  Lordships,  beeanse  I  do  not  like 
taything  that  I  may  saj  or  any  opinions 
tbst  I  may  hold  at  any  time  to  be  mis- 
anderetood.  I  am  Tery  plain  and  open  in 
til  that  I  say.  I  entertain  the  opinions 
that  I  bold  boneatly,  and  I  never  shrink 
from  deebnog  them.  I  hare  given  utter- 
ance to  these  rievrs.  because  I  thought  the 
noUe  £arl  (Earl  Granville) — not  intention- 
aliy  of  course,  but  still  to  a  eonsiderable 
exteot— hsd  misinterpreted  the  opinions 
vbieh  I  avowed,  and  not  fairly  represented 
the  arguments  which  I  advanced. 

The  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH  : 
Your  Lordships  have  listened  to  many 
speeehes  of  great  power,  lucidity,  and  elo- 
quence during  the  course  of  this  debate, 
whieh  engages  your  Lordships'  attention 
for  the  second  night.  For  my  own  part  I 
nest  say  that  from  any  of  the  speeches 
cldifered  last  evening  I  had  no  di£Seulty 
ia  ftseertaining  what  were  the  views  of  the 
noble  Lords  who  spoke,  or  in  ascertaining 
in  vbat  sense  they  intended  to  give  their 
votes.  But  my  noble  Friend  who  opened 
the  debate  this  evening  (the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon)  was  an  exception,  for  he  did 
•0  ia  a  speech  of  remarkable  ingenoity,  so 
that  untiJ  he  arrived  at  the  latter  portion 
of  his  remarks  it  was  impossible  to  tell  in 
vhat  way  he  intended  to  give  his  vote. 
The  noble  Earl  began  by  stating  very 
copat  reasons  why  the  Irish  branch  of 
the  Istahlished  Church  should  not  be  dis- 
established ;  he  stated  that  it  could  not 
be  denied  the  Liberal  party  had  played  its 
last  political  card  in  proposing  this  mea- 
•me,  and  that  belli nd  this  question  there 
remitoed  others  which  would  yet  arise  of 
afar  more  momentous  character;  he  stated 
ibo  that  be  folly  concurred  in  many  of  the 
•pimons  which  had  been  delivered  in  the 
Mate  of  last  night  relating  to  the  cha- 
rseter  and  position  which  the  Ultramontane 
dergy  of  Ireland  were  assuming  ;  and  he 
atied  that  we  have  at  present  in  Ireland 
a  scattered  population  enjoying  material 
hearts  from  the  faithful  discharge  of  their 
Katies  by  the  clergy  of  the  Establishment, 
iad  that  this  population  would  inevitably 
be  deprived  of  those  benefits  to  a  great 
extent  by  disestablishment,  and,  in  all  pro- 
bability, wonld  be  merged  in  the  Roman 
Cathobc  eommnnity.  My  Lords,  I  cannot 
cmcfive  of  three  arguments  of  a  stronger 
cWraeter  tban  those  against  the  measure 
Were  us;  and  yet,  as  I  understood  my 
uhle  Friend,  he  said  at  the  close  of  his 
^aoth  that  tbese  being  the  objections  he 
^^^wioeatloosly  entertained  against  the  mea- 


sure, he  nevertheless  felt  it  his  duty  to  give 
it  hia  support.  But  the  greater  part  of 
my  noble  Friend's  speech  consisted  first  in 
observations  on  the  position  of  the  Church 
in  the  colonies,  and,  secondly,  in  an  attack 
upon  Her  Majesty's  Government.  My 
Lords,  I  can  well  understand  the  cause  of 
his  assuming  both  these  positions.  My 
noble  Friend  cannot  forget  that  he  once 
belonged  to  the  Government  of  Lord  Derby, 
and  I  shall  be  within  your  Lordships'  re- 
eollection  when  I  say  my  noble  Friend  has 
not  lost  a  single  opportunity  since  his  se- 
paration from  that  Government  to  bring 
as  much  odium  on  it  as  he  can,  and  to  cast 
political  dirt  upon  those  who  were  once  his 
Colleagues.  But  I  think  my  noble  Friend 
should  confine  himself  to  facts  when  he 
brings  charges  against  the  Government ; 
at  all  events  if  he  finds  his  memory  not 
sufficiently  retentive  to  enable  him  accu- 
rately to  detail  what  has  occurred  in  the 
House  of  Commons  he  should  follow  the 
commendable  example  of  the  Speaker  when 
he  has  to  read  the  Queen's  Speech,  and 
provide  himself  with  a  copy.  My  noble 
Friend  stated  as  his  first  charge  against 
the  Government  that  Her  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters proposed  to  endow  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic University.  This  is  not  the  first 
time  that  charge  has  been  brought  against 
us ;  and  as  the  correspondence  on  the  sub- 
ject has  been  laid  before  Parliament  it  is 
hardly  necessary  for  me  to  detain  yoor 
Lordships  by  a  statement  of  the  facts  and 
a  defence  of  the  policy.  But  I  wish  dis- 
tinctly to  state  that  no  proposal  has  ever 
been  made  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  endow  a  Roman  Catholic  University. 
My  Lords,  profiting  by  the  errors  of  my 
noble  Friend,  I  have  provided  myself  with 
a  copy  of  Hansard,  and  I  will  read  you 
the  words  of  the  Chief  Secretary  with  re- 
gard to  the  endowment  of  the  proposed 
University,  which  would  be  essential  if 
Parliament  agreed  in  the  first  instance  to 
the  principle  of  providing  for  the  necessary 
expenses  of  the  University.  I  refer  to  the 
expenses  of  providing  Professors,  and  also 
of  making  some  provision  for  the  buildings 
if  Parliament  approved.  The  Earl  of  Mayo 
said — 

"  With  regard  to  endowment  it  will  be  essen- 
tial, of  course,  if  Parliament  agrees  to  the  pro- 
posal, in  the  first  instance  to  provide  for  the 
necessary  expenses  of  the  Uniyersity — ^that  is  to 
say,  the  expenses  of  officers  of  the  University, 
of  the  University  Professors,  and  also  to  make 
some  provision  for  a  building.  It  is  possible 
that  if  Parliament  approves  the  scheme,  it  may 
not  be  indisposed  to  endow  certain  Uiuversity  j 
scholarships."  Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 
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["  Hear ! '']  Well,  my  noble  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  said  that  it  was  possible 
Parliament  might  hereafter  do  it  ;  but  the 
Government  did  not  propose  it.  ["  Hear !"] 
The  intentions  of  the  Government  I  sub- 
mit are  only  to  be  drawn  from  their  own 
declarations.  [*'0h,  oh!"]  The  Chief 
Secretary  said  further — 

"  But  with  regard  to  the  endowment  of  Col- 
leges, it  is  impossible  we  could  make  anj  pro- 
posal of  that  nature  at  present ;  and  to  that  ex- 
tent the  question  will  be  left  open  to  future  eon* 
sideration.  It  is  not  therefore  contemplated  to 
submit  any  scheme  for  the  endowment  of  the 
Colleges  in  connection  with  the  Uniyersity." — 
[3  Hansard,  cxc.  1386, 1387.] 

Thus  we  see  the  proposal  was  not  to  en- 
dow a  University ;  it  was  simply  to  provide 
a  small  limited  sum  for  the  professorial 
and  tutorial  expenses  of  the  University  ; 
and  if  that  would  constitute  an  endowment 
of  the  University  I  do  not  know  what  an 
endowment  is.  The  second  charge  of  my 
noble  Friend  is  that  we  brought  in  a  mea- 
sure for  the  abolition  of  the  ecclesiastical 
endowments  of  the  West  India  Colonies.  I 
will  shortly  explain  the  state  of  the  case— 
and  I  think  that  my  noble  Friend  before  he 
left  the  Colonial  Office  must  have  become 
cognizant  of  the  circumstance. 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON:  I  beg 
your  pardon  ;  as  far  as  I  remember  I  saw 
the  Bill  on  the  subject  for  the  first  time  on 
the  table  of  the  House. 

The  Duke  op  MARLBOROUGH:  Well, 
the  facts  of  the  case  are  these — At  the 
time  of  the  abolition  of  slavery  an  annual 
grant  of  £20,000  was  ordered  to  be  set 
apart  by  the  6  <Sz;  7  Geo.  IV.  for  the  sup- 
port of  the  Archbishops,  Bishops,  and 
Ministers  of  the  Established  Church  in  the 
West  India  Islands.  In  the  year  1842 
Sir  Robert  Peel  made  a  new  arrangement; 
and  recently  a  Bill  has  been  introduced 
annually  in  the  House  of  Commons  to 
take  the  charge  from  o£f  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  The  measure  has  been  carried  by 
the  Opposition,  and  the  House  having  ap- 
proved it  in  so  unmistakeable  a  manner  in 
two  successive  years  the  Government  has 
adopted  the  principle,  and  now  sanctions 
the  proposal  to  remove  the  £20,000  from 
the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  has  brought  in 
a  Bill  with  that  object.  I  am  informed 
that  this  was  known  in  the  Colonial  Office 
when  my  noble  Friend  presided  there;  but 
of  course  if  he  states  he  was  not  aware  of 
the  fact  I  must  accept  his  denial. 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON  :  I  should 
be  glad  if   the   noble  Duke   would   per- 
The  Duke  of  Marlborough 


mit  me  to  explain,  and  so  prevent  any 
misapprehension  on  the  subject.  I  stated 
that  I  was  perfectly  well  aware  that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  take  into  considera- 
tion the  whole  question  of  the  West  Indian 
Church,  and  I  was  fully  prepared  myself 
to  undertake  the  task,  though  not  in  the 
fashion  now  proposed  by  the  GoTernment. 
I  do  not  find  fault  with  the  measure  ;  I 
find  fault  with  the  Government,  because, 
while  it  deprecates  disestablishment  in  Ire- 
land, it  is  promoting  disestablishment  in 
the  West  Indies. 

The  Duke  op  MARLBOROUGH  :  My 
noble  Friend  is  not  quite  accurate.  The 
West  Indian  proposal  does  not  amount  to 
disestablishment.  Ample  funds  are  pro- 
vided in  the  colonies  themselves  for  the 
Church,  and  this  removal  of  the  £20,000 
from  the  Consolidated  Fund  simply  cor- 
responds with  a  Resolution  to  take  away  the 
Reffium  Donum  from  the  Dissenters.  I  will, 
however  proceed  to  the  main  question  of  the 
evening.  The  noble  Earl  next  proceeded 
to  attack  the  Government,  in  which  he  has 
been  assisted  by  the  noble  Lords  opposite. 
The  old  proverb  tells  us  we  should  never 
look  a  gift  horse  in  the  mouth,  and,  my 
Lords,  it  is  not  perhaps  at  all  astonishing 
that  noble  Lords  opposite  do  not  like  to 
have  their  motives  for  promoting  this  mea- 
sure too  narrowly  canvassed,  considering 
how  closely  it  is  connected  with  the  political 
exigencies  of  their  situation.  That  situa- 
tion has  some  very  remarkable  features ; 
and  I  would  recall  your  Lordships'  attention 
to  what  occurred  in  1866.  The  Session  of 
that  year  opened  with  a  Liberal  Govei-ii- 
ment  in  Office,  supported  by  a  united  Liberal 
party,  strong  under  the  Leadership  of  one 
who  had  successfully  led  that  party  for 
many  years  ;  strong  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  powerful  in  the  nation.  Bat 
what  was  the  result?  In  that  year  we 
saw  the  Liberal  majority  dissipated,  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of  that 
day  surrendered  the  conduct  of  the  affairs 
of  the  country  into  the  hands  of  us  his  op- 
ponents almost  on  a  casual  plea.  My 
Lords,  what  was  the  state  of  the  Liberal 
party  after  that  event  ?  I  need  not  detail 
its  lamentable  condition  to  your  Lordships; 
suffice  it  to  say  it  was  split  up  into  frag- 
ments, and  that  it  was  well  described  by  a 
right  hon.  Gentleman  of  the  party  (Mr. 
Bouverie)  as  an  undisciplined  rabble.  That 
being  the  state  of  the  case  it  became  posi- 
tively necessary  that  a  cry  should  be  found 
to  unite  the  scattered  fragments  of  the 
party  and  enable  iL4o  act.  ,  And  what 
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WAS  tbe  method  of  proceeding  tbat  was 
adopted  ?  Putting  these  matters  aside  for 
the  time,  I  wish  to  eall  attention  to  some 
striking  features  attending  the  movement. 
My  Lords,  early  in  this  Session  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (Earl  Bussell)  brought  for- 
ward, without  much  notice  and  without 
having  referred  to  the  subject  in  his  re- 
marks on  the  Queen's  Speech,  oertain 
charges  against  the  Prime  Minister.  Those 
charges  were  to  the  effect  that  he  had 
stated  one  thing  at  a  particular  time 
whereas  he  believed  another — that  he  had 
boasted  he  had  been  "edocatiog  his  party" 
-^in  short,  that  while  professing  one  set  of 
opinions  he  bad  been  holding  a  different 
set.  Now  this  eharge  of  political  dis- 
honest j  was  followed  up  afterwards  by  the 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll),  who  sits 
next  to  the  noble  Earl,  in  one  of  those 
oratorical  displays  to  which  your  Lordships 
always  listen  with  pleasure  and  gratifica- 
tion. At  the  same  time  I  must  say  that 
some  of  the  statements  that  fell  from  the 
noble  Duke  on  that  occasion  were  of  rather 
8  remarkable  character.  The  noble  Duke 
had  been  at  the  pains  during  his  leisure 
hours  of  reading  op  the  speeches  which 
have  been  delivered  from  time  to  time  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and,  comparing 
them  one  with  another,  he  exposed,  with 
all  the  powers  of  eloquence  and  force  of 
imagery,  their  various  faults  and  incon- 
sistencies. The  noble  Duke  might,  I 
think,  have  remembered  the  old  proverb, 
**  tbat  those  who  live  in  glass  bouses  should 
not  throw  stones.''  The  noble  Duke  might 
I  think  have  remembered  too  that  if  you 
were  to  institute  a  similar  scrutiny  into 
the  careers  of  any  of  our  leading  pnblio 
men,  you  would  find  that  they  have  in  the 
eoorse  of  their  lives  frequently  been  com- 
pelledy  bj  the  exigency  of  political  situa- 
tions, to  alter  or  at  all  events  to  modify 
the  TiewB  which  they  bad  formerly  ex- 
pressed. But,  my  Lords,  I  think  that  if 
anj  malicious  spirit  had  brooded  over  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  is  the  abthor  of 
tlie  measure  now  before  your  Lordships' 
Honse,  and  if  that  spirit  had  endeavoured 
with  the  utmost  acumen  of  his  malevolence 
to  prompt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  do 
something  which  should  give  the  lie  to  the 
whole  of  his  past  life,  and  should  serve  as 
a  denial  of  all  those  principles  which  he 
had  held  most  sacred,  and  for  which  he 
has  contended  with  the  greatest  fervour 
and  conviction,  that  malevolent  spirit  could 
not  have  selected  a  more  fitting  opportu- 
nity than  tbe  present,  or  have  suggested  a 
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plan  more  certain  to  have  that  effect  than 
that  of  prompting  the  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man to  become  the  author  of  the  Bill  now 
before  your  Lordships'  House.  Now,  my 
Lords,  Mr.  Gladstone  has  made  use  of 
some  remarkable  expressions  with  regard 
to  the  subject  of  the  Irish  Church.  I 
have  already  stated  that  many  statesmen 
in  the  exigencies  of  political  situations 
may  be  compelled  to  alter  their  opinions 
and  to  adopt  different  views  as  to  expe- 
diency and  the  possibility  of  carrying  on  a 
Government  on  certain  principles ;  but  I 
have  scarcely  ever  seen  an  instance  in 
which  opinions  hitherto  firmly  adhered  to 
on  the  score  of  absolute  truth  have  been 
so  ruthlessly  cast  to  the  winds — an  instance 
where  all  that  has  been  hitherto  held  sacred 
has  been  so  unhesitatingly  devoted  to  de- 
struction. Let  me  read  a  very  short  state- 
ment from  his  Work  upon  Church  and 
State,  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
so  far  back  I  believe  as  1840  or  1841 — 

"  Upon  us  of  this  day  has  fiillen  (and  we  shrink 
not  from  it,  but  welcome  it  as  a  high  and  glorious, 
though  an  arduous  dntj)  the  defence  of  the  Re- 
formed Catholic  Church  in  Ireland,  as  the  reli- 
S'ons  Establishment  of  the  country 
oweTcr  formidable  at  first  sight  these  admissions, 
which  I  have  no  desire  to  narrow  or  qnalifjr,  may 
appear,  they  in  no  way  shake  the  foregoing  argu- 
ments. They  do  not  change  the  nature  of  truth, 
and  her  capability  and  destiny  to  benefit  mankind. 
They  do  not  relic yc  GoTcmment  of  its  responsi- 
bility if  they  show  that  that  responsibility  was 
once  unfelt  and  unsatisfied.  They  place  the 
Legislature  of  this  country  in  the  condition  of  one 
called  to  do  penance  for  past  offences ;  but  duty 
remains  unaltered  and  imperative,  and  abates 
nothing  of  her  demands  on  our  services." 

These,  my  Lords,  are  the  words  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  is  the  author  of 
this  Bill — a  Bill  which  is  acknowledged  by 
noble  Lords  opposite  to  aim  at  nothing 
short  of  the  complete  disestablishment  and 
disendowment  of  the  Irish  Church.  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  in  the  progress 
of  this  measure  we  have  strongly  brought 
into  light  the  political  dishonesty  of  the 
process  which  has  been  resorted  to.  Kow, 
my  Lords,  a  very  good  test  as  to  whether 
a  measure  is  well  devised  and  well  con- 
ceived, whether  it  is  such  a  measure  as 
ought  to  be  promoted  for  the  public  bene- 
fit, is  that  great  men  and  leading  states- 
men have  had  their  minds  long  msde  up 
on  the  subject,  and,  without  any  vacilla- 
tion of  purpose,  have  persistently  and 
consistently  endeavoured  to  attain  the  re- 
sult for  which  they  are  striving.  But  has 
this  been  the  case  in  relation  to  the  mea- 
sure of  which  the  noble  Lords  opposite  are  t 
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now  00  greatly  enamoured  ?  But,  my  Lords, 
as  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  stated 
in  the  brilliant  address  which  be  delivered 
last  evening,  Sir  George  Grey,  in  1865,  on 
the  part  of  the  Whig  Government  of  the 
day,  expressly  declared,  with  a  full  know- 
ledge of  all  the   facts   before  him,  and 
with  a  full  knowledge   of  the  grievances 
of   which    the    Irish    people   oomplained, 
that    it    was    not    the  intention  of    the 
Government  to  deal  with  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland,  and  that  the  attempt 
to  do  80  would  be  little  short  of  a  revolu- 
tion.    What  was  the  reply  which  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (Carl  Russell)  made  to  the 
noble  Earl  who  sits  on  the  cross-Benches 
(Earl  Grey)  two  years  ago  ?    And,  in  pass- 
ing, I  may  remark  that  if  therei  s  any  noble 
Earl  whose  opinions  are  entitled  to  com- 
mand the  respect  of  us  all,  as  they  cer- 
tainly do  mine,  it  is  the  noble  Earl  who 
sits  on    the  cross-Benches.      I    certainly 
do  not  agree  with  the  plan  which  he  pro- 
posed, because  I  do  not  think  that  it  would 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  hour,  or  con- 
duce to  the  prosperity  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land ;    but  the  noble  Earl  has  been  the 
consistent  advocate  of  his  particular  views, 
and  has  enforced  them  from  time  to  time 
with   a  consistency  and   pertinacity  that 
certainly  entitle  him  to  our  respect.     When 
the  noble  Earl  brought  forward  his  proposal 
as  lately  as  two  years  ago,  what  was  the 
reply  he  received  from  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site ?     As  I  have  already  stated,  a  great 
change  has  since  oome  over  the  spirit  of 
the  noble  Earl's  dreams  ;  and,  finding  him- 
self no  longer  in  power,  his  party  scattered, 
and  its  members  disunited,  this  plan  has 
been  devised  with  a  view  to  once  more 
bringing  his  party  into  harmony  and  co- 
operation.     We  find  that  the  noble  Earl 
addressed    a    letter    to    Mr.    Chichester 
Fortescue.     Having,  in  reply  to  the  noble 
Earl    on    the    cross-Benches,  stated  that 
in  his  belief  the  proposal  which  the  noble 
Earl  advocated  would  be  fraught  with  ruin 
and  danger  to  Ireland,  in  that  letter  to 
Mr.  Fortescue  he  adopts  the  proposal  made 
by  the  noble  Earl  on  the  cross-Benches, 
and  puts  it  forward  as  his  own.     And  was 
this  the  only  change  in  the  opinion  of  the 
noble  Earl?     No;    soon  afterwards   the 
noble  Earl  finds  himself  iu  another  political 
exigency,  and,  after  the  statement  of  Lord 
Mayo  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
and  the  exposition  of  the  remedial  mea- 
sures which  the  Government  proposed  for 
the  benefit  of  Ireland,  the   noble  Earl, 
with  all  the  impetuosity  for  which  he  is  so 
The  Duke  of  UwrXbonmgh 


remarkable,  rushes  headlong  into  the  fraj 
and  declares  that  the  time  is  past  for  all 
such  half  measures  and  puny  proposals. 
He  discards  the  plan  of  the  noble  Earl  on 
the  cross-Benches  with  as  much  facility 
as  he  adopted  it,  and  not  only  gives  his 
adherence  to  the  plan  suggested  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  author  of  thia 
measure,  but  advocates  its  adoption  in 
public.  But,  my  Lords,  I  would  ask  whe- 
ther this  is  the  way  in  which  great  ques- 
tions are  to  be  dealt  with  ?  Has  not  this 
measure  been  introduced  because  the  ma- 
nagement of  the  Reform  question — which 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  might  to  a  certain 
extent  have  regarded  as  his  property — was 
taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the  party  oppo- 
site, and  because  it  was  therefore  neces- 
sary to  find  a  new  cry  ?  But  is  this  the 
way  in  which  a  great  question  like  this  is 
to  be  treated  ?  — that  a  plan  rejected  one 
day  should  be  adopted  the  next,  only  in 
turn  to  give  way  to  another  of  a  still  more 
dangerous  and  extravagant  character. 

My  Lords,  we  have  certainly  heard  a 
somewhat  novel  argument  in  the  course 
of  this  debate.  A  noble  Earl  opposite 
(the  Earl  of  Clarendon)  last  night  laid 
considerable  stress  on  the  opinion  that 
foreign  countries  entertain  respecting  the 
Irish  Church.  Now,  I  do  not  think  that 
it  is  desirable  that  your  Lordships*  legis- 
lation should  be  in  accordance  with  the 
opinions  of  foreign  nations.  It  has  hitherto 
been  our  custom  to  be  guided  by  what  we 
deemed  to  be  right,  by  what  we  conceived 
to  be  just  and  politic,  undeterred  by  fears 
or  taunts,  and  uninfluenced  by  our  neigh- 
bours. But  I  must  say  that,  whatever 
the  opinions  abroad  may  be,  and  whether 
they  be  favourable  or  adverse  to  the  ex- 
istence of  the  Irish  Church,  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  is  to  a  considerable  extent  respon- 
sible for  them.  I  find  that  the  noble 
Earl,  in  a  work  he  published  in  1823 — his 
Assays  on  the  British  Constitution — gave 
an  account  of  the  revenues  of  the  Irish 
Church.  In  1865  the  noble  Earl  re-pub- 
lished that  book,  and  in  the  preface  he 
stated  that  he  found  things  had  so  much 
changed  he  should  be  obliged  either  to  re- 
write his  work  or  append  such  copious 
notes  as  would  interfere  very  much  with 
the  convenience  of  his  readers.  He  pre- 
ferred to  write  a  preface,  and  as  a  specimen 
of  political  honesty  how  did  the  noble  Earl 
deal  with  the  Irish  Church  ?  He  gave  in 
the  edition  of  1865  a  statement  of  the 
Bishops  and  Archbishops  forming  the 
Establishment  of  the  Irish  Church  as  it 
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■     emted  prenosa  to  the  Irish  Temporalities 
r      let;  iodeed,  he  rather  exaggerated  the 
\M(MM  la  \i  euated   at  that  daj»  and  in- 
Uttd  ol  appeadiDg  a  note,  aa  he  might 
cfA\\]  Vvave  done  in  five  lines,  at  the  bottom 
oS  \he  page,  thai  the   whole  had  been  al- 
tered bj  the  Iriah   Church  Temporalities 
Aet,  ve  are  obliged  to  go  back  to  the  In- 
tFodoetion,  which  extenda  io  108  pages, 
vhera  we  find  thia  notice  relating  to  the 
Iiisb  Church — 

*■  A.t  ibe  nme  time  the  Irish  Cbnroh  was  rs- 
krmU,  tbe  Dumber  of  Bishops  reduced,  snd  the 
EatsbUibment  rendered  more  efficient." 
Thai  work,  no  doubt»  had  a  large  circula- 
tion ;  but  onleaa  the  reader  was  verj  care- 
fal  in  looking  back  to  the  Introduction  he 
wodU  have  gone  awaj  from  the  perusal  of 
tbe  re>pttbUeatioD  of  1865  with  tbe  idea 
that   the  Irish   Church  remained  io    the 
same  state  in  which  it  existed  nreriouslj 
to  the  Church    Temporalities  Act.     My 
Lords,    I  belicTO  the  noble  Earl  was  so 
eonsciooa  of  the  great  unfairness  of  this 
representation  that  in  the  following  jear 
he  pabltahed  a  new  edition,  from  which  all 
mention  of  the  Irish  Church  was  excluded; 
hnt  no  sort  of  explanation  was  given  of  the 
extrac«dinar/    mistake  in    the  edition    of 
'  1865.     Tlierefore.  my  Lords,  I  say  that 

if  foreign  eonntries  do  look  upon  the  Irish 
Chnreh  aa  an  overgrown  Establishment — 
a  great  anomaly,  justifying  renrobatlon 
and  indignation  —  the  noble  Earl  is  very 
jnatly  chargeable  with  responsibility  on 
thjtt  aeeoont  by  reason  of  his  very  unfair 
reiR-eseotations  of  the  condition  of  that 
CbBrefa.  But,  my  Lords,  I  have  another 
•answer  to  any  opinions  of  foreign  countries 
vith  re^rd  to  the  Irish  Church,  and  the 
vorda  I  would  quote  to  your  Lordships  for 
that  parpose  are  these — 

'■WlMa  Ibreifiiers  express  their  sstonisbment 
si  flwiiBg  that  we  snpport  in  Irehuid  tbe  Cborcb 
•ff  m  HBall  minoritj,  we  may  tell  tbem  that  we 
Mipport  It  oo  tbe  fround  of  a  high  oonscientious 
BMCtMtj  for  iU  truth." 

These,  my  Lords,  are  the  words  of  Mr. 

GXadstone  in  his  book  on  Church  and  State, 

My  Lords.  I  will  now  make  a  few  re- 

lanrka  on  the  action  of  the  Bill  itself.     I 

can  conceive  nothing   more  unnecessary, 

ercn  aopposing  this  to  be  a  question  fit  for 

yoar  Loidships'  consideration  ;  but  I  hope 

joar  Lordships  will  agree  with  me  that  it 

shrald  be  referred  to  the  general  opinion 

ef  the  country.     Nothing  could  be  more 

objectionable  than  the  mode  in  which  the 

mamre  proposes  to  deal  vrith  the  question 

abooU  it  be  adopted.      The  B'dl  simply 
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proceeds  on  the  feeling  which  seems  to 
have  been  engendered  in  the  mind  of  its 
author,  that  it  was  necessary  to  take  some 
action  on  the  Resolutions  that  had  been 
passed.  It  is  said  that  the  Bill  will  not 
interfere  with  vested  rights  ;  but,  to  a 
great  extent,  it  will  interfere  with  vested 
rights.  The  patronage  of  a  Bishop  is  con- 
sidered as  much  a  vested  right  as  the 
house  in  which  he  lives.  The  Bill,  sus- 
pending all  ecclesiastical  patronage,  will 
deprive  the  Bishops  of  a  portion  of  their 
vested  rights.  And  how  will  it  affect  the 
case  of  deserving  curates?  There  are 
many  such  who  have  laboriously  earned 
preferment,  and  are  only  waiting  for  some 
contingency  to  receive  their  reward;  but 
who  will  be  visited  with  injustice  and  in- 
jury should  this  Bill  receive  your  Lord- 
ships' sanction.  As  regards  parochial  in- 
terests also,  it  may  be  very  well  to  intro- 
duce the  provisions  of  the  Church  Tempo- 
ralities Act  where  a  vacancy  occurs,  the 
neighbouring  clergyman  being  appointed 
for  the  interval  and  being  remunerated 
accordingly  ;  but  unless  some  additional 
strength  be  given  such  a  provision  will  be 
quite  inadequate  in  many  populous  parishes. 
Are  we,  then,  for  the  sake  of  this  Bill,  to 
throw  the  whole  course  of  parochial  work 
into  confusion  ? 

It  seems  to  me  that  a  very  great  diver- 
sity of  opinion  is  entertained  with  regard 
to  this  Bill.  The  noble  Lord  who  moved 
the  second  reading  (Earl  Granville)  said 
the  Government  might  and  ought  to  accept 
it  as  part  of  the  plan  it  would  be  necessary 
for  them  ultimately  to  pursue.  But  the 
noble  Earl  who  addressed  your  I^ordships  at 
a  later  period  of  the  evening  on  the  same 
side  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  declared  that 
it  was  a  Bill  which  had  for  its  object  dis- 
establishment and  diseudowment  of  the 
Irish  Church.  My  Lords,  I  need  not  de- 
tain yon  any  further  with  reference  to  the 
objections  to  this  Bill,  and  which  I  trust 
will  induce  your  Lordships  to  reject  it  on 
the  second  reading.  Neither  will  I  detain 
your  Lordships  by  following  my  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Derby),  who  spoke  last 
night,  into  the  ancient  history  of  the  Irish 
Church.  But  it  cannot  be  denied  that  the 
Church  of  Ireland  and  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land  have  from  the  most  ancient  times  al- 
ways been  considered  one  Church.  I  will 
give  a  single  instance  by  reference  to  the 
Council  of  Constance  in  1414 — 

'*  It  it  a  fact  well  wortby  of  note  tbat  at  tbe 
Gounoil  of  Constance  tbe  Ambassadors  of  tbe 
French  Kiog,  baviiig  objeoted  tbat  tbe  EngUsbj 
ISecond  Ni^ht.^^^ 
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Charoh  was  not  entitled  to  Tote  ai  a  leparate 
national  Charoh  on  account  of  the  fewnew  of  its 
Bishops,  the  English  Amhatsadors  replied, '  That 
the  Ohuroh  in  England  and  Ireland  was  one 
national  Chnrch,  and  that  the  numher  of  their 
Bishops  together  exceeded  the  numher  of  the 
French  Church.'  ** 

The  case  was  minutely  inquired  into  and 
decided  bj  the  Council  in  favour  of  Eng- 
land. So  far  back,  then,  as  the  Council 
of  Conetanoe  the  English  and  Irish  Church 
were  looked  upon  as  one  national  Church. 
Keither  will  I  detain  your  Lordships  by 
narrating  the  farious  submissions  which 
have  been  made  by  the  Irish  Church  to 
the  Koyal  supremacy  further  than  to  men- 
tion that  the  Royal  supremacy  was  ac- 
knowledged by  the  Irish  Church  in  the 
reign  of  Henry  YIII.,  again  in  the  reign 
of  Edward  YI.,  and  again  in  the  reign  of 
Elisabeth.  The  identity  of  the  Churches 
is  patent  and  irrefragable.  It  is  not  a 
question  of  three  centuries,  but  of  many 
centuries.  It  ante-dates  the  existence  of 
Parliaments  themselves.  True,  the  Refor- 
mation did  not  spread  in  Ireland  as  in 
England,  and  there  was  a  large  body  of 
Dissenters  from  the  Irish  Church  ;  but 
though  these  preponderate  in  numbers, 
there  are  other  and  higher  considerations 
on  which  we  may  rest  the  support  of  the 
Irish  Establishment. 

My  Lords,  the  noble  Earl  who  moved 
the  second  reading  put  the  issue  of  the 
question  upon  two  very  distinct  grounds, 
and  to  those  grounds  I  will  now  briefly 
advert.  He  said  that  he  rested  his  first 
objection  to  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  on  the  ground  that  it  had  not  ful- 
filled the  objects  for  which  it  had  been 
established.  His  second  objection  was, 
that  it  was  an  injustice  and  offence  to  the 
Irish  people.  With  regard  to  the  first 
point,  I  would  ask  the  noble  Earl,  What 
are  the  objects  which  it  has  not  fulfilled  ? 
Does  the  noble  Earl,  whose  opinions  on 
most  subjects  I  greatly  respect,  contend 
that  the  Church  ought  to  have  been  a  pro- 
selytizing institution  ?  My  Lords,,  there 
is  no  one  who  has  done  more  to  defend 
the  religious  convictions  of  the  Queen's 
subjects  than  the  noble  Earl ;  I  believe 
there  is  no  greater  friend  of  civil  aud  reli- 
gious liberty,  and  the  noble  Earl  has  sig- 
nalized his  sentiments  on  this  subject  by 
being  a  strenuous  advocate  for  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Conscience  Clause  into  the 
schools  of  this  country  almost  at  the  risk 
of  a  breach  with  the  Established  Church. 
80  much  has  the  noble  Earl  insisted  upon 
the  rights  of  conscience,  that  he  is  himself 
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the  originator  of  the  Conscience  Claase. 
Is  it,  then,  from  the  noble  Earl  thai  we 
hear  the  complaint  that  the  Church  has 
failed  in  its  objects  ?  Does  the  noble  Sari 
mean  that  the  Church  should  have  been  a 
Missionary  Church — that  it  should  have 
done  violence  to  the  religious  feelings  and 
prejudices  of  the  Irish  people  and  lighted 
up  the  flame  of  religious  discord  in  every 
parish  throughout  the  land  ?  If*  that  had 
been  the  case  we  should  have  had  Ministers 
arguing  in  an  exciting  way  in  order  to 
gain  over  the  Catholic  population,  and 
should  have  had  discord  and  enmity  in 
every  parish  in  Ireland.  I  ask,  again,  has 
not  the  Church  fulfilled  its  objects  ?  It 
ministers  to  its  own  Protestaut  congrega- 
tions, which  are  very  considerable  in  num- 
ber, and  also  to  many  of  the  Protestant 
Dissenters;  and,  if  so,  I  am  at  a  loss  to 
know  why  it  has  not  fulfilled  its  duties. 
And  here  another  question  also  arises — Is 
the  Church  at  all  on  the  increase  in  Ire- 
land? I  say  it  is.  If  we  look  to  the 
population  Returns,  and  compare  the  pro- 
portions of  Protestants  and  Roman  Catho- 
lics, we  find  that  the  Protestant  population 
has  decreased  considerably  less  than  the 
Roman  Catholic.  But  then  there  is  an- 
other very  adequate  test — namely,  the  test 
of  subscriptions.  According  to  a  Return 
which  has  been  presented  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  it  appears  that  in  1834  there 
were  35  churches  originally  contracted  for 
by  parishioners  towards  which  the  Eoele- 
siastical  Commissioners  of  Ireland  made 
grants.  The  total  approximate  value  of 
these  35  churches  was  £50,890.  Deduct- 
ing £11,233,  the  amount  granted  by  the  * 
Commissioners,  it  appears  that  on  on 
average  £1,133  was  contributed  in  each 
of  these  35  instances  by  voluntary  suh* 
scriptions.  There  were  besides  187 
churches  re-built  by  the  Commissioners 
between  1834  and  1865,  at  a  total  cost 
of  £271,916  it.  9(i.,  or  at  an  average 
amount  per  church  of  £1,454  1«.  ll|d.  ; 
but  these  sums  include  voluntary  subscrip. 
tions.  Therefore  there  is  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  voluntary  subscriptions  are 
not  given  to  the  same  extent  as  before. 

But,  my  Lords,  I  now  come — and  I  shall 
not  trespass  on  your  Lordships*  patience 
much  longer — to  what  appears  to  me  to  be 
really  the  most  important  consideration 
that  I  shall  have  to  lay  before  you.  The 
second  objection  that  my  noble  Friend  has 
to  the  Established  Church  of  Ireland  is 
that  it  is  an  offence  to  the  Irish  people. 
Now,  if  it  be  an  offence  to  the  Irish  people. 
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nd  tha\ie  the  one  tbin^  to  remove  offence 
frooi  i\ie  Irah  \>oaoin — ^if  thie  be  the  one 
tbing  iie«ded  to  produce  those  halcyon 
da3ft  o!  pMee  and  good- will  in  Ireland, 
vW  every  man  will  sit  under  his  own 
V\M  and  fig  tree— if  we  are  to  have  those 
\>\eMed  daya  of  loyalty,  happiness,  tmtb, 
Tirtae,  and  religion  which  are  required  to 
Bake  the  world  happy,  I  aay,  let  us  make 
the  aacrifiee.  Bat,  nay  Lords,  because  I 
do  not  behete  anything  of  the  kind— be* 
cauie  I  am  sure  there  are  other  greater 
difficdtiea  which  the  noble  Earl  below  the 
Gangway  has  admitted  to  exist,  and  of 
the  existence  of  which  we  have  the  best 
proofs-^I  conjure  your  Lordships  to  throw 
out  this  Bill,  and  to  relegate  this  great 
^oestioo  to  the  country  with  the  recorded 
opinton  of  your  Lordships  as  to  its  magni- 
tude and  importance.  And  here  I  will  con* 
leaa  that,  although  great  fears  have  been 
expressed  as  to  the  effect  of  this  measure 
ttpoD  the  Established  Church  of  this  coun- 
try, I  myself  do  not  very  much  share  those 
fears.  My  Lords,  I  say  that  the  Estab- 
iiaked  Church  in  this  country  is  rooted  and 
foonded  in  the  affections  of  the  people,  and 
that  it  is  an  institution  which  I  trust  and 
heliere  will  last  for  many  generations.  My 
Lords,  so  much  is  it  in  accordance  with 
the  feelings  and  general  coosentof  all  par- 
ties, so  deeply  is  it  felt  to  be  the  bulwark 
of  the  public  liberties,  that  I  have  no  fears 
whatever  for  it.  Therefore,  I  dismiss  that 
consideration  altogether.  But  what  I  do 
fear  is  this  —  not  the  effect  of  this  mea<» 
sore  upon  England,  but  upon  Ireland.  It 
is  that  which  is  to  be  deprecated.  My 
Lords,  there  are  great  questions  upon 
which  the  Liberal  party  have  been  long 
BBiCed,  and  on  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
veraasent  are  agreed  with  them-— I  ollude, 
ia  the  first  place,  to  the  question  of  Na- 
tiooal  Education,  which  was  placed  upon 
aa  enduring  basis  by  my  noble  Friend  the 
lata  Prime  Minister.  That  measure,  in- 
tredoeed  by  my  noble  Friend,  has  been  of 
the  greatest  benefit  to  Ireland,  and  it  has 
received  the  support  and  defence  of  the 
party  whom  the  noble  Earl  opposite  repre- 
scets.  My  Lords,  does  that  measure  give 
satkfsction  generally  to  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic hierarchy  in  Ireland  ?  I  will  take  the 
wards  of  Dr.  Manning  as  evidence  of  what 
mmj  be  supposed  to  be  the  views  of  the 
Uosaaa  Catholic  hierarchy  on  the  subject 
sf  Katioaal  Education.  Dr.  Manning  says — 

*  Tht  etber  measure  of  pressing  importance 
to  iRbod,  which  m%f  be  puied  at  once  if  any 
GovwuMBi  hare  the  will  to  do  so,  is  such  a 
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modifloation  of  the  National  Education  Board  as 
shall  make  the  existing  schools  bon&fide  denomi- 
national schools  of  the  Catholic  and  of  the  Pro- 
testant populations  respectively.  It  is  a  keen 
irony  to  call  a  system  of  education  national  where 
the  religion  of  the  nation  may  neither  be  taught 
nor  exhibited  in  its  schools.  If  the  people  of  &e« 
Und  had  been  consulted  at  its  foundation,  it  would 
never  have  come  into  existence." 

The  very  argument  which  my  noble  Friend 
below  the  Gangway  urged,  and  which  has 
been  frequently  urged,  with  respect  to  the 
Irish  Church. 

**  If  they  were  polled  now,  it  would  not  survive 
a  day.  It  is  not  a  national  but  a  Government 
education,  distasteful  to  almost  the  whole  popula- 
tion of  Ireland,  to  Catholics  and  to  Protestants 
alike.  Both  would  be  glad  to  see  it  resolved 
into  denominational  education.  It  would  promote 
peace,  contentment,  and  good-will,  to  give  over 
the  schools  in  each  place  to  the  majority,  be  it 
Catholic  or  Protestant.  The  Catholic  minority 
would  gladly  provide  its  own  Catholic  school.  The 
Protestant  minority  would  be  easily  provided  for 
out  of  the  wealth  of  the  Protestant  clergy  and 
landlords." 

That,  my  Lords,  is  the  opinion  of  Dr. 
Manning,  and  that  represents  the  views  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  of  Ireland. 
Now,  I  will  ask  the  noble  Lords  opposite 
whether,  having  given  up  the  Church  which 
has  produced  peace,  contentment,  and  good- 
will in  Ireland,  they  are  prepared  to  give 
up  the  national  system  of  education  also, 
which  they  have  so  long,  ably,  and  stoutly 
defended  ?  The  next  question  which  ap- 
pears looming  in  the  distance,  or  rather  I 
will  say  showing  itself  in  very  distinct  out- 
lines, is  the  subject  of  University  Educa- 
tion. The  Queen's  Colleges  in  Ireland  are 
undenominational,  and  I  believe  the  Libe- 
ral party,  as  well  as  the  party  which  sup- 
ports Her  Majesty's  Government,  have  sus- 
tained the  principle  on  which  these  Col- 
leges exist,  and  consider  that,  on  the  whole, 
they  have  been  beneficial  and  conducive 
to  the  advantage  of  the  country.  What  is 
the  opinion  of  the  Roman  Catholic  hier- 
archy with  respect  to  these  Colleges  ?  My 
Lords,  I  will  state  it  in  Dr.  Manning's 
own  words — 

"  When  the  Irish  ask  for  a  Parliament  in 
Dublin  they  are  reminded  that  it  would  reduce 
them  from  the  dignity  of  an  integral  part  of  the 
mother  country  to  the  level  of  a  colony.  But  Eng- 
land treats  its  colonies,  in  education  as  well  as  in 
religious  equality,  better  than  it  treats  Ireland.  If 
the  dignity  of  belonging  to  the  mother  country  is 
to  be  purchased  by  the  grievance  of  religious  in- 
equality, and  of  education  stripped  of  the  national 
religion,  Ireland  may  be  forgiven  for  asking  for 
the  portion  of  a  daughter  and  to  be  treated  as  a 
colony.  The  British  Government  has  chartered 
and  endowed  Colleges  at  Sydney  and  Melbourne,  in 
Australia,  and  a  Catholic  University  in  Canada, 
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Bat  in  Ireland  the  Caiholie  Uniyeraitf  has  nei- 
ther charter  nor  endowment/' 

The  mixed  Colleges  in  Ireland  have  been 
named  the  "godleBs"  Colleges;  and  you 
may  depend  upon  it  that  that  opinion, 
formed  by  the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy, 
has  not  been  taken  up  in  a  hurry,  nor 
will  it  be  abandoned  in  a  hurry.  It  has 
been  taken  up  after  grave  consideration, 
and  they  will  continue  to  make  these  de- 
mands. Are  noble  Lords  prepared  to  con- 
cede to  them  ?  Then,  a  very  serious  ques- 
tion— the  land  question— has  been  touched 
on.  When  we  have  given  up  our  system 
of  National  education  and  the  undenomi- 
national Colleges,  we  shall  be  called  npon 
to  review  this  question.  I  do  not  say  we 
shall  ever  come  to  that  trhich  will  be  tanta- 
mount to  a  revolution — the  confiscation  of 
the  land  and  a  change  of  proprietorship ; 
but  looking  at  the  aspect  which  this  ques- 
tion is  assuming,  and  at  the  demands 
which  this  measure  is  likely  to  increase 
and  encourage,  I  think  that  a  proposal  is 
likely  to  be  made  which,  if  entertained, 
will  so  far  change  the  proprietorship  of 
the  land  as  to  give  the  tenant  an  indefea- 
sible right  to  it,  subject  to  certain  rent- 
charges  payable  to  the  present  proprietors. 
Let  me  quote  another  extract  from  the 
same  eloquent  writer  with  reference  to  the 
land.     Dr.  Manning  says— • 

"  The  <  Land  Queition/  as  we  call  it,  by  a 
somewhat  heartless  euphemism,  means  hanger, 
thirst,  nakedness,  notice  to  quit,  labour  spent  in 
vain,  the  toil  of  years  seized  upon,  the  breaking 
up  of  homes,  the  miseries,  sicknesses,  deaths,  of 
parents,  children,  wives ;  the  despair  and  wildness 
which  spring  up  in  the  hearts  of  the  poor  when 
legal  force^  like  a  sharp  arrow,  goes  over  the 
most  sensitive  and  vital  rights  of  mankind.  All 
this  is  contained  in  the  land  question.  It  is  this 
which  spreads  through  the  people  in  three-fourths 
of  Ireland  with  an  all-pervadiog  and  thrilling  in- 
tensity.  It  is  this  intolerable  grief  which  has 
driven  hundreds  of  thousands  to  i^erioa,  there  to 
bide  the  time  of  return.  No  greater  self-deoeption 
could  we  practise  on  ourselves  than  to  imagine 
that  Fenianism  is  the  folly  of  a  few  apprentices 
and  shopboys.  Fenianism  could  not  have  survived 
for  a  year  if  it  were  not  sustained  by  the  tradi- 
tional and  just  discontent*  of  almost  a  whole 
people." 

These  are  the  words  of  incitement  — -  of 
almost  revolutionary  incitement — addressed 
by  this  writer  to  an  excitable  people.  Be- 
hind all  this  lies  another,  and,  perhaps^  the 
greatest  question  of  all — I  mean  the  Union 
of  England  with  Ireland; — and  on  this 
point  I  must  say  that  I  was  thunderstruck 
with  the  argument  used  by  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Russell)  in  his  second  letter  to  Mr. 
Chichester  Fortescue.  The  noble  Earl,  in 
The  Duke  of  Marlborough 


this  publication,  calls  to  mind  what  occurred 
when  the  Irish  Parliament  voted  for  union 
with  England ;  and  assuming  that  the 
Irish  Church  is  an  essential  part  of  the 
Act  of  Union,  he  endeavours  to  undermine 
the  authority  of  the  Act  by  recalling  the 
corruption  and  artifices  used  to  procure  the 
assent  of  the  Irish  Parliament,  in  order  to 
show  how  invalid  and  worthless  was  the  le- 
gislative provision  for  uniting  the  Churches 
of  the  two  countries.  But  if  such  an  ar- 
gument is  good  against  the  Irish  Church, 
it  is  good  against  the  Union ;  and  when 
the  noble  Earl  employs  his  vigorous  pen 
and  powerful  intellect  in  advocating  such 
changes  on  such  grounds,  I  ask  whether  it 
is  clear  that,  making  one  concession  after 
another,  the  final  demand  will  not  he  made 
for  a  dissolution  of  the  Union  between  the 
two  countries  ? 

My  Lords,  in  conclusion  I  will  only  refer 
to  a  remarkable  argument  which  has  been 
made  use  of  in  this  House,  in  order  to 
deter,  if  possible,  your  Lordships  from 
giving  an  independent  vote  on  this  ques- 
tion. We  are  told  that  we  should  beware 
what  line  we  take  in  opposition  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  Now,  I  do  not  think 
that  such  an  argument  ever  has  had,  or  ever 
will  have,  any  weight  in  this  House.  Not 
that  your  Lordships  are  indifferent  to  the 
expressed  will  of  the  people  of  England. 
I  trust  that  that  day  never  will  come,  as 
certainly  it  never  has  come.  But  I  have 
yet  to  learn  that  your  Lordships'  House 
does  not  represent  the  mind  and  will  of  the 
people  of  England.  It  is  true  that  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  may  represent 
more  nearly  the  external  fervour,  the  de- 
clamatory power,  and  the  first  impulses  of 
the  people  ;  but  I  believe  that  your  Lord- 
ships do  represent,  in  an  eminent  degree, 
the  inner  feelings  of  the  English  nation, 
and,  perhaps,  that  "still  small  voice" 
which  counsels  ptudence,  moderation,  and 
delay.  By  rejecting  this  Bill  your  Lord- 
ships will  be  giving  an  opportunity  which 
I  think  should  be  given  to  the  people  of 
England,  of  quietly  and  calmly  considering 
this  question,  and  the  course  which  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  and  his  Friends  are 
pursuing.  I  trust  that  when  the  appeal 
is  made  the  verdict  they  will  give  will  be 
such  as  to  promote  the  peace  and  pros- 
perity of  the  country.  In  my  heart  and 
conscience  I  believe  that  noble  Lords  op- 
posite are  pursuing  a  policy  dangerous  to 
the  best  interests  of  the  Empire  ;  that  by 
making  these  concessions  they  are  only 
inviting  further  demands,  and  are  laying  a 
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bniikiMi  ud  adding  storj  bj  story  to  a 
itneiu^  w\kk\i  will  eTentuaUj  become  of 
moslperteQUiiw  and  daageroue  dimeniions. 
I  I'iSi  Qf&ly  qiioie,  in  eoncliwioD,  the  words 
d  (he  great  tatiriai  of  old — 

"  I^amerosa  parabit 
Exeeka  torn  tabulata,  unde  altior  esset 
Cam,  et  impolne  praecepi  immane  nuns." 

LoHD  DUFFERIN :  My  Lords,  I  as- 
sve  your  Lordsbipe  that  I  shall  not  tres- 
pass ioi^  apon  year  attention.  So  many 
opcnions  bare  been  expressed,  and  the 
qnestMm  is  one  whieb,  after  all,  must  be 
determined  by  snefa  simple  considerations, 
thai  I  sbenld  hare  been  willing  to  confine 
my  share  in  to-night's  proceediogs  to  a 
K^oki  Tote.  But,  connected  as  I  am  with 
Zreksd^  and  with  the  most  Protestant 
pitmnce  in  Ireland,  and  yielding  as  I  do  to 
Bo  one  in  afieotionate  devotion  to  that  in- 
sdtBtion  whose  welfare  is  supposed  to  be 
at  stake,  and  whose  doom  we  are  told  will 
be  prononneed  if  yon  give  a  second  road- 
ie to  this  Bill,  I  am  anzions  to  state  in  a 
few  brM  sentences  why  it  is  that,  with  a 
perfectly  clear  conscience  and  anfalter- 
vag  judgment,  I  am  prepared  to  adopt  a 
iBollMd  of  procednre  with  reference  to  the 
KstabHshed  Cbnrch  of  Ireland  which  has 
been  so  Tigoronsly  deprecated  by  so  many 
distlBgttislied  persons  in  this  House  and 
ebewbere.  In  eonfioing  my  obserTatioas 
to  a  ttiBple  statement  of  the  reasons  which 
have  indated  me,  as  an  Irish  Churchman, 
to  form  the  opinions  at  which  I  have  ar- 
n?ad,itwili  not  be  necessary  for  me  to 
enter  the  wider  field  of  argument  which 
has  been  the  scene  of  conflict  between 
BMMt  of  thoea.  who  ha?e  preceded  me  in 
this  debate.  Of  course,  I  am  perfectly 
avare  that  a  question  of  this  kind  must,  in 
a  great  measure,  be  determined  by  those 
krger  eonsiderations  of  statesmanship  and 
policy  by  which  the  internal  organisation 
of  a  great  Empire  is  regulated  : — I  am 
daly  sensible  of  the  weight  and  cogency  of 
tbeee  considerations  ;  and  I  subscribe  to 
tte  adaairable  exposition  of  them  made  by 
those  noble  Lords  who  have  spoken  on  this 
ttde  of  the  Hoose  ;  and  especially  to  all 
sad  every  word  used  by  tho  noble  Earl 
«ka  moved  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill, 
ia  a  speech  which,  though  it  may  be  pre- 
■maptaoos  hi  me  to  make  such  an  obser- 
vstiea,  I  think  is  one  of  the  noblest 
■peLihes  I  OTor  bad  the  pleasure  of  listen- 
s' to.  But,  thouffh  I  perfectly  agree 
vitb  the  BoMe  Ban  in  every  argument 
vbadb  be  eropk>yed,  it  is  not  my  intention 
to  rcHciate  thm  argnmeuts,  or  attempt 


to  dwell  upon  them.  Although  cordially 
adopting  the  aspirations  of  the  great 
Liberal  party  in  this  country — aspirations 
which,  notwithstanding  all  that  has  been 
said  to  the  contrary,  they  have  never 
ceased  to  entertain — to  take  the  first  op- 
portunity of  introducing  into  Ireland  perfect 
religious  equality,  it  is  not  as  a  partisan, 
as  an  adherent  of  any  political  party,  or 
as  a  politician  that  I  venture  to  assert  an 
opinion  on  this  question.  I  shall  leave  it 
to  my  noble  Friends  on  this  Bench,  to 
whose  minds  the  responsibility  of  admi- 
nistration may  have  brought  even  more 
vividly  than  to  my  own  the  dangers  and 
mischiefs  arising  out  of  the  present  con- 
nection between  Church  and  State  in  Ire- 
land, to  prefer  the  statesman's  view  of  the 
question.  They  have  told  you  already, 
and  probably  you  will  be  told  again,  that 
history  affords  no  precedent,  that  reason 
suggests  no  justification  for  a  Government 
like  ours — a  Government  which  boasts  of 
being  founded  on  a  recognition  of  popular 
rights-— making  a  nation,  or  such  a  ma- 
jority of  it  as  is  entitled  to  be  so  called 
— a  nation  co-equal  with  Great  Britain, 
and  sharing  with  her  a  sovereignty  extend- 
ing over  great  part  of  the  habitable  globe 
— that  there  is  no  precedent  in  history  for 
making  such  a  nation  the  victim  of  an 
ecclesiastical  -system  which  usurps  the 
power,  the  revenues,  and  the  prestige  of 
the  State  for  the  sake  of  introducing  into 
every  comer  of  Ireland  a  privileged  cor- 
poration connected  in  the  minds  of  seven- 
eighths  of  the  inhabitants  with  bitter 
memories  of  religious  persecution  and 
civil  tyranny.  I  am  aware  that  this  view 
of  the  aspect  in  which  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland  is  regarded  by  the 
people  at  large  will  be  denied,  and  that 
the  picture  I  have  drawn  will  be  called 
exaggerated.  Well,  of  course,  I  can  only 
appeal  to  my  own  experience  in  that  case. 
We  have  heard  from  the  noble  Duke  who 
has  just  sat  down  (the  Duke  of  Marl- 
borough), that  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  is  the  real  representative  of  the 
ancient  Church  of  that  country  ;  that  it 
is  the  Protestant  landlords  who  pay  the 
tithes.  Again,  we  are  told  that  we  are 
to  accept  the  greater  wealth  and  the 
high  social  status  of  the  Protestant  com- 
munity as  the  real  representative  of  the 
nation,  and  that  the  numerical  dispropor- 
tion which  exists  between  the  adherents 
of  the  two  religious  comroumons  in  Ireland 
is  to  be  overridden  and  reversed  by  the 
greater  numerical  strength  of  Protestantism  . 
C  2  [Second  Night)O^V^ 
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as  compared  with    Catholicism  orer  the  • 
whole  United  Kingdom.     It  is  not  my  in- . 
tention  to  dwell  at  any  length  on  snch  pro- ! 
cesses  of  reasoning  as  these.     I   merely  I 
notice  them   in  order  to  deny,  first,  the  ' 
accuracy  of  the  facts  on  which  some  of  I 
them  are  founded  ;  and  next,  the  justice  i 
of   the  conclusions  that  are  drawn  from  < 
them.     I  will  suhmit  to  the  House  that  I 
Tiew  of  the  case  of  the  Irish  Church  which  i 
presents  itself  to  my  own  understanding! 
as  a  zealous  and  faithful  adherent  of  her  | 
eommnnion,  jealous  of  her  honour,  anxious  i 
to  extend  her  influence  and  enlarge  her 
houndary,  and,  ahoTe  all  things,  desirous 
that  in  the  sight  of  all  men  she  should  be 
hlameless  and  free  from  stain.    I  hold  that 
a  Christian  Church  is  bound  in  its  corpo- 
rate capacity  to  represent  and  exemplify 
those  virtues  and  characteristics  which  are 
professed  by  its  individual  members,  and 
which  it  has  been  constituted  in  order  to 
promote.     If  we  try  to  ascertain  what  po- 
sition the  early  Christian  Church  assumed 
with  respect  to  those  who  were  not  of  her 
communion,  but  after  whose  salvation  she 
yearned   with   a  mother's    self-sacrificing 
devotion,  what  do  we  find  ?     Do  we  find 
that  that  was  originally  the  case  of  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland  ?     Do  we 
not  see  a  haughty  priesthood  identified  in 
all  its  social  interests  with  a  military  aris- 
tocracy, grasping  with  unrelenting  tena- 
city all  the  social  dignity,  the  civil  pre- 
eminence, and  those  material  advantages 
which  the  secular  authority — always  ready 
to  gratify  its  spiritual  associate — had  to  be- 
stow, and  presenting  even  now,  in  regard 
to  those  bitterer  characteristics  which  have 
since  then  disappeared,  if  not  in  the  per- 
son, at  all  events  in  the  ofBce  of  every  one 
of  its  ministers,  an  epitomized  represen- 
tation of  an  obnoxious  domination?     St. 
Paul  was    undoubtedly  not  only  a  great 
Apostle,  but  one  of  the  wisest  men  who 
ever  lived,  with  a  thorough  knowledge  of 
human  nature  and  the  human  heart.  Well, 
let  us  ask  ourselves— if  such  a  thing  be 
possible — what  that  great  Apostle's  pre- 
cept and  example   would    counsel    on   a 
question  and  in  a  case  like  this.      If  he 
had  found  that  his  connection  with  a  Qo- 
Temment,  and  that  the  various  attributes 
with  which   he  was   compelled  to  invest 
himself,  rendered   him  an  object  of  sus- 
picion, not   to   say  of  aversion,  towards 
those  whom  he  was  commissioned  to  evan- 
gelise, can  anybody  doubt  that  he  would 
have  besuught   your  Lordships  to  divest 
him  of  such  impediments  to   his    useful- 
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ness  ? — and,  if  you  had  refused  to  do  so, 
is  it  not  probable  that  his  eager  nature 
would  have  prompted  him  to  fling  them  at 
your  feet  ?      It  may  be  denied    that  its 
connection  with  the  State  has  made  the 
mission  of  the  Protestant  Church  of  Ire- 
land as  obnoxious  to  the  people  as  I  have 
ventured  to  assert.     This,  of  course,  must 
always  remain  a  matter  of  opinion.    But 
there  is  one  fact  to  which  1  can  appeal  of 
a  very  pregnant  character.     Not  very  long 
ago  there  were  evident  symptoms  of  public 
opinion   in   England  tending  to  the  pro- 
posal of  some  kind  of  composition  between 
the  State  and  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy 
of  Ireland.      Well,  how  did    the  Roman 
Catholic  hierarchy   encounter  those  pre- 
liminary   advances?     Why,  by   refusing 
altogether,  in  the  most  complete  and  posi- 
tive terms,  to  accept  any  composition  from 
the  State,  or  to  avail  themselves  in  any 
manner  of    State  assistance.      Why  did 
that   hierarchy  discourage  and  repudiate 
an  arrangement  with  England  to  which 
they  assent  in  almost  every  other  country  ? 
Simply  because  they  felt  that  if  they  en- 
tered into    such  a  transaction,  and  con- 
nected  themselves   in  any   such   manner 
with  the  State,  they  would  be  likely  to 
lose  their  influence  with  their  flocks;  and 
that,  instead  of  being  regarded,  as  they 
now    are,    as     the    champions    and    the 
fathers  of  their  congregations,  they  would 
incur  the  danger  of  being  looked  upon  as 
the  mere  creatures  and  agents  of  the  Go- 
vernment.   But  if  ever  there  was  a  priest- 
hood that  was  identified  with  its  people  in 
sentiment  and  in    race — that  was   ever 
united  to  them  by  a  traditional  veneration, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  by  centuries  of  de- 
votion to  their  interests  on  the  other — it 
is   the   Roman    Catholic    hierarchy    and 
priesthood  of  Ireland.     Well,  if   they   in 
their  wisdom  and  their  knowledge  of  the 
nature  of  the  Irish  people  think  that  they 
could  not  afibrd  to  incur  the  taint  of  such 
a  connection  with  the  Government,  how  is  it 
possible  to  suppose  that  we  can  afford  to  do 
so  with  impunity?     But  the  noble  Duke 
has  told  us  that  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  must  not  be  regarded  as  a  Mission- 
ary Church,  and  that  we  must  not  consider 
its  spiritual   responsibilities  to  extend   to 
the  Roman  Catholic  population.     Well,  if 
this  be  the  doctrine  which  is  upheld,  then 
at  once,  cctdit  qucBstio — you  are  not  the 
National  Church  of  the  country  ;  yon  have 
no  right  to  expend  the  National  Reyenue, 
no  right  to  assume  territorial  titles,  no 
right  to  clothe  yourselves  with  that  dignity 
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sod  prestige  which  are  odIj  legitimate  as 
the  refleetioD  of  a  Dational  commnDion.  Bat 
I  deny  that  thia  Tiew  of  the  question  can 
be  soBtained.  As  the  ministers  of  the 
Iriih  Established  Ghureh  are  Christian 
mimsters,  their  mission  extends  to  all.  If 
there  is  no  immediate  opportunity  of  es- 
tablbbiog  pastoral  relations  towards  those 
siDODg  whom  they  dwell,  they  are  bound  to 
adopt  such  a  position  and  assume  such  an 
attitude  towards  them  as  is  most  likely  to 
eoaeiliate  their  affeetion  and  good-will. 
And  thb  cannot  ever  be  done  until  the 
Protestant  Chnrch  ceases  to  be  identified 
in  the  minds  of  a  large  portion  of  the  popu- 
lation with  a  sinister  and  gloomy  institu- 
tioii,  and  with  principles  hostile  in  their 
opinion  not  only  to  their  religion  but  to 
their  ciril  rights.  But  it  is  not  only  the 
odium  and  discredit  attaching  to  the  Irish 
Established  Church  which  causes  me  as  a 
member  of  her  communion  constant  shame 
and  confusion.  I  do  not  wish  at  all,  my 
Lords,  to  exaggerate  the  state  of  the  ease. 
1  do  not  wish  to  assert  that  all  the  disaf- 
fection and  discontent  which  exist  in  Ire- 
kod  are  to  he  attributed  to  the  presence  of 
the  Established  Church.  With  Fenianism 
I  never  bare  thought  that  Church  had  any 
immediate  connection.  Althoagh  I  entirely 
agree  with  the  riew  of  the  case  taken  by 
t^HB  noble  Earl  who  brought  in  this  Bill, 
and  with  the  late  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, in  thinking — which  is  quite  a  different 
matter — that  the  attention  of  this  country 
and  the  eonscience  of  England  with  respect 
to  this  question  were  much  stimulated,  if 
not  altogether  awakened,  by  the  fact  of 
Feaianism.  The  growing  amenities  of  re- 
ligious opinion  in  Ireland  even  among  en- 
thusiastic Protestants,  the  purity  and  kind- 
linesa  of  the  Protestant  clergy,  and,  I  will 
TCfitore  to  add,  the  feeling  entertained  by 
the  Protestant  laity  towards  their  Roman 
CatboKe  fellow-countrymen,  have  reduced 
to  a  minimum  the  natural  irritation  and 
discontent  which  the  presence  of  such  an 
institution  most  necessarily  create;  but 
making  ererj  possible  concession  in  this 
direction,  looking  at  the  case  from  the 
calmest  point  of  view,  I  think  it  must  be 
admitted  that  by  erery  educated  Irishmen 
ike  Established  Church  must  be  regarded 
as  a  relic  of  a  hateful  history  and  as  a  sym- 
bol of  an  unjust  domination ;  while  by  the 
lesa  educated  the  undue  pretensions  and 
prerogatires  of  that  Church  must  be  re- 
garded as  a  reflection  on  their  own  faith 
aad  Uieir  own  clergy.  Now,  if  this  be  the 
case,  eao  it  be  a  matter  of  surprise  that  in 


the  presence  of  such  a  state  of  things  there 
should  exist  ill- blood  and  discontent,  and 
that  the  Qovernment  which  persists  in 
maintaining  such  a*  state  of  things  should 
be  viewed  with  dislike  ?  There  is  nothing, 
we  know,  which  a  man  so  keenly  resents 
as  a  reflection  upon  his  religion  or  its 
ministers,  and  it  is  vain  to  tell  the  Roman 
Catholic  community  that  the  status  of  the 
Protestant  Church  is  no  reflection  upon 
their  own  communion.  In  the  first  place, 
it  is  not  true  to  say  so ;  and  in  the  next 
place,  they  see  and  feel  every  day  that  the 
contrary  is  the  fact.  In  every  parish  in 
the  kingdom  the  Protestant  Church  and 
clergyman  stand  out  lustrous  and  resplen- 
dent in  the  full  sunshine  of  Government 
patronage  and  recognition,  while  the  Ca- 
tholic chapel  and  priest  are  relegated  to 
the  cold  shade.  Every  time  a  Roman 
Catholic  ecclesiastic  is  compelled  to  veil 
his  dignity  and  surrender  his  precedence  in 
the  presence  of  the  Protestant  ecclesiastic, 
the  whole  Catholic  community  feel  as  a 
nation  would  feel  whose  self-love  had  been 
wounded  by  some  disrespect  offered  to  the 
person  of  its  Ambassador.  But  if  what  is 
called  the  sentimental  aspect  of  the  griev- 
ance is  calculated  to  provoke  so  much  irri- 
tation and  discontent,  what  may  be  ex- 
pected to  be  the  case  when  the  additional 
grievance  of  iniquitous  taxation  gives  a 
point  to  the  injustice?  No  matter  how 
ingeniously  the  question  may  be  argued, 
the  upshot  of  the  arrangement  is  simply 
this : — I,  the  Protestant,  who  am  in  no 
degree  entitled  to  a  greater  share  in  the 
benefits  of  the  commonwealth  than  my 
Roman  Catholic  fellow-countryman,  who 
equally  Tvith  myself  contributes  to  its  de- 
fence and  support,  find  religious  require- 
ments supplied  to  me  in  great  splen- 
dour and  profusion,  free  of  all  expense, 
while  he  is  compelled  to  pay  for  them  out 
of  his  own  pocket.  Now,  we  know  that 
nothing  excites  more  indignation,  even 
when  unaccompanied  by  any  of  those  ex- 
ternal circumstances  which  are  calculated 
to  render  it  more  obnoxious,  than  unjust 
taxation ;  but,  in  addition  to  this,  the 
wrong  here  complained  of  in  every  parish 
carries  back  the  mind  to  a  yet  greater 
wrong  committed  in  the  past,  by  the  light 
of  which  the  present  injury  is  interpreted, 
and  which  invests  it  with  an  obnoxious  and 
pernicious  meaning  which  otherwise  might 
not  attach  to  it ;  it  is  a  wrong  endured  not 
by  the  wealthy  and  powerful,  but  by  the 
struggling  and  indigent ;  it  perpetuates 
memories  of  discord;   it  separates  olasa 
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from  class  ;  it  infuses  a  bitter  Tenom  into 
all  politieal  oontroTersj ;  it  surges  up  on 
every  occasion  when   the  hearts  of   the 
whole  nation  should  be  knitted  together  in 
the  closest  sympathy,  for  no  State  cere- 
mony can  take  place  without  the   whole 
Catholic    community  being    reminded   of 
Protestant  ascendancy  ;  and  even  the  Heir 
to  the  Throne  cannot  pay  a  visit  to  his 
Sovereign's  subjects  without  the  obtrusive 
status  accorded  to  the  Established  Church 
becoming  a  stumbling  block  and  offence 
to  thousands  upon  thousands  of  men  on 
whose  industry  we  have  to  depend  for  the 
prosperity  and  future  welfare  of  the  realm, 
and  to  whose  valour  we  must  look  for  its 
defence.     We  have  thus  a  combination  of 
circumstances  so  intolerable  in  themselves, 
60  dangerous  to  the  State,  so  discreditable 
to  Parliament,  so  humiliating  to  the  reli- 
gious communion  to  which  I  belong,  so  full 
of  shame  and  mortification  to  me  as  a  fel- 
low citizen  of  my  Roman  Catholic  fellow- 
countrymen,  that  I,  for  one,  have  long  de- 
termined, despite  every  contingency,  even 
despite  the  conviction  of  the  noble  Duke 
opposite  that  if  we  yield  to  the  popular 
demands  on  this  question  we  shall  have  to 
deprive   the  present  Irish   proprietors  of 
their  estates,  to  take  the  first  opportunity 
of  doing  my  best  to  get  rid  of  so  great  a 
reproach.     For  this  reason,  I  shall  vote  for 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill. 

The  Arohbishop  of  YORK  :  The  noble 
Earl  who  moved  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill  (Earl  Granville)  found  fault  with  one 
of  my  right  rev.  Brethren  for  imputing 
motives  to  a  distinguished  statesman  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  and  said,  with 
a  countenance  more  of  sorrow  than  of  anger, 
that  other  clergymen  of  high  position  had 
followed  that  bad  example.  My  Lords,  that 
reproach  could  not  apply  to  me;  but  I  take 
occasion  at  the  outset  to  say  that  in  any 
remarks  I  shall  offer,  I  sholl  impute  no 
motives  but  those  which  are  honourable  to 
any  man.  Still,  as  one  who  has  followed 
with  great  admiration  the  course  of  thot 
great  statesman,  who  has  benefited  by  his 
labours,  who  has  for  long  years  assisted 
not  merely  by  his  vote  to  place  him  in  the 
position  which  he  holds  in  the  Parliament 
of  this  country,  but  also  by  the  most  active 
exertions  on  his  behalf,  I  think  it  allow- 
able for  me  to  express  a  certain  amount  of 
regret  that  a  great  question,  requiring,  if 
ever  any  question  required,  the  calm,  deli- 
berate wisdom  of  the  highest  minds  in  the 
country,  should  have  been  approached  in 
connection  with  a  party  struggle,  and  that 
Zord  JDuferin 


tlie  clear  vision  which  otherwise  might  hava 
helped  us  to  a  solution  of  our  difficulty, 
has  been  somewhat  impaired  by  the  clouds 
and  mists  of  party  passion  and  strife.     I 
am  struck  very  much  with  that  feeling  as 
I  have  followed  the  course  of  this  debate. 
I  almost  seem  to  myself  to  aspire  to  origi- 
nality when  I  remind  your  Lordships  tluit 
what  we  are  debating  is  simply  a  Bill  for 
suspending  the  operations    of   the    Irish 
Church   in   many   important  particulars  ; 
and  I  take  leave  to  remind  your  Lordships 
that  there  is  in  this  House  a  class  of  per- 
sons who  look  with  comparative  indiffer- 
ence on  the  question  which  body  of  noble- 
men sit  on  the  right  side  and  which  on  the 
left,  but  who  come  here  to-night  to  consider 
not  those  party  changes  which  are  things 
of  the  hour,  but  rather  a  question  of  the 
deepest  importance — namely,  the  question 
whether  this  country  shall  for  the  future 
be  governed  by  a  Sovereign  who  is  able  to 
express  sympathy  with  one  form  of  religion 
as  on  the  whole  good  for  the  people,  or 
whether  the  Sovereign  is  to  be  the  head  of 
the  police  of  the  country,  regulating  care- 
fully and  justly  the  struggles  and  strivings 
of  different  parties  of  religionists  in  the 
State.     I,  for  one,  should  desire  that  a 
Suspensory  Bill  should  be  instantly  passed, 
suspending  for  a  limited  period — say  till 
Monday  night— the  use  of  those  volumes 
of   Hansard   with  which  none  of  us  are 
entirely  unacquainted.     Somebody,  it  ap- 
pears,  in  the  other  House  has  got  an 
"  historical  conscience  " — but  what  that 
means  I  am  at  a  loss  to  comprehend.     I 
am  not  accustomed,  moreover,  on  any  oc- 
casion to  call  any  body  of  gentlemen  an 
"undisciplined  rabble;"  and  consequently 
it  is  no  great  amusement  to  me  to  sit  in  a 
House  where  that  epithet  is  applied  to  a 
body  of  Gentlemen  in  '' another   place." 
We  want  to  devote  our  entire  attention  to 
this  question — whether  it  is  in  the  highest 
sense  expedient  to  disendow  and  disestab- 
lish the  Irish  Church,  or  whether  you  may 
so  modify  the  existing  institution  and  so 
remove  crying  abuses  that  the  principle  of 
Church  and  State  may  still  be  preserved, 
and   yet  the  legitimate   scruples  of   our 
Roman  Catholic  fellow-countrymen  be  re- 
spected.    I^ow,  I  am  going — not  to  quote 
from  the  pages  of  Sansardy  but  to  do  what 
in  the  course  of  this  debate  has  only  been 
done  for  a  very  few  minutes  at  a  time,  and 
only,  indeed,  by  two  speakers  in  the  whole 
— namely,  to  see  what  will  bo  the  effect 
upon  the  Irisli  Church  if  this  Suspensory 
Bill  should  become  law.   I  hold  myself  per- 
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htQj  finee  hereaflter  to  consider  any  mea- 
•are  for  the  diaestablbhinent  or  disendoir- 
ment  of  the  Irish  Church.   I  have  my  preju- 
dices on  the  anbject ;  but  I  am  confining 
myself  to-night  to  the  conatderation  of  this 
particular  measure,   and  I  want  to  show 
yon  thai*  instead  of  being  a  measure  of 
trifliiig  importance,  it  is  of  rery  great  reach 
and  compass,  that  its  operation  will  be  in 
tiie  last  degree  shamefully  oppressive  and 
erod,  and  that  it  will  injure  men  in  that 
which  they  feel  most  deeply — namely,  their 
eooscieoce,  their  religion,  and  their  liberty 
of  worshipping  their  God.      In  the  first 
place,  how  long   is  this  Act  to  last  ?     It 
IS  8^  only   for    a   year.     But  we  know 
p^ectly  well  that  if  this  BiU  should  pass 
yoo  coold  not  hereafter  go  back  to  an  io- 
tcrdicted  pariah  and  say,  ''This  ejcperi- 
meat  does  not  do;  we  shall  set  you  free." 
This  measure,  if  passed,  will  be  renewable. 
I  obterre  that  a  noble  Earl  opposite  sig- 
Bifies  his  dissent ;  but  I  take  it  that  the 
Sospensory  Bill  will  be  renewable  till  Par- 
liament finally  disposes  of  the  Irish  Church. 
Without  referring  to  all  the  various  Re- 
form Bills  that  have  been  introduced  of 
kte  years,   I   think  I  may  say  that  the 
discmBsions   r^ating  to   the  measures   of 
BeCorm  which  are  about  to  come  to  an  end 
b  yonr  Lordships'  House  have  been  carried 
00  for  about  fourteen  years.     During  this 
periad  the  question  of  Reform  has  caused 
the  fall  of  Governments,  and  it  has  been 
pat  acde  from  time  to  time  in  consequence 
of  war  and  from  other  causes.     I  believe, 
therefore,  that  it  is  not  an  unfair  inference 
to  draw  that  years  will  have  passed  before 
this  bosiness  shaU  have  been   developed 
mto  a  plan,  and  before  the  wisdom  of  Par- 
liament with  respect  to  it  shall  have  been 
arrived  at.     In  1865,  I  think,  a  Suspen- 
sory Bill  was  passed  with  reference  to  the 
Public  Schools.     No  one  thought  that  this 
Act  would  be  wanted  for  more  than  one 
jear;  accordingly,  it  was  introduced  and 
passed  with  remarkable  unanimity,  there 
aaviog  heea  only  one  division,  and  that 
upon  a  minor  question  relating  to  the  ex- 
tent of  the  power  of  the  Commissioners. 
Ho  voice  was  raised  against  the  propriety 
of  the  measure;  but  the  Bill  for  the  Public 
Spools  still  struggles  through  Committees, 
and  1  uke  it,  therefore,  that  we  shall  have 
the  Saspenaory  Bill  for  five  years.     I  shall 
not  take  that  particular  term  if  any  one 
alijeeu  to  it ;  but  for  myself  I  should  be 
iispoeed  to  say  five  years.    A  noble  Lord 
ea  the  oppoaite  side  said  to  me,  out  of  this 
Baose,  *'  Of  what  consequence  are  four  or 


five  vacancies  ?"  Now,  my  Lords,  I  have 
looked  into  some  figures  on  this  matter, 
and  of  two  classes  of  livings  I  find  that 
4  per  cent  become  vacant  every  year.  There 
are  1,500  benefices  in  Ireland,  and  there- 
fore no  fewer  than  300  of  those  benefices 
would  become  vacant  in  the  course  of  five 
years.  There  are  twelve  Irish  Prelates, 
and  during  the  last  five  years  no  fewer 
than  five  out  of  the  twelve,  or  nearly  one- 
half,  have  been  called  £rom  among  us.  At 
this  rate  of  mortality,  we  should  have  ^vq 
vacant  dioceses  in  i'tQ  years.  I  venture 
to  ask  in  what  portion  of  the  Bill  is  pro- 
vision made  for  the  performance  of  the 
duties  which-  would  be  discharged  by 
Bishops  filling  those  sees  ?  The  noble 
Earl  who  moved  the  second  reading  pointed 
out  that  there  is  a  clause  in  the  Bill  em- 
powering the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
to  pro?ide  stipends  for  300  curates  whom 
the  Bishops  may  license.  Unfortunately, 
the  Bishops  may  go  in  the  meantime.  Is 
that  a  rational  proposition?  Why,  it 
means  an  impossibility.  I  would  ask,  where 
do  you  expect  to  find  300  young  men  to 
take  parishes  under  these  anomalous  and 
unsatisfactory  conditions  ?  If  I  proposed 
to  a  young  man  with  a  right  heart  in  his 
bosom  to  take  any  one  of  these  parishes 
pending  the  decision  of  Parliament  on  its 
fate  I  should  expect  him  to  say,  '*  No ; 
disendow  it  at  once,  and,  perhaps,  I  may 
try  to  struggle  on  with  it ;  but  I  shall  not 
assist  Parliament  in  a  process  of  suffoca- 
tion.'' I  say  it  will  be  impossible  to  find 
young  men  to  take  charge  of  the  parishes 
under  such  circumstances.  I  think  that 
most  young  clergymen^ would  prefer  to  go 
to  New  Zealand  rather  than  take  charge 
of  parishes  in  such  an  equivocal  position. 
It  is  true  that  provision  is  made  by  one 
clause  for  giving  half  a  clergyman  to  a 
parish,  because  the  clergyman  of  an  ad- 
joining parish  may  do  the  duty  in  one 
where  the  benefice  is  vacant.  Now,  it  is 
impossible  that  such  a  provision  can  be 
beneficial.  Much  is  said  about  the  Church 
of  England  population  in  Ireland  being 
only- about  700,000;  but  those  members 
of  the  Church  of  England  would  have  good 
ground  for  sajing,  '*  Here  is  an  existing 
endowment  by  means  of  which  the  Chris- 
tian religion  is  to  be  taught,  and  we.  have 
a  right  to  share  in  it."  It  is  proposed  to 
take  away  this  money  from  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland  ;  but  what  do  you  want 
with  it  ?  Unfortunately,  nobody  wants  the 
money.  All  the  information  we  can  get 
on  the  subject  of  its  proposed  disposition 
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18  tbat  it  18  to  be  applied  to  Irish  pur- 
poses; but  that  is  rather  a  vague  state- 
ment. Before  five  years  there  may  be  five 
dioceses  without  Bishops.  Some  may 
think  that  five  Irish  Bishops  might  be 
spared.  I  seo  a  smile  on  the  face  of 
some  noble  Lords  opposite  which  seems 
to  indicate  that  to  be  their  opinion  ;  but 
bear  in  mind  that  by  this  Bill  you  would 
be  putting  the  Irish  Church  in  a  worse 
position  than  if  she  were  totally  disestab- 
lished and  disendowed,  because  there  is 
no  provision  in  the  Bill  for  any  Bishop 
being  substituted  when  the  diocese  has 
become  vacant.  Yon  cannot  speak  of 
sending  in  the  Bishop  of  another  diocesCi 
because  it  would  be  a  breach  of  ecclesias- 
tical law  for  him  to  perform  episcopal 
functions  in  a  diocese  other  than  his  own 
without  a  commission.  It  is  true  that  the 
Vicar  General  would  have  much  greater 
power  than  a  Vicar  General  in  England  ; 
but  he  could  not  confirm,  and  confirmation 
is  a  very  important  ceremony,  being  the 
one  at  which  children  renew  the  obliga- 
tions of  baptism.  Again,  ordination  is 
essentially  an  Episcopal  act.  You  might 
have  ten  benefices  vacant  in  one  diocese, 
and  the  Bishop  might  be  gone  also.  Un- 
der such  circumstances,  how  could  you 
have  clergymen  ordained  for  those  bene- 
fices even  supposing  you  get  young  men  to 
accept  them  ?  The  duty  of  a  Bishop  to- 
wards his  clergy  consists  more  in  a  con- 
stant watching  of  their  zeal,  and  in  a 
standing  by  them  in  cases  of  diflSoulty, 
rather  than  in  preaching  or  in  writing. 
Are  you  going  to  leave  the  Irish  clergy  to 
some  haphazard  assistance  in  that  way  ? 
Then,  all  proceedings  under  the  Church 
Discipline  Act,  should  any  become  neces- 
sary, will  probably  be  suspended,  because 
you  have  no  power  to  compel  the  Vicar 
General  to  proceed  in  such  cases.  I 
showed  just  now  that  I  did  not  think  these 
safeguards  would  be  effectual.  But  will 
you  just  remember  that  the  Church  does 
not  consist  of  the  clergy  alone?  The 
Church  consists  of  the  clergy  and  the 
laity.  [••  Hear,  hear  !  "]  I  am  glad  of 
that  cheer,  for  it  shows  that  perhaps  we 
may  get  a  little  mercy  for  the  laity,  if 
we  do  struggle  into  Committee.  Upon  the 
death  of  an  incumbent  in  any  parish  the 
whole  thing  will  stand  still.  There  may 
be  a  devoted  Churchman  in  the  parish 
paying  the  whole  tithe  out  of  his  own 
pocket ;  yet  he  will  seo  the  clergyman 
swept  away,  and  find  to  his  astonishment 
that  there  exist  no  means  whatever  of  ap- 
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pointing  a  successor.  These  may  be  spoken 
of  as  mere  incidental  details  ;  but  is  it 
right  that  details  of  this  kind,  affecting 
the  religious  well-being  of  communities  and 
districts,  should  be  brought  into  this  House 
and  mixed  up  with  party  warfare  !  In  the 
midst  of  a  political  warfare  involving  the 
issue  whether  or  no  parties  shall  change 
sides,  no  one  cares  to  pay  attention  to 
such  essential  details  as  these.^  No  ;  the 
Bill  is  unjust  in  every  feature. 

I  must  now  offer  a  few  remarks  on  the 
terms  ''disestablishment"  and  "disen- 
dowment."  The  noble  Earl  who  moved 
this  measure  himself  fell  into  some  confu- 
sion on  the  subject,  for  he  referred  to  the 
Australian  colonies  as  oases  in  all  of  which 
the  Church  had  been  disestablished,  where- 
as the  participation  of  the  Bishop  in  the 
acts  of  the  local  Legislature  does  amouat 
to  an  establishment.  But  I  ask  your  Lord- 
ships to  observe  that  these  words  **  dises- 
tablishment "  and  "  disendowment  *'  do 
really  represent  two  distinct  ideas.  There 
may  be  some  who  think  that  disestablish- 
ment alone  might  happen  to  the  Irish 
Church  without  any  great  harm  or  loss, 
whereas  it  would  be  obviously  unfair  to 
inflict  upon  them  total  disendowment.  Dis- 
establishment means,  I  suppose,  something 
of  this  kind  : — that  the  four  Prelates  who 
now  sit  in  your  Lordships*  House  should 
cease  to  sit  there,  and  in  all  high  func- 
tions when  questions  of  precedence  arose 
that  those  whom  the  Queen  of  England 
honours  should  give  place  to  those  who  are 
honoured  by  an  Italian  Prince.  Be  it  so. 
There  are  some  who  might  think  disestah- 
lishment  a  question  open  to  argument.  But 
this  Bill  is  framed  upon  the  assumption, 
not  only  that  there  will  be  total  disestah- 
liahment,  but  total  disendowment  as  well. 
And  let  me  assure  your  Lordships  that,  in 
my  belief,  the  great  majority  which  in  "an- 
other place  "  supported  this  Bill  was  in  fa- 
vour of  disestablishment  alone  ;  and  I  say, 
of  my  own  knowledge,  that  several  of  those 
who  swelled  that  majority  will  cease  to 
swell  it  the  moment  they  understand  that 
you  are  going  to  strip  the  Irish  Church 
naked — to  disendow  as  well  as  disestablish 
it.  It  is  said,  I  know,  that  this  is  not  a 
Bill  really  for  disendowment,  because  when 
all  the  facts  are  fully  ascertained  and  par- 
ties have  made  up  their  minds  in  what 
manner  the  revenues  of  the  Church  are  to 
be  applied  some  fragments  of  the  original 
amounts  may  find  their  way  back  to  par- 
ticular parishes.  But  what  else  can  it  be 
in  the  case  of  a  parish  which  should  have 
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no  clergjman  for  fire  years  ?  When  yon 
Bay  to  these  parishes,  "  We  ha?e  recon- 
sidered the  matter,  and  you  may  have  the 
elergyman  back  agaio/^  what  will  be  the 
indignant  answer  ?  "  You  ha?e  wrecked 
our  system,  you  ha?e  broken  up  our  con- 
gregations— most  of  the  God-fearing  per- 
sons among  us  have  gone  to  where  they 
could  hear  the  blessed  sounds  of  the  Gos- 
pel, while  some  have  fallen  into  the  only 
place  of  worship  that  was  open,  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  chapel ;  and  now  you  come 
to  us  with  money  in  your  hands,  unfaithful 
stewards  of  a  great  trust,  and  offer  to  set 
up  the  Church  again.  Go — we  can  trust 
jou  no  more."  Thnt  is  one  of  the  con- 
sequences of  the  Bill,  and  it  applies  equally 
to  poor  and  remote  as  to  large  and  popu- 
lous parishes  ;  for  I  say  that  once  you 
have  shut  up  a  church  for  a  long  time, 
even  though  you  may  wish  to  open  it 
Agttin,  you  will  be  unable  to  do  so ;  the 
thing  is  impossible.  And  it  is  for  those 
reasons,  and  not  because  of  any  blind  and 
bigoted  hatred  of  the  words  **  disestablish- 
ment "  and  "  disendowment  "  that  I  shall 
vote  without  hesitation,  when  the  time 
comes,  against  a  Bill  which  is  rank  with 
fool  injustice,  against  this  crude  and  ill- 
considered  measure.  I  do  not  challenge 
the  motives  of  those  promoting  this  Bill, 
for  the  motives  of  mankind  are  mixed  ; 
but  I  say  that  this  Bill  was  not  drawn  by 
any  one  having  at  heart  the  true  interests 
of  the  Irish  Church  or  the  Irish  clergy. 
The  revenues,  we  are  told,  are  to  be 
applied  to  "  Irish  purposes."  What  are 
they  ?  The  Irish  purposes  to  which  they 
were  intended  to  be  applied  were  to  guide 
the  steps  of  men  heavenward,  and  to  teach 
children  to  remember  their  Creator  in  the 
days  of  their  youth  ;  and,  Irish  or  Eng- 
lish, those  were  very  good  purposes.  But, 
if  these  revenues  are  now  to  be  applied 
in  building  roads  at  the  end  of  which  there 
ought  to  be  bridges,  or  bridges  to  which 
there  are  no  roads  leading  —  such  as  I 
myself  saw  in  Ireland  in  1849  after  a 
lavish  expenditure  of  public  money— then 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  these 
"  Irish  purposes  *^  will  not  prove  satisfac- 
tory. They  will  offend  the  legitimate  pre- 
»  judices — if  you  like  to  call  them  prejudices 
— and  they  will  shock  the  religious  feel- 
ings of  many  in  this  country  ;  they  will 
shock  the  Roman  Catholics  themselves— 
they  vrill  shock  as,  and  they  will  shock 
the  Dissenters.  For  everybody  knows — 
however  yon  may  refine  upon  it,  and  how- 
ever the  noble  Earl  may  strive  to  point  out 
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different  purposes  to  which  Church  reve- 
nues have  been  applied — that  there  exists 
a  very  strong  feeling  of  this  kind — that 
when  once  money  has  been  given  and  ap- 
plied to  religious  uses  you  had  better,  upon 
the  whole,  keep  it  there,  and  by  so-doing 
you  will  please  nine-tenths  of  the  popula- 
tion, who  would  rather  that  such  funds 
continued  to  be  applied  to  holy  purposes 
than  to  any  baser  or  lower  object.  I  can 
perfectly  understand  the  difficulty  which 
there  may  be  in  dividing  a  particular  in- 
come between  opposing  sects,  each  striving 
for  the  largest  share;  but  there  must  be 
some  reason  very  much  stronger  than  any 
I  have  ever  heard  in  the  case  of  the  Irish 
Church  to  justify  men  who  do  not  know 
what  in  the  world  to  do  with  the  money, 
except  to  do  something  Irish  with  it,  in 
saying  we  will  denude  you  of  this  money 
at  once  while  we  are  waiting  to  make  up 
our  minds.  I  venture  to  say  there  has 
never  been  a  case  of  this  kind  before. 

The  noble  Earl  opposite  gave  as  one  rea- 
son for  the  course  now  proposed  that  the 
Irish  Church  has  not  fulfilled  the  design  of 
its  institution.  Now,  what  was  that  origi- 
nal design  ?  It  was  never  designed  as  the 
Church  of  the  majority.  It  was  designed 
as  a  mark  of  the  disapproval  of  the  Crown 
and  the  rulers  of  the  country  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  religion.  It  went  along 
with  most  oppressive  measures,  and  it 
was,  if  you  like,  at  the  outset  one  of  those 
oppressive  measures.  But  it  was  part  of 
a  whole  system.  But  you  have  altered 
that  system ;  you  have  altered  it  for  the 
better,  and  I  am  very  glad  that  those  op- 
pressive measures  have  been  removed. 
But  when  you  come  to  deal  with  this  cor- 
poration, and  say  that  it  has  not  fulfilled 
its  design,  why  it  is  you  who  have  changed 
the  design.  It  was  originally  meant  as 
part  of  a  system  by  which  we  expressed 
our  belief  that  the  Roman  Catholic  reli- 
gion was  a  foreign  thing,  a  thing  hostile 
to  civil  goyemment,  and  a  thing  untrue. 
You  now  believe  that  you  can  mark  your 
sense  upon  these  points  without  the  help 
of  these  oppressive  regulations,  and  they 
have  been  repealed.  But  what  has  the 
Irish  Church  done  ?  Does  anybody  seri- 
ously put  it  forward  as  a  reproach  to  the 
Irish  Church  that  its  ministers  have  not 
gone  about  to  every  house  in  every  parish 
to  make  proselytes  ?  That  is  missionary 
work  and  not  parochial  work.  You  must 
live  among  them  and  love  them,  and  so 
compel  them  to  come  in.  No  doubt  that 
in  a  great  measure  the  Irish  Church  has 
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not  gained  over  the  population.  Bat,  my 
Lords,  where  i«  the  sin  ?  The  sin  lies  in 
the  old  system,  of  which  this  is  the  rem- 
nant;  and  I  want  you  now  to  consider 
whether  it  is  necessary  to  do  so  much  as 
in  yoor  thoaghtlessness,  perhaps,  yon 
promised  to  do,  and  whether  yon  cannot 
remove  the  legitimate  objections  of  the 
Roman  Catholics  without  resorting  to  this 
extreme  measure.  It  has  been  said  again 
and  again  that  the  object  of  the  measure 
is  peace.  Will  peace  be  insured  in  Ireland 
because  of  this  measure  ?  No  ;  it  is  out 
of  the  question.  The  very  persons  who 
are  recommending  this  measure—the  ec- 
clesiastics— have  been  tampering  already 
with,  and  putting  their  fingers  upon,  the 
land.  Depend  upon  it,  the  moment  this 
measure  is  passed  you  will  be  asked  like- 
wise to  deal  with  the  laud.  There  is  an- 
other consideration  which  I  must  not  for- 
bear to  mention.  The  position  of  the  Irish 
Church  has  compelled  us  to  look  towards 
it  for  the  supply  of  parochial  clergymen, 
while  a  largo  missionary  agency,  spending 
some  £30,000  a  year,  in  Ireland  is  sup- 
ported principally  from  this  country. 
Sweep  away  the  Irish  Church,  and  then 
tell  me  what  is  my  duty.  I  do  not  hold 
with  the  Roman  Catholic  religion.  I  think 
it  shuts  up  the  Bible  from  the  poor  ;  and  I 
feel  that  there  is  nothing  wise  but  the 
Bible.  I  think  the  Roman  Catholic  religion 
is,  after  all,  a  foreign  element,  and  that  it 
strains  the  jurisdiction  which  it  claims  in 
a  preposterous  manner  we  have  all  seen 
within  the  last  few  days.  What,  then,  is 
my  duty  if  the  Irish  Church  be  disestab- 
lished ?  Am  I  to  send  my  little  tribute  to 
missionary  efforts  in  foreign  countries  and 
not  to  send  my  share  of  it  to  Ireland  ? 
You  may  depend  upon  it  that  the  whole 
attitude  of  the  Church  in  Ireland  will  be 
altered  the  day  you  disestablish  and  dis- 
endow it.  The  clergy,  we  are  told,  are  to 
have  their  vested  rights  respected.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  conducted  this 
debate  in  *' another  place"  told  us  that 
three-fifths  of  the  endowments  would  be 
saved  to  the  members  of  the  Established 
Church  —  I  think  he  used  the  words, 
''  three-fifths  of  the  income  will  remain  to 
the  Church  as  a  corporation.**  Was  there 
ever  a  more  transpareut  fallacy  than  this  ? 
The  truth  is,  we  are  dissolving  the  corpo- 
ration, or  whatever  it  is  ;  we  are  confis- 
cating the  patron's  right,  representing 
two-fiifths,  and  we  are  giving  the  remain- 
ing three-fifths  to  the  present  holders. 
The  figures  themselves  are  wrongs  because 
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it  must  not  be  forgotten  that  some  of  the 
older  dergy  are  also  the  richer;  and 
therefore  it  makes  it  more  convenient  to 
say  that  the  interests  are  divisable  into 
two  equal  parts.  The  Irish  clergy  are  a 
very  poor  body  of  men — little  better  off 
than  English  curates;  and  look  what  an 
unhandsome  proposal  you  are  makings  to 
them.  You  say  political  necessity  reqaires 
that  you  should  confiscate  their  revenue ; 
you  add,  "  We  leave  you  one  half  of  jonr 
income  in  order  to  raise  a  permanent  fund 
which  exists  already.**  Now,  will  you 
give  this  half  to  the  incumbents  t  If  so, 
you  leave  nothing  for  the  perpetual  corpo- 
ration. And  if  the  incumbents  are  to  con- 
vert the  half  into  an  annuity,  we  shall  hare 
to  look  to  a  very  poor  body  of  men  to  pro- 
vide OS  with  another  at  a  sacrifice  of  half 
their  income.  After  this,  you  have  the 
satisfaction  of  saying  that  you  do  them  no 
harm,  and  have  left  them  in  full  posseaaion 
of  their  vested  interests.  I  am  aorry  to 
say  this  is  by  no  [means  the  worst  of  it  ; 
we  have  propositions  here  so  ridicnloos 
that  I  cannot  fully  place  them  before  your 
Lordships.  The  Irish  Church  is,  in  fact, 
to  be  put  through  the  process  of  being 
"  run  out."  To  show  what  an  Irish  lay- 
man thinks  of  this  proposal,  I  will  read  a 
passage  from  a  pamphlet  by  lir.  W.  Bence 
Jones,  who  writes — 

"  It  hfts  been  ssid  thst  to  let  the  present  in. 
combents  go  on  at  they  are  till  their  parUhes 
become  vacant  by  death  will  be  fi&yourable  to  the 
Church,  because  it  will  make  the  change  more 
gradual.  This  is  wholly  a  mistake.  Such  a 
oourae  will  hinder  all  enUiusiasm.  It  will  newer 
be  dear  when  the  right  time  for  an  eflfort  baa 
come.  In  truth,  the  bitterest  malice  could  con- 
trive no  plan  more  hurtful  to  the  Church." 

In  charity  we  must  assume  it  was  not 
meant  in  malice.  This,  however,  is  quite 
a  mistake  ;  such  a  system  would  get  rid 
of  all  enthusiasm,  and  the  state  of  things 
will  become  worse  and  worse.  Let  ua  con- 
sider the  case  of  small  and  large  parishes 
in  process  of  being  "  run  out."  Suppose 
several  parishes,  with  very  small  congre- 
gations, lying  side  by  side,  and  that  one 
of  them  had  an  incumbent  who  lived  to  be 
ninety,  ninety-five,  or  even  100  years  old, 
and  he  remained  just  able  to  go  through 
the  service.  The  parishes  round  would  say, 
"  We  must  club  together  for  a  clergyman, 
for  we  cannot  afford  to  have  one  for  each 
parish  ;  "  but  the  other  parish  would  say, 
"  No  ;  we  have  a  clergyman  who  may  last 
four  or  five  years  longer,  and  we  wUl  not 
join  you, "and  thus  the  arrangement  would 
be  broken  up.    Then  take  the  case  of  a 
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Urge  and  crowded  pariah  nunifltered  to  bj 
80  aged  dergjman  whom  we  ahonld  desire 
to  more  to  a  leaa  laborious  work,  that  a 
joanger  man  may  take  his  plaee.  But  the 
pariah  sajt,  "  No  ;  the  endowment  dies 
with  our  iDCombent ;  so  we  will  feed  him 
np  and  keep  him  at  work  as  long  as  the 
life  is  la  him."  That  is  not  all ;  a  constant 
juloQBj  will  exist  between  parishes,  and 
eao  joa  expect  poor  populations  to  pay 
tithe  and  give  Tolantary  contributions  for 
a  earate  besides  1  It  is  not  at  all  likely. 
Mj  Lords,  the  Bill  is  a  crude,  unequal  pro- 
posal for  regulating  unjust  Tiolation. 

Something  has  been  said  about  hostility 
between  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament. 
liy  Lords,  if  I  knew  that  the  penalty  of 
Totiag  against  this  Bill  were  that  I  should 
oerer  sit  in  this  fioase  again,  and  never 
be  allowed  to  listen  to  those  interesting 
party  discussions  such  as  have  enlivened 
OS  to-night,  I  would  give  my  voice  against 
it  To  do  otherwise  would  be  tantamount 
to  a  declaration  that  I  had  not  one  spark 
of  honesty  left  in  my  nature.  The  mea- 
sure, my  Lords,  is  palpably  unjust.  Of 
eovse,  it  is  possible  to  conceive  that  this 
Hease,  by  persisting  in  unreasonable  con- 
^net,  of  which  at  present  there  is  no  pro- 
ipeei,  would  bring  about  consequences  the 
gravity  of  which  cannot  be  exaggerated  ; 
but  when  we  are  told  that  this  Bill  is  a 
trifle,  and  that  it  will  do  no  good,  and 
when  we  know  it  will  do  a  great  deal  of 
hann,  aad  create  a  feeling  of  rankling 
isjastiee  di£Soult  to  wipe  away,  I  say  we 
are  kosnd  to  torn  a  deaf  ear  to  those 
aianaists  and  mark  our  sense  of  so  mon- 
strous a  measure. 

I  will  add  one  word  on  the  Irish  Church. 
In  common  with  its  English  sister,  the 
Irish  Church  was  some  time  ago  in  a  con- 
dition of  great  depression  and  dejection. 
It  is  not  to  be  disputed  that  it  was  dis- 
graced by  neglect  of  duty  and  other  fail- 
is^  ;  I  admit  also  that  a  consideration  of 
the  stale  of  the  Church  on  its  merits  shows 
that  anomalies  exist  which  demand  our 
earnest  attention.  With  reference  to  this 
last  point,  I  recommend  the  noble  £arl 
(Earl  Rnasell)  to  consider  the  Eeport  of 
the  Commission  for  which  he  moved  as 
seen  aa  it  is  made  ;  and  if  abuses  exist 
in  that  Church,  if  sloth  and  idleness  cha- 
racterise some  parts  of  it,  we  may  hope 
far  the  creation  of  a  better  spirit  there. 
I  belieTe  that,  taking  one  man  for  anotheri 
the  Iriah  clergy  are  as  much  alive  to  their 
iaty,  and  aa  anxious  to  perform  it,  as  we 
toe  at  home.      I  think   they  have  been 


placed  in  most  unfortunate  circumstances  ; 
you  have  forbidden  them  to  proselytize  for 
the  sake  of  peace,  and  you  expect  them 
to  be  zealous  for  the  sake  of  justifying 
their  own  existence.  Being  in  that  posi- 
tion, I  believe  they  have  played  their  part 
well.  I  am  here  to-night,  my  Lords,  not 
because  I  belong  to  what  has  been  called 
elsewhere  "a  trade's  nnion  of  Bishops." 
I  have  not  come  here  because  I  believe 
anything  will  happen  in  my  time  to  the 
temporalities  of  the  Established  Church  at 
home  ;  I  come  here  because  I  believe  that 
body  which  is  one  with  me  in  faith  and  in 
practice,  which  owns  the  same  Saviour, 
which  teaches  out  of  the  same  Bible,  which 
looks  forward  to  the  same  heaven,  is  bound 
to  me  by  stronger  ties  than  ties  of  party, 
and  because  it  would  be  infamous  and 
cowardly  for  one  in  my  position  to  be  found 
wanting  in  an  hour  of  trial  such  as  this. 
I  have  pointed  out  the  defects  in  this  Bill 
— I  have  offered  my  testimony  to  the  good 
the  Irish  Church  does — ^and  I  conclude  by 
expressing  a  hope  that  some  measure  will 
be  found  short  of  disestablishment  and  dis- 
endowment  for  pacifying  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics of  Ireland. 

Lord  ROMILLY:  My  Lords,  I  havo 
noticed,  in  following  some  of  the  argu- 
ments which  have  been  addressed  to  the 
House,  a  remarkable  fallacy;  I  have  no- 
ticed what  I  may  call  a  desire  to  set  up  a 
personification  of  the  Irish  Church  «—  to 
treat  the  Church  as  a  thing  distinct  and 
separate  from  all  the  members  which  con- 
stitute it.  Now,  if  you  attempt  to  treat  the 
Church  as  a  corporate  being  distinct  from 
its  members  you  personify  an  abstraction 
and  give  it  rights  which  it  does  not  pos- 
sess, and  use  a  form  of  words  which  will 
only  lead  to  erroneous  conclusions.  The 
most  rev.  Prelate  who  has  just  sat  down 
(the  Archbishop  of  York)  has  taken — if  he 
will  allow  me  to  say  so — a  somewhat  nar- 
row view  of  the  case,  and  has  thus  im- 
paired to  some  extent  the  vigour  of  his 
observations.  He  has  considered  only  one 
portion  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  when  the 
object  of  the  measure  is  to  consider  the 
whole.  The  great  argument  against  the 
Bill  is  that  it  interferes  with  the  rights  of 
property,  that  the  Irish  Church  is  a  cor- 
poration, and  that  to  take  away  the  pro- 
perty of  corporations  will  lead  to  the  taking 
away  of  private  property.  I  think,  how- 
ever, it  can  be  shown  that  by  this  measure 
jrou  do  not  take  away  property  from  any- 
one, nor  interfere  with  the  rights  of  pro- 
perty at  all.  In  deah'ng  with  a  corporation 
[Second. 
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we  have  to  eonsider  three  claases  of  per- 
sons, and  three  only.  The  present  posses- 
sors form  the  first  class ;  those  who  are 
hereafter  to  become  the  possessors  form 
the  second  ;  and  the  third  class  is  made 
up  of  those  who  are  interested  in  or 
affected  by  the  exercise  of  the  powers  of 
the  corporation,  and  who,  consequently, 
will  be  benefited  or  injured  by  your 
dealing  with  it.  When,  therefore,  you 
propose  to  make  any  change  or  alteration 
in  a  corporation,  you  have  to  consider  how 
far  it  will  affect  each  of  these  three  classes. 
Now  with  regard  to  the  first  class  every 
one  admits  that  they  ought  to  receive  full 
compensation,  and  any  proposal  would  be 
defective  that  did  not  fully  meet  this  re- 
quirement. But  is  it  possible  to  maintain 
that  the  second  class — their  successors — 
have  any  rights  at  all  ?  In  reality  they 
have  no  existence,  and  no  person  can  be 
injured  by  the  fact  that  he  will  not  succeed 
to  an  office  which  is  not  vacant,  and  to 
fill  which,  when  vacant,  he  has  neither  a 
legal  nor  a  moral  claim.  It  is  in  this 
respect  that  the  property  of  a  corpora- 
tion differs  so  greatly  from  the  property  of 
a  private  individual,  the  value  of  whose 
property  is  so  much  greater,  inasmuch  as 
he  is  entitled  to  transmit  it  to  his  children 
and  descendants.  In  truth,  it  is  for  this 
purpose  mainly  that  persons  seek  to  acquire 
and  to  augment  their  property.  It  is  the 
distinguishing  incident  of  private  property, 
that  within  certain  legal  limits  the  possessor 
can  dispose  of  it  as  he  pleases  after  his 
death.  The  possessors  of  corporate  pro- 
perty  possess  no  such  right ;  their  powers 
are  given  for  certain  purposes  specified  by 
the  State,  from  whom  alone  they  derive 
their  powers,  and  these  exist  only  during 
the  time  that  they  are  members  of  the 
corporation.  A  distinction  has  been  at- 
tempted  to  be  drawn  between  the  property 
conferred  by  the  State  and  that  which  pro- 
ceeds from  the  bounty  of  private  indivi- 
duals. But,  in  truth,  the  distinction  is 
merely  nominal.  When  a  person  gives 
property  to  a  corporation,  he  knows  that 
he  gives  it  to  an  institution  created  by  the 
State,  and  therefore  subject  to  the  rules 
which  bind  and  affect  that  corporation, 
the  first  of  which  is  that  its  property  is  to 
be  held  in  trust  for  the  benefit  of  the  com- 
munity, and  that  the  State  may  lawfully 
resume  and  re-model  it  when  and  as  the 
interests  of  the  community  require  it.  It 
may  therefore  safely  be  said  that  no  second 
class  exists  or  suffers  any  wrong  when  a 
corporation  is  abolished.  The  third  class 
Lord  Romilly 


of  persons  are  those  who  are  influenced 
and  affected  by  the  exercise  of  the  powers 
possessed  by  the  Church  in  Ireland.  I 
take  these  to  be  the  whole  people  of  Ire- 
land, and  not,  as  some  have  assumed,  only 
those  who  are  members  of  the  Established 
Church.  It  is  a  manifest  and  injurious 
error  so  to  contend.  The  Established 
Church  exists  for  the  benefit  of  the  people 
of  the  country  where  she  is  established  ; 
and,  when  she  ceases  to  benefit  the  people, 
she  should  be  abolished  or  re-modelled,  so 
as  to  produce  the  benefit  for  which  she 
was  originally  created.  I  may  here  ob- 
serve that  this  fact  disposes  in  my  opinion 
of  the  argument  that  you  have  no  right 
to  interfere  with  the  property  of  the 
Church,  because  the  Church  has  a  right  to 
perpetual  enjoyment  by  virtue  of  a  pre- 
scription of  600  years  ;  for,  unless  you 
personify  the  name,  that  argument  is  in- 
applicable when  you  take  care  that  every 
one  interested  shall  be  fully  compensated 
for  any  injury  that  may  arise  through  the 
course  which  you  propose  to  adopt.  And, 
my  Lords,  if  you  rest  on  perpetuity  as  any 
argument  at  all  in  this  case,  you  must 
recur  to  the  original  endowments,  and 
bestow  the  property  upon  the  Roman 
Catholics,  from  whom  it  was  taken,  and, 
as  I  think,  very  properly  taken.  And 
why  ?  Because  it  was  taken  for  the  benefit 
of  the  country— that  is,  for  the  benefit  of 
the  people,  whose  happiness  it  is  the  first 
object  of  Government  to  secure  and  main- 
tain. Now,  my  Lords,  I  am  not  going  to 
contend  that  the  appropriation  of  the  pro- 
perty of  the  convents  as  it  was  effected  at 
the  time  of  the  Reformation  was  justifi- 
able. It  was  done  with  great  violence, 
and  without  any  regard  to  the  interests  of 
the  existing  possessors  ;  but,  while  on 
this  subject,  I  should  like  to  advert  for  a 
moment  or  two  to  a  singular  argument 
which  has  been  repeated  very  often*  It 
has  been  constantly  and  pointedly  observed 
to  a  noble  Earl  who  sits  below  me  (Earl 
Russell),  that  the  great  family  of  which  he 
is  a  member  acquired  a  large  portion  of 
their  property  at  the  time  of  the  Reforma- 
tion out  of  grants  of  the  lands  of  the 
Church.  Since  I  have  been  in  this  House 
that  argument  has  constantly  been  used— > 
I  have  counted  it,  I  think,  six  times — and 
it  is  always  accompanied  by  a  delighted 
chuckle  on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord  em- 
ploying it.  If  argument  it  can  be  called, 
it  is  an  old  one,  and  first,  I  believe,  used 
by  Mr.  Burke,  in  his  celebrated  letter  to 
an  ancestor  of  the  noble  Earl ;    but  from 
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dia  lint  time  that  I   read    it  down  to  the 
lait  time  that  I  heard    it,    I   have  never 
\m  able  to  nnderatand  the  force  or  ob- 
ject of  it.    Now,  I   am    not  going  to  de- 
fend the  violation  of  rights  which  occurred 
it  the  time  of   the    Reformation,  or  the 
tikio^  away  of  the  property  of  the  existing 
ibboto  and  monka  ;   but   I  will  eaj  this— 
tbat  if  jon  had  reapected  iheir  rights  and 
in  depriving  them   of    th^r  property  had 
^Tcn  them  compenaation,  yon  would,  with- 
OBt  iniaring  any    one,    baye  conferred   a 
great  beneEt  on  the  people.     The  wrong 
committed  at  that  time  cannot  now  be  re- 
fured ;  but  the  taking  the  property  out  of 
tbebaaAa  of  the  Roman  Catholics  was  nn- 
doibtedly  beneficial  to  the  people  of  this 
coutry,  and  nnleaa  it  bad  been  granted  to 
other  poeaeaaora  it  would  have  been  wholly 
ioeffectoal  and  would  speedily  have  been 
leanmed.     Now,   my  Lords,  I  have  been 
greatly  atruck  with  one  thing  which  per- 
vadea  several  of  the  speeches  which  have 
been  made   on    this   subject,  and   among 
tkcm  I  include    the  speech  of  the  most 
rey.  Prelate  who  has  just  sat  down.     The 
argnments  employed    in    those   speeches 
appear  to  proceed  on  the  supposition  that 
religimi  ia  to  be  promoted  for  the  sake  of 
maintaining  an  Establishment,  instead  of 
aapperting  an  Eatablishment,  which  after 
an  is  only  a  means  towards  an  end,  with  a 
r  u>  the  extension  and  diffusion  of  reli- 
Speaking  with  great  submission  and 
» htmility  on  this  subject,  I  would  ask 
wbat  it  is  that  is  to  be  regarded  as  true 
Fel^ioa  f    Without  impropriety,  I  think  I 
■say  say  that  true  religion  is  to  love  God 
with  all   your  heart,  and  to   love    your 
wmghbonr  as  yourself.     Now,  my  Lords, 
does  ihe  Church   Establishment  produce 
«iber  of  theae  effects  in  Ireland  ?     Has  it 
aeeoopliahed  the  first  ?  In  other  words,  has 
it  extended  the  true  faith  ?  One  of  the  main 
ehjects  of  the  Irish  Church  was  to  make 
coaverts  to  the  doctrine  of  the   Church. 
Haa  it  done  so  f     It  has  neither  been  suc- 
eea^ol  in  making  converts  to  the  Church 
af  Eagtaad  or  in  reconciling  the  Roman 
Catholic  portion  of  the  population  to  Pro- 
teatantism  — -  neither  can  it  do  so.     While 
that  Church  remains  an  Establishment  I 
bdieve  it  impossible  for  it  to  make  con- 
verts in  Ireland,  and  the  Romsn  Catholic 
people  look  on   her  as  an   enemy ;    and 
while  she  aubsists,  it  is  a  point  of  honour 
aad  a  matter  of  party  feeling  not  to  listen 
to  aa  argument  in  favour  of  her  doctrine 
«r  tfoets.      My  conviction  is  that  if  the 
dmtinetioDS  between  the  Roman  Catholic 


Church  and  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ire- 
land were  put  an  end  to,  you  would  have  a 
much  better  chance  of  obtaining  converts. 
Then  has  the  Church  of  Ireland  accom- 
plished the  second  object  of  true  religion  ? 
Has  it  succeeded  in  making  the  Irish  people 
love  their  neighbours  as  themselves  ?  The 
very  contrary  is  the  case.  It  is  notorious 
that  it  has  been  the  cause  of  strife  and  ani- 
mosity among  all  classes  of  the  people.  Is 
it  not,  my  Lords,  a  matter  which  you  ought 
seriously  to  consider  whether)  because  an 
institution  has  existed  for  600  years  or 
more,  you  oueht,  therefore,  to  perpetuate 
abuses  which  alienate  above  one-half  of  the 
people,  while  they  fail  to  confer  any  ad? an- 
tage  on  the  remainder  ?  The  measure 
now  under  your  consideration  really  in- 
volves no  violation  of  the  rights  of  pro- 
perty at  all.  If,  as  the  most  rev.  Prelate 
asserts,  the  Bill  is  replete  with  blunders, 
these  do  not  affect  the  principle,  and  if  they 
exist  may  easily  be  removed  in  Committee. 
If  you  assent  to  its  second  reading  you  will 
concur  in  a  measure  which  will  tend  to  the 
removal  of  a  great  disgrace  —  one  that 
lowers  us  in  the  eyes  of  Europe,  which 
will  tend  to  the  wider  diffusion  of  the  Pro- 
testant religion,  and  though  possibly  at 
first  the  effect  upon  the  present  genera- 
tion of  the  people  of  Ireland  may  not  be 
so  great  as  is  desirable,  yet  in  the  course 
of  a  few  generations  it  will  result  in  tho 
union  of  the  Irish  with  the  English  and 
Scotch  people  in  one  happy  and  contented 
family. 

The  Abohbishop  of  ARMAGH  :  My 
Lords,  the  object  of  this  Bill,  as  appears 
on  the  face  of  it,  is  nothing  more  than  to 
increase  a  fund  which  it  is  presumed  will 
be  at  the  disposition  of  Parliament  in  case 
of  the  disestablishment  and  disendowment 
of  the  Irish  Church.  It  is  proposed  to 
do  this  by  prohibiting  the  promotion  of 
such  clergymen  as  in  the  course  of  tho 
ensuing  twelve  months  would,  under  ordi- 
nary circumstances,  be  presented  to  Irish 
benefices.  Now,  my  Lords,  before  we 
consent  to  the  infliction  of  an  injury  on 
deserving  men,  however  few  they  may  be, 
in  order  to  increase  this  fund,  I  think  we 
ought  to  be  furnished  with  full  information 
as  to  what  purposes  this  fund  is  to  bo 
applied.  Upon  this  point,  however,  wo 
are  loft  entirely  in  the  dark — we  have  no 
information  whatsoever :  —and  therefore  I 
hope  your  Lordships  will  not  think  of 
passing  a  Bill  the  evil  of  which  is  apparent, 
and  of  the  good  of  which  wo  have  not  the 
most  remote  intimation.  But  even  were 
[^89C9nd  Night ^\(^ 
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the  purposes  to  which  this  Bill  is  to  be 
applied   faHj    explained,   and  were    they 
accepted  as  most  excellent,  I  think  jou 
would  hesitate  before  you  passed   a  Bill 
of  this  kind.     The   persons  who  will  be 
affected  by  this  Bill  are  a  deserfing  though 
a  small  body  of  men,  whom  I  am  confi- 
dent your  Lordships  will  be  ready  to  pro* 
tect,  And  in  whose  behalf  public  sympathy 
is  most  warmly  interested.     This  Bill  does 
not  aff^ect   pciyate   patronage  ;    it  affects 
only  the  patronage  of  the  Bishops  and  the 
Crown.     Prifate  patrons  dispose  of  their 
patronage  as  they  think  fit,  from  motives 
of  interest  or  otherwise,  and  are  seldom 
called  to   account  for  it.     But  the  more 
extensife  patronage  of  the  Bishops  is,  as  a 
general  and  almost  iufariable  rule,  dispoBod 
of  in    favour    of    the    hard-working   and 
meritorious  curates  of   the  diocese  ;  and 
this  Bill  is  about  to  interpose  and  prevent 
these    men,    after    fifteen,    eighteen,    or 
twenty  years  of  hard  work,  receiving  the 
just  meed  of  their  professional  advance- 
ment.   The  object,  besides,  is  a  mean  one. 
The  profit,  my  Lords,  will  be  small,  while 
the  injury  will  be  great.     I  will  confine 
myself  to  the  benefices  which  will  be  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Bishops.     Taking  my 
own  diocese,  and  calculating  from  the  last 
nine  years  the  number  of  clergy  whose 
benefices  will  become  vacant  by  death,  and 
giving  full  consideration    to    all    private 
patronage,  the  conclusion  I  have  come  to 
is  that  the   number  in  the  ensuing  year 
will  not  be  above  thirty — that  is,  over  the 
whole  of  Ireland  so  far  as  the  patronage 
of  the  Bishops  is  concerned.  Those  clergy- 
men have,  of  course,  some  small  cures — 
perhaps  of  the  value  of  £100— and   the 
preferment  they  might  enjoy  but  for  this 
Bill  would  be  from  £200  to  £250  a  year. 
Now,  I  think  it  is  almost  unworthy  of  your 
Lordships'  legislation  to  deal  with  a  matter 
so  small ;  yet  though  small  in  amount  it 
will  be  most  cruel  and  ungracious  to  the 
individuals  concerned.     Then,  my  Lords, 
the  injury  that  will  be  done  to  parishes  is 
very  considerable.      In   many   cases  the 
clergy  are  trustees  for  the  distribution  of 
charitable  funds— by  the  step  now  proposed 
the   whole   parochial   machinery    will    be 
brought  to  a  standstill,  the  children   will 
be  turned  out  of  the  schools,  which  derive 
their  principal  support  from  the  rectors. 
This  is  an   injustice  fairly  chargeable  on 
the  Bill.     The  whole  question  of  the  Irish 
Establishment  is  to  be  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  the  next  Parliament.     It 
involves  many  dear  and  precious  interests. 
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precious,  not  only  to  the  700,000  members 
of  that  Church,  but  to  the  whole  Protestant 
community  in  Ireland ;  for  whatever  pro- 
fession they  belong  to  they  look  on  the 
Established  Church  as  the  bulwark  of  their 
civil  and  religious  liberty,  and  they  know 
right  well  that  if  the  Established  Charoh 
is  pulled  down  they  will  not  be  able  to 
hold  their  ground  or  to  exercise  their  rights 
as  Protestant  Christians.  This  certainly, 
then,  is  a  question  of  very  great  importance. 
If  ever  there  was  a  question  that  should 
go  before  any  tribunal  without  prejudice  it 
is  this.  But  what  does  this  Bill  propose  ? 
That  it  shall  go  before  the  new  Parliament 
and  the  new  constituency  with  a  stigma 
marked  upon  it,  and  as  being  already  con- 
demned without  trial.  I  therefore  trust 
your  Lordships  will  not  approve  a  Bill  of 
this  kind. 

But  the  Bill  is  justified  by  the  assertion 
that  the  mission  of  the  Irish  Church  has 
failed.     My  Lords,  if  that  were  true  no  one 
will  say  that  it  is  the  fault  of  the  present 
generation,  on  whom    you    are  going  to 
bring  down  the  heaviest  punishment  whieh 
it  is  in   your  power  to   inflict.     Talk  of 
penal  laws — they  would  be  nothing  com- 
pared to  the  deprivation  of  the  means  of 
grace,  and  the  blessing  of  an  independent 
Church  they  have  so  long  enjoyed,  which 
they  consider  as  their  birthright,  which  they 
possess  by  right  of  a  prescription  of  300 
years,  and  which  was  assured  to  them  by 
as  solemn  a  covenant  as  one  nation  could 
enter  into  with  another.     It  is  sometimes 
said  that  the  Act  of  Union  was  but  an  Act 
of  Parliament.     My  Lords,  it  was  a  treaty 
between  two  independent  Parliaments,  one 
of  which,  on  the  faith  of  this  great  nation, 
gave  up  its  independence.      The  grand 
point   which   the    Protestants   of  Ireland 
wished  to  secure  was  the  Church,  and  on 
being  satisfied  on  that  point  they  yielded 
to  the  Union.     It  wa<)  said  to  them  bj 
Lord   Castlereagh,   *•  You  are  here  in  a 
minority;  but  let  the  Union  be  perfected 
and   the  two  Churches  united,   and  you 
will  then  rest  on  the  basis  of  the  popu- 
lation  of   the   whole    Empire.*'     On  the 
other  hand,  it  wos  said  to  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics, '•  You  are  here  a  mojority  ;  we  are 
afraid  of  you ;  we  cannot  give  you  emancipa- 
tion; but  let  the  Union  1^  established,  and 
you  are  an  insignificant  minority.  Emanci- 
pation may  then  be  granted  to  you."    Call 
the  Union  only  an  Act  of  Parliament  !— 
the  Act  of  Parliament  was  only  the  seal 
put  on  the  treaty.     What  solemnity,  what 
religious  vows,  what  oaths  could  have  made 
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(W  yewrfaiion  of  Ae  Protett«iit  Olmrcb 
Bore  leeore  than  the  Treaty  of  Union  ?  It 
rested  on  the  tmih,  prohitjr,  and  honour  of 
tbe  Bmpire»  and  heyond  that  there  is  no 
poihieal  Beeuritj  whatever. 

But  it  19  Baid    the    Irish    Churoh   has 
failed  io  its  mission.      Why,  the  Church  of 
Irelud  nerer  was  more  prosperous,  spirit- 
nalif  speaking,  than   rt  ia  at  the  present 
DMieot.   The  numher  of  churches  recently 
ereeted  tnd  endowed  haa  greatlj  ioereased. 
Tbe  dergy  have   of  late  ^ars  acted  with 
IB  eoergj,  xea]»  and  deyotion  unknown  in 
fonser  agea.       There    ia   a  connettion  of 
esieuiaeDt   and   aatiafstetion  between  the 
ekfgj  and  the  laity  that  never  existed  be- 
fore.   ¥e  are  doing  our  duty  well  to  God 
iod  to  man.     The  improvement  is  great 
sod  ra^,  and  at  such  a  time  it  is  said  we 
bsfa  fuled  in  our  miaaion  !     How  is  that  ? 
Is  it  in  population  ?      I  question  it.     Sir 
WUfiam  Petty  gave  an  estimate  of  popu- 
j      latkm  tak^  in  the  year  1672.     At  that 
time  there  were  of   Boman  Catholics  in 
/      Irdaad  800,000;  of  Churchmen,  100,000  ; 
'        of  Scotch   Preehyterians,   100,000;  and 
of  English  Diasentera  of  various  classes, 
lOO.oGo.    Therefore,  Churchmen  were  to 
RoMoi  Catholics  as  one  te  eight ;  they 
were,  compared    with   Presbyterians  and 
otkar  Protestant  Dissenters,  as  one  to  two. 
What  is  the  case  now?    We  have  700,000 
Chwrdnaea ;  we  are  multiplied  seren  times 
oiver.  WHh  respect  to  the  Roman  Catholics 
we  are  as  one  to  six  and  a  half,  and  with 
respect  to  Preabjterians  and  other  Protes- 
tant Dissenters,  instead  of  being  as  one  to 
two,  we  are  a  very  large  majority.     That 
does  not  look  like  a  Churoh  that  has  failed 
ia  its  mission.     Besides  that,  the  700,000 
Chnrdunea  of  Ireland  contain  within  them- 
aelvea  the  moat  enterprising  and  intellec- 
taal  portioa  of  the  nation.     The  great  ma- 
jofity  of  the  leaded  proprietors,  tbe  mer- 
ebanta,  and  skilled  artisans  belong  to  the 
Sstahlished  Church.     The  Church  Protes- 
taota  have  in  every  circumstance  been  ever 
faithful  to  the  interests  of  England  ;  they 
have  never  been  mixed  up  with  any  rebel- 
fton  ;  and  when  the  Irish  people  have  risen 
against  the  GoTemment  of  this  country,  it 
is  the  Protestants  that  have  always  been 
the  chief  sufferers  and  have  had  to  bear  the 
hruBt     We  have  done  nothing  on  earth  to 
forfeit  our  rights  or  lose  vonr  farour.  Our 
freat  nn  in  Ireland  is  that  we  are   with 
ysvnelves  one  bloody  one  religion,  one  lan- 
gnage,  and  it  is  on  this  very  account  that 
ve  sre  singled  out  and  assailed.     In  con- 
jaacte  with  our  other  brother  Protestants, 


we  have  made  the  most  desolate  part  of 
Ireland  by  fsr  the  most  fertile  and  prx)8pe- 
reus  portion  of  the  kingdom.  What  we 
received  as  a  heritage  in  the  northern  parts 
of  Ireland  were  the  forests  and  swamps  of 
Ulster.  Now  you  wilt  find  there  good 
houses,  well-cultivated  farms,  and  a  pros- 
perous, industrious,  loyal,  and  peaceable 
people.  If  you  look  through  that  Province 
you  will  see  the  chimneys  of  manufactories 
rising  on  every  side,  and  you  will  find  that 
wealth,  prosperity,  civilisation,  and  national 
power  are  on  the  advance.  I  do  not  want 
to  draw  comparisons  ;  but  I  will  say  you 
will  find  the  same  thing  in  no  other  part  of 
Ireland.  Well,  we  have  brought  up  our 
people — and  700,000  is  no  small  number 
— ^it  is  about  one-half  of  the  whole  popula- 
tion of  Ireland  at  the  time  of  the  Revolu- 
tion— we  have,  I  say,  brought  them  up  in 
good  principles,  in  the  fear  of  God,  the  love 
of  the  country,  and  loyalty  to  the  Queen. 
And  now,  my  Lords,  the  principal  rea- 
son given  for  the  alleged  failure  of 
our  mission  is  that  we  have  not  con- 
verted the  Roman  Catholics.  Well,  my 
Lords,  I  cannot  think  that  that  was  the 
fault  of  the  Church  in  Ireland.  What- 
ever its  faults  may  have  been,  I  do  not 
think  that  fault  lies  at  its  doors.  Re- 
member—every effort  we  made  for  that 
purpose  was  for  a  long  period  thwarted 
by  the  civil  Government.  When  the  Re- 
formation was  first  introduced  into  Ire- 
land there  was  very  little  objection  made 
to  what  was  then  called  "  the  Ring's 
proceedings."  The  chieftains  and  the 
great  majority  of  the  Bishops  took  without 
scruple  the  Oath  of  Supremacy,  and  for  a 
considerable  time  the  people  attended  the 
parish  churches.  I  believe  they  did  so  for 
the  first  eleven  years  of  the  reign  of 
Elizabeth.  But  what  did  they  hear  there? 
They  heard  an  unknown  language.  It 
was  pressed  on  the  attention  of  this  coun- 
try over  and  over  again  that,  if  anything 
was  to  be  done  with  the  Irish,  it  must  be 
done  through  the  medium  of  their  own 
language.  The  Reformation  had  been 
established  for  nigh  fifty  years  before 
Dr.  Daniel,  afterwards  Archbishop  of 
Tuam,  translated  the  New  Testament  into 
the  Irish  tongue — in  1608  the  Prayer 
Book  was  also  translated  —  but  for  fifty 
years  you  gave  the  Irish  people  neither 
the  Bible  nor  tbe  Prayer  Book  in  a 
language  which  they  could  understand. 
Many  a  great  and  good  man  in  Ireland  saw 
and  lamented  this  ;  and  Bedell,  the  Bishop 
of  Kilmore,  who  was  a  great  scholar,  andr 
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was  sent  over  to  Ireland  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  Archbishop  Usher,  as  Provost 
of  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  at  the  age  of 
sixty  learnt  the  Irish  language,  and, 
ivitli  the  assistance  of  King,  translated 
the  whole  Bible  into  Irish.  During  the 
course  of  the  translation  King  embraced 
the  principles  of  the  Reformation,  and 
Bedell  presented  him  with  a  liring.  But 
when  word  of  this  was  brought  to  Dublin, 
it  was  said  that  Bedell  was  encouraging 
the  Natives,  and  accordingly  orders  went 
forth  that  King  should  be  deprived  of 
his  living.  The  Bishop  advised  King  to 
withstand  the  invasion  of  his  rights ;  but 
he  was  seized,  bound  hand  and  foot,  and 
carried  to  Dublin — and  that  was  the  way 
in  which  the  Government  encouraged  the 
Reformation  in  Ireland.  The  reason  is 
alleged  in  a  letter  from  Archbishop  King 
to  Dean  Swift  in  these  words,  ''  Some 
think  that  if  they  were  all  of  one  mind 
the  Church  would  be  too  powerful,"  and 
therefore  cold  water  was  thrown  on  the 
attempt  to  present  the  Reformation  to  the 
Natives  of  Ireland.  But  is  the  present 
generation  to  be  punished  with  the  loss  of 
their  Church  for  the  faults  of  those  200 
years,  and  are  you  to  do  that  which  will 
have  the  effect  of  shutting  the  doors  of 
the  Church  against  the  Roman  Catholics  ? 
We  are  told  that  the  whole  possessions  of 
the  Church  are  in  the  hands  of  one-eighth 
of  the  people.  Now,  my  Lords,  you  will 
find  that  to  be  altogether  a  fallacy.  At 
the  Reformation  the  great  wealth  of  the 
Irish  Church  was  in  the  monasteries. 
They  had  onehalf  the  tithe  of  the  country, 
and  very  large  and  extensive  lands.  When 
the  monasteries  were  dissolved,  the  tithes 
as  well  as  the  lands  were  disposed  of  by 
Henry  YIII.  among  his  courtiers  and 
friends.  The  Bishops  who  conformed  re- 
mained in  possession  of  their  sees  ;  but  to 
use  the  words  of  Bramhall,  **The  alienation 
of  Church  property  by  deeds  and  leases 
was  infinite."  The  bishopric  of  Lismore 
"  was  held"  (he  observes)  *<by  the  Earl 
of  Cork  at  40«.  a  year."  The  whole  pos- 
sessions of  Kildare  were  wasted,  also  the 
temporalities  of  Clogher.  Cloyne  was 
reduced  to  40«.  a  year,  and  Cashell,  Ferns, 
and  Leighlin  were  all  impoverished.  On 
this  subject  Sir  Henry  Sidney  wrote  to 
Queen  Elizabeth — 

'*  If  I  should  write  unto  your  Majesty  what 
spoil  hath  been  and  is  of  bishoprics,  partly  by  the 
Bishops  themselves,  partly  by  the  potentates  their 
noisome  neighbours,  I  should  make  too  long  a 
libel  of  my  letter  ;  but  your  Majesty  may  believe 
that  on  the  fiiceof  the  earth  there  is  not  a  Church 
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in  io  miserable  a  case.  In  many  places  the  walls 
of  the  churches  are  down,  very  few  churches 
covered,  and  windows  and  doors  ruined  and 
spoiled." 

And  this  was  in  Meath,  the  best  peopled 
diocese.  Nor  did  the  benefices  fare  better. 
Of  the  southern  counties,  Edmund  Spenser 
says— 

''  The  benefices  themselves  are  so  mean  and  of 
so  small  profits  in  these  Irish  counties,  through  the 
ill  husbandry  of  the  Irish  people  which  do  inhabit 
them,  that  they  will  not  yield  any  competent 
maintenance  for  any  honest  minister  to  live  upon, 
scarcely  to  buy  him  a  gown." 

Sir  John  Davis  says — 

'*  As  to  the  vicarages  they  are  so  poorly  en- 
dowed as  ten  of  them  being  united  will  scarce 
suffice  to  maintain  an  honest  minister.  For  the 
churches  they  are  for  the  most  part  in  ruins  ;  such 
as  were  presented  to  be  in  reparation  are  covered 
only  with  thatch." 

He  further  observes — "Many  of  the  livings 
are  not  worth  above  40«.  a  year."  Even 
after  the  Restoration  the  Church  was  in 
no  better  case.  All  the  churches  had  been 
ruined,  first  by  the  rebels  and  then  by 
the  soldiers  of  Cromwell ;  and  Williams, 
Bishop  of  Ossory,  writes  thus — 

"  I  went  to  live  on  my  bishopric  at  Kilkenny, 
where  I  found  the  cathedral  church  and  the 
Bishop's  bouse  all  ruined,  and  nothing  standing 
but  iMire  walls  without  windows  but  the  holes, 
and  without  doors.  If  you  walk  through  Ireland, 
as  I  rode  from  Carlingford  to  Dublin,  and  from 
Dublin  to  Kilkenny,  I  believe  that  throughout  all 
your  travel  you  shall  find  it  as  I  found  it  in  all 
the  ways  that  I  wont.  Scarce  one  church  stand- 
ing for  seven  that  are  ruined  and  have  only  walls, 
most  without  roof,  without  doors,  without  win- 
dows." 

The  benefices  in  his  diocese  averaged 
£43  149.  and  a  fraction.  In  1670,  Bishop 
Mossom  gives  this  account  of  the  northern 
diocese  of  Derry — 

"  First,  the  churches,  especially  those  within 
the  twelve  London  proportions,  were  generally 
ruinous,  and  not  one,  except  that  within  the  city, 
was  in  repair,  neither  were  the  inhabitants,  from 
their  extreme  poverty,  anyways  able  to  re-build 
or  to  repair  them  ;  so  that  the  holy  offices  of  God's 
public  worship  were,  for  the  most  part,  adminis- 
tered in  a  dirty  cabin  or  in  a  common  alehouse  ; 
and  also  that  not  only  were  the  churches  ruinous, 
but  likewise  the  ministers  were  generally  and  ne- 
cessarily non-resident,  not  having  any  houses 
upon  their  cures,  not  being  able  through  meanness 
of  estate  to  build  themselves  houses,  nor  could 
they  find  habitations  to  be  hired  upon  the  place." 

Perhaps  I  ought  to  mention  the  subject  of 
tithes.  They  wore  never  easily  collected 
in  Ireland,  and  Bishop  Doyle,  before  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons^ 
said  that  they  were  never  regnlarly  col- 
lected till  the  time  of  Henry  VI II.  For 
a  long  time  they  were  of  small  importance, 
and  added  very  little  to  the  incomes  of  tho 
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clergy.     As  the  proeperity  of  the  country 
inoreased  the  tithes  increased  in  ?a]ue.     In 
1733  the  Irish  House  of  Commons  passed 
a  Resolution,  not  a  Bill,  setting  forth  that 
tithes  of  pasture  land  ought  to  be  resisted, 
and  they  made  a   common  purse,  deter- 
mining that  they  would  oppose  every  clergy- 
man who  went   to  law  to  enforce  those 
tithes.     The  clergy  were  weak  and  sub- 
mitted, and  thus  the  Church  lost  half  of  its 
property.     Tithes  were  taken  off  the  rich 
graziers  and  kept  on  the  poor  tillers  of  the 
soil  ;  and,  perhaps,  the  Irish  Church  never 
received  a  heavier  blow  than  this.     After 
this,  another  quarter  was  taken  off;    and 
in  1832,  Sir  Richard  Griffith  proved  before 
a  Select  Committee  that  tithes  were  only 
one-sixtieth  part  of  the  produce.  The  Church 
now  has  exactly  one-eighth  of  the  original 
tithe  granted  by  Henry  1 1,  at  the  Cooncil  of 
Cashel.     When,  therefore,  it  is  said  that 
we  are  a  minority,  we  reply,  *'  True  ;  but 
we  have  only  one-eighth  of  the  Church  pos- 
sessions/'    It  is  certain  that  if  there  had 
been  but  one  religion  in  Ireland  this  dimi- 
nution of  the  Church  property  would  never 
have  taken  place.      No  Irish  Parliament 
would  have  dared  to  free  themselves  from 
tithes — for  that  is  practically  what   they 
did — and  impose  it  upon  their  constituents. 
If,  then,  our  numbers  are,  by  comparison, 
small,  remember  that  the  tithes  and  other 
possessions  of  the  Church  have,  from  time 
to  time,  been  pared  down,  until  we  now 
have  only  that  proportion  of  Church  pro- 
perty which  would  belong  to  us  if  it  were 
apportioned  according  to  numbers.     After 
the  Reformation  there  were  very  troublous 
tiroes  in  Ireland,  and  it  was  not  until  the 
Revolution  that  the  Church  had  peace,  and 
could  repair  its  wasted  buildings.     What 
it  had  then  principally  to  depend  on  were 
111,000  acres  of  land  given  by  James  I. 
for   the   purpose  of  supporting   the   Pro- 
testant religion  in  Ireland  ;  and,  whatever 
may  come,  I  hope  that  these  lands,  which 
were  given  for  this  special   purpose  long 
after  the  Reformation,  will  be  left  to  be 
devoted  to  the  objects  for  which  they  were 
originally   intended.      At   that    time   the 
poverty  of  the  clergy  was  bo  great  that 
efforts  were  made  on  all  sides  to  relieve 
them.     Bishop  Bramhall  came  over  here, 
and,  with  the   assistance   of   Archbishop 
Laud,  subscriptions  were  raised  and  a  great 
quantity  of  lay  tithes  were  bought  up.     In 
this  way  the  Protestants  of  the  time  were 
enabled  to  recover  possessions  of  the  Church 
to  the  ambunt  of  £40,000  a  year.     Pri- 
mate Boulter  left  £30,000  a  year  in  the 
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middle  of  the  last  century  for  the  purpose 
of  augmenting  small  beuefices.  The  in- 
terest of  that  money  has  been  absorbed  in 
those  benefices,  a  great  number  of  which 
have  been  by  it  augmented.  Primate 
Robinson  and  others  also  left  property  for 
Church  purposes.  Primate  Lindsay  left 
an  estate  in  the  county  of  Down  which 
produces  £900  a-year.  In  this  way  since 
the  Reformation  the  property  of  the  Church 
has  been  gradually  created  ;  and  now  it  is 
proposed  to  us  that,  for  the  sake  of  secur- 
ing religious  equality  in  Ireland,  we  should 
begin  again!  Who  can  tell  what  have 
been  the  benefactions  since  the  Reforma- 
tion ?  Since  I  have  been  in  Armagh  one 
benevolent  nobleman  gave  £6,000  to  in- 
crease three  small  benefices  in  the  diocese. 
The  benefices  of  Ireland  have  thus  grown 
up  from  poverty  to  comparative  comfort ;  • 
that  is,  they  now  average  £250  a  year 
each. 

Another  objection  is  made  to  us,  and 
that  is  that  we  are  the  Church  of  the  rich 
and  are  supported  by  the  poor.  Now, 
neither  of  these  assertions  is  true.  The 
first  is  true  only  in  a  certain  sense.  We 
are  not  supported  by  the  Roman  Catholics. 
No  man  pays  the  tithe  rent-charge;  it  is 
the  land  itself  which  pays  that.  As  to  our 
being  the  Church  of  the  rich,  it  is  true  that 
nine-tenths  of  the  land  is  held  by  Pro- 
testant proprietors ;  but  where  are  they  ? 
In  England,  in  Prance,  in  Italy — all  over 
the  world — anywhere  but  in  Ireland.  From 
my  own  observation  I  should  say  that  there 
is  on  an  average  not  more  than  about  one 
resident  landed  proprietor  in  each  parish  in 
Ireland.  In  some  parishes  there  may  be 
more,  but  one  will  be  about  the  average. 
If  the  Church  were  disestablished,  it  would 
then  be  upon  this  one  proprietor  that  the 
support  of  the  Church  would  fall — for  I 
know  very  well  what  answers  absentees 
give  to  applications  for  money.  I  have 
been  to  long  a  beggar  not  to  know  how 
much  is  to  be  got  by  such  applications. 
*'  My  dear  Sir,"  is  the  answer  you  receive, 
'*  I  do  not  reside  in  Ireland,  and  my  rents 
are  badly  paid.  I  have  schools  and  other 
charities  to  subscribe  to  here,  and  you 
must  allow  me  very  respectfully  to  de- 
cline to  give  anything."  I  will  say  that 
some  years  ago  this  was  a  more  common 
form  of  reply  than  is  given  now,  for  of  late 
there  has  been  a  most  splendid  and  liberal 
response  from  the  laity  on  the  subject  of 
church-building.  Within  ten  years,  I  think, 
£194,000  have  been  subscribed  by  the 
laity  for  this  purpose,  and  churches  haver 
D  [Scc(md  NighLc}^ 
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grown  up  rapidlj  within  the  kst  eentarj. 
In  1730  in  all  Ireland  there  were  onlj  400 
ehureheB ;  in  1806  there  were  1,029,  and 
in  1864  there  were  1,579.  These,  then, 
are  our  own  churches,  huilt  with  our  own 
money.  Tiie  laity  haye  liberally  subscribed 
a  large  proportion  of  the  money  they 
cost,  and  the  grant  in  aid  which  we  get 
is  from  the  money  of  the  Church  in  the 
hands  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners. 
Besides  this  the  glebe  lands  have  been 
greatly  improved  by  the  clergy,  who  have 
built  houses,  hedged,  ditched,  drained, 
planted,  and  made  the  lands  double  their 
former  value,  in  the  full  belief  that  they 
would  never  be  ousted  from  the  possession 
of  them.  I  could  mention  the  name  of  a 
clergyman — I  know  the  circumstances  well 
—  who,  on  100  acres  of  glebe,  valued  per- 
haps at  £2,500,  spent  £500  upon  his 
glebe  house,  of  course  with  the  idea  that 
it  would  remain  permanently  in  the  hands 
of  the  Church.  If  he  thought  it  would 
have  been  taken  away  from  the  Church, 
depend  upon  it  he  would  have  been  loth 
to  expend  that  money.  The  case  1  have 
mentioned  is  one  out  of  many  ;  and  in 
the  parish,  of  the  better  classes  there  will 
be  very  likely  only  the  clergyman  and  the 
squire.  A  noble  Lord  has  asked  how,  if 
the  majority  of  the  clergy  had  only  moderate 
incomes,  they  could  manage  to  be  so  chari- 
table as  they  were  said  to  be  ?  But  a  great 
many  men  go  into  the  Church  in  Ireland, 
having  some  means  of  their  own,  and  with 
a  wish  to  do  good.  If  those  men  had  not 
been  in  the  Church  they  would  never  have 
remained  in  Ireland,  but  would  have  gone 
to  some  place  more  agreeable  to  them. 
But  they  lived  and  worked  in  poor,  and 
tome  of  them  in  desolate  parishes,  support- 
ing their  charities,  and,  in  fact,  doing  every* 
thing  that  a  good,  faithful,  and  devoted 
Christian  minister  ought  to  do.  If  you 
destroy  the  Established  Church  yon  will 
drive  away  from  the  country  a  great  num- 
ber of  most  valuable  residents  of  that  kind. 
As  the  Established  Church  of  Ireland  sinks 
or  recedes,  you  may  depend  upon  it  there 
is  another  Church  there  which  will  advance 
and  rise.  That  other  Church  is  a  powerful 
Church.  It  is  one  which  does  not  acknow- 
ledge the  supremacy  of  the  Queen  but 
acknowledges  the  supremacy  of  a  foreign 
Potentate,  who  at  one  time  was  very  dan- 
gerous to  the  liberties  of  this  country.  If 
you  overthrow  the  Protestant  Church  of 
Ireland  yon  will  establish  the  supremacy 
of  the  Pope,  and  substitute  for  the  supre- 
macy of  the  Queen  that  of  a  foreign  ruler. 
Th$  Archbishop  of  Armagh 


Let  those  who  foolishly  think  that  by  sub- 
verting the   Protestant  Establishment  of 
Ireland  they  will  strike  a  deadly  blow  at 
the  union  of  Church  and  State  remember 
that,  instead  of  doing  that,  they  will  only 
change  a  Church  with  the  Queen  as  its  head 
for  one  with  a   foreign   Potentate  at  its 
,'  head  ;  and  that  in  Ireland  you  will  have  an 
I  impertum  in  imperio.      Then  the  power 
I  and  authority  of  the  Queen  will,  as  was 
I  said  in  old  times  in  Ireland,  be  held  only 
I  at  the  Pope's  discretion.     Tou  may  flatter 
j  yourselves  that  you  will  have  got  rid  of 
the  Irish  difficulty  when  you  have  abolished 
the  Irish  Church  ;   but  you  will  find  that 
that  difficulty  has  then  only  begun.     I  re- 
collect well  the  tithe  war  in  Ireland.    Sup- 
pose there  should  be  a  land  war  of  the 
same  description  ?      At  the  time  of    the 
tithe  war,  I  remember  an  immense  raob 
surrounding  a  house  in  my  parish,  when 
the  cry  of  *'  No  tithe  !  "  was  raised  ;    but 
afterwards  the  cry  of  "  No  rent !  "  waa  aet 
up,  and  when  that  once  began  the  cry  of 
**  No  tithe  !  "  was  immediately  given   up 
and  forgotten.     Do  not  imagine  that  if  jou 
overthrow   the   Irish   Established  Church 
there  will  not  be,  as  there  was  in  earlier 
days,  a  very  extensive  emigration  of  Pro. 
testants,  comprising  many  of  the  best,  the 
soundest,  most  loyal,  and  most  induatrioua 
of  Her  Majesty's  Irish  subjects.     You  will 
put  before  the  Irish  Protestants  the  choice 
between   apostacy  and   expatriation,    and 
every  man  among  them  who  has  money  or 
position  when  he  sees  his  Church  go  will 
leave  the  country,  thus  weakening  the  do- 
minion of    England   over  it      Will    jou 
then  adopt  a  course  which  will  certainly 
cause  those  who  have  proved  themaelvea 
for  300  years  to  he  the  best  friends  and 
defenders  of   English  rule  to  flee  from  a 
country  which  they  will  think  doomed  and 
accursed  ?     If  you  do  that  you  will   find 
Ireland  so  difficult  to  manage  that  you  ^wiU 
have  to  depend  on  the  gibbet  and  the  aword  ; 
and  I  think  you  will  then  have  reason    to 
regret  that  you  have  no  longer  the  aid  of 
that   Christian   Church   which   kept    your 
people  together  and  made  English    law, 
English  authority,  English  freedom,    and 
an  English  Bible  respected  and  heloTed. 

The  Earl  of  CORE:  My  Lords.  I 
cannot  forbear  troubling  your  Lordahips 
with  a  few  observations,  being  too  strongly 
impressed  with  the  momentous  nature  of 
the  subject  under  consideration,  and  its 
deep  importance  to  the  English  as  well  aa 
Iriah  people,  to  let  it  pass  by  in  atlenoe. 
For  in  the  future  position  of  the  Angrliean 
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Church  in  Ireknd  is  iii?ol?ed  so  maeh  of 
the  future  conteDtmeni,  happiness,  and 
prosperity  of  that  countrj,  that  it  is,  I  he- 
lioTOy  scareelj  possible  to  over-estimate  the 
decision  at  which  jou  may  arri?e  respect- 
ing it.  The  social  statos  of  the  great  mass 
of  the  Irish  people  is  to  a  great  extent  at 
stake  now — hesides  the  larger  financial 
qoestion,  which  we  must  all  feel  will  need 
not  onlj  ferj  serious  considerstion  in  deal- 
ing with  it  but,  where  vested  interests  are 
concerned,  the  utmost  circumspection  in 
disposing  of  them.  Difficult,  however,  as 
the  arrangement'  of  these  details  must  ne- 
cessarily prove,  I  look  upon  them  as  small 
in  comparison  with  the  chief  question  of 
the  Bill— namely,  the  maintenance  or 
abolition  of  an  international  Church  Es- 
tablishment, opposed  to  those  principles  of 
religions  equality  for  which  the  Liberals 
of  all  classes  in  this  country  have  ever 
contended,  and  whioh  they  view  as  the  sole 
permanent  basis  of  peace  and  unity.  The 
existing  position  of  that  Church  is,  in  point 
of  fact,  so  unprecedented  elsewhere,  so 
unique  of  its  kind  in  both  past  and  present 
history,  and  comprises  so  many  varied 
anomalies,  that  no  one,  I  imagine,  would 
ever  think  of  answering  in  the  affirmative 
the  query  invariably  put  by  writers  of  the 
Press  and  others  on  the  subject  as  to  whe- 
ther the  foundation  of  a  similar  institution 
would  be  possible  in  these  days.  To  ap- 
preciate thoroughly  the  spirit  of  heart- 
burnings snd  grievances  which  it  has 
always  excited  among  those  whose  in- 
terests hove  been  affected  by  it,  one  has 
need  to  trace  the  Irish  Church  step  by 
step  from  its  origin  as  a  recognised  Estab- 
lishment in  the  earlier  times,  when  it  was 
in  accordance  with  the  faith  of  the  country, 
through  many  a  scene  of  political  intrigue 
and  mismanagement,  to  1560,  when  the 
spread  of  the  Reformation  placed  it  in 
overt  and  acknowledged  opposition  to  the 
great  bulk  of  the  population.  How  united 
and  how  earnest  was  the  struggle  then 
and  for  long  years  to  come  on  the  part  of 
all  classes  no  one  who  has  read  Irish  his- 
tory can  ignore  ;  but  repudiated  as  it  has 
been  ever  since,  and  oven  down  to  our 
times  continued  to  be,  by  the  people,  can 
we  look  at  it  as  other  than  a  prominent 
cause  of  alienation  from  England  in  their 
hearts,  and  a  terrible  contradiction  to  that 
uise  troth  enunciated  by  Lord  Eldon, 
'*  That  the  union  of  Church  and  State  is 
not  to  make  the  Church  political,  but  the 
State  religious  ?  *'  In  saying  thus  much 
I  do  not  wish  to  over-state  the  case,  whioh 


is  already  sufficiently  strong  on  its  own 
grounds.  I  do  not  imply,  much  less  assert, 
that  the  settlement  of  the  Church  question 
is  the  only  Balm  of  Gilead.  I  am  not  so 
sanguine  as  to  expect  that  all  wounds 
will  thereby  be  cicatrized,  all  grievances 
allayed  thenceforth  and  for  ever.  Many 
other  points  will  remain  at  issue,  calling 
for  nice  adjustment  and  delicate  handling; 
but  we  all  know  the  envenomed  nature  of 
so-called  religious  differences,  how  they 
militate  against  those  feelings  of  justice 
and  harmony  which  alone  make  legislation 
fit  to  endure  and  to  be  endured,  and  how, 
more  than  any  others,  they  exemplify  the 
*'  rarity  of  Christian  charity  under  the  sun." 
And,  while  I  entertain  the  strongest  con- 
viction that  in  this  instance  justice  and  ex- 
pediency work  hand  in  hand  in  calling  for 
a  change,  I  am  unable,  I  own,  to  attach 
much  weight  to  the  arguments  brought 
forward  on  the  other  side.  My  Lords,  I 
cannot  and  I  do  not  believe  that  the  dis- 
establishment in  Ireland  will  effect  even 
remotely  the  Established  Church  in  Eng- 
land. No  parallel,  it  appears  to  me,  can 
bo  drawn  between  them,  except  for  the 
sake  of  contempt.  They  stand  upon  com- 
pletely separate  grounds.  They  differ  in 
sundry  minor  but  by  no  means  unimportant 
matters  of  detail  as  to  government  and 
discipline,  and  in  their  practical  working 
it  is  almost  impossible  to  allow  odequately 
for  the  enormous  differences  which  exist 
between  them.  The  Church  of  England  is 
English — the  Church  of  Englishmen  re- 
cognizing the  language  and  nationality  of 
its  members.  Ignorance  of  English  is  a 
bar  to  preferment  to  an  English  living,  and 
ignorance  of  Welsh  is  a  similar  bar  where 
Welsh  is  commonly  spoken.  The  Irish 
language  and  nation  are  ignored  by  the 
Establishment  in  Ireland.  Abofo  all,  there 
is  this  terrible  fact,  that  the  Anglican 
Church  in  Ireland  numbers  only  12  per 
cent  of  the  population  ;  it  is  rejected  by 
the  mass  of  Irishmen,  who  regard  it  as  a 
Church  hostile  to  themselves,  and  endowed 
with  the  spoils  of  their  own  ancient  Church. 
WherCi  my  Lords,  shall  we  find  a  parallel 
to  this  in  England,  or,  indeed,  in  any  other 
country  ?  I  must,  moreover,  call  your  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  in  insisting  on  the 
differences  between  the  two  Churches,  I 
am  only  dwelling  upon  what  has  been  re- 
peatedly recognised  by  Parliament  as  form- 
ing the  basis  of  their  separate  treatment. 
Sir  John  Nicoll,  then  the  chief  ecclesias- 
tical Judge  in  England,  on  Mtfy,  30,  1623, 
insisted  that  the  Preamble  of  the  Tithes 
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Bill  Bhould  be  altered  by  the  Irish  Secre- 
tary 80  aB  to  express  those  differences. 
Sir  John  Nicoll  said — 

"This  Bill  would  be  highly  objectionable  in 
England,  but  the  ease  mi^t  be  different  as  it 
aflects  Ireland.  The  circumstances  of  the  two 
parts  of  the  kingdom  are  widely  different.  They 
stood  in  this  respect  rather  in  contrast  than 
parallel  to  each  other." 

In  1833  William  IV.  thus  addressed  bis 
Parliament — 

^  In  the  further  reforms  that  may  be  necessary 
you  will  probably  find  that,  though  the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  Ireland  is  by  law  permanently 
united  with  that  of  England,  the  peculiarities  in 
their  respeoti?e  circiunstances  will  require  a  sepa- 
rate legislation." 

My  Lords,  it  has  been  declared  that  in 
assenting  to  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Irish  Church  the  Coronation  Oath  would 
be  violated.  But  might  not  the  same 
charj^e  hare  been  preferred  with  greater 
justice  against  Queen  Elizabeth  when  she 
put  down  the  Roman  Catholic  Church, 
which  she  found  established  by  the  legis- 
lation of  her  predecessor?  Prescription, 
too,  is  strongly  urged  as  a  plea  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  Establishment,  and 
that,  no  doubt,  is  a  strong  argument 
when  the  property  of  individuals  is  con- 
cerned ;  but  with  regard  to  the  property 
of  corporate  bodies  Parliament  has  always 
recognized  a  distinction.  On  this  point  I 
may  cite  the  opinion  of  Lord  AUhorpe, 
who  was  once  the  Colleague  of  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)— 

"lie  admitted  that  it  was  very  dangerous  to 
assert  any  principle  which  interfered  with  any 
established  right  of  property,  fle  could  not, 
however,  admit  that  there  was  any  analogy  be- 
tween Church  property  and  that  of  corporations, 
and  still  less  was  there  any  between  it  and  the 
property  of  private  individuals  which  comes  to 
them  by  inheritance.  In  the  case  of  the  holders 
of  Church  property,  they  obtained  their  rights 
neither  by  inheritance  nor  purchase,  but  by  the 
arbitrary  choice  of  the  Crown,  or  of  certain  indi- 
TJduals  who  held  the  right  of  appointing  them." 

Tithes  have  thus  been  altered  and  mi- 
nisters' money  abolished,  yet  none  of 
these  measures  have  had  the  slightest 
effect  upon  the  Church  of  England,  which, 
on  the  contrary,  has  of  late  wonderfully 
improved  in  zeal  and  efficiency.  If  the 
Church  is  disestablished,  it  seems  to  me 
that  upon  its  own  behaviour  it  will  mainly 
depend  whether  its  proper  influence,  both 
spiritual  and  temporal,  be  impaired  or 
diminished.  The  Roman  Catholic  Church 
has  maintained  its  powers  under  disestab- 
lishment and  persecution ;  whereas  the 
Anglican  Church  in  Ireland  will  have  no 
political  restrictions,  no  penal  laws  affect- 
2%e£arlo/Cork 


ing  its  life  and  liberty.  The  fault  must 
clearly  be  vith  its  ministers  if  it  fails 
henceforth  to  hold  its  place  as  a  Christian 
Church  in  the  land.  The  time,  indeed, 
appears  at  hand  when  such  a  concession  to 
that  spirit  of  progress  which  characterises 
the  age  in  which  we  live  can  scarcely  be 
evaded.  Religious  equality  is  every  day 
becoming  more  and  more  a  necessity  in 
Ireland.  As  education  increases  so  does 
the  knowledge  of  national  wrongs  and  the 
determination  to  redress  them.  As  wealth 
augments  among  Roman  Catholics  so  does 
the  self-respect  which  protests  against  the 
ascendancy  of  the  creed  of  the  minority. 
Roman  Catholics  have  been  admitted  to 
offices  of  trust  and  rank,  and  their  loyalty 
to  the  GoYcrnment  is  not  doubted.  They 
feel  that  while  the  Church  Establish meut 
exists  a  standing  insult  is  offered  to  their 
faith.  They  complain  of  what  Archbishop 
Whately  once  described  as  "  the  sort  of 
insult  implied  by  the  spectacle  of  an  en- 
dowed clergyman  whose  flock  was  not  of 
his  persuasion."  The  very  temperate  de- 
claration of  Roman  Catholic  laymen  against 
the  Establishment  was  signed  by  nearly 
every  Roman  Catholic  Peer,  Member  of 
Parliament,  and  large  landed  proprietor. 
If  this  appeal,  backed  as  it  is  by  such 
large  majorities  in  the  House  of  Cood- 
mons,  be  not  listened  to,  a  fresh  opportu- 
nity will  be  afforded  to  the  enemies  of 
British  rule  to  urge  the  uselessness  of  ap- 
peals to  the  Legislature  for  the  redresa  of 
Irish  wrongs.  The  justice  of  the  claim  of 
nearly  5,000.000  of  Roman  Catholics  to 
equality  is  undoubted,  and  the  expediency 
of  acceding  to  it  indisputable.  Let  us,  then, 
beware  how  we  ignore  the  one  and  deny 
the  others.  The  Act  of  1689  for  aboliali- 
ing  prelacy  in  Scotland,  commenced  with 
this  Preamble — 

**  Whereas  the  Estatei  of  thii  Kingdom  in 
their  claim  of  right  declared  that  prelacy  is  and 
bath  been  a  great  and  insupportable  griemnce  to 
the  nation,  and  contrary  to  the  inclinations  of  the 
people,  Ac.,  the  King  and  Queen's  Majesties 
do  declare  that  ihej  will  settle  that  Church  go- 
vernment in  this  kingdom  which  is  most  agreeable 
to  the  inclinations  of  the  people,  Ac," 

That  Act  gave  peace  and  prosperity  to 
Scotland.  Let  me  entreat  your  Lord- 
ships to  imitate  the  wise  policy  of  your 
ancestors,  and  no  longer  to  oppose  a  mea- 
sure which  is  ardently  desired  by  the 
people  of  Ireland. 

The  Duke  op  RUTLAND  :  My  Lords, 
I  must  apologize  for  intruding  on  yoar 
Lordships'  attention  when  there  are  ao 
many  other  Members /of  the  House    who 
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eao  address  joo  with  fiar  greater  ability 
tban  I  ean  do  ;  but  I  feel  stronglj  on  this 
qnestioii,    and   therefore   wish   briefly   to 
express  my  opinion  upon  it.     I  oppose  this 
Bill  on  two  grounds,  I  hold  it  to  be  unjast, 
nnfur,  and  inexpedient  to  disestablish  and 
disendov  the  Irish  Church.     Even,  how- 
eter,  if  I  thought  such  a  policy  just  and 
expedieot,  I  should  equally  object  to  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill  on  the  ground 
tbat  this  is  neither  the  time  nor  the  manner 
in  which  the  question  should  be  dealt  with. 
I  vish,  as  far  as  possible,  to  avoid  any  ac* 
riflsonioos  feeling,  and  your  Lordships  know 
that  I  am  not  a  violent  partisan  ;  but  I 
most  saj  that  if  there  have  been  any  party 
or  aenmoBioua  feeling  on  either  side  of  the 
House  the  blame  does  not  lie  with  the  Go- 
TefBDent  or  its  supporters  —  it  must  rest 
with  those  who  have  brought  forward  this 
question  at  a  time  when  they  knew — and 
iadeed   acknowledged  —  that  it  could  not 
be  settled.     Now,  it  has  been  urged  that 
it  ia  unjust  that  Roman  Catholics  should 
have  to  support  a  clergy  to  whose  religion 
they  are  opposed.     The  answer  to  that  as- 
sertion ia  this — that  nine-tenths  of  the  in- 
eoBie  of  the  Church  in  Ireland  comes  out 
of  the  pockets  of  Protestant  landlords.  As 
to  the  right  of  the  State  to  interfere  with 
Chafeh  property,  I  admit  that  Parliament 
has  the  same  right  to  interfere  with  it  as 
with  the  property  of  any  other  corporate 
hody;  bat  though  I  listened  attentively  to 
the  speech  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(LordEomilly),  I  failed  to  understand  what 
^ntioetion  there  is  between  property  be- 
loBpeg  to  the  Irish  Church  and  that  be- 
leogTog  to  any  other  corporation,  so  far  as 
the  fight  is  concerned.     The  State  inter- 
ims, no  doubt,  with  corporate  property 
when  it  has  been  wrongly  applied  ;  and 
even  with  private  property  in  the  case  of 
laiiways  and  public  improvements,  but  it 
does  so  only  when  the  public  good  requires 
it.     Now,  1  cannot  see  that  such  a  case 
for  interference  exists  with  regard  to  the 
Irish  Church.     It  has  been  urged,  indeed, 
thai  that  Church  has  failed  in  its  mission  ; 
bet  I  think  it  has  been  shown  by  the  most 
nv.  Prelate  (the  Archbishop  of  Armagh) 
that  the  contrary  ia  the  fact.     If  I  wanted 
iadependent  evidence,  it  is  not  from  the 
Irish  Church— it  is  not  from  this  side  of 
^  House — I  would  seek  it.  I  would  apply 
to  the  eandoor  of  the  noble  Earl  who  ad- 
dressed OS  from  the  opposite  side  last  night 
(te  Earl  of  Clarendon),  and  who  read  to 
la  a  paragraph  in  which  it  was  stated  that 
the  Irish  clergymen  as  a  body  have  nobly 


done  their  duty.  If  that  is  not  sufficient, 
I  would  appeal  to  another  noble  Earl  op- 
posite, who  some  time  ago  thought  it  not 
beneath  his  dignity  to  preside  at  a  meet- 
ing in  St.  James's  Hall  (Earl  Russell).  I 
have  not  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl  by 
me,  and  therefore  if  I  misquote  him  I  hope 
he  will  correct  me.  As  I  understand,  he 
said  be  had  always  been  of  opinion,  and 
was  still  of  opinion — whatever  the  altera- 
tion which  his  other  sentiments  might  have 
undergone — that  the  Irish  Church  had  pro- 
moted religion  and  morality  in  Ireland. 
Well,  my  Lords,  if  that  is  the  case,  do  you 
mean  to  tell  me  that  the  Irish  Church, 
which  has  always  promoted  religion  and 
morality  in  Ireland,  has  not  fulfilled  its 
mission  ?  The  noble  Earl  went  on  at  that 
meeting  to  say— 

'*  But  there  is  another  principle  which  I  have 
discovered,  and  which  to  mj  mind  is  superior  to 
religion  and  morality,  and  that  principle  is 
equality." 

I  hope  I  have  not  misquoted  the  noble 
Earl.  I  read  his  speech  with  great  regret 
to  think  that  at  the  close  of  his  official  and 
useful  career  he  should  have  made  such  a 
statement.  At  the  same  time  his  statement 
was  gratifying  to  me,  in  so  far  as  it  went 
to  show  that  the  Irish  Church  had  fulfilled 
its  mission.  There  is  another  argument 
in  favour  of  this  measure  to  which  I  shall 
address  myself  for  a  few  moments.  It  is, 
that  the  Irish  Church  is  a  badge  of  con- 
quest. Now,  on  an  excitable,  generous, 
and  noble  people  like  the  Irish  that  state- 
ment is  calculated  to  have  a  great  effect ; 
but  I  deny  it.  T  deny  that  the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  Ireland  was  introduced 
by  the  conquest  of  that  country.  In  1172 
Henry  II.,  instigated  by  Pope  Adrian,  con- 
quered Ireland,  which  up  to  that  time  pos- 
sessed an  independent  Church.  The  Ro- 
man Catholic  Church  was  then  brought 
into  Ireland,  and  the  Reformation  only  re- 
placed the  Church  which  had  existed  be- 
fore the  conquest.  The  noble  Earl  who 
spoke  last,  to  use  a  vulgar  expression, 
'*let  the  cat  out  of  the  bag."  He  said 
the  vote  your  Lordships  are  called  upon  to 
come  to  to-night  is  not  as  to  this  Bill,  but 
is  a  vote  of  "Aye**  or  "No**  on  the  question 
whether  you  will  preserve  or  destroy  the 
Irish  Church.  Therefore,  my  Lords,  let 
us  clearly  understand  what  it  is  we  are 
about  to  vote  upon.  We  have  been  threat- 
ened, we  have  been  warned,  we  have  been 
told  that  we  must  not  put  ourselves  in  op- 
position to  the  majority  in  "  another  place;*' 
but,  my  Lords,  with  all  due  respect  to  that 
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majority — and  no  one  has  a  higher  respect 
for  the  House  of  Commons  than  I  have — 
I  do  saj  this,  that  Fdo  not  think  we  ought 
to  regulate  our  Totes  solely  and  entirely  by 
the  opinion  of  any  Hoase  of  Commons  that 
may  be  in  existence.  And,  with  regard  to 
this  majority  in  **  another  place/'  it  is  a  ma- 
jority that  has  condemned  itself.  It  has 
committed  what  I  may  describe  as  the 
greatest  weakness  a  public  body  can  be 
guilty  of.  It  may  be  right  or  it  may 
bo  wrong,  but  it  has  committed  political 
suicide.  It  has  destroyed  itself,  and  it  has 
placed  on  the  Journals  and  Votes  of  the 
House  of  Commons  its  deliberate  opinion 
that  it  does  not  represent,  as  at  present 
constituted,  the  feelings  and  wishes  of  the 
people  of  England.  It  has  written  that 
on  the  page  of  history,  and  it  has  there- 
fore declared  that  it  is  incompetent  to 
deal  with  any  measure  of  importance,  and 
much  less  with  a  measure  of  such  trans- 
cendent importance  as  that  for  the  de- 
struction of  the  Irish  Church.  My  Lords, 
there  may  be  grievances  and  anomalies,  and 
if  there  be  by  all  means  let  them  be 
considered  and  removed  at  the  proper 
time ;  but  it  will  be  a  gracious  act  of 
your  Lordships'  House  towards  the  country 
and  the  new  House  of  Commons  to  give 
them  an  opportunity  of  saying  whether  or 
not  they  are  in  favour  of  the  destruction  of 
an  Establishment  which  has  existed  for  at 
least  three  centuries.  My  Lords,  I  never 
gave  a  rote  with  a  clearer  conscience  than 
the  one  I  shall  give  to-night,  nor  did  I 
ever  give  one  with  more  hope  than  I  now 
entertain  that  Parliament  will  hand  down 
to  the  remotest  posterity  of  Irishmen  the 
blessing  which  our  ancestors  conferred  upon 
Ireland. 

The  Duke  op  SOMERSET :  My  Lords, 
I  listened  to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Duke 
who  has  JQst  sat  down  (the  Duke  of 
Rutland)  as  I  listened  to  the  other  speeches 
addressed  to  your  Lordships  from  that  side 
of  the  House,  with  the  greatest  attention. 
I  can  assure  noble  Lords  on  that  side  of 
the  House  that  no  one  can  be  more  anxious 
than  I  am  that  this  House  should  not  place 
itself  in  a  false  position  with  regard  to  a 
question  which  is  of  great  importance  now, 
and  which  promises  to  become  still  more 
so  in  the  future.  The  subject  of  the  Irish 
Church  is  undoubtedly  opening  upon  us ; 
and  I  therefore  at  once  ask  your  Lordships 
whether  yon  are  determined  to  stand  by 
that  Church  as  it  is  now  ?  Now,  my  Lords, 
I  fenture  to  say  that  this  is  a  serious 
question.  Tou  noble  Lords  on  the  Qo- 
The  Duie  of  Rutland 


vemment  side  of  the  House  have  been  for 
many  years  under  the  Leadership  of  the 
noble  Earl  lately  at  the  head  of  the  Ad- 
ministration.    I  admire  the  ability  and  I 
respect  the  character  of  that  noble  E&rl. 
In  my  opinion  he  has  every  qualificsiion 
for  the  Leader  of  a  great  party— except 
judgment.     He  led  you  through  the  cam< 
paign  in  support  of  the  Com  Laws,  and 
since  then  through   campaigns  on  other 
great  questions  ;  but  what  has  become  of 
your  glorious   majorities  and  yoor  **No 
surrender?"     I  ask  you   now,  not  in  & 
party  spirit,  but  as  a   Member  of  jour 
Lordships'  House,  to  calmly  consider  what 
position  you  are  going  to  take  op  on  this 
Irish  Church  question.     Do  you  mean  to 
say  that  you  will  stand  by  the  Irish  Chnrch 
exactly  as  it  is  ?    I  believe  not.    As  far  as 
I  can   understand  what  has  fallen  from 
Members  of   the    Government   thej  aaj 
this—"  We  will  not  stand  by  the  present 
distribution  of  the  revenues  of  the  Irish 
Church  ;  but  we  hold  that  those  revennes 
should  be  applied  for  the  purposes  of  that 
Church."     That,  I  think,  is  your  position. 
The  noble  Earl  on  the  cross-Benches  (Earl 
Grey)  would  take  all  those  revenues,  put 
them  in  a  common  fund,  and  divide  them 
among  different  religious  denominations. 
But  the  noble  Lord  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees  warned   us  against  the  saoHlego 
we  were  about  to  commit.     It  was  quite 
frightful  to  hear  the  sins  with  which  he 
charged    us.      But,  for   myself,  I  must 
say  that  I   am  not  in   any  way  respon- 
sible for  this  Bill ;    and   as  regards  the 
Resolutions   neither  am  I  responsible  for 
them.     But  this  Bill  has  come  to  us,  and 
you,  at  least,  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House  ought  to  be  very  glad  to  haveiti 
and  for  this  reason — that  you  made  a  great 
complaint  because  the  Resolutions  of  the 
House  of  Commons  were  not  laid  before 
you.    You  said,  "Why  should  we  not  hare 
them  ?    they  ought  to  be  laid  before  us. 
Let  us  have  them,  and  deal  with  them,  and 
discuss  them,"  said  the  right  rev.  Prelatea 
— who,  no  doubt,  were  very  eager  to  dis- 
cuss the  question.     Now  you  can  discuss  it; 
and  you  ought  to  be  very  much  obliged  to 
the  Gentleman  in  the  House  of  Comnioni 
who,  with  what  prudence  I  will  not  saj, 
have  sent  you  up  this  Bill  to  discuss.    lOO 
hove  got  the  whole  question  before  you* 
The  Bill  prevents  the  creation  of  any  new 
vested  interests.      Well,  my  ^^''"Jv,  f 
thirty  years  I  have  voted  for  a  large  reduc- 
tion in  the  Irish  Church,  and  I  believe  k 
would  be  well  if  we  had  carried  that  m««- 
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Bore  years  ago.  I  was  Feminded  of  the 
debate  on  the  Appropriation  Clause  when 
listening  to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Derby),  for  he  re- 
called many  phrases  which  struck  me  as 
familiar.  The  noble  Earl  had  evidently 
been  ransacking  some  of  his  old  pigeon- 
boles,  for  he  brought  out  the  very  argu- 
ments which  did  duty  in  1836  or  there- 
abontSy  and  be  told  us  what  opinions  were 
entertained  br  Lord  Palmerston  in  1828. 
In  the  year  1828  those  arguments  did  ver^ 
well,  but  are  they  gravely  to  be  put  for- 
ward in  the  present  day  ?  I  regretted  that 
the  noble  Earl  should  have  taken  this  line, 
and  regretted  it  the  more  because  nobody 
admires  the  ability  of  the  noble  Earl  more 
than  1  do.  It  has  been  said  that  whoerer 
votes  for  this  Bill  must  be  in  favour  of 
entire  disestablishment  and  disendowment. 
Now,  the  Bill,  as  far  as  it  goes,  contnins 
neither  disestablishment  nor  disendowment. 
Disendowment  was  not  even  in  the  Resolu- 
tions, and  in  Mr.  Gladstone's  introductory 
statement  the  disendowment  was  very 
limited.  The  great  fault  found  with  his 
speech  by  many  persons  was  this—"  You 
are  going  to  make  a  grest  change  in  the 
Irish  Church,  and  at  the  same  time  jou 
propose  to  allow  three-fifths  or  two-thirds 
of  its  property  to  remain  in  the  hands  of 
the  Church.*'  But  that  proposal  is  not  in 
the  present  Bill ;  there  is  nothing  like  it  in 
the  present  Bill.  What  the  scheme  of 
distribution  may  be  I  confess  I  do  not 
know,  for  I  have  not  seen  it.  [*'  Hoar, 
hear !  "]  I  admit  it ;  I  admit  that  1  do 
not  know  what  the  scheme  is,  and  that  I 
am  not  prepared  to  discuss  it.  ['*  Hear, 
bear !  "]  I  have  not  heard,  up  to  the  pre- 
sent, of  any  one  who  is  prepared  to  discuss 
it.  [*'  Hear,  hear !  "]  All  1  have  heard 
is  the  proposal  that  three-fifths  or  two- 
thirds  of  the  property  of  the  Church  shall 
Btill  remain  to  it,  and  that  all  vested  in- 
terests are  to  be  respected.  1  admit  to  the 
full  the  great  difficulties  of  this  question. 
I  heard  the  speech  of  the  right  rev.  Pro- 
late (the  Bishop  of  London)  last  night  ;  it 
was  a  very  able  speech,  and  I  agree  with 
a  good  deal  of  it.  It  showed  the  great 
difficulties  of  the  question,  and  that  be- 
fore dealing  with  this  subject  we  must 
consider  it  much  more  completely.  At  the 
same  time  1  say  this  Bill  has  a  value  ;  ond 
for  this  reason  —  it  is  a  declaration  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  that  we  are  prepared  to 
consider  it.  If  you  come  to  details,  I  ad- 
mit there  are  great  difficulties  in  any  Bill. 
I  cannot    conceive    myself  how    such  a 


scheme  is  to  work.  ["Hear,  hear!"] 
Yes,  I  am  willing  to  admit  the  difficulties 
which  must  attend  the  carrying  out  such 
a  scheme.  That  was  the  reason  which 
induced  roe  to  rise  ;  I  am  not  going  to 
make  a  party  speech.  But  you  say  that 
this  Bill  is  brought  forward  with  a  party 
motive  ;  that  we  want  to  turn  you  out 
and  to  get  upon  those  Benches  ourselves. 
I  at  least  do  not  want  to  get  into 
that  place  of  humiliation !  I  assure  you 
that  I  enjoy  myself  very  much  more  upon 
this  side  of  the  House,  in  freedom,  than  I 
ever  did  upon  those  Benches.  But  to  return 
to  this  Bill  and  the  scheme  of  disestablish- 
ment. Under  it  we  are  invited  to  deal 
with  the  Church  in  this  way — If  a  Bishop 
dies  he  is  not  to  be  replaced,  or  if-  the 
incumbent  of  a  parish  dies  he  is  not  to  be 
replaced  ;  but  vested  interests,  as  lortg  as 
they  continue,  are  to  be  preserved.  There- 
fore, in  one  diocese  a  Bishop  may  live  for 
thirty  years  —  and  I  hope  that  many  of 
them  will  live  for  the  next  thirty  years — 
and  retain  full  jurisdiction,  while  the  very 
next  see  may  be  vacant  the  whole  time. 
In  the  same  way  one  parish  may  have  its 
incumbent  performing  his  duties  for  the 
next  thirty  or  forty  years,  while  in  the 
adjoining  parish  the  voluntary  principle 
perforce  will  be  at  work.  As  far  as  I  can 
see,  the  whole  state  of  transition  is  one 
that  is  intolerable.  If  it  is  to  be  carried 
out  it  must  bo  by  some  different  arrange- 
ment ;  but  what  that  is  to  be  I  confess  I 
do  not  know.  I  will  take  another  case — 
that  of  tlio  noble  Lord  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland.  I  will  suppose  him  attending 
with  all  his  state,  and  with  that  great 
courtesy  and  ability  which  never  fail  to 
distinguish  him,  at  some  important  ga- 
thering. By  his  side,  and  on  his  right 
hand,  there  will  be  a  Roman  Catholic 
Archbishop  in  the  place  of  honour,  and 
some  simple  Protestant  will  naturally  ask, 
"  Where  is  our  Archbishop  ?  "  *»  Oh,  the 
Protestant  Archbishop  I  "—the  reply  will 
be — '*  he  was  abolished  some  time  ago." 
Now,  to  my  mind,  that  is  anything  but 
religious  equality.  I  do  not  understand 
how  religions  equality  is  to  be  insured  ;  I 
see  so  mony  difficulties  in  the  way,  and 
questions  of  such  magnitude,  and  bo  cal- 
culated to  excite  the  feelings  and  passions 
of  men.  But  it  is,  I  think,  most  important 
that  we  should  show  to  our  Irish  fellow- 
subjects  that  we  are  ready  to  entertain 
conciliatory  measures.  I  confess  that  if  I 
were  in  the  midst  of  a  Protestaut  commu- 
nity, and  saw  all  the  revenues  going  to  the 
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Catholio  hierarchy,  I  should  view  such  a 
process  with  the  greatest  jealousy  and  dis- 
like. And  why  should  I  do  to  my  Catholic 
fellow- subjects  that  which  I  should  never 
willingly  endure  myself  ?  I  do  not  want 
to  take  up  your  Lordships*  time  with  de- 
tails of  a  scheme  which  is  not  practically 
before  us ;  but  I  do  wish  to  urge  that 
in  dealing  with  a  question  like  this  the 
House  of  Lords  ought  to  take  a  large 
view,  and  show  that  they  are  willing  to 
give  it  fair  consideration,  without  favour- 
ing or  offending  either  Protestant  or  Bo- 
man  Catholic.  The  most  rev.  Primate  (the 
Archbishop  of  Armagh)  told  us  how  mat- 
ters had  been  managed  in  Ireland  some 
years  ago.  He  showed  most  clearly  that 
the. State  had  robbed  the  Church  of  an 
immense  amount  of  revenue.  I  never  heard 
a  stronger  case  made  out  against  the 
State,  or  the  conduct  of  the  State  from 
the  time  of  Elizabeth  to  the  present  day 
more  bitterly  denounced  than  by  the  right 
rev.  Primate.  My  Lords,  I  will  not  trouble 
you  with  further  observations,  but  when- 
ever the  real  question  comes  before  us,  I 
hope  we  shall  be  able  to  view  it  in  a  spirit 
of  justice  towards  the  Irish  people. 

Thb  Marquess  op  SALISBURY:  I 
must  say  that  I  hope  the  position  of  the 
noble  Duke  upon  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  which  contributes  so  much  to  his 
enjoyment  as  well  as  ours,  will  continue ; 
and  I  hope  the  noble  Duke  will  long  retain 
the  means  of  enjoyment  which  he  is  so 
happy  to  possess.  I  listened  with  great 
interest  to  his  speech,  but  the  only  impres- 
sion left  upon  my  mind  was  somewhat  per- 
plexing ;  for,  as  I  understood  him,  it  was 
his  opinion  that  this  Bill  was  absurd,  could 
not  possibly  work,  and  would  produce 
effects  of  the  most  ludicrous  character,  yet 
that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  for  the 
credit  of  your  Lordships'  House  that  you 
should  pass  the  Bill  without  delay.  Of 
course,  I  am  not  as  old  a  Member  of  this 
House  as  the  noble  Duke,  and  I  do  not 
know  in  what  way  the  credit  of  your 
Lordships*  House  may  be  hest  maintained  ; 
but  my  impression  is  that,  unless  the  nature 
of  the  people  of  England  has  altered  very 
much  within  the  last  few  days,  their  opi- 
nion of  your  Lordships'  House  will  be  in- 
creased rather  than  diminished  by  your 
refusing  to  pass  a  Bill  which  is  declared, 
even  by  those  who  are  friendly  to  it,  to  be 
absurd  and  unworkable.  The  noble  Duke's 
speech  was  distinguished  by  one  peculiarity 
for  which  I  heartily  thank  him,  and  that  is 
that  he  did  discuss  the  Bill  before  the 
The  BuJce  of  Somerset 


fLOBDS)  {Irelant)  Bill  80 

House  ;  whereas  the  noble  Earl  who  opened 
this  debate  (Earl  Granville)  appeared  to 
show  a  steady  and  ostentatious  contempt 
for  the  Bill  which  he  was  introducing  to 
your  Lordships'  notice.  He  discussed 
everything  in  Europe  and  out  of  Europe-— 
he  went  to  England,  to  Scotland,  to  Ca- 
nada, among  all  his  foreign  friends,  hut  I 
could  not  hear  one  single  observation  about 
the  Bill  submitted  to  your  Lordships  except 
that  he  thought  there  might  be  a  great 
many  plausible  things  said  against  it.  Now 
a  Bill  introduced  to  your  Lordships  under 
such  auspices  I  think  requires  some  careful 
weighing  before  you  proceed  to  vote  upon 
it  on  grounds  wholly  unconnected  with  it, 
and  not  contained  within  the  four  comers 
of  its  clauses.  The  truth  is  this  : — The 
Bill  professes  to  be  one  to  leave  the  ques- 
tion open  for  the  decision  of  the  new  Par- 
liament. But  there  is  a  well -recognised 
and  well- understood  means  of  leaving  a 
question  of  this  kind  open  for  considera- 
tion. Whenever  a  Royal  Commission  pro- 
nounces itself  unfavourably  to  any  institu- 
tion or  in  favour  of  alterations,  there 
is  a  form  of  Act  we  constantly  pass  if 
we  wish  to  leave  ourselves  free  to  conGrm 
those  conclusions,  and  that  form  of  Act  is 
perfectly  well  known  to  those  who  are  now 
promoting  this  measure.  It  would  gain 
for  them  all  they  desire — its  simplicity  ia 
extraordinary,  and  it  is  this — ''  After  the 
passing  of  this  Act  any  person  who 
accepts  any  office  in  such  and  such  an 
institution  shall  be  understood  to  hold 
the  office  and  receive  its  emoluments  sub- 
ject to  the  pleasure  of  Parliament."  Ton 
have  done  that  in  connection  with  the 
public  schools ;  you  have  done  that  this 
very  Session  with  respect  to  the  endowed 
schools ;  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to  saj 
that  if,  after  the  vote  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  such  a  Bill  had  come  up  to  your 
Lordships'  House,  I  should  have  felt  there 
was  no  course  open  to  us  but  to  pass  it. 
It  is  quite  clear  that  the  vote  of  the  House 
of  Commons  is  at  leaet  as  important  as  a 
decision  of  a  Royal  Commission;  and  I  atu 
sure  your  Lordships  would  have  been  very 
ready  to  pay  that  deference  to  the  opinion 
of  the  House  of  Commons  which  consists 
in  leaving  a  question  unprejudiced  for  the  de- 
cision of  a  future  Parliament.  But,  knowin^^ 
that  this  was  the  ordinary  course,  having 
these  precedents  before  them,  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill  have  deliberately  set  them  aside ; 
they  have  adopted  measures  which  several 
right  rev.  Prelates  have  shown  will,  if 
carried,  produce  the  greatest  confusion  ia 
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the  ftctoal  administration  of  the  Church  of 
IrehiDd  ;  and  I  can  conclnde  only  that  they 
desire  something    totally    difierent   from 
learing  this  question  entirely  unprejudiced 
for  a  future  Parliament.     I  can  conclude 
only  that  they  desire  by  a  side  wind  and 
in  an  indirect  way  to  procure  the  sanction 
of  your  Lordships  to  the  large  measure  of 
change  which   they   contemplate.      That 
beiog  the  only  interpretation  to  be  put 
opoo  the  very  unsatisfactory  and  remark- 
able provisions  of  this  Bill,  I  must  ask 
myself  before  I   vote  for  it,  what  does  it 
intend  to  do  ?      What  are  these  changes 
whidi  I  am  asked  vaguely  and  indefinitely 
to  sanction    without  having  them  in  any 
shape  before   me  ?      Well,    my   Lords,  I 
have  heard   allusions  to  various  plans  for 
disestablishment  without  disendowment ;  I 
watched  the  noble  Earl  the  late  Foreign 
Secreurj   (the   Earl   of  Clarendon)   last 
night,  and  I  remarked  he  was  very  chary 
of  the  word    '*  disendowment/'      But  on 
the  solitary  occasion  when  he  mentioned 
it   he  favoured  us  with  some  remarkable 
information  ;  he  said  that  two-thirds — the 
greater  part  of  the  property  was  to  be  left 
to  the  Irish  Church.      My  noble  Friend 
who  ordinarily  sits  near  me  (the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon)  made  to-night  a  very  remark- 
able  aod  able  speech.      He  stated  his  in- 
tentioo  distinctly   that  he  would  vote  for 
disestablishment^  but  that  he  was  not  pre- 
i        pared,  except  to  an  apparently  very  limited 
extent,  to  vote  for  disendowment.     I  do 
not   kaow   what   such   schemes    may  be 
vrorth ;  we  hate  not  them  before  us,  and 
I    faate    not    seen    them   stated    in    the 
papers;  when  they  are  laid  before  us   I 
abaJl   be  ready    to    examine    them :    but 
they    have  nothing    to  do    with  the  Bill 
before  us.     This  Bill  is  founded  on  cer- 
tain Besolotions  which  state  in  the  most 
£stinet  and  absolute  way  that  disestab- 
li^ment  is  the  object  of  Mr.  Gladstone, 
who  baa  stated  as  much  in  his  speeches. 
la  langnage  which  can  leave  nothing  to 
deure  from  its  completeness,  he  has  as- 
serted that  every  vestige  of  property,  ex- 
cept. I    think.    Sir  Benjamin  Guinness's 
csdowment,  is  to  be  taken  from  the  Church 
of  Ireland.     Now,  my  noble  Friend  (the 
Bari  of  Carnarvon)  made  many  observa- 
tiois  this  evening  in  which  I  entirely  con- 
car,  if  I  understood  him  rightly,  as  to  the 
uwisdom  onder  present  circumstances  of 
what  is  called  a  pure  no-surrender  policy. 
Personally,  if  I  consulted  my  own  dispo8t> 
tioa,  I  should  have  no  objection  to  fight 
i  nUranee ;  bat  I  confeBSi  from  the  ex- 


perience I  have  had,  my  inclination  is  to 
soy,  *'  How  can  you  expect  to  hold  the  for- 
tress ;  it's  no  use  holding  out,  for  the  troops 
won't  stand  to  their  guns?''  Therefore, 
my  Lords,  if  there  were  any  intermediate 
proposal  before  the  House,  I  should  doubt 
whether  I  should  assent  to  it  or  not — of 
course,  everything  depends  upon  its  pro- 
visions. I  should  esteem  any  Minister 
who  voted  against  his  convictions  in  sup- 
port of  such  a  proposal  wanting  in  self- 
respect,  but  I  should  not  say  that  any 
Member  of  your  Lordships'  House,  who 
cannot  escape  from  responsibility  by  re- 
signing, was  debarred  from  modifying 
his  convictions  in  deference  to  a  great 
public  exigency.  But  these  questions 
do  not  arise  upon  the  present  occa- 
sion. None  of  that  very  eloquent  diatribe 
which  my  noble  Friend  delivered  agfiinst 
those  who  stand  out  for  a  no-surrender 
policy  applies  in  this  instance.  Nothing 
in  the  nature  of  a  eonipromise  —  no- 
thing which  the  most  flattering  critic 
would  describe  as  a  compromise — has  been 
offered  to  the  acceptance  of  either  House 
of  Parliament.  My  Lords,  we  are  told 
that  to  agree  in  time  is  to  prevent  a  de- 
mand for  something  more.'  But  I  have 
no  doubt  that  those  who  brought  forward 
this  proposal  would  have  already  de- 
manded something  more  if  they  had  been 
able  to  find  it.  I  do  not  doubt  their  pos- 
sible power  so  far  as  political  action  is  con- 
cerned ;  but  there  is  this  limit  in  the  na- 
ture of  things,  that  when  yon  have  abo- 
lished a  thiog  you  can  do  nothing  more 
with  it;  and  it  is  an  absolute  and  complete 
spoliation  that  Mr.  Gladstone  has  offered 
to  the  Irish  Church.  The  noble  Duke  who 
has  just  sat  down  (the  Duke  of  Somerset), 
told  us  that  two-thirds  of  its  property  were 
to  be  left  to  the  Irish  Church.  Two* thirds 
of  the  property  I  Why,  I  heard  Mr. 
Gladstone  make  his  calculations,  and  I 
think  it  was  three-fifths  of  the  property 
that  were  to  be  left  to  the  clergymen  of 
the  Church.  These  are  very  estimable 
gentlemen  :  I  am  glad  that  some  provision 
is  to  be  made  for  them ;  it  would  be  a 
great  breach  of  the  rights  of  private  pro- 
perty if  some  were  not  made.  But  as  a 
promise  of  consolation  to  the  Church  of 
Ireland  it  is  absolutely  worthless.  It  is  a 
matter  of  perfect  indifference  to  the  Church 
of  Ireland  whether  the  present  holders  of 
livings  are  compensated  or  not.  Therefore, 
my  Lords,  I  want  to  make  this  point  very 
clear.  We  are  dealing  with  a  Bill  which, 
in  the  first  place  its  own  advocates  will  not 
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defend;  in  the  second  p1ace»  with  a  pro- 
position as  large,  as  extreme,  and  as 
sweeping  as  it  is  possible  for  human  or 
radical  ingenuity  tq  devise.  Now,  mj 
Lords,  on  what  grounds  is  tliis  great  change 
recommended  ?  We  are  told  that  thej  are 
two — that  one  of  them  is  justice,  the  other 
rests  upon  considerations  of  expediency. 
Now,  whenever  we  argue  that  this  thing  is 
dangerous  to  some  other  interests — danger- 
ous to  the  Union  and  to  the  Church — we  are 
mot  with  the  assertion,  **  It  is  just ;  "  and 
because  it  is  just,  we  are  told  we  must  do 
it,  come  what  may.  Well,  let  us  examine 
this  plea  of  justice.  Let  me,  in  the  first 
instance,  take  exception  to  a  species  of 
testimony  with  which  I  may  say  we  have 
been  inundated.  I  think  it  may  be  called 
the  **  foreign-friend  argument."  Several 
noble  Lords  on  the  opposite  Bench,  having 
a  large  foreign  acquaintance,  have  given 
us  the  views  of  their  friends  in  abundance 
— as  if  that  were  the  proper  argument  to 
offer  to  an  English  Parliament ;  they  hare 
told  us  the  opinions  held  in  society  they 
have  been  accustomed  to  frequent;  and  they 
say  so  and  so  is  held  to  be  what  the  House 
of  Lords  should  do.  Well,  my  Lords,  I 
listened  to  the  opinion  of  these  foreign 
friends,  and  I  found  that  the  late  Foreign 
Secretary  (the  Earl  of  Clarendon)  was 
much  smitten  by  the  article  of  an  illustri- 
ous writer  in  the  Bemie  des  Deux  Mondes. 
None  would  be  wanting  in  respect  for  that 
illustrious  writer ;  but  among  his  claims 
for  our  respect  we  must  remember  that  he 
can  boast  of  this  characteristic,  that  he  is 
a  most  earnest  believer  in  the  Church 
in  which  he  was  brought  up,  and  that 
Church  is  the  Koman  Catholic.  I  must 
say  that  if  England  were  judged  on  the 
"  foreign-friend*'  ground — on  the  principles 
put  forward  by  this  critic  in  the  M^vue  des 
Deux  Mondes,  there  are  many  actions  in 
our  history  that  would  he  very  severely 
condemned.  I  even  doubt  whether  my 
noble  Friend's  critic  in  the  Mevue  des  Deux 
Mondes  could  entirely  approve  the  English 
Beformation.  Now,  my  Lords,  when  you 
come  to  talk  of  justice  in  holding  property, 
it  is  a  question  of  title.  If  my  right  to  my 
land  is  good,  it  is  absurd  to  say  there  would 
be  justice  in  taking  it  from  me  and  giving 
it  to  somebody  else.  Therefore  the  ques- 
tion of  justice  resoWes  itself  into  an  exami- 
nation of  the  title  by  which  the  property 
is  held.  No  one  says,  as  I  understand, 
that  this  title  is  bad.  If  it  be  bad,  the 
property  vests  in  some  one  else.  But  we 
nave  no  second  claimant  for  this  property 
The  Marquess  of  Salisbury 


with  which  it  is  proposed  to  deal.  One  of 
the  greatest  difficulties  lying  before  you  in 
this  case  is  the  way  in  which  this  property 
shall  be  applied  if  it  be  taken.  I  do  not 
understand  that  anyone  has  disputed  that 
in  a  Court  of  Law  the  Church's  title  to  this 
property  is  good  ;  but  there  appears  to  be 
some  idea  in  the  minds  of  noble  Lords, 
either  that  the  Church  is  different  from 
other  corporations,  or  that  there  is  some- 
thing weak  in  the  title  of  corporations 
which  exposes  them  to  peculiar  operations 
of  this  kind.  I  am  fully  aware  of  the 
power  of  phrases  judiciously  used.  The 
noble  Earl  who  introduced  this  Bill  (Earl 
Qranville)  told  us  that  the  existing  state 
of  things  was  the  paying  of  the  clergy  of 
a  minority  out  of  a  public  fund.  I  have 
heard  again  that  fund  called  public  pro- 
perty. These  are  very  significant  phrases. 
Whenever  anybody  wants  to  rob  his  neigh- 
bour of  anything  he  always  says  the  thing 
he  covets  is  national  property.  I  speak 
for  a  moment  as  a  Railway  Chairman  when 
I  say  I  have  heard  somebody  lately  assert 
that  railways  are  national  property  :  and  I 
have  heard  the  assertion  with  alarm.  Where 
is  the  title  of  this  national  property  ?  Will 
you  find  it  in  any  deed,  in  any  charter,  in 
any  statute  book,  or  in  any  treatises  of  law  ? 
No.  You  will  not  find  it  in  any  of  these 
things.  It  has  simply  been  evolved  from 
the  innermost  depths  of  the  Liberal  con- 
sciousness. There  is  not  the  slightest  ves- 
tige of  external  proof  in  favour  of  this 
claim  on  the  part  of  the  nation  to  dispose 
of  this  property.  There  is,  indeed,  only 
one  claim  advanced,  and  that  is  that  in 
past  times  violent  Sovereigns  and  unscru- 
pulous Parliaments  have  dealt  with  Church 
property  in  the  manner  that  best  pleased 
their  violent  passions  or  inclinations,  and 
you  conclude  that  because  it  has  once  been 
subjected  to  violence  you  have  the  right  to 
resort  to  violence  again.  But,  beyond  the 
fact  that  this  property  may  have  been  vio- 
lently dealt  with  at  different  portions  of 
our  history,  you  have  no  argument  which 
you  can  urge  in  favour  of  what  you  call  its 
peculiarly  national  character.  Well,  there 
were  some  noble  Lords  who  apparently 
felt  the  weakness  of  these  arguments,  and 
were  alive  to  the  absolute  impossibility 
of  proving  that  the  title  by  which  the 
Church  of  Ireland  holds  its  property  is 
different  from  that  by  which  the  property 
of  any  other  corporation  is  held,  and, 
boldly  supplying  the  link  which  is  missing, 
they  told  us  that  the  property  of  corpora- 
tions was  at  the  pleasure  of  Parliament, 
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The  noble   Earl   opposite    (the    Earl   of 
Eimberlej)  told  us  that  the  State  was  the 
beir  of  corporations  each  as  the  Irish  Church. 
Unfortanatelj  the  State  appears  to  have 
a  power  which  many  heirs  may  enry-^that' 
of  killing  off  the  possessors   of  the   pro- 
perty which  it  desires  to  inherit.     Now,  my 
Lords,  I  can  only  say  with  regard  to  such 
statements  aa   these  that  they  are  based 
opon  a  code  of  law  which  is  totally  new  in 
this  conn  try.      Do  not  imagine  that  yon 
can  perpetrate  this  illogical  Tiolence,  and 
then  go  no  further  than  you  originally  in- 
tended.    I  can  quite  beliere  that  you  in- 
tend to  go    no  further ;    but  others  will 
take  up   the    principles  which   you  haye 
started,  and  drire  in  the  wedge  which  you 
were  the  first  to  insert,  and  the  result  will 
be  that  yoa  will  be  led  into  consequences 
from  which  yoa,  I  beliere,  would  be  the 
fe»t  to  shrink  with  alarm.     But  there  is 
one  peculiarity  in  this  position  to  which  I 
think    the  corporations   of    this   country 
should  hare  their  attention  called.     It  is 
bad  enoogh  that  the  supposed  perpetuity 
of  corporations  should  be  entirely  abolished; 
it  is  bad  enongh  that  it  should  be  laid  down 
thai  Uie  State  is  the  heir  to  the  property 
of  a  eorporation  which  it  may  destroy  at 
any  moment,  or  as  any  party  exigency  may 
arise.    But  obserre  the  peculiarity  of  this 
ease.    It  is  not  because  the  property  has 
been  abased — it  is  not  because  its  trusts 
ka««  not  been  fulfilled — it  is  not  becauBO 
hi  some  esses  its  trusts  hare  become  im- 
psesible  of  fulfilment ;  that  might  be  re- 
"  '  by  a  much  more  moderate  mea- 
-It  is  not  because  its  means  are  re- 
by  other  classes  ;  but  it  is  because 
a  certain  body  of  men  grudge  and  enry 
those  now  in  possession  of  this  property 
that  yon  are  prepared  to  take  it  away  by 
force.     But  how  far  do  you  intend  to  carry 
thia  right  of  dispossession  and  to  yield  to 
demands  dictated  by  feelings  of  grudge 
aad  CBTy  ?   Now,  my  Lords,  I  do  not  wish 
to  posh  too  far  the  analogy  between  cor- 
pevate  and  pri? ate  property.     I  am  willing 
ta  adcaowledge  the  rery  great  difference, 
the  exktenee  of  which  erery  one  must  see; 
bat  I  fed  convinced  that  if  you  familiarize 
tbe  Binds  of  the  people  of  this  country 
with  the  idea  of  yielding  to  the  mere  dis- 
play sf  discontent,  and  the  mere  ostenta- 
tisa  of   enry,   yoa  will  cause  injury  to 
propeitj  otherwise  secure,  and  it  is  not 
with   corporate   property  that   this   prin- 
Bfie  will  cod.     So  much,  then,  for  the 
ywtion  of  jostice.     The  other  question  is 
•M  of  expediency.    We  are  told  that  this 


Church  is  unpopular,  and  that  the  Irish 
will  not  be  pacified  until  it  is  destroyed. 
But  there  are  other  matters  which  it  is 
equally  important  to  consider.  Tou  have 
been  informed  to-night  by  a  most  rev.  Pri- 
mate who  is  fully  qualified  to  judge  (the 
Archbishop  of  Armagh)  that  the  abolition 
of  this  Church  will  be  followed  by  great  dis- 
content in  the  North  of  Ireland  ;  that  it  will 
be  followed  by  a  large  emigration  ;  that 
Ireland  will  lose  a  large  proportion  of  that 
already  too  scanty  class — the  resident 
landlords  within  her  border.  But  yoa 
cannot  stop  here.  You  talk  of  the  im- 
movable loyalty  of  the  Orange  population. 
Now,  my  Lords,  I  do  not  believe  in  such  a 
thing  as  immovable  loyalty.  I  believe 
that  if  you  commit  a  deep  and  glaring  in- 
justice upon  any  portion  of  the  population, 
however  loyal,  they  will  nourish  in  their 
breasts  feelings  of  resentment  which  will 
not,  perhaps,  break  out  into  open  disturb- 
ances, but  which  will  still  be  in  the  highest 
degree  disastrous  to  the  country,  which 
will  find  their  support  wanting  in  the  hour 
of  its  need.  I  would  ask  your  Lordships 
to  put  yourselves  in  the  place  of  some 
Protestant  congregation  in  Dublin  or  the 
North.  Hitherto  the  Protestants  have 
paid  willingly  to  the  Protestant  clergyman 
the  tithes  to  which  he  has  had  a  right 
from  time  immemorial.  Without  asking 
for  any  change,  they  suddenly  find  the 
clergyman  taken  away,  the  money  hitherto 
devoted  to  his  support  bestowed  upon  the 
erection  of  a  lighthouse  or  some  other 
similar  work,  while  they  themselves  are 
called  upon  to  contribute  towards  the  sup- 
port of  a  minister  who  ought  to  have  been 
supported  out  of  the  money  already  con- 
tributed by  them.  It  would  not  be  in 
human  nature  to  bear  this  contentedly.  I 
have  spoken  of  Ireland  and  the  Church  of 
Ireland  to-night,  but  these  are  mere  ex- 
pressions, having  no  ethnological  aud 
scarcely  any  historical  ralue.  The  Ire- 
land which  you  assume  for  the  purposes  of 
the  present  argument  is  not  the  Ireland  of 
the  Union  ;  because,  if  you  take  all  the 
country  together,  and  take  it  as  one  na- 
tion, your  alarming  statistics  will  at  once 
disappear,  because  the  Church  of  England 
will  still  be  the  majority.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  you  regard  the  country  in  its  true 
ethnological  aspect,  you  will  make  out  no 
case  whatever  in  that  part  of  the  country 
where  the  Protestants  prerail.  In  fact,  it 
is  simply  by  lumping  the  Protestant  and 
Roman  Catholic  portions  of  Ireland  toge- 
ther,  and  by  cutting  off  England  altoge*  j 
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ther^  that  you  contrive  to  make  up  these 
formidable  Btatistics.  But  if  you  so  dis- 
regard the  connection  bet\!veen  the  two 
oountrioB,  and  embody  that  feeling  in  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  you  will  find  persona 
perfectly  willing  to  follow  your  principle  to 
the  logical  result  of  severing  all  connection 
between  the  two  countries  ;  and  in  the 
hour  of  your  trial  you  will  Bnd  the  Orange- 
men, who  have  hitherto  been  so  strong  a 
support,  very  little  inclined  to  exert  them- 
selves in  defence  or  in  promotion  of  an 
arrangement  which  has  been  attended  by 
such  bitter  fruits  to  them.  Then  come 
the  arguments  about  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. I  agree  with  my  noble  Friend  that 
the  cry  of  '*  the  Church  in  danger*'  is  a 
ory  of  too  serious  a  character  to  be  lightly 
raised.  I  do  not  want  to  press  that  point, 
but  I  wish  to  know  what  you  will  do  in  the 
case  of  Wales  and  Cornwall,  for  instance, 
where  the  Church  of  England  is  in  a  great 
minority?  It  may  not  be  a  case  of  12 
per  cent — but  I  suppose  legislation  does 
not  depend  upon  fractions— but  it  is  a 
case  of  great  minorities.  If  yon  once 
acknowledge  the  principle  that  the  Church 
is  to  be  disestablished  whenever  it  is 
in  a  minority,  how  can  you  resist  the 
application  of  the  argument  to  Wales 
and  Cornwall  ?  Tou  may  say  that  this  Bill 
will  have  no  effect  upon  the  Church  of 
England :  but  has  it  not  had  an  effect 
already  ?  In  every  part  of  the  country 
the  people  are  beginning  to  feel  that  the 
Church  Establishment  is  not  so  safe  as  it 
was.  This  is  alike  the  feeling  of  the  clergy 
and  of  the  people,  and  both  are  beginning 
to  prepare  against  the  issue.  And  in  what 
way  do  they  prepare  themselves  ?  How  does 
a  Church  suddenly  turned  into  the  wilder- 
ness prepare  to  protect  itself  ?  Why,  its 
first  instinct  is  to  protect  itself  by  a  strong 
development  of  sacerdotal  organisation — 
by  a  strong  and  powerful  clerical  organiza- 
tion. This,  perhaps,  may  not  be  a  great 
evil  in  a  spiritual  point  of  view  ;  but  I 
know  there  are  many  among  your  Lord- 
ships who  will  regret  it.  That  will  infalli- 
bly become  more  and  more  characteristic  of 
the  members  of  the  Church  of  England 
when  they  begin  to  feel  that  their  connection 
with  the  State  is  a  mere  question  of  time, 
and  that,  therefore,  they  must  prepare  them- 
selves for  the  evil  day.  This  danger  has  not 
been  much  alluded  to,  and  I  feel  the  way  in 
which  this  attack  is  organizing  the  clergy, 
is^  one  of  the  most  formidable  difficulties  of 
the  present  time.  Well,  but  then  comes 
the  policy  of  conciliating  the  Irish.  Your 
The  Marquess  of  Salisbury 


proposals  seems  to  be  to  still  the  waters  of 
this  agitating  time,  as  the  ancient  Greeks 
were  wont  to  do,  by  offering  up  a  victim 
to  the  avenging  Deities  ;  but  are  you  quite 
sure  that  the  avenging  Deities  are  prepared 
to  accept  your  offering  ?  I  have  heard  many 
elaborate  attempts  to  prove  that  Fenianism 
is  the  true  necessity  that  has  caused  this 
movement.     But  is  it  not  an  extraordinary 
phenomenon  that  for  the  first  time  in  the 
history  of  rebellions  you  have  rebels  who  do 
not  know  the  real  motive  which  is  the  cause 
of  their  rebellion  ?  This  is  the  age  of  rebel- 
lions— we  have  seen  them  in  all  countries 
— but  I  have  never  before  heard  of   one 
where   they  were  at  a  loss   to  state  the 
grievances  they  desired   to  see  removed. 
Tou  tell  us  that  though  the  Fenians  never 
raised    a    cry    ai^ainst    the    Established 
Church,  it  is  the  Established  Church  which 
is   really   at  the   bottom   of  their  agita- 
tion.     It   is   impossible  to  conceal   from 
ourselves  that  something  very  different  is  at 
the  bottom  of  the  Fenian  movement ;   and 
I  suspect  when  the  Irish  people  hear  that 
many  Liberal  landlords  have  joined  in  this 
attack  on  the  Irish  Church,  they  will  say 
the  reason  is  that  they  think  they  will  save 
themselves  by  making    the   parson   their 
Jonah,  and   thowing  him  overboard.     My 
Lords,    it   is    against   the   land,  and   not 
against  the  Church,  that  this  Fenian  agi- 
tation is  really  directed.     You  offer  them 
that  they  do  not  ask  for ;  you  offer  them 
that   which    will   not  pacify  them.     Talk 
of  the  monuments  of  conquest — the  land- 
lord is  a  much  more  complete  monument 
of    conquest  than   the   clergyman.      The 
clergyman   does   not   hurt  the    peasant  ; 
if  the  clergyman  be  taken  away,  the  pea- 
sant would  be  no  richer,  but  rather  poorer  ; 
but  the  landlord  holds  the  property  which  the 
peasant,  in  his  traditions,  well  remembers 
once  to  hare  belonged  to  his  sept.     If  you 
seek  to  appease  the  danger  by  mere  con- 
cession— if  you  yield  to  the  mere  demands 
of  anger — or,  to  use  the  euphemistic  lan- 
guage we  have  heard — if  Fenian  outrages 
are  to  make  you  reason  .calmly  and  dispas- 
sionately— it  is  to  the  landlord,  and  not  to 
the  clergyman,  that  you  should  really  turn 
your  attention.    My  Lords,  I  have  only  one 
word  more  to  say,  and  it  is  with  respect  to 
the  position  of   this   House.      We   have 
heard  from  the  opposite  Bench  several  very 
animated  appeals  to  this  House,  and  seve-> 
ral  constitutional  lectures  as  to  our  duties. 
The  noble  Earl  the  late  Foreign  Secretary 
(the  Earl  of  Clarendon)  went  so  far,  as  I 
understood  him^  as  to  tell  us  that  we  must 
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wtldi  poblio  o|NnioD  more  closelj,  and  pay 
greater  attention  to  the  majorities  io  the 
other  House  of  ParliamoDt.     My  Lords,  it 
oeean  to  me  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  whe- 
ther be  has  eonsidered  for  what  purpose 
this  House  exists,  and  whether  be  would 
be  wOIiflg  to  1^  through  the  humiliation 
of  bdn;  a  mere  eeho  and  supple  tool  of 
tbe  Oilier  House  in  order  to   secure   for 
J^iiDself  the  lozorj  of  mock  legislation  ?    I 
agree  with  my  noble  Priend  the  noble  Earl 
(&e  Earl  of  Derby)  below  me  that  it  were 
better  not  to  be  than   submit  to  such  a 
slavery.  I  have  heard  many  prophecies  as  to 
tbe  coudnet  of  this  House.  I  am  not  blind  to 
tbe  diflkulties  of  its  position  in  this  pecuh'ar 
ai(e — I  am  not  blind  to  the  peculiar  obliga- 
tions which   lie  on  the  Members  of  this 
House  in  eonsequence  of  the  fixed  and  un- 
alterable  constitution   of  this   House.     I 
^oite  admit — every  one  must  admit — that 
when  the  opinion  of  your  countrymen  has 
declared  itself,  and  you  see  that  their  oon- 
vietions^their  firm,  deliberate,   sustained 
eoDvictions — are  in  favour  of  any  course,  1 
do  not  for  a  moment  deny  that  it  is  your 
dntj  to  yield.     It  may  not  be  a  pleasant 
preoess — it  may  even  make  some  of  you 
wiah  that  some  other  arrangement   were 
exntisg;  but  it  is  quite  clear  that  whereas  a 
Jfenhw-  of  a  Government,  when  asked  to 
do  that  which  is  contrary  to  his  convictions, 
namy  resign,  and  a  Member  of  the  Commons, 
vWn  aiked  to  support  any  measure  con- 
trmry  to  bis  convictions,  may  abandon  his 
seat,  BO  each  course  as  this  is  open  to  your 
Lordships  ;  and   therefore,  on  these  rare 
and  great  occasions,  on  which  the  national 
aind  has  fully  declared  itself,   I  do  not 
dmmhi  your  Lordships  would  yield    to  the 
optBioQ  of  the  country — otherwise  the  ma- 
cbioery  of  Government  could  not  be  carried 
ea.  Bat  there  is  an  enormous  step  between 
that  and  being  the  mere  echo  of  tbe  House 
of  Commons.     My  Lords,  I  quite  admit 
that  the  difficulty  of  ascertaining  the  opinion 
of  llie  coontry  may  be  great.     Perhaps  no 
more  striking  instance  of  that  ever  occurred 
than  in   reference  to  this  very   question 
thirty  years  ago.     The  tide  then  ran  very 
sCraogly  against  the  Irish  Church.  Popular 
opimoQ  appeared  to  be  prononnced.     The 
Hoase  of  Commons  acted  upon  it,  and  sent 
1^  Bills  to  this  House  which  your  Lord- 
thipt  systematically   objected.       And   in 
eevse  of  time  it  turned  out  that  you  were 
right— that  yon  knew  the  opinion  of  the 
Mtba  better  than  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  nation  became  apathetic,  the  question 
il^  and  for  a  whole  generation  we  baYO 


heard  no  more  of  the  Irish  Church.  That 
is  a  proof  at  once  of  the  difficulty  of  decid- 
ing what  is  the  opinion  of  the  nation,  and 
of  the  duty  incumbent  on  your  Lordships 
of  taking  your  course  not  less  with  firmness 
than  with  prudence.  I  hnveno  fcnr  of  the 
conduct  of  the  House  of  Lords  in  this  re- 
spect. I  am  quito  sure — whatever  judg- 
ment may  be  passed  on  us,  whatever  pre- 
dictions may  be  made,  be  your  term  of 
existence  long  or  short — ^you  will  never 
consent  to  act  except  as  a  free,  indepen- 
dent House  of  the  Legislature,  and  that 
you  will  consider  any  other  more  timid  or 
subservient  course  as  at  once  unworthy  of 
your  traditions,  unworthy  of  your  honour, 
and,  most  of  all,  unworthy  of  tho  nation 
you  serve.  I  admit  that  the  future  is  full 
of  difficulty,  and  that  on  many  questions  of 
doubt  and  perplexity  which  may  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  your  prudence  and 
judgment  may  be  sorely  taxed ;  but  I  am 
quite  clear  that  with  respect  to  this  Bill, 
so  vague,  unmeaning,  ill-constructed,  and 
having  behind  it  projects  of  change  so  vast, 
so  crude,  so  sweeping,  your  Lordships  can 
have  but  one  duty,  and  that  is  to  reject  it. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  :  I  am  anxious, 
my  Lords,  to  say  a  few  words  before  I 
rote,  as  it  is  my  intention  to  do,  in  favour 
of  this  Bill ;  but  I  roust  be  allowed,  in  the 
first  instance,  to  read  a  letter  I  have  re- 
ceived from  one  of  the  gentlemen  who 
signed  the  Petition  I  presented  the  other 
evening.     He  says — 

'*  It  may  be  worth  while  just  to  mention  that 
there  are,  in  foot,  very  few  '  anattaohed '  clergy- 
men among  the  petitioners.  Nearly  half  are 
beneficed  inoambents — a  very  good  proportion. 
Then  there  is  a  more  than  osual  proportion  of 
fchoolmasters  and  College  tutors,  if  the  Bishop  of 
Oxford  prefers  to  see  them  there,  and  a  somewhat 
smaller  than  nsoal  proportion  of  curates.  Those 
actually  'unattached'  are  a  small  handful.  In 
theology  I  imagine  that  the  large  majority  are 
*  moderate '  men." 

I  must  also  read  a  few  words  from  a  letter 
which  I  have  received  from  a  gentleman 
whose  trustworthiness  I  can  answer  for. 
He  says — 

"  With  reference  to  the  observations  made  on 
the  subject  of  the  Petition  against  tho  Irish 
Church  Establishment  presented  by  your  Lord- 
ship last  Tuesday,  I  have  reason  to  know  the  views 
of  the  Petitioners  are  shared  by  several  clergymen 
of  the  Irish  Church.  It  always  requires  greait  and 
exceptional  moral  courage  for  the  members  of  a 
corporation — more  especially  of  a  religious  cor- 
poration->to  express  opinions  unfavourable  to  its 
character  or  existence.  The  silence,  therefore, 
of  Liberal  Irish  clergymen  on  this  subject  is  by 
no  means  to  be  taken  as  a  proof  that  they  do  not 
share  the  views  of  their  English  brethren  who 
signed  the  Petition  in  question.  A  brother-in-  j 
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law  of  miDO-^an  Iriih  olergyman  of  great  ability 
and  popalarity  as  a  preacher — wrote  to  me  some 
time  ago»  expressing  his  strongest  sympathy  with 
Mr.  Gladstone's  Resolutions,  but  adding  that  if 
be  expressed  those  Tiews  publicly  in  Ireland  suoh 
an  outcry  would  be  raised  against  him  by  his 
brethren  that  he  rather  shrank  from  saying  any- 
thing about  the  matter.  He  has  recently  written 
to  me  again,  saying,  <  I  find  several  neighbouring 
clergymen  agreeing  with  me  that  it  is  the  only 
hope  for  the  future  welfiire  of  our  Church  that 
the  millstone  of  the  Establishment,  and  all  its 
corruptions  and  scandals,  should  be  cast  off.'  I 
think  it  is  a  &ir  conclusion  that,  if  he  could  find 
seferal  clergymen  .  in  his  own  neighbourhood 
holding  such  views,  there  must  be  a  considerable 
number  of  Irish  clergymen  altogether  who  are  in 
fiivour  of  disestablishment.  That  they  are  timid 
in  the  expression  of  their  views  is  but  natural 
under  the  circumstances." 

Mj  Lords,  I  shall  rote  in  favour  of  this  mea- 
sure because*  from  the  oircu Distances  attend- 
ing it,  from  the  importance  attached  to  the 
present  occasion,  and  from  the  course  of 
this  debate,  I  think  the  real  question  be- 
fore us  is  that  of  the  establishment  or 
disestablishmeot  of  the  Irish  Church. 
Upon  that  question  I  have  no  doubt 
whatcTer.  I  am  bound,  however,  to  ex- 
press my  agreement  with  mj  noble  Friend 
the  late  Colonial  Secretary  (the  Earl 
of  Carnarvon),  who  probably  will  have 
made  the  only  speech  in  favour  of  the 
Bill  proceeding  from  that  side  of  the 
House,  that  on  the  whole  I  regret  that 
this  question  should  have  been  raised 
during  the  present  Session.  I  impute  no 
blame  to  those  who  have  brought  the 
measure  forward,  for  I  do  not  know  that 
it  may  not  have  been  incumbent  on  them 
to  do  so  in  consequence  of  steps  taken 
by  those  opposed  to  them.  But  I  should 
have  been  glad  if  this  very  rare  occasion — 
an  occasion  which  will  probably  never  occur 
again  in  the  life  of  any  of  us — had  been 
taken  advantage  of  for  the  purpose  of 
passing  some  measures  unconnected  with 
political  feeling  —  educational  measures, 
suoh  as  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Duke  oppo- 
site (the  Duke  of  Marlborough),  or  that 
of  Mr.  Bruce.  Our  position  at  present 
is  peculiar,  and  we  were  never  placed 
in  a  similar  one  since  1831  or  1832. 
We  are  on  the  eve  of  a  new  election, 
on  which  all  questions  will  be  referred 
to  an  entirely  new  constituency ;  and  we 
have  no  means  of  knowing  in  what  way 
these  questions  will  be  dealt  with  by  them. 
This  very  battle  of  the  Irish  Church  will 
have  to  be  fought  over  again  ;  and,  as- 
suming that  there  was  no  necessity  for  an 
attempt  to  oust  the  Ministry,  which  was 
very  unlikely  to  succeed,  as  it  has  not 
Lord  LytUUon 
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sooceeded,  I  could  have  wished  thsfc  ike 
question  had  not  been  raised  duriug  the 
present  Session.      But  such  was  not  to  be 
our  destiny.  This  question  has  been  raisedi 
and  having  been  called  upon  to  say  *'  Aye" 
or  ''No"  to  it,  I  can  have  no  hesitation 
as  to  what  answer  I  shall  give.    Nor,  my 
Lords,  in  my  view  is  this  question  of  the 
Irish  Church  one  of  detail,  such  as  it  is 
so  elaborately  put  before  us  day  after  day 
in  the  pamphlets  with  which  we  are  fa- 
voured, and  in  so  many  speeches  that  we 
hear.     I  cannot  conceive  that  in  any  pos- 
sible   circumstances    a    religions   system 
which,  after  a  full  and  fair  trial  of  three 
centuries,  has,  from  whatever  cause,  failed 
to  attract  to  itself  more  than  ODe-sixth, 
to  put  it  most  favourably,  of  the  people, 
ought  to  remain  the  national  aud  Estab- 
lished Church  of  the  country.     By  a  na- 
tional and  Established  Church  I  understand 
one  which  covers  and  embraces  the  whole 
country,  which  is  supported  by  the  whole 
population,  and  which  is  enforced  over  the 
whole  country  and  the  whole  population  by 
law.     I  do  not  go  one  step  beyond  that ; 
and  the  only  point  which  I  conceive  to  be 
involved   in   the    Resolutions  upon  which 
this  measure  is  founded  is  that  the  Chureh 
shall  cease  to  be  the  national  and  Estab- 
lished Church  of  the  country.     I  bold  with 
the  late  Colonial  Secretary  (the  Earl  uf 
Carnarvon)  on  the  question  of  seculariza- 
tion, and  I   should  be  disposed  to  agree 
with  the  noble  Earl  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment (Earl  Grey)  in   the  views  expressed 
in  his  letter  to  Mr.  Bright.     I  only  regret 
that  it  is  not  likely  those  views  will  be 
entertained.     If  I  am  asked  if  I  can  re- 
concile my  view  with  the  theory  of  Chareh 
and  State  which  I  am  supposed  to  hold,  I 
say  that  I  still  believe  in  the  sooudness  of 
that  theory  in  itself,  and  as  one  of  general 
application.      I  hold  the   doctrine  as  set 
forth    in    Mr.    Gladstone's   book,    and  1 
believe  he   himself    holds    it  still   to  be 
sound  in  the  above  sense.     But  no  theory 
will  stand  against  an  extreme  case,  and 
I  believe  the  Church  of  Ireland  is  that 
extreme    case.      Parliament    is  just  as 
much  bound  to  establish    our   Church  in 
Lower  Canada  and  Australia  as  to  main- 
tain the  Irish  Church  Establishment.    It 
is  said  that  this  question  is  orgued  on  the 
abstract   or   general   ground   of   religious 
equality  ;  but  that  1  deny.    The  Church  of 
England  I  support  on  the  principle  of  the 
connection  of   Church  ond  State ;  and  I 
must    say   that   I   can   conceive   nothing 
more   unreasonable  oi^  suicidal  than  the 

Digitized  byL:iOOQlC 


98 


E^taUMei  Ckurch 


( JuNB  26,  1868} 


(Jrehnd)  BiU. 


94 


identifieaiion  of  the  eanses  of  the  Charohet 
of  England  and  Ireland.  Thej  are  iden- 
tieal  in  doctrine,  bat  it  is  scarcely  pos- 
sible io  find  anj  other  material  point 
in  which  the  Charches  are  not  dis- 
tinct. We  are  often  told  that  more  thsn 
half  the  people  of  England  do  not  belong 
to  the  Established  Chnrch.  That  is  a 
statement  I  entirely  disbelieye.  Bat  even 
if  it  were  true  that  the  number  of  Dis- 
senters in  England  were  equal  to  the 
members  of  the  Established  Oharch,  the 
members  of  the  Church  of  England  enor- 
mously outnumber  those  of  any  one  Dis- 
senting body.  That  is  not  the  case  in 
Ireland.  Further,  the  difference  between 
the  English  Church  and  Dissent  is  nothing 
like  that  between  Protestantism  and  Ro- 
manism in  Ireland.  Again,  many  of  the 
English  Dissenters  themsel?es  wish  well 
to  the  English  Church.  And,  lastly,  the 
Bomish  religion  is  in  Irelsnd  diffused 
tbroaghout  the  whole  country,  while  in 
England  Dissent  is  mainly  confined  to 
towns  and  populous  districts.  That  the 
present  measure  should  be  looked  apon 
as  a  warning  and  a  stimulus  to  the 
Church  of  England  I  by  no  means  doubt, 
for  I  conceive  that  no  Church  -should 
continue  as  an  Establishment  unless  it 
is  rooted  in  the  affections  of  the  people. 
The  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  said  that  this  proposal  was 
brought  forward  merely  on  account  of  the 
gmdging  and  enry  of  certain  people  for 
other  people's  property. 

The Marqtjbssop SALISBURY:  What 
I  said  was  that  it  arose  from  the  enry  of 
one  religious  denomination  against  another. 

LoED  LYTTELTON  :  Well,  the  argu- 
ment which  we  use  is  distinctly  that  it  is 
for  the  public  good  that  this  property  is 
taken,  just  as  we  argue  that  it  is  for  the 
poblie  good  that  private  property  should 
be  taken  for  the  construction  of  railways 
and  other  purposes.  Before  concluding, 
faowever,  I  am  bound  to  say  a  few  words 
aa  to  this  Bill  in  itself.  I  cannot  but 
think  there  was  considerable  weight  in 
the  objections  which  were  urged  by  the 
noble  Earl  on  the  cross-Benches  (Earl 
Grey),  by  the  Primate  of  the  Northern 
Province,  and  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
(the  Bishop  of  London).  I  cannot  bnt 
doubt  whether  it  was  necessary  or  expe- 
dient that  this  Bill  should  be  offered  to  us 
at  all.  For  the  reasons  I  have  given,  and 
beeause  I  do  not  think  that  any  very  seri- 
ous inconvenience  will  result  from  its 
suioption,  I  ahall  rote  for  it ;   but  I  ques- 


tion whether  this  House  has  been  treated 
with  proper  courtesy  and  respect.  The 
Bill  before  as  was  the  result  of  previous 
deliberation  and  discussion  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  It  followed  apon 
formal  Resolutions  agreed  to  by  that 
House.  But  we  have  had  no  such  Reso- 
lutions, and  what  ground  for  the  Bill  has 
been  laid  before  usf  This  may  be  a 
matter  of  form,  but  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  point  is  of  some  importance  —  that 
the  Leaders  of  Opposition  in  this  House 
ought  to  have  brought  the  subject  gene- 
rally before  us  prior  to  the  introduction 
of  such  a  Bill,  so  that  we  might  have 
come  to  some  agreement  with  the  other 
House  upon  the  subject.  Let  me  add 
that,  if  anything  could  have  induced  me 
to  abstam  from  voting  in  favour  of  the 
Bill,  it  would  be  the  tone  of  bullying 
and  of  menace  which  has  been  adopted  to* 
wards  this  House  on  this  subject — I  do  not 
say  in  this  or  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament, but  in  certain  publications  and  out- 
of-doors.  We  all  know  that  when  any 
question  of  importance  is  before  the  public 
certain  newspapers  tell  us  that  the  nation 
has  made  up  its  mind— which  means  that 
the  writers  in  these  newspapers  have  made 
up  their  minds,  and  that  there  is  nothing 
left  for  us  but  either  to  assent  to  the 
changes  which  are  proposed  or  to  be  our- 
selves abolished.  Sometimes  a  modified 
statement  is  made,  and  we  are  tol9,  not 
that  we  are  to  be  abolished,  but  reformed. 
Now,  I  have  very  little  feeling  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  if  I  were  abolished  as  a  Peer  and 
Member  of  the  Legislature,  I  should  not 
care  about  it;  but  I  confess  I  do  not  see 
how  we  are  to  be  "reformed."  My 
noble  Friend  indeed,  the  late  Foreign  Se- 
cretary (the  Earl  of  Clarendon),  told  us 
our  reform  should  be  to  advance  with  the 
times.  That,  I  understand,  is  a  reform  in 
the  conduct,  both  of  individuals  and  of  pub- 
lic bodies ;  but  in  what  other  way  we  are 
now  threatened  with  reform  instead  of  abo- 
lition I  do  not  know.  WhateTer  we  may 
do  with  regard  to  this  Bill,  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  House  will  deal  fairly  and  consi- 
derately with  the  question  if  it  is  brought 
before  your  Lordships  in  a  future  Session. 
If  a  deliberate  opinion  is  pronounced 
by  the  whole  nation,  and  it  is  in  faTour 
of  this  or  any  other  measure,  I  do  not 
suppose  that  this  House  will  for  any  long 
time  stand  in  the  way.  The  question, 
being  decided  by  the  country,  will  then 
come  before  us;  and  I  feel  no  doubt  that 
whenever  this  question  of  the  Irish  Church 
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is  finallj  settled,  it  will  be  by  the  remoral 
of  tbis  badge  of  senritude— this  mark  of 
the  domination  of  the  minoritj  o?er  the 
mass  of  the  Irish  people. 

The  Earl  OF  HARROWBY:  My  Lords, 
there  is  one  point  connected  with  this  qnes- 
tion  which  I  think  we  ought  to  remember — 
namely,  that  the  agitation  for  this  Bill  does 
not  come  from  Ireland.  It  is  the  result  of 
an  English  raid  in,  Ireland  jost  as  the 
Fenian  outbreak  there  was  got  op  by 
strangers  to  the  country.  The  Liberation 
Society  hare  gone  over  to  proToke  and 
teazethe  Irish  into  agitation,  and  ask  them 
whether  they  would  not  come  forward  to 
help  the  agitation  got  up  by  the  Society 
for  the  general  abolition  of  State  Estab> 
lishments  ?  The  Irish  Church  was  merely 
selected  as  a  weak  point  for  attack.  We 
know  this  from  their  own  confession,  and 
we  see  the  same  causes  operating  in  Wales. 
Mr.  Bright  went  down  to  Liverpool,  and 
addressed  the  Welsh  people  collected  there, 
urging  them  to  join  in  the  mo?ement ;  and 
the  same  attempt  will  be  made  to  get  up 
a  cry  against  the  Establishment  in  Scot- 
land. Do  not  deceive  yonrseWes.  This  is 
not  an  Irish  movement  or  an  Irish  grie- 
vance ;  it  is  only  the  first  part  of  a  general 
system  of  tactics  emanating  from  those 
who  oppose  all  Establishments  whatever. 
It  is  a  mere  cloak  for  a  future  attack  upon 
the  English  Church,  and  hardly  a  meeting 
against  the  Irish  Church  is  held  in  the 
towns  of  the  North  of  England  where  the 
parties  who  move  in  it  do  not  pledge  them- 
selves to  carry  out  the  attack  upon  the 
English  Church.  It  is  not,  therefore, 
mere  idle  apprehension  which  leads  us  to 
think  that  the  case  of  the  English  Church 
is  closely  connected  with  that  of  the  Church 
in  Ireland.  My  Lords,  we  are  urged  to 
take  the  formidable  step  which  is  now  pro- 
posed either  upon  the  grounds  of  expedi- 
ency or  of  justice.  Now,  what  is  this 
justice?  You  mean  to  say,  do  you  not, 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  in  Ire- 
land was  robbed  by  the  Protestant  Church 
established  there  ?  Well,  do  you  mean  to 
make  restitution?  No !  You  call  it  **ju8(ice  " 
to  rob  the  robbers.  You  simply  deprive 
them  of  their  spoils.  What  is  this,  then, 
but  merely  to  satisfy  a  feeling  of  vengeance 
for  wrongs  supposed  to  have  been  inflicted 
three  centuries  back  ?  Do  you  think 
that  by  satisfying  this  feeling  of  vengeance 
you  will  ever  introduce  peace  and  tran- 
quillity into  Ireland  ?  We  often  hear  people 
speak  of  Ireland  as  if  there  were  only  one 
denomination  of  Protestants  there ;  but. 
Lord  Zytieltan 


in  truth,  besides  the  700,000  Episcopaliani, 
there  are  about  as  large  a  body  of  Presby- 
terians and  Protestant  Dissenters  in  thst 
country,  moat  of  whom  feel  as  keenly  the 
injury  which  will  be  inflicted  on  Protestant- 
ism by  this  measure  4is  Churchmea  do 
themselves.  Therefore,  do  not  imagine 
that  you  are  satisfying  the  whole  people  of 
Ireland  when  you  are  only  satisfying  one 
class.  You  are,  in  reality,  only  satisfying 
the  Irish  Roman  Catholic  priesthood. 
Whenever  that  priesthood  have  tried  to 
get  up  a  feeling  against  the  Irish  Estab- 
lished Church  they  have  found  it  uecessa^ 
to  buoy  up  the  question  by  pledges  on  the 
subject  of  the  land  in  the  first  instance, 
in  order  to  enable  them  to  make  an  sttaek 
upon  that  Church.  In  fact,  the  Irish 
Catholic  peasantry  have  not  that  aversion 
for  the  Protestant  clergymen  which  some 
persons  seem  to  suppose.  My  Lords,  I 
cannot  but  think  that  those  Gentlemen 
who  have  brought  forward  this  question  on 
the  present  occasion  are  deeply  responsible 
to  the  country.  They  themselves  look  with 
considerable  apprehension  to  the  effect  of 
the  great  organic  change  which  has  lately 
been  carried  in  our  representative  system. 
Mr.  Gladstone  and  Mr.  Bright  hsve  them- 
selves confessed  this.  But  how  are  they 
preparing  for  this  great  experiment  ?  Why, 
by  throwing  down  into  the  arena  as  the 
first  subject  of  discussion  among  the  net 
constituencies  the  destruction  of  the  sn- 
cient  institutions  and  religious  establish- 
ments of  the  kingdom.  Is  it.  I  ask,  s 
wise  thing  to  flesh  tho  young  blood  of  the 
new  electoral  body  upon  those  old  institu- 
tions and  venerable  establishments  ?  !>  ]^ 
a  wise  thing  in  them  so  to  enter  npon  this 
change,  instead  of  meeting  it  in  the  man- 
ner referred  to  by  my  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Lyttelton),  who,  however,  supports  this 
Bill  for  reasons  little  understood  by  others, 
and  which,  it  would  appear,  he  can  hordly 
explain  to  himself  ?  Surely  the  interyai 
before  the  appeal  to  the  new  constituencies 
is  made  should  rather  be  employed  »« 
quieting  and  composing  the  public  nun 
than  in  exciting  and  inflaming  it  by  rswmg 
such  issues  as  these.  You  may  say  this  w 
only  an  act  of  justice  ;  but  I  hold  thstU « 
not  doing  justice  to  say  a  thing  is  robljcrj 
and  not  to  follow  it  up  with  rcstitation^ 
Nobody  desires  this  measure  but  t"®  *" 
Catholic  priesthood  and  those  who  toi'o 
their  lead.  The  priests  themselves  wve 
not  said  they  will  be  satisfied  with  it ;  » 
have  told  you  that  there  are  o*"®^  *  ^ 
deeper  questions  behind,  which  you 
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io  get  rid  of  by  bringing  forward  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Church.  You  have  no  reason 
to  belieTO  that  anj  danger  will  be  averted 
by  it«  or  that  one  wound  of  Ireland  will  be 
thus  healed.  Instead  of  healing  old  wounds 
yoQ  are  only  creating  new.  Tou  eoold  not 
do  an  act  of  more  perfect  and  unmitigated 
mischief,  without  securing  to  yourselves 
the  slightest  degree  of  advantage  in  return. 
The  real  *'  badge  of  conquest "  of  which 
we  have  heard  so  much  will  still  remain 
behind — namely,  the  question  of  the  land. 
Do  not  let  Irish  landlords  think  they  can 
divert  attention  from  the  present  settlement 
of  the  land  of  Ireland*  which  rankles  in  the 
minds  of  the  Roman  Catholic  population 
far  more  than  the  matter  of  the  Established 
Church.  By  this  proposal  you  will  remedy 
no  existing  evil;  but  only  give  a  triumph  to 
one  party,  cause  the  bitterest  animosity  and 
disappointment  among  the  rest,  and  enor- 
mously increase  your  own  difficulties. 

Thb  Bishop  of  KILLALOE  :  My 
Lords,  I  desire  to  express  my  high  respect 
for  the  noble  Lord  who  spoke  last  but  one 
(Lord  Lyttelton),  but  the  more  I  respect 
him  the  more  deeply  I  regret  that  he 
should  join  in  supporting  this  Bill.  I 
think  his  speech  made  one  thing  plain — 
namely,  that  the  noble  Earl  who  sits  on 
the  cross-Benches  (Earl  Grey)  is  not 
altogether  so  singular  in  his  views  as  some 
may  have  supposed.  It  seems  that  his 
convictions  are  shared  by  many  of  those 
who  sit  opposite.  What  he  is  singular  in 
la  that  he  appears  to  have  acted  upon 
those  convictions.  I  maintain,  notwith- 
standing all  that  we  have  heard,  that  the 
attempt  now  made  to  disestablish  the 
Church  of  these  realms,  not  in  a  remote 
dependency  of  the  Crown  but  in  an  in- 
tegral part  of  the  United  Kingdom,  is 
wholly  unparalleled.  You  have  modified 
the  terms  on  which  Church  property  is 
held  ;  you  have  altered  the  arrangements 
of  the  diAccses ;  you  have  taken  away 
jurisdiction  from  the  Bishops,  and  have 
relieved  some  of  them  from  the  perform- 
ance of  Parliamentary  duties  ;  but  a  niea- 
Bore  like  this  is  wholly  unprecedented  in 
oar  history.  Is  there  any  justification 
for  it  in  the  opinions  and  authority  of  great 
statesmen  ?  I  think  not.  All  the  great 
authorities  who  have  been  cited  had,  I 
believe,  a  different  plan  for  dealing  with 
this  question.  They  had  before  their 
minds  the  exclusive  establishment  of  Pro* 
testantisni  in  Ireland,  with  no  provision 
for  the  hierarchy  of  the  majority.  Some 
of   them   thought  of   supplementing  the 
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maintenance  of  the  Establishment  by  some 
endowments  of  the  Roman  Catholic  priest- 
hood. Ton  say  that  scheme  is  impracti* 
cable.  I  quite  agree  with  you.  But  what 
right  have  you  to  cite  those  statesmen  who 
were  in  favour  of  no  such  scheme  as  total 
disestablishment,  and  who  denounced  the 
exclusive  Protestant  Establishment  solely 
on  the  ground  that  they  thought  something 
was  wise  and  practicable  which  you  say  is 
impracticable  ?  As  to  the  sentiments  of 
illustrious  foreigners  on  this  question,  I 
greatly  doubt  whether  any  of  your  Lord- 
ships would  attach  great  weight  to  their 
opinions  on  any  other  point  of  the  British 
Constitution  or  of- British  policy,  except 
this  one  question  of  the  Church  Establish- 
ment in  Ireland.  With  great  respect  for 
those  who  have  had  far  larger  opportunities 
than  I  have  had  of  consulting  the  opinions 
of  distinguished  foreigners,  I  think  the 
same  idea  to  which  I  have  referred  as  being 
in  the  minds  of  distinguished  statesmen 
at  home  was  in  the  minds  of  these  illus- 
trious foreigners.  They  cannot  understand 
the  difficulty  in  a  country  like  this  of 
making  a  Concordat  with  Rome,  and  of 
placing  all  religions  on  an  equal  footing. 
The  State  finds  in  Ireland  three  great 
religious  denominations — the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic, the  Protestant  Episcopalian,  and  the 
Presbyterian.  It  cannot  ally  itself  to  the 
first,  though  it  is  the  Church  of  the  majo- 
rity. There  are  a  hundred  reasons  why 
it  cannot,  but  one  is  sufficient.  The 
hierarchy  of  that  Church  will  not  take  your 
endowments  on  any  conditions  which  yon 
could  accept.  They  know  that  they  enjoy 
a  greater  amount  of  liberty  in  this  king- 
dom than  they  would  enjoy  under  a  Con' 
cordcU  in  any  other  country.  Under  those 
circumstances  the  State  takes  the  next 
and  most  numerous  body  which  it  finds, 
whose  clergy  teach  what  the  majority  of 
the  people  of  this  realm  believe  to  be  the 
truth — a  Church  which  is  identical  with 
the  Establishment  in  England  ;  the  Church 
to  which  the  Sovereign  belongs ;  the 
Church  recognized  by  the  Estates  of  the 
Realm ;  the  Church  to  which  belongs  the 
great  majority  of  the  landlords  of  the 
country,  out  of  whose  estates  it  is  chiefly 
supported.  The  fact  is  that  all  property, 
and  especially  private  property,  is  a  griev- 
ance to  those  who  do  not  possess  it.  The 
law  of  entail,  primogeniture,  the  hereditary 
privileges  and  rank  attaching  to  Members 
of  this  House,  are  all  sentimental  griev- 
ances to  the  persons  who  are  debarred 
from  them.  Indeed^  I  have  conversed 
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with  many  iDtelligent  men  in  this  coun- 
try who  have  put  forward  as  an  intoler- 
ahle  grievance  the  existence  of  privi- 
leged orders ;  and  I  would  advise  the 
aristocracy  of  this  country  not  to  rcclcon 
too  confidently  on  their  privileges  escaping 
attack.  I  do  not  believe,  moreover,  that 
the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church 
would  remove  the  sentimental  grievance, 
for  that  really  rests  on  the  social  in- 
equality of  the  Roman  Catholic  population; 
and  as  long  as  the  Protestant  Church  con- 
tinues to  be  the  Church  of  the  aristocracy 
•—as  long  as  it  is  established  in  this  country 
and  the  Sovereign  and  nobility  of  England 
belong  to  it,  so  long  will  the  sentimental 
grievance  remain.  The  source  of  the  pre- 
sent difficulty  is  that  agitators  trade  on 
the  passions  of  the  Irish  people,  keeping  old 
wounds  rankling  and  sore,  and  persuade 
the  people  that  those  evils  which  are  the 
result  of  the  faults  of  their  national  cha- 
racter are  due  to  the  English  Government. 
The  only  way  to  meet  such  agitators  is  to 
announce  our  unalterable  determination  to 
maintain  our  Protestant  institutions  in 
Church  and  State.  I  may  be  told  that 
this  is  the  old  cry  of  Protestant  ascend- 
ancy— and  in  a  certain  sense  it  is  so  ;  but 
there  is  a  Protestant  asoendaacy  which  is 
essential  to  the  integrity  of  the  realm. 
The  people  of  England  being  the  majority 
of  the  people  of  the  realm—- being,  as  I 
hope  they  will  continue  to  be,  Protestants; 
having  a  vast  preponderance  in  wealth,  in 
intelligence,  and  in  habits  of  command  ; 
having  the  seat  of  Government  among 
them,  and  having  traditions  of  Imperial 
authority — it  is  impossible  but  that  they 
should,  if  they  are  united,  possess  an  as- 
cendancy in  this  Empire.  Why,  what  is 
it  that  prevents  you  from  establishing  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  in  Ireland  ?  Do 
not  you  know  very  well  that  it  is  the  Pro- 
testant feeling  of  the  people  of  England 
and  Scotland?  Well,  what  is  that  but 
Protestant  ascendancy  ?  It  is  quite  pos- 
sible, indeed,  that  if  these  conflicts  of  fac- 
tion continue  in  England,  a  compact,  solid 
body  of  Roman  Catholics  may,  though  a 
minority,  obtain  that  preponderance  which 
for  several  centuries  Protestants  have  ex- 
ercised in  the  affairs  of  this  realm  ;  but  it 
is  to  be  hoped  that  such  a  thing  may  not 
happen.  The  Established  Church  in  Ire- 
land may  be  in  some  sense  a  symbol  of 
ascendancy,  but  it  must  be  remembered 
that  it  is  also  a  symbol  of  the  settlement 
of  property ;  and  if  the  Church  is  given 
up  you  will  also  have  to  surrender  the 
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Protestant  succession,  and  the  good  old 
cause — the  cause  of  liberty  all  over  the 
world — the  cause  for  which  Hampden 
died  on  the  field  and  Sidney  perished 
on  the  scaffold.  All  this  you  must 
'  sacrifice,  or  you  will  not  satisfy  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  hierarchy.  The  Protestant 
Church,  I  repeat,  is  a  symbol  of  the  settle- 
ment of  property.  Tou  may  draw  a  nice 
distinction  between  them,  but  you  will 
never  persuade  the  mass  of  the  people  that 
property  set  aside  under  trusts  for  the 
highest  uses  is  less  sacred  than  property 
which  appears  to  be  set  aside  merely  for 
the  advantage  and  comfort  of  individuals 
who  may,  without  check  or  responsibility* 
scatter  and  squander  it  upon  the  most 
trivial  objects — upon  dogs  and  horses,  and 
on  degraded  human  creatures  far  less  re- 
spectable than  those  animals.  You  will 
never  get  people  to  understand  these  me- 
taphysical distinctions,  or  to  understand 
that  ecclesiastical  property  is  less  sacred 
than  the  property  of  individuals.  Hence,  if 
you  confiscate  the  possessions  of  the  Church 
you  will  endanger  all  other  property. 
My  Lords,  I  have  not  been  a  little  sur- 
prised to  hear  the.  argument  that  because 
the  Presbyterian  Church  was  established 
in  Scotland  the  Irish  Church  should  be 
disestablished.  The  case  of  Scotland  is 
not  one  in  point.  To  make  it  so  the  ques- 
tion of  establishing  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  in  Ireland  should  be  hefore  you. 
In  Scotland  the  question  at  the  time  to 
which  reference  has  been  made  was  not 
only  of  disestablishment  but  one  of  estab- 
lishment.; and  there  is  this  difference  be- 
tween the  Presbyterian  and  Roman  Catho- 
lic religions — that  the  former  is  at  least 
homogeneous  with  the  Protestant  feelings 
of  the  people  of  England,  which  certainlj 
the  latter  cannot  be  said  to  be.  Anything 
that  is  particularly  objectionable  to  the 
people  of  this  country  in  certain  papers 
drawn  up  in  connection  with  the  Presby- 
terian religion  has  been  set  aside,  at  least 
practically  ;  but,  my  Lords,  the  Roman 
Catholic  hierarchy  in  Ireland  have  not 
abandoned  the  principles  of  intolerance 
which  that  Church  professes.  On  the  1st 
of  September,  1851,  there  appeared  in 
the  BamhUtt  a  Roman  Catholic  maga- 
sine«  an  article,  to  some  passages  of  which 
I  beg  your  Lordships'  attention — 

**  It  is  diflloult  to  sajr  in  wbioh  of  the  two  popa« 
lar  expressions,  <  the  rishts  of  civil  liberty '  or 
'  the  rights  of  relieious  liberty/  is  embodied  the 
greatest  amoant  of  nonsense  and  falsehood.  As 
these  phrases  are  perpetually  uttered,  both  hj 
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ProtoiU^s  and  bj  lome  Oailioli«i»  thej  oonUia 
iboul  M  moeh  trath  and  good  sense  as  would  be 
found  in  a  cry  for  the  inalienable  right  to  snioide. 
.    .    .    Let  this  pass,  then,  in  the  case  of  Pro- 
ftetlants  and  poUtieians.     Bat  bow  can  it  be  jus- 
tified in  the  ease  of  Catholics,  who  are  the  chil 
drea  of  a  Church  which  has  ever  avowed  the 
deepest  hostility   to  the  principle  of  'religious 
^h^j,'  and  vhieh  never  has  given  the  shadow 
of  a  ssBCtioQ  to  the  theory  that  'olril  liberty/  as 
JMh,  iM  neoeasarily  a  blessing  at  all  f    How  in- 
toJerabJe  it  is  to  see  this  miserable  device  for  de- 
eeiviAg  the  Protestant  world  still  so  widely  popu- 
lar among  ns  !     We  say  *  for  deceiving  the  Pro- 
testant world  ;'  tbongh  we  are  far  from  implying 
that  there   is  not  many  a  Catholic  who  really 
imagines   himself  to  be  a  votary  of  *  religious 
fiberty/  and  is  confident  that  if  the  tables  were 
tomed  and  the  Catholics  were  uppermost  in  the 
land,  he  woald  in  all  circumstances  grant  others 
the  same  nnlimited  toleration  he  now  demands 
/er  bisBielf.    Still,  let  our  Catholic  tolerationist 
he  ever  so  sincere,  he  is  only  sincere  because  he 
does  not  take  the  trouble  to  look  very  closely  into 
his  own  convictions.  His  great  object  is  to  silence 
Protestants,  or  to  persuade  them  to  let  him  alone ; 
and  as  he  certainly  feels  no  personal  malice  against 
thesD,  and  laughs  at  their  creed  quite  as  cordially 
as  he  hates  it,  he  persuades  himself  that  he  is 
telling  the  exact  truth  when  he  professes  to  be 
an  advocate  of  'religious  liberty/  and  declares 
that  no  man  ought  to  be  coerced  on  account  of 
hie  eoaaeieatlous  convictions.    The  practical  re- 
■oilt  is  that  now  and  then,  but  very  seldom,  Pro- 
tesunts  are  blinded,  and  are  ready  to  clasp  their 
expected  ally  in  a  fraternal  embrace.     They  are 
deceived,  we  repeat,  nevertheless.  Believe  us  not, 
Protestants  of  England  and  Ireland,  for  an  io- 
■tant,  when  yon  see  us  pouring  forth  our  Libe- 
ralisQs.  When  yon  hear  a  Catholic  orator  at  some 
FoUic  asssmblage  declaring  solemnly  that  '  this 
ifl  the  most  humiliating  day  in  his  life,  when  he 
is  ealled  upon  to  defend  onoe  more  the  glorious 
prineipte  ef  religtoos  freedom'  (especially  if  he 
SBjs  anything  alKrat  the  Emancipation  Act  and 
tJbe  '  (operation '  it  conceded  to  Catholics),  be  not 
toe  simple  in  your  credulity.    These  are  brave 
words,  Imt  they  mean  nothing ;  no,  nothing  more 
than  the  promises  of  a  Parliamentary  candidate 
fie  his  cesstitoents  on  the  hustings.     He  is  not 
tafttftg  Catholioism,  but  nonsense  and   Protes- 
tanfitm  ;  and  he  will  no  more  act  on  these  notions 
in  different  circumstances  than  you  now  act  on 
thoD  yourselves  in  your  treatment  of  him." 

Mj  Lords,  when  we  find  such  sentiments 
eotertaioed  hj  Roman  Catholics,  I  say, 
without  meaning  them  any  offence,  that 
ftelf- preservation  requires  ua  to  defend  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland. 

On  Motion  of  the  Dukb  of  Argyll  the 
further  debate  on  the  said  Motion  ad- 
journed to  Mondoty  next. 

UaTTIDAIIOV  BILL.    [h.L.] 
A  BQl  to  fiMilitate  Liquidation  in  certain  Cases 
of  Baahmptey  Arrangement  and  Winding-up— 
Hmtftuekud  by  The  Lord  Wsstbubt  ;  read  1*. 
0»a.I81). 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock,  ajc., 
to  Monday  next,  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Friday,  June  26,  1868. 
The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MINUTES.]  —  Sblbot  Committki  —  County 
Financial  Arrangements,  Mr.  Clive  ctdd^. 

SvTPhT—Cantickred  in  Committee  — Reiolutions 
[June  26]  reported. 

PcBuo  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Colonial  Governors' 
Pensions  Act  Amendment*  ;  Med  way  Regula- 
tion Act  Continuance  *. 

First  Reading  —  Medway  Regulation  Act  Con- 
tinuance* [1961. 

Second  Reading— -Drainage  and  Improvement  of 
Lands  (Ireland)  Supplemental  (No.  2)*  [195]. 

C(WMiittte«-- Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market 
(re-eomm. )  [  1 39]  Debate  adjourned  ;  Consular 
Marriages*  [188];  Bank  Holidoysand  Bills  of 
Exchange  (rd-comj».)*  [180]. 

i?tfpor<— Prisons  (Scotland)  Administration  Acts 
Amendment  •  [165-197] ;  Consular  Marriages  * 
[188]  ;  Bank  Holidays  and  Bills  of  Exchange 
(rtf-comm.)*  [180]. 

Third  Reading  —  Renewable  Leasehold  Conver- 
sion (Ireland)  Acts  Extension*  [182]. 

Withdrawn — Sale  of  Liquors  on  Stmdays  (Ire- 
land) {re-^omm.)^  [188]. 

SCHOOLS  INQUIRY  COMMISSION. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  beach  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of  Conn- 
oil  on  Education,  What  course  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  take  with  reference  to 
the  Report  of  the  Schools  Inquiry  Oommis- 
sioners  ? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  in 
reply,  that  the  Report  of  the  Schools 
Inquiry  Commissioners  would  fill  about 
twenty-four  thick  octavo  volumes,  eleven  of 
which  had  already  been  published.  Owing 
to  the  volumFnous  character  of  the  docu- 
ments. Her  Majesty's  Government  had  not 
been  able  so  to  study  and  consider  them 
as  to  arrive  at  any  decision  with  respect  to 
the  legislation  which  they  would  recom- 
mend upon  the  subject. 

IRELAND— ROYAL  SCHOOL  OF  BANA- 
GHER.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  G.  MORRIS  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether 
the  Royal  School  of  Banagher  has  not  been 
closed  for  the  last  two  years  ;  why  no 
Head  Master  has  been  during  that  period 
appointed ;  and,  what  has  become  of  the 
endowment  and  emoluments  reported  by 
the  Royal  Commission  in  1858  as  belong* 
ing  to  that  School  ? 

The  Eaul  of  MAYO,  in  reply,  said,  he 
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was  Borry  to  say  thnt  the  School  had  been 
closed  for  a  considerable  time  in  conse- 
quence of  two  causes.  First,  an  endeaTour 
had  been  made  to  see  whether  an  arrange- 
ment more  adynntageous  to  the  public 
might  not  be  made  with  regard  to  the 
School  by  joining  it  with  some  other  simi- 
lar establishment ;  and  secondly,  great 
difficulty  bad  been  experienced  in  getting 
a  competent  person  to  accept  the  office  of 
Head  master,  owing  to  the  lowness  of  the 
salary.  The  endowments  and  emoluments 
belonging  to  the  School  had  been  received 
by  the  Commissioners  of  Education. 

MEROPOLITAN  FOREIGN  CATTLE  MAR- 
KET (re'eommitted)  BILL. 
(Lord  Robert  Montagu,  Mr,  Bunt) 
[bill  189.]     COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Sir  ANDREW  AGNEW  asked  whe- 
ther it  was  competent  for  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson)  to  move  at 
this  stage  the  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice,  and  which,  if  carried,  would 
have  the  eifect  of  defeating  the  measure  ? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  it  was  quite  com- 
petent for  the  right  hon.  Member  to  move 
the  Amendment. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  :*  Sir, 
The  first  witness  who  was  produced  in  op- 
position to  the  Bill  asserted  a  proposition 
in  which  all  will  readily  agree.  He  said — 
"  1  think  the  Cattle  Plague  has  taught  us 
a  lesson  by  which  we  ought  to  profit.'* 
The  fruit  of  that  lesson  is  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House.  Yet  I  cannot  entirely 
claim  for  Her  Majesty's  Government  the 
origination  of  the  present  Bill.  It  has 
sprung  rather  from  the  House  itself;  I 
may  even  say,  from  a  Member  of  the  Op- 
position. The  House  last  year  determined 
that  parts  of  ports  should  be  defined  for 
the  reception  and  slaughter  of  foreign 
animals  ;  and  a  Member  of  the  Opposition 
desired  to  insert  a  clause  to  make  it  com- 
pulsory on  the  Government  to  effect  this 
purpose,  and  on  the  market  authority  in 
each  town  to  provide  land  for  a  separate 
foreign  market.  But  as  it  had  not  been 
ascertained  what  towns  would  desire  to 
import  foreign  cattle  on  those  terms,  and 
as  the  circumstances  and  localities  of  those 
towns  were  not  known,  the  House  deter- 
mined merely  to  give  the  Privy  Council 
the  necessary  powers,  on  the  understanding 
that  they  should  be  exercised  without  de- 
lay. That  policy  has,  after  considerable 
labour,  and  the  examination  of  the  several 
The  Earl  of  Mayo. 
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localities,  been  carried  out  in  all  the  porta 
which  desired  it.  In  the  metropolis,  how- 
ever, greater  and  quite  unexpected  diffi- 
culties presented  themselves.  After  mak- 
ing various  attempts  and  labouring  for 
more  than  two  months,  we  had  to  relin- 
quish the  task  and  come  to  Parliament  for 
additional  powers.  Thus  arose  the  neces- 
sity for  the  present  Bill.  The  object, 
therefore,  of  the  Government  was  merely 
to  carry  out  the  policy  which  had  been 
originated  by  the  Opposition  and  accepted 
by  the  House.  The  real  question  at  issue 
is,  whether  the  annual  loss,  which  is  due 
to  a  sense  of  the  risk  of  a  re-introduction 
of  the  cattle  plague,  together  with  the 
present  value  of  the  loss  which  would  ensue 
if  the  cattle  plague  was  re-introduced, 
exceeds  the  annual  injury  to  trade  from 
those  restrictions  which  may  be  necessary 
for  security  ?  If  that  question  is  answered 
in  the  affirmative,  then  there  arises  a  fur- 
ther issue  —  namely,  by  what  means  can 
we  attain  the  maximum  of  security  with 
the  minimum  of  injury  ?  In  each  case, 
the  House  will  observe,  the  question  which 
has  to  be  decided  is  merely  a  balance  of 
advantages.  The  decrease  of  importation 
has  to  be  measured  against  the  risk  of  loss, 
and  the  actual  losses  to  our  home  stock. 
The  trade  in  foreign  cattle  has  to  be  put 
into  one  scale  of  the  balance,  the  produc- 
tion of  home  cattle  in  the  other.  Let  the 
House  first  turn  their  attention  to  the  one 
scale  and  then  to  the  other.  What  is  this 
trade  ?  What  foreign  catUe  are  imported  ? 
There  is  no  trade  in  foreign  store  stock. 
Lean  cattle  never  have,  to  any  extent,  beea 
brought  from  abroad.  Thus  Mr.  Rudkin. 
the  Chairman  of  the  Markets  Committee, 
asserted  that  ''  there  were  never  many 
store  cattle  "  in  the  metropolitan  market ; 
"a  few  sterks  and  half-lean  things  did 
come  from  time  to  time,  but  very  few  com- 
paratively." Why  is  this  ?  Because  foreign 
animals  are  not  fit  for  store  stock.  Mr. 
Kilby,  in  his  evidence,  said  that  farmers 
all  agree  that  foreign  animals  are  ''  consti- 
tutionally unfit."  Mr.  Dickson  asserted 
that  *'  they  never  make  much  of  animals,*' 
and  that  '*  the  country  is  far  better  without 
them."  Mr.  Symonds  testified  that  thej 
are  "  practically  useless  for  grazing  pur- 
poses. '  While  Archer,  a  witness  against 
the  Bill,  said  that  we  do  not  require  ''  any 
foreign  cattle  as  store  stock,"  and  that 
''none  should  be  used  for  grazing  pur- 
poses." Professor  Strange  ways  expressed 
himself  strongly  as  "against  the  importa- 
tion of  foreign  store  cattle  entirely."    The 
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foreign  trade,  therefore,  is  wholly  coDfincd 
to  fat  cattle  which  are  destined  for  imme- 
diate slaughter.  And  the  question  is  nar- 
rowed to  this — what  is  to  he  done  with  fo- 
reign cattle  during  the  short  period  inter- 
vening between  their  importation  and  their 
death  f  As  the  foreign  fat  cattle  hare  to 
be  weighed  against  English  stock,  let  the 
House  consider  the  relatiTC  characters  and 
yaluea  of  the  two.  It  seems  to  have  been  ad- 
mitted by  the  witnesses  on  both  sides,  that 
foreign  cattle  are  cheaper  and  worse  than 
English  cattle.  Thus  Archer,  a  witness 
against  the  Bill,  testified  that  '*  foreign 
meat  is,  without  exception,  cheaper  than 
English ;  and  that  the  price  depends  en- 
tirely upon  the  quality."  As  all  concurred 
in  that  testimony,  it  is  useless  to  enlarge 
upon  it.  The  destination,  moreover,  of  the 
foreign  fat  cattle  is  different  from  the  ulti- 
mate destination  of  English  cattle.  The 
foreign  meat  falls  into  the  hands  of  the 
large  wholesale  traders  (that  is,  carcase 
botchers,  shipping  agents,  and  army  and 
navy  contractors) ;  while  some  of  it  is  eaten 
by  the  poorest  classes  of  large  towns.  This 
fact  also  was  generally  admitted.  Thus 
Mr.  Symonds  told  the  Committee  that  "  it 
is  a  different  class  of  butcher  who  kills  the 
foreign  cattle  "  namely,  the  "  carcase  but- 
cher." Mr.  Lintott,  a  Brighton  butcher,  cor 
roborated  this  evidence.  Mr.  Hudkin,  the 
Chairman  of  the  Markets  Committee,  was 
asked— 

"  Wbat  pereebtage  of  home  cattle  is  killed  by 
earcase  butchers  ? — Verj  small.  How  maoh  of 
tbe  foreifn  supplj  ? — A  large  proportioD." 

Mr.  Woodley,  a  large  carcsse  butcher,  and 
a  member  of  the  Common  Council  of  the 
City,  said  that — 

"  Foreign  meat  goes  chiefly  into  the  hands  of 
wholeeale  trader*,  while  the  coarse  parts  go  to 
the  low  thickly  populated  districts." 

Hence,  in  conformity  with  the  evidence  of 
Thomas  Harrison,  it  may  be  taken  that  at 
least  three-fourths  of  the  supply  of  foreign 
cattle  go  back  to  the  neighbourhood  of  the 
place  where  they  were  landed.  Why,  it 
may  be  asked,  are  foreign  cattle  so  much 
cheaper  and  so  much  worse  than  English 
cattle?  Something  depends  upon  the 
breed.  This  is  interior;  for  the  foreign 
witnesses,  who  appeared  against  the  Bill, 
averred  that  just  before  the  breaking  out 
of  the  cattle  plague  they  had  begun  to  im- 
port English  bulls  into  foreign  countries, 
with  the  intention  of  raising  somewhat  the 
quality  of  foreign  cattle.  Since  the  cattle 
plague,  however,  they  have  ceased  to  im- 
port, and  they  are  not  likely  to  import  any 


more  bulls  for  many  years  to  come.  But 
even  if  the  breeds  were  equal  to  the  Eng- 
lish, yet  the  cattle  must  always  be  inferior, 
for  they  are  all  grass-fed.  If  they  fed  their 
cattle  abroad  as  highly  as  we  do  in  Eng- 
land, then  it  would  be  impossible  for  them 
to  pay  the  freight  to  this  country,  and  yet 
compete  in  our  markets.  It  is  true  that 
now  and  then  some  few  good  beasts  have 
come  over  to  England,  and  have  fetched 
exceptionally  high  prices.  One  of  the 
witnesses,  a  German,  of  the  name  of 
Prenzlow,  said  that  a  few  that  he  brought 
over  sold  for  £27  a  head  ;  he  was  asked 
how  he  obtained  such  an  unusually  high 
price  for  foreign  beasts,  and  he  stated  that 
the  reason  was  that  they  were  so  good  that 
*'the  retail  butchers  could  make  use  of 
them.  **  Such  cattle  are  smuggled  by  night 
into  the  West  End  by  the  retail  butchers, 
who  are  willing  to  give  this  high  price,  be- 
cause it  is,  nevertheless,  lower  than  the 
price  of  home  cattle.  But  they  smuggle 
them  in  clandestinely  by  night,  because 
they  would  lose  their  custom  if  it  were 
known  that  they  kill  foreign  beasts.  This 
rests  on  the  evidence  of  many  witnesses, 
as  Blackman,  Brewster,  and  Rudkin. 
While  Gebhart,  a  German  witness,  who 
had  been  brought  over  in  opposition  to  the 
Bill,  said  that — 

"  Only  the  very  best  foreign  beasts  go  to  the 
West  End  botchers,  and  they  are  smuggled  in  by 
night,  so  as  not  to  be  seen  ;  but  all  the  others  go 
to  the  poorer  classes." 

It  may  be  concluded,  therefore,  that  the 
foreign  trade  is  a  trade  in  a  very  inferior 
article  ;  and  also  that  it  is  a  trade  in  an 
article  which  is  used  for  a  totally  different 
purpose;  so  that  there  can  be  no  clashing 
between  the  English  and  foreign  cattle 
trade.  The  case  with  us  lately  has  been 
this — Pharaoh's  seven  lean  kine  have  come 
up  from  across  the  water  and  have  eaten 
up  our  seven  fat  kine  in  England. 

The  next  point  to  be  considered  is  the 
injury  to  this  foreign  trade  by  any  restric- 
tions which  may  be  necessary  for  security. 
It  may  be  stated  generally,  that  importa- 
tion depends  on  the  relative  prices  in  this 
and  in  the  foreign  country.  Many  of  the 
witnesses  against  the  Bill  wanted  to  make 
out  that  the  price  of  cattle  here  depends 
on  the  importation  from  abroad.  That  is 
putting  the  cart  before  the  horse.  How  is 
it  that  importation  takes  place  ?  A  man 
sits  down  and  calculates  what  the  price  of 
cattle  abroad,  together  with  the  freight  to 
this  country,  would  come  to ;  and  if,  on 
comparing  this  sum  with  the  price  of  cattle 
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here,  he  finds  tliat  it  leaves  a  large  margiu 
to  cover  risks  and  profits^  then  he  buys  the 
cattle  abroad  and  imports  them.    The  price 
of  meat  must   therefore  be  high  in  this 
country,  and  low  in  that ;  or  else  importa- 
tion will  not  take  place.     But  meat  is  now 
rerj  dear  abroad.     The   prices  in  Paris 
and  Brussels  are  as   high  as  here,  while 
the  freight  to  them  is  less.   This  was  testi- 
fied bj  Mr.  Scott,  by  Brewster,  and  others. 
The  cause  is  obvious^    Manufactures  have 
sprung  up,  large  populations  have  gathered 
round  thorn,  wnges  have   risen,  and  the 
xneat-couauming  power   having  increased, 
causes  a  greater  demand  for  cattio  in  those 
countries.     The  foreign  cattle  trade  has 
thus,   as   H6nck,    a   witness   against  the 
Bill,  testified,   a  natural   tendency  of  it- 
self to  flow   into  other   channels.      The 
Trade  and   Navigation   Returns    for  the 
four  months  ending  April  30,  show  how 
considerable  has  been  the  falling  oiF  in  the 
importation  of  foreign  cattle.     During  the 
first  four  months  of  1866  thera  were  im- 
ported into  this  country  42,301    head  of 
foreign  cattle,  the  value  being  £487,083. 
In  1867  there  was  a  slight  increase,  the 
number   being    43,125,    the   value    being 
£678,160;    while  in    1868.   dunng    the 
same  period,   the  number  fell  to  18,496, 
the  value  being  £225,048  ;  showing  that 
the  foreign  trade  in  animals  was  passing  of 
itself  into  other  channels.     Belgium  con- 
sumes all  her  own  produce ;  for  she  im- 
ports as  many  cattle  as  she  exports.  Thus, 
for  instance,  the  importations  into  Belgium 
in  the  first  three    months  of   1868  were 
16,219  head  of  cattle,  while  the  exports 
were  16,265.     We  cannot  look,  therefore, 
to  a  supply  from  Belgium.     France  also, 
according  to  the  evidence  of  the  witnesses 
against   the  Bill,  consumes  all   that  she 
produces.     Her  exports   and   her  imports 
during  the  year  are  very  small  and  nearly 
balance  each  other.     While  meat  has  be- 
come dearer  abroad  it  has  become  cheaper 
at  home.     This  is  no  doubt  partly  due  to 
the  slackness  of  trade   in    this  country  ; 
for  badness  of  trade  and  the  consequent 
distress  among  the  working  classes  cause 
a  fall  in  the  consumption  of  foreign  meat. 
The  foreign  trade  is  lessened  in  proportion 
as  the  consuming  power  of  the  working 
classes   is   diminished ;    while  a    rise    in 
wages  causes  the  working  classes  to  eat 
more  meat  and  attracts  the  foreign  supply. 
This  was  remarked  by  two  of   the   wit- 
nesses. Archer  and  Brewster.     I  will  now 
quit  this  subject  for  the  present,  as  I  will 
afterwards  show  mere  fully  that  the  restnc- 
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tions  which  are  necessary  for  security  will 
not  affect  the  foreign  trade  ;  or,  according 
to  the  opinion  of  M.  Bouley,  it  will  have 
no  great  efi^ct  on  importation  if  we  were 
to  enact  that  all  foreign  cattle  should  be 
slaughtered  at  the  port  of  landing.  We 
have  now  put  the  foreign  cattle  into  one 
scale.  Let  the  House  now  turn  its  atten- 
tion to  the  other  scale  ;  namely,  to  the  loss 
which  will  ensue  if  the  cattle  plague,  or 
the  other  forcigrf  epidemics,  are  re-intro- 
duoed.  Three  epidemics  have,  at  various 
times  since  1842.  been  imported  from 
abroad  —  foot-and-mouth  disease,  pleuro- 
pneumonia, and  cattle  plague.  The  losses 
from  theso  diseases  have  been  very  great. 
Take  first  the  lowest  estimate  of  all. 
The  estimates  of  Professors  Simonds  and 
Brown,  of  the  Veterinary  Department  of 
the  Privy  Council,  give  the  probable  num- 
ber of  cattle  lost  from  July,  1842,  to  De- 
cember, 1867,  from  contagious  diseases, 
other  than  cattle  plague,  as  1,275,000, 
and  from  cattle  plsgue  300.000,  making  a 
total  of  1,575,000  head  of  cattle  which 
have  died  from  imported  diseases.  The 
total  importation  into  the  United  Kingdom 
during  that  period  was  2,590,296.  When 
it  is  remembered  that  the  losses  are  losses 
of  prime  English  cattle,  while  the  importa- 
tions are  importations  of  foreign  cattle,  it 
will  be  conceded  that  even  this  low  esti- 
mate is  very  serious  indeed.  Take  now 
the  Report  to  the  Veterinary  Department 
in  1862.  The  average  annual  importa- 
tion of  cattle  into  the  United  Kingdom 
during  the  six  years  ending  in  1860  was 
92,172.  The  average  annual  loss  from 
imported  diseases  during  that  time  was 
375,850.  So  that  while  our  loss  from  im- 
ported diseases,  up  to  1842,  was  only  1} 
to  2^  per  cent  of  the  stock  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  the  annual  loss  was  nearly  5 
per  cent.  The  actual  number  imported 
during  those  six  years  was  553.043  head  ; 
the  total  loss  from  diseases  other  than 
cattle  plague  during  those  six  years  was 
2,255,100  head  ;  or  four  times  the  num- 
ber imported.  The  value  of  the  cattle 
imported  during  those  six  yeors  was 
£4,424.264.  The  value  of  those  lost  was 
£25,933,650,  or  nearly  six  times  the  value 
of  the  importations.  This  was  before  the 
cattle  plague  had  been  imported.  The 
losses  from  the  cattle  plague,  amounted  in 
the  two  years  to  290,527  head  of  cattle. 
Yet  the  total  number  of  cattle  imported 
from  the  year  1842  to  1867  into  the  United 
Kingdom  was  2,590,296  ;  so  that  during 
two  years  we  lost  more  than  one-eiglith  o£ 
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tbe  total  importations  from  18i2  to  1867. 
"New   lamps    for  old"    was  the  cry  in 
1842 ;    '■  New   lamps  for  old  ;"   and   we 
exchanged  the  good  old  lamp  which  had 
been  the  senree  of  our  wealth  and  power 
for  anew  lacqnered  lantem,  merely  heeause 
it  waa  brooght  to  ua  by  a  stranger.   This, 
hawsTer,  is  not  the  entire  loss,  because  to 
it  oHttt  be  added   the  expense  which  was 
ioeoned  during  the  eattle  plague  years,  in 
providiag  aeearity  against  greater  losses. 
The  aom  taken  in  the  present  year  for  the 
Veterinary  Department  was  £7.743  ;  the 
sum  TOted   from  the   Ci?il  Contingencies 
Fsnd  amounted   to  £111,518   18«.    id,, 
while   the    sum    voted    in   Class   7  last 
year    was  £16,155,    Kiving   a    total    of 
£135,417  17s.  lOd.    These  are  the  losses 
whiefa  the  eoantry  has  sustained  by  the 
imporiation    of  an    epidemic    among   the 
eattie.     This,  howeTer,  is  not  all ;  for  1 
have  spoken  only  of  the  losses  which  baye 
been  actually  inoarred.     But  the  risk  is 
every    year    increasing.       As    Professor 
Spooaer  stated,  we  are  every  year  going 
§d  oar  supplies  further  and  further  into 
eoantries  where  the  cattle  plague  is  indi- 
genous.    Tbe  learned   Professor    warned 
the  Committee  upstairs — and  Harrison  and 
Archer  joined  in  the  warning — that  as  we 
Azteod  oar  trade  we  increase  tbe  chances 
of  iafection.      Besides  the  actual    losses 
which  occur  only  when  disease  has  been 
isirodieed,  there  are  the  annual  losses  which 
are  eoBsequent  on  the  sense  ef  risk,  and  the 
fear  lest  it  may  be  introduced.    I  will  blink 
tlic  aoioaot  of  insurance,  although  that  also 
■aay,  perhaps,  fairly  be  taken  into  account. 
I  alkde  more  to  tbe  foot  that  the  breeding 
and  rearing  of  cattle  has  been  greatly  de- 
terred by  l]be  sense  of  risk.     Mr.  Clay  den 
aaid  that  it  was  a  fact  decidedly  within  his 
kxkowledge  that  the  rearing  and  breeding 
of   cattle  has  been  stopped  by    the    im- 
ported epidemics  ;  and  that  he  entertained 
a  decided  apprehension  that,  if  precautions 
were  not  taken^  this  injury  would  continue. 
This  cTidenoe   was  corroborated  by   Mr. 
JWkham.     With  regard  to  Scotland,  Mr. 
Dickaoo  testified  that  a  great  many  there 
had  left  off  breeding  bullocks  and  taken  to 
the  rearing  of  sheep.    When  he  was  asked 
why  this  was  so,  he  answered  "  Because 
ihij  were  afraid."  Mr.  Syme  also  told  the 
Committee  that  sheep  had  thus  replaced 
ealUe  to  a  fcry  considerable  extent.     Mr. 
Brewster,  one  of  the  witnesses  against  the 
BU},  admitted  that  this  was  the  case  in 
Sadaad  also.     So  did  Mr.  Qeorge  Ere  ; 
wMi  Mr.  Symonds  gare  it  as  his  opinion 


that  the  breeding  of  cattle  will  be  decidedly 
diminislied  if  things  are  allowed  to  remain 
as  they  are.  It  is  clear,  therefore,  that  not 
only  a  periodical  loss  in  cattle  ensues,  but  an 
annual  loss  in  the  staple  of  the  cattle  trade 
of  the  country  is  produced.  The  first  issue 
placed  before  the  House  must  therefore  be 
answered  in  the  affirmative ;  that  the  annual 
loss  occasioned  by  the  sense  of  risk,  added 
to  the  present  value  of  the  losses  which 
may  be  caused  by  the  re-importation  of  the 
cattle  plague,  far  outweigh  any  injury  which 
may  be  incurred  by  the  trade  of  the  country 
in  taking  measures  for  security.  Indeed 
tbe  point  is  one  which  has  already  been 
determined  by  the  House  ;  for  what  else 
do  the  present  metropolitan  regulations 
mean,  if  it  be  not  that  restrictions  on  trade 
are  less  injurious  to  the  country  than  cattle 
plague  f  Wliy  did  Parliament  pass  the 
Acts  on  which  those  regulations  depend,  if 
tbe  country  had  not  come  to  the  same  con- 
clusion? Why  did  the  House  last  year 
direct  the  Privy  Council  to  define  a  part  in 
every  port  for  the  reception  and  slaughter 
of  foreign  cattle,  if  the  House  had  not  then 
already  made  up  its  mind  on  the  question  ? 
Parliament  and  the  country  have  already 
decided  that  the  question  of  injury  to  the 
foreign  trade  is  eclipsed  by  the  losses  to 
English  cattle.  As  we  examine  the  ques- 
tion, the  former  fades  into  dim  distance, 
while  the  desire  for  security  steps  into  the 
foreground  and  assumes  gigantic  propor- 
tions. Mr.  Gebbart,  the  strongest  of  tbe 
witnesses  against  tbe  Bill,  willingly  ad- 
mitted this  principle,  for  he  said — 

"If  I  mjself  were  oonvinoed  that  a  foreign 
maket  would  be  the  only  menns  of  protecting  this 
country  from  the  cattle  plague,  I  should  say  by  all 
means  have  the  foreign  market,  because  any  sa- 
crifice would  be  better  than  to  introduce  tbe  cattle 
plague  again  into  England  ;  but  I  believe  tbat^is 
Dot  the  proper  way." 

He  thought  that  the  cattle  plague  should 
be  excluded,  and  that  the  herds  of  England 
shonld  he  preserved  in  security.  He  con- 
curred in  this  common  object,  He  an- 
swered the  first  issue  in  the  affirmative 
But  at  this  point  he  diverged  from  us :  he 
said  that  a  separate  foreign  market  is  not 
tho  best  way  of  effecting  this  object.  This 
leads  me  therefore  to  the  second  issue ;  by 
what  means  we  can  obtain  tbe  maximum  of 
security  with  the  minimum  of  injury.  How 
do  we  now  seek  to  attain  it?  What  are 
the  present  metropolitan  regulations  with 
that  aim  ?  What  is  the  system  now  in 
force  i  The  cattle  come  from  two  or  three 
ports,  and  arrive  on  Saturday.  They  are 
crowded  together  in  a  small  space  on  the 
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wharves,  and  have  to  wait  twelve  houre,  or 
generally  speaking  twenty -four  hours,  for 
inspection.  Some  of  them  are  unhealthy, 
being  affected  with  foot-and-mouth  or  some 
other  disease,  and  are  mercilessly  slaugh- 
tered at  the  waterside.  There  are  no 
slaughterhouses,  no  slaughtermen,  no  mar- 
ket, no  buyers  for  them,  and  they  are  dis- 
posed of  ^or  a  paltry  sum  of  money  on  the 
spot.  Tho  importers,  one  and  all,  com- 
plained that  this  occasions  a  great  loss. 
What  happens  to  the  healthy  cattle  ?  A 
certificate  has  to  be  obtained  from  the  In- 
spector, which  is  subsequently  exchanged 
for  a  licence  from  the  Commissioner  of 
Police,  to  enable  the  owners  to  take  them 
to  the  metropolitan  market.  Thither  they 
can  be  transported  by  railway  alone.  There 
the  licence  is  exchanged  for  market  passes. 
The  cattle  are  then  driven  through  the 
streets  to  the  slaughterhouses,  and  must 
be  killed  in  six  days.  The  market  passes 
must  be  taken  by  the  butcher  to  the  police 
station  weekly  and  delivered  up  to  the 
police.  Three-quarters  of  the  cattle  are 
thus  driven  bnck  to  the  vicinity  of  tho  place 
of  landing.  No  cattle  which  have  entered 
the  metropolitan  area  can  leave  it  again 
alive.  They  must  be  killed  within  the  stated 
time.  Nor  may  cows  be  moved  within 
the  metropolitan  area  without  a  licence, 
for  a  greater  distance  than  500  yards. 
Such  is  the  system  now  in  vogue  to  secure 
English  cattle  from  disease.  To  estimate 
the  inconvenience,  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  the  metropolitan  market  was  once, 
before  the  introduction  of  the  cattle  plague, 
the  great  central  cattle  market  of  the  whole 
country.  Cattle  from  the  whole  kingdom 
oame  to  London  to  be  bought.  Cattle  and 
customers,  beasts  and  buyers,  came  from  all 
p^rts.  Buyers  came  from  Southampton 
and  other  towns  to  the  south  and  west  of 
London  to  the  metropolitan  markets  to  buy 
the  Irish  and  Scotch  and  English  cattle 
which  were  to  be  found  there,  and  to  take 
them  into  the  country  for  slaughter.  That 
such  was  the  case  was  shown  by  the 
evidence  of  Mr.  Rudkin,  Mr.  Birt,  Mr. 
Harrison,  Mr.  Symonds,  Mr.  Walsh,  and 
several  other  witnesses.  Thus  it  was  that,  as 
the  Cattle  Plague  Commissioners  reported, 
and  as  the  witnesses  before  the  Committee 
attested,  two- thirds  of  the  cattle  which 
came  into  the  metropolitan  market  over- 
flowed into  the  country,  having  been  pur- 
chased by  the  country  butchers.  On  this 
ground  it  was  that  Mr.  Walsh  complained 
of  the  metropolitan  regulations ;  because 
he  used,  before  the  imposition  of  those  re* 
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strictions,  to  send  great  numbers  of  Irish 
cattle,  which  were  then  bought  up  for  the 
country  markets.  It  was  on  all  sides  ad- 
mitted in  general  terms  that  these  restric- 
tions are  exceedingly  cumbrous,  onerous, 
injiirioas,  and  quite  insupportable.  I  will 
mention  specifically  the  injuries  which  are 
caused,  and  the  classes  of  persons  who  are 
injured.  In  the  first  place,  the  cattle  are 
driven  through  the  streets  to  the  great  in- 
convenience of  the  inhabitants.  On  that 
point  I  tvill  read  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Rudkin, 
the  chairman  of  the  Markets  Committee  of 
the  Corporation  of  the  City.     He  said — 

"  I  think  it  is  very  necessary  that  something 
should  be  done  to  prevent  the  driving  of  cattle 
through  the  streets ;  1  think  it  is  necessary  to  get 
rid  of  many  slaughterhouses  which  I  know  to  be 
great  nuisances,  &o." 

Again,  another  witness  against  the  Bill, 
Mr.  Guerrier,  said — 

"  I  say  that  driving  oattle  in  the  heart  of  the 
City  of  London  must^necessarily,  to  any  unbiassed 
mind,  be  a  nuisance  ;  no  person  who  means  to 
give  a  straight-forward  answer  can  deny  that." 

The  same  witness  mentioned  that  the 
Thames  Haven  Company  had  been  got  up 
in  order  to  abolish  the  nuisance  of  driving 
cattle  through  the  streets.  He  said  that 
there  had  been  numerous  complaints  of  the 
inhabitants,  and  reiterated  petitions  to  the 
Customs,  which  were  so  injurious  to  the 
trade,  that  importers  formed  themselves 
into  a  company  with  the  intention  of  land- 
ing and  slaughtering  cattle  at  Thames 
Haven.  Such  is  the  state  of  things 
under  the  existing  system  ;  but  under  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  it  would  be  remedied. 
There  is  at  Islington  a  market  for  Eng- 
lish cattle,  which  is  close  to  the  Great 
Northern,  London  and  North  Western,  and 
other  stations,  the  points  of  arrival  of 
English  cattle ;  while  the  foreign  market 
will  be  at  the  point  of  arrival  of  foreign 
cattle  at  the  waterside.  I  have  mentioned 
that  no  cattle  which  enter  the  metropolitan 
area  are  ever  allowed  to  leave  it  again,  but 
must  be  killed  within  six  days  after  the 
market  day.  This  amounts  to  a  forced  sale. 
The  farmer,  the  grazier,  or  the  salesman 
who  brings  them  to  town  is  compelled  to 
sell  them  to  the  butcher.  This  forced  sale 
is  a  great  injury  to  various  interests.  The 
farmers  complain  at  not  being  permitted  to 
remove  their  beasts  from  the  market  and 
take  them  home  again,  if  they  do  not  re- 
ceive for  them  that  which  they  consider  to 
be  the  full  value.  On  no  other  trade  ia 
this  compulsion  placed.  *'It  is  nought^ 
it  is  nought,"  says  the  buyer,  in  every 
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esse.    Bot  in  no  other  ease  does  the  State 
•tep  hi  and  saj  to  the  seller,  "  Ton  must 
fell  joor  beasts  for  nought.'*     Again  it  is 
an  injarj  to  proTent  milch  cows  from  going 
ioto  the  country  to  be  bulled,  and  to  pre- 
tent  the  2,000  calves  which  are  born  an- 
nually in  London   from   going   out  to  be 
reared  on  the  grass  lands  of  Essex.  Again, 
tbe  railvajs  suffer,  because  all  railways 
abot  within  the   metropolitan   area,   and 
beiiee  the  transit  of  cattle  through  London 
k  stopped  by  these  regulations,  and  those 
cattle  which  wonld  come  if  the  transit  were 
free,  are  not  now  sent  by  the  Scotch  and 
Irish  owners.     The  same  may  be  said  with 
regard    to    many  English   cattle.     Thus 
Mr.  Archibald   Scott,  the  traffic  manager 
of  the  Soath    Western   Railway,   stated 
that  from  this  cause  the  cattle  which  should 
go  Ui  London,  now  go  to  the  local  markets. 
For  instance,  the  cattle  which  are  intended 
for  Brighton  no  longer  come  north  to  the 
metropolitan  market,  but  are  driven  to  the 
market  at  Chichester.     The  railways  are 
injured  in  this  also :  the  country  butchers 
can  no  longer  come  to  London  to  buy  their 
beasts  and  remove  them  to  the  country. 
Mr.  Barford,  the  veterinary  of  Southamp- 
ton, said  that  if  these  restrictions  were 
removed  the  butchers  of  Southampton  would 
eofloe  to  London  to  purchase.    The  present 
system  is  also  an  injury  to  the  metropolitan 
znarket.    The  Chairman  of   the  Markets 
Committee,  Mr.   Rudkin,  stated  that  the 
restrictions  led  to  the  following  diminutions 
in  the  somber  of  cattio  at  the    market. 
Paring  the  years  1857-8-9  and  1860,  the 
•onoai  average  of  cattle  in  the  market 
was   309,000   head.      During  the  years 
1861-2-3  and  1864  it  was  343.000  head. 
Bat  in  1867  it  was  only  287.000  head. 
This   be  said  was  doe  to  the  restriction 
which  prevented  country  butchers  from  re- 
moving beasts  out  of  the  metropolitan  area. 
This  restriction,  he  testified,  is  now  causing 
a  diminntion  of  1,000  beasts  a  week  in 
Ike  metropolitan  market.     This  evidence 
was  eorrobated  by  Mr.  Symonds,  who  said 
that  the  amount  in  the  market  *'  will  go 
ea  decreasing.''      Country    butchers   and 
eoentry  populations  are  also  injured  by  the 
ijttem  now  in  force.     They  have  to  scour 
ad}aeent  districts  in  order  to  obtain    the 
Bvpfly  they  require.     It  was  said  by  some 
ef  the   witnesses    that   country  butchers 
might  buy  in  country  markets.     But  as 
tke  fanner  is  never  sure  of  finding  a  de- 
■aad  in  any  country  market,  so  the  butcher 
is  sever  sure  of  finding  a  supply.     The 
I^iccttersbire  farmer  will  not  venture  to 


send  his  beasts  to  Reading  market,  for 
instance  ;  and  the  butcher  from  Hastings, 
Dover,  or  Maidstone  will  not  (!;o  to  Reading 
for  the  chance  of  buying.  Mr.  Lintott,  a 
butcher  from  Brighton,  said  that  he  has  to 
travel  from  farm  to  farm  in  Leicestershire 
to  huy  his  beasts  ;  and  what  with  the  ex- 
penses, and  what  with  the  muddling  of  his 
beasts  in  travelling,  his  heasts  cost  £2  a 
head  more  when  they  get  to  Brighton. 
Thus  meat  is  there  raised  l\d.  to  2d,  per 
pound,  and  frequently  they  have  an  insuffi- 
cient supply.  Mr.  Dickson  stated  that  the 
country  butchers  cannot  obtain  what  they 
require  for  their  customers,  except  at 
greatly  increased  expense.  This  evidence 
was  also  corroborated  by  Honok.  by  Eve, 
and  by  Harrison ;  while  Mr.  Rudkin  al- 
leged that  the  country  butchers  cannot 
supply  their  customers  as  cheaply  ;  and 
that  they  would  be  able  to  suit  themselves 
far  better  from  the  large  supply  of  the 
London  market.  It  has  been  said  that 
a  large  central  market  might  be  made 
outside  the  metropolitan  area.  But  that 
could  not  take  the  place  of  the  London 
market ;  for  beasts  come  at  different  sea- 
sons from  different  parts  of  the  country — 
at  one  time  from  Scotland  or  Norfolk,  at 
another  time  from  the  midland  counties. 
The  difficulty  of  transit,  moreover,  could 
not  be  overcome.  Romford,  in  Essex, 
has  been  suggested  as  the  place  for  the 
central  market ;-  but  how  could  beasts  get 
from  Romford  to  Brighton,  Hastings,  or 
Dover,  without  going  into  the  metropolitan 
area?  Every  railway  goes  to  London; 
not  every  railway  goes  to  Romford.  Even 
if  transit  were  possible,  yet  the  increased 
freight  would  make  it  unavailable.  For 
there  is  no  competition  between  railways 
at  any  other  point  than  the  metropolis. 
The  same  objection  prevents  cattle  from 
being  taken  by  railway  round  the  metropo- 
litan area.  It  costs  10«.  to  15«.  a  head 
more  to  stop  at  Harrow  than  to  take  your 
beasts  from  the  North  on  to  London.  Why 
is  this  ?  Because  there  is  a  monopoly  of 
railway  communication  with  Harrow.  From 
Aberdeen  to  Brighton,  shunting  at  Harrow 
is,  I  believe,  nearly  double  the  freight 
from  Aberdeen  to  Brighton  through  Lon- 
don. So  also  the  Great  Eastern  Railway 
charges  from  Norwich  to  Cambridge  twice 
as  much  as  they  charge  for  twice  the  dis- 
tance— from  Norwich  to  London.  That 
is,  wherever  they  have  a  monopoly  their 
charges  are  400  per  cent  higher.  These 
restrictions  are  an  injury  to  the  consu* 
mors  of  the  metropolis,  in  establishing  a 
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monopoly  for  the  batchers ;  and  the  re- 
sult has  been  that,  while  the  price  of  meat 
has  been  exceedingly  high  in  London, 
the  price  of  cattle  given  by  the  London 
batchers  to  the  farmers  and  salesmen  has 
been  exceedingly  low.  The  effect  of  the 
forced  sale  is,  thai  butchers,  knowing  that 
an  animal  exposed  in  the  Monday's  market 
must  be  killed  before  the  next  Monday's 
market*  and  that  it  cannot  be  exhibited 
for  sale  in  any  other  market,  hold  back 
from  baying  until  the  price  has  been  eon- 
siderably  reduced.  Having  obtained  him 
cheap,  they  kill  and  sell  him  dear.  As 
this  is  an  important  matter,  I  will,  with 
the  leave  of  the  House,  read  some  of  the 
evidence  on  this  point — 

**  Clatdix. — 540.  Then  the  bnteher  ean  give  as 
low  a  prioe  at  he  likei  bjr  waiting,  as  the  cattle 
oannot  leave  London  again  f — We  are  left  en- 
tirely at  hit  meroy  in  every  way. 

"  LiHTOTT.— 2907.  Without  tpeakinff  nnfiiirly  of 
your  friendt  in  the  metropolitan  manet,  do  yon 
think  the  pretent  ttate  of  thingt  gi vet  any  advan- 
tage to  the  London  butohen  at  regardi  prioe  ? — 
It  it  a  decided  advantage  to  the  London  butohen, 
beoante  if  we  were  allowed  to  go  to  buy  beattt 
there  and  bring  them  away,  the  prioe  at  timet 
would  not  be  to  low  at  now.  In  bad  weather 
in  the  autumn,  when  the  lupply  is  greater  than 
the  demand,  we  have  to  buy  at  a  higher  prioe, 
and  have  to  compete  with  butohert  who  buy  at  a 
lower  prioe. 

<'  2962.  Ton  tay  that  the  existing  ttate  of  thingt 
lettent  competition  within  the  metropolitan  area 
to  the  butchert  ?•— Tet. 

**  SnioRDt.— 2840.  Do  you  think  at  pretent 
the  London  butchert  have  a  complete  monopoly 
of  the  market  at  againtt  you  ? — let. 

"  2841.  You  think  that  thit  BiU  would  have  the 
effect  of  breaking  down  that  monopoly  at  againtt 
country  butohert  ? — ^Yet. 

*<  2800.  Will  you  give  the  Committee  any  reaton 
for  that  f  ^Becaute  the  London  butcher  it  in  a 
position  to  dictate  termt  to  the  people  who  tend 
cattle  to  that  market. 

"  Stxadwill. — 8088.  Do  you  coniider,  at  re- 
gardt  buying  cattle,  the  London  butcher  hat  an 
advantage  which  you  do  not  pottett  yourtelf  ? 
— (^uite  to. 

«d069.  Therefore,  the  London  butcher  enjoyt  a 
monopoly  over  you  ?— Yet. 

<'d07i.  The  effect  of  thU  BUI  would  be  to  do 
away  with  that  monopoly  ?— Yet. 

*•  CiATDiir.-— 276.  For  two  or  three  yeart  the 
butohert  in  London  have  enjoyed  the  mon^oly 
of  all  the  cattle  that  have  oome  there  ?— Yes ; 
mott  decidedly. 

"  277.  What  hat  been  the  retult  to  the  con- 
tumert  of  beef  in  London  ?— That  the  price  of 
meat  hat  been  exceedingly  high.  .  .  Though 
the  prioet  are  quoted  high,  there  are  many  beattt 
told  at  an  exceedingly  low  price. 

"  SncoMDt.— 2868.  Hat  the  eflbct  of  the  rettric- 
tiont  been  to  terioutly  reduce  the  price  of  meat 
to  tho  contumer  in  the  metropolit,  do  you  con- 
tider  ?— I  think  not  at  all ;  at  the  pretent  moment 
the  London  batcher  it  charging  more,  in  the 
whole,  than  the  country  botclMr,  notwiUistanding 
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hit  advantages.  The  rettriotiont  have  in  a  mea. 
ture  diminithed  the  profitt  of  the  grazier,  and 
not  benefited  the  contumer,  consequently  the 
butchert  are  the  peraont  who  get  the  profit,  and, 
oootequently,  they  are  very  deairoot  of  keeping 
thingt  at  they  are.  " 

Sir  James  Elphinstono,  formerly  a 
Member  of  this  House,  and  a  very  large 
breeder  in  Scotland,  stated  that  he  obtains 
£2  a  head  less  for  his  eattle,  although  his 
butchers'  bills  in  London  are  much  higher 
than  formerly.  It  is  well  known  that,  in 
consequence  of  the  high  price  of  meat  in 
London,  many  persons  obtain  their  supply 
from  Tiverton  and  other  country  places.  I 
was  two  days  ago  informed  by  a  Member 
of  this  House,  that  he  received  all  his 
meat  from  as  far  as  Aberdeenshire,  pre- 
ferring to  do  so  rather  than  pay  the  prices 
of  the  London  butchers.  Such  facts  as 
these,  Mr.  Woodley,  a  wholesale  botcher, 
explained  by  saying  that  **the  country 
batchers  run  their  profits  finer,"  than  the 
London  butchers.  This  is  how  it  takes 
place.  There  are,  as  some  of  the  wit- 
nesses explained,  over* stocked  weeks  and 
scarce  weeks.  In  a  scarce  week  prices 
rise,  and  the  butcher  of  course  sells  his 
meat  dearer.  Then  comes  a  week  of  over- 
supply.  The  cattle  which  have  to  be  killed 
within  six  days  are  more  than  the  inhabi- 
tants of  London  con  consume.  But  the 
butcher  does  not  sell  cheaper.  The  whole- 
sale man,  and  the  shipping  agents,  and 
army  contractors,  lay  in,  for  a  small  sum, 
that  surplus  which  used  to  overflow  into 
the  country.  That  being  the  variable  and 
inconstant  nature  of  the  London  market, 
Mr.  Dickson,  a  large  salesman  and  most 
competent  witness  on  that  point,  said  : 
''You  never  know  how  many  beasts  to  send 
to  market."  Cullen  gave  similar  testimony. 
Mr.  Syme,  a  Scotchman,  asserted  that  it 
is  a  great  pecuniary  risk  to  send  cattle  to 
the  London  market.  While  Mr.  Lintott 
testified  that  this  forced  sale  causes  Scotch- 
men to  receive  for  their  cattle  £2  less  than 
their  Talue ;  corroborating,  by  this  evi- 
dence, the  reiterated  statement  of  Sir 
James  Elphinstone.  Mr.  Dickson  gave  it 
as  his  opinion,  on  the  other  hand,  that  if 
these  restrictions  were  removed,  if  an  ex- 
tended market  were  thus  provided,  from 
which  cattle  could  be  taken  to  the  country, 
prices  would  be  equalised  and  rendered 
steady  throughout  the  kingdom.  There 
would  then  be  found  in  the  metropolitan 
market  a  larger  supply  of  cattle,  and  more 
buyers  from  an  extended  area.  For  buyers 
from  a  distance  would  be  sure  of  a  supply 
to  meet  the  wants  of  their  customers  ;  and 
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prodtioera  would  be  certain  of  a  demand 
whieii  would  adequaielj  remunerate  them 

for  their  prodnee.     The  surplus  would,  as 

Mr.  Sjmonds  8aid»  always    OTerflow  into 

the  country,  and  "  trade  would  be  re- 
lieved."   That  will  be  the  effect  of  this 

Bill.  It  will  produce  a  freedom  of  market ; 

a  compeution  of  buyers  ;  and  therefore  a 

great  redaedon  in  the  profits  of  butchers. 

Aitboagfa  the  farmer  will  receire  morOi  yet 

the  eeusumer  will  pay  less.     That  is  the 

reason  of  the  violent  opposition  to  the  Bill. 

That  aoooeots  for.  the  resistance  of  the 

ntail  butchera.     ''Great  is  Diana  of  the 

Spkesiaos  !  "  they  ery  ;  "  Great  is  Diana 

of  the  Epbesiana  and  that  windfall  from 

beaTen— the  cattle  plague !  *'     There  is 

also  an  iajiiry  to  the  Eaglish  trade  from 
the  present  system ;  Mr.  Rudkin  fully 
ftllowed  this ;  for  ho  said  that,  to  prevent 
the  eoontry  butcher  from  removing  the 
beasts  which  he  buys,  and  to  prohibit  the 
Snglish  farmer  from  having  a  more  ex- 
tended market,  **  is  certainly  a  protective 
▼iew."  English  farmers  will  not  send  their 
beasts,  *'  lest  the  market  should  be  over- 
dose," aad  **  therefore  the  London  market 
ia  not,  in  any  sense  of  the  word,  a  free 
x&ajket."  The  Aberdeenshire  farmers 
complain  that  trade  is  so  far  from  being 
free,  that  the  regulations,  as  they  find  to 
tbeir  cost,  amount  to  a  tax  of  £2  per 
bead  of  cattle.  Mr.  Dickson  gave  the 
Committee  his  experience  ;  whereas  he 
nacd  aanoally  to  bring  7,000  head  of 
cattle  from  Scotland,  he  now  brings  only 
4,000  bead  a  year ;  for,  he  said,  the 
Vntcbers  from  the  South  and  West  used  to 
Iny  half  his  cattle  for  their  customers. 
The  same  remarks  apply  to  Ireland.  Here 
is  evidence  on  that  point—- 
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''Walsb. — 3318.  Less  have  come  shioe  those 
restneiiinu  ? — Tes. 

"SSOS.  Belbre  those  restrictions  more  cattle 
wkbA  to  come  to  LoDdon  than  have  come  since. 

*  3301.  Before  the  renrictions  which  were  pat 
upM  the  metropolitan  market  ? — Yes. 

*  S288.  Have  you  any  reason  to  believe  that  if 
thsM  restrictions  are  continued  the  sappljr  of 
■teek  sent  to  London  -will  continue  to  diminish  ? 
—I  ttnnk  it  will  from  Ireland. 

**  RoBmon.— 1534.  That  system  of  restriction 
fRTSBts  us  bringing  Irish  cattle  to  the  London 
■arkci,  because  thej  are  obliged  to  be  slaaghtered 
ia  Loodon  now  within  the  district. 

"  I53i.  Tben  anything  that  puts  an  impediment 
vUei^  aeeordiog  to  year  account,  there  exists  at 
pntcat  oo  importation  from  Ireland,  is  a  hard- 
flap  BpoB  Ireland,  and  a  hardship  to  the  con- 
nKrberef— Tes. 

''▼alsb. — 3352.  How  has  the  price  of  the  Irish 
otsb  been  afEscted  by  these  restrictions  ;  is  it 
^B§m  thaa  it  was  belbre  the  cattie  plague 


broke  out?— It  was  affected  by  the  restrictions 
at  first. 

"  3353.  Was  it  higher  ?— Lower. 

*'  3354.  Ton  know  there  has  been  a  great  in- 
crease in  the  price  of  batchers'  meat  ?— Tes. 

'*  8355.  The  difference  must  have  gone  into 
the  hands  of  one  of  these  middle  men  f — The 
butchers ;  they  have  made  a  very  good  trade  of 
it  these  last  few  years. 

'<3215.  Do  yoa  think  in  giving  this  opinion  of 
yonrs,  that  you  represent  theirs  also  ? — I  do,  of 
the  most  respectable  part  of  the  trade,' and  <^  the 
grazing  trade,  I  think,  entirely  in  Ireland. 

*'  3216.  Do  you  believe  it  perfectly  certain  that 
the  grazing  trade  are  entirely  in  favour  of  this 
BUI  ?— I  do. 

"  Mr.  Vbrron  HABcouRT.-^That  may  be  taken 
for  granted." 

These  restrictions  are  injurious,  not  only 
to  the  English  trade,  but  to  the  foreign 
trade  also.  Mr.  Robinson,  a  gentleman 
who  imports  very  large  numbers  of  foreign 
cattle,  stated  that  the  foreign  trade  is  now 
suffering  from  restrictions  more  onerous 
than  any  whioh  would  be  necessary  under 
a  separate  foreign  market  system.  In 
answer  to  a  question,  he  asserted  more 
particularly  that  the  possibility  of  a  pro- 
hibition of  importation  was  the  worst  re- 
striction that  could  be  placed  upon  the 
trade;  because  it  stopped  production  on 
the  other  side  of  the  Channel.  The  rule 
of  detention  for  inspection,  although  most 
necessary  for  security,  is  also  injurious  to 
the  foreign  trade.  For  foreign  cattle  thus 
often  lose  the  market,  and  ha^e  to  stand 
over*  waiting  for  another  market.  The 
killing  in  six  days  is  also  in  this  ease  an 
injury,  for  butchera  hold  back  from  buying, 
until  the  price  is  forced  down;  and  the 
foreign  importer  receives  less  for  his  goods, 
and  importation  is  discouraged.  There 
has  been  a  considerable  decrease  in  the 
number  of  foreign  oattle  in  the  London 
market  of  late  years.  Thus,  in  the  week 
ending  March  24,  1868,  the  number  of 
foreign  cattle  in  the  London  market  was 
3,851 ;  in  the  corresponding  week  in  1867 
the  number  was  7,431  ;  in  the  correspond- 
ing week  in  1866  the  number  was  10,681  ; 
and  in  the  corresponding  week  in  1865  the 
number  was  8,000.  Another  injury  by  the 
present  system  is  its  great  expense  to  the 
ratepayers  of  the  metropolis.  What  are 
the  means  employed  to  prevent  oattle  leaf- 
ing the  metropolitan  district  ?  There  are 
142  policemen  employed  to  watch  the  prin- 
cipal  roads,  at  an  expense  of  £11,691  6*. 
8d.  per  annum ;  twenty-eight  more  are 
stationed  at  the  different  railway  stations, 
besides  sergeants,  superintendents,  and 
other  officers,  who  are  all  paid  out  of  the 
police  rates  of  the  metropolis,  at  a  total 
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expense  to  the  ratepayers  of  the  metropolis 
of  perhaps  as  much  as  £16.000  per  an- 
num. The  Bill  before  the  House  would 
thus  at  once  reduce  the  rates  in  the  metro- 
polis. I  have  now  shown  that  the  present 
system  for  giving  security  to  English  herds 
is  needlessly  injurious,  not  only  to  the 
foreign  trade,  but  also  to  many  other  inter- 
ests and  classes  of  persons.  Besides  being 
injurious  the  system  does  also  not  attain 
security.  It  fails  to  give  the  maximum  of 
security  with  the  minimum  of  injury.  As 
we  extend  the  range  of  our  imports  the 
chance  of  re-importing  the  Cattle  Plague 
increases.  Tet  these  cattle,  from  the 
furthest  limits  of  our  imports— these  cat- 
tle from  the  countries  where  cattle  plague 
is  indigenous,  and  carelessness  traditional, 
arrive  in  the  market  and  may  infect 
everything  there,  and  are  then  driven 
along  the  metropolitan  streets  and  roads, 
past  the  doiries  of  the  metropolis,  the 
cows  of  which  thrust  their  noses  out  and 
smell  these  oatUe  as  they  pass ;  so  that 
Mr.  Priestman,  an  eminent  veterinary,  and 
an  inspector  in  London,  who  was  called 
as  a  witness  against  the  Bill,  exclaimed, 
"  So  that  I  am  really  in  dread  every  day 
of  a  fresh  outbreak  of  cattle  plague." 
Moreover,  the  inspection  of  these  foreign 
cattle  is  most  insufficient.  They  are  herded 
together  in  great  crowds  near  the  water- 
side, and  then  they  are  hurriedly  and 
therefore  imperfectly  inspected.  This  in- 
spection is  necessarily  hurried ;  otherwise 
very  many  cattle  would  be  detained  too 
late  for  the  market.  Besides,  as  the 
plague  is  incubating  for  twenty-one  days, 
during  which  time  not  even  a  veterinary 
can  detect  it,  and  as  the  journey  from 
infected  districts  is  performed  in  six  days, 
all  men  of  science  are  agreed  that  inspec- 
tion is  so  uncertain  as  to  be  no  security 
at  all.  And  if  the  disease  happens  at 
any  time  to  be  introduced,  it  will  be  sure 
to  spread  rapidly  ;  and  all  our  efforts  will 
bo  powerless  to  arrest  it.  For,  as  Mr. 
Rudkin  testified,  the  cowkeepers  of  Lon- 
don are  sure  to  send  to  the  market  any 
cow  which  they  perceive  to  be  in  the  least 
ailing.  The  manure  also  of  infected  beasts, 
if  there  be  any  in  London,  is  taken  out 
to  the  country  and  spread  upon  the  land 
miles  away,  carrying  the  infection  with 
it.  Moreover,  sheep  mix  in  the  metropo- 
litan market  with  foreign,  perhaps  in- 
fected cattle,  and  are  then  allowed  to  travel 
out  of  the  metropolitan  area  and  all  over 
the  country.  Mr.  Rudkin  reoogniies  this 
as  a  serious  defect  in  the  metropolitan  re* 
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gulations.  Professor  Spooner,  Dr.  Nicholls, 
and  Professor  James,  all  of  them  scientific 
witnesses,  testify  a  similar  opinion.  Again, 
Dr.  Priestman  asserts  that  infection  can  bo 
carried  by  wool,  whether  woven  or  raw. 
Men*s  clothes  can  be  a  vehicle  for  infection. 
Tet  200  or  300  drovers  and  salesmen  bring 
English  cattle  to  the  metropolitan  market 
on  Monday  morning,  and  pass  among  the 
foreign  cattle,  pinching  them  and  feeling 
them,  and  on  Monday  evening  they  are 
again  in  their  masters  yards  in  the  coun- 
try, watering  and  feeding  their  masters' 
cattle  ;  these  men  pass  from  the  infected 
market  to  the  country  without  disinfecting 
themselves  or  changing  their  clothes.  Mr. 
Gebhart  justly  gave  it  as  his  opinion,  on 
this  ground,  that  our  regulations  are  of  no 
avail.  Again,  calves  are  smuggled  out  of 
the  metropolitan  area,  and  from  the  London 
dairies  to  a  great  extent.  Nay,  even  oxen 
themselves  are  carried  out  of  London  by 
railway  every  week.  As  the  regulations 
are  so  strict  on  this  point  this  statement 
may  be  hardly  believed  unless  it  is  given 
in  the  words  of  the  witnesses — 

'*  DiOKSON. — 686.  There  are  so  many  dairy  oowa 
in  London,  and  there  are  so  many  calves  born  in 
London,  and  those  calves  are  sent,  and  will  bo 
sent,  out  into .  the  country,  do  the  best  you  caa 
and  you  cannot  keep  them  within  the  boundarj, 
and  those  foreign  animals  will  mix  alive  with  your 
dairy  cows  in  many  places,  and  the  calves  will  go 
away  and  will  take  the  disease. 

"  KiTTLB.— 2772.  To  dispose  of  their  calves 
they  frequently  attempt  to  smuggle  them  oat. 

'*  PaixsniAN. — 6027.  They  do  have  some  calves 
in  London,  I  suppose  f — Yes,  they  do. 

**  6028.  Do  yon  know  how  many  they  had  pre- 
vious to  the  cattle  plague? — I  think  they  have  rather 
more  now,  for  many  people  have  had  their  cows 
balled  since,  to  preserve  them,  to  save  buying 
fresh  animals  ;  to  save  infection,  they  have  bulled 
all  they  oould  to  calve  them  in. 

*'  6029.  Then  when  a  witness  said  that  no  calves 
or  next  to  none  were  bom  in  London  he  was  mis- 
taken ?  Tes  ;  I  have  a  large  practice,  and  1  know 
the  particulars,  though  I  have  not  them  with  me. 

**  6,030.  Can  you  tell  us  what  becomes  of  these 
calves  ? — Many  of  them  are  smuggled  out  of  Lon- 
don, I  believe. 

'*  6,031.  Previous  to  the  cattle  plague,  it  was  a 
regular  trade  to  sell  the  calves  in  the  country  ? — 
Tes,  it  was  a  trade,  and  there  is  a  trade  carried 
on  just  the  same  now ;  they  go  out  of  London 
now  with  all  the  restrictions ;  many  of  them  do. 

"6,061.  So  that  that  risk  is  going  on  at  the 
present  moment  ? — Just  so. 

'*  Jambs. — 6177.  There  will  always  be  infringe- 
ments, no  matter  how  stringent  the  regulations 
may  be. 

•'  A.  Scott.— 7,090.  Now,  with  regard  to  the 
passage  of  cattle  through  London  by  railway, 
what  do  you  think  of  the  Orders  which  prohibit 
that  arrangement  at  the  present  time  ? — I  would 
respectfully  suggest  that  these  Orders  are  of  no 
real  value.    I  have  practical  experience  of  this 
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shepherds  on  mountain  tops,  with  tele- 
scopes^  can  see  every  road  for  miles  ; 
and  jet,  with  all  these  facilities,  Aher- 
deenshire  was  thrice  invaded  by  the  cat- 
tle plague.  What,  then,  is  to  preserTO 
England — if  cattle  plague  once  gets  into 
the  metropolitan  area— with  its  hundreds 
of  roads  of  entry,  and  without  its  high 
mountains  and  watching  shepherds  ?  Let 
the  House  therefore  conclude  that  the  pre- 
sent system  is  not  only  onerous,  oppres- 
sive, and  injurious,  but  also  that  it  is  very 
far  from  attaining  our  object  of  the  maxi- 
mum of  security.  Yet  all  that  Brewster, 
Baker,  Gebhart,  and  Guerrier  proposed  as 
alternatives  to  the  Bill  was  to  maintain  this 
present  system.  This  system  clearly  will 
not  do.  But  what  other  plans  were  pro- 
posed to  attain  the  object  of  the  maxi- 
mum of  security  and  minimum  of  injury  ? 
First,  suspend  the  present  system  until  the 
cattle  plague  is  re-imported,  and  then  im- 
pose the  present  system  again.  This  plan 
was  propounded  by  two  foreign  witnesses. 
Thus  Mr.  Gebhart  says — 

'<  I  believe  th&t  all  those  retfcrictions  might  be 
▼ery  well  done  away  with  until  the  cattle  plague 
oomes  again." 

He  was  so  pleased  with  the  notion  that  he 
afterwards  repeated  his  advice.  Another 
withess,  Honck,  wanted  us  to  leave  it  to 
the  Privy  Council  to  close  up  the  metropo- 
litan area  when  the  cattle  plague  should 
have  got  in.  This  Honck,  together  with 
another  witness  (Baker),  furnished  the 
money  which  purchased  the  unlucky  cargo 
at  Revel,  in  the  summer  of  1865,  and  this 
cargo— the  fons  et  origo  malt,  I  believe 
—came  over,  he  said,  in  one  of  his  ships. 
He  also  acknowledged — as  any  reasonable 
man  must  do — that  the  destruction  of 
English  cattle  by  eattle  plague  must  be  a 
benefit  to  foreign  importers.  These  two 
foreign  importers  were  of  opinion  that  we 
should  suspend  the  restrictions  until  the 
cattle  plague  had  got  in.  On  this  subject 
I  will  waste  no  other  argument  than  this — 
"  I  hear  a  lion  in  the  Lobby  roar ! 
Say,  Mr.  Speaker,  shall  we  shut  the  door, 
And  keep  him  oat ;  or  let  him  in 
To  try  if  we  can  get  him  out  again  ?  " 

Another  plan  for  attaining  the  maximum 
of  security  with  the  minimum  of  injury  was 
to  forbid  importation  from  infected  countries 
as  soon  as  we  know  them  to  be  infected  ; 
but  to  leave  importation  from  other  coun- 
tries perfectly  free,  and  to  do  away  with 
all  restrictions  within  this  country.  This 
plan,  also,  was  propounded  by  foreigners. 
Of  course!  it  suits  the  interests  of  foreigu- 


diieaUy  in  aetinf  upon  them ;  that  under  the 
premt  Orders  eaUle  ooee  entering  the  metropo- 
litan district  eannot  be  aent  out  of  that  district 
ifiin.  Noivithitaoding  these  Orders,  I  have  to 
iaX  with  eattle  that  do  arrive  in  London,  the 
dealers  wanting  to  get  them  to  the  North  or  South ; 
and  in  order  to  pC  rid  of  them,  I  am  obliged  to 
send  them  Iran  London  to  Reading  for  the  North, 
or  from  London  to  Goildford  for  the  South,  to  get 
then  oat  of  the  metropolitan  district  again. 

"CaiiBiCAX.— 7091.  Do  yon  mean  to  say  that 
jcm  BOW  seod  onttla  oot  of  London  to  Reading 
aad  Goildibrd  * — I  am  ohiigod  to  do  so.  I  get 
tfatss  cattle,  and  they  are  going  to  the  North  or 
Sooth ;  they  most  go  aomelww,  and  so  I  send  them 
to  Reading  and  Gaildlbrd. 

"  7,999.  Then  yoa  set  the  Orders  in  Council  at 
delaaee,  and  send  them  to  Reading  and  Guild- 
lbtdt--l  tt&aoi  help  royaelf. 

"7,9S3.  When  did  yon  do  that  last?— It  is  a 
case  that  is  oocuning  every  week." 

It  Is  tber^ore  certain,  from  the  evidence 
of  Mr.  SeotI,  the  traffic  manager  of  the 
London  and  South  Western  Railway  Com- 
pany, that  the  regulations  of  the  Council 
are  openly  set  at  defiance  by  the  railway 
ecHDpaniea.  Sueh  a  system  of  regulations 
dees  therefore  not  attain  security.  The 
fiiet  is  that  in  the  nature  of  things  it  must, 
vnder  any  system,  be  extremely  hard — 
nay.  even  impossible — to  watch  the  metro- 
pofitaa  area.  It  is  so  large  that  it  must 
ftlvays  be  easy  to  evade  the  regulations. 
The  extent  of  the  area  is  117  square 
Biict,  It  is  partly  rural  and  partly  urban, 
aad  the  line  of  separation  between  the  rural 
and  vrban  boundaries  is  extremely  indented 
and  irrefulsr.  The  roads  are  very  nume- 
Tbe  boundary  of  the  metropolitan 
there  is  nothing  to  mark  ;  it  is  ge- 
ally  the  parish  boundary.  Where  it 
ross  the  middle  of  fields  and  mea- 
dovs  it  is  quite  ideal.  Tet  cattle  which 
have  mixed  with  foreign  cattle  in  the 
BeCropoKtao  market,  or  even  the  foreign 
cattle  themselves,  may  be  sent  and  have  a 
legal  r%fat  to  go  to  any  part  of  the  metro- 
polhan  area.  Say  they  enter  at  nightfall 
tbe  eomer  of  a  field  scross  which  the 
Metropolitan  boundary  runs  ;  in  the  mom- 
mg  they  are  at  the  other  comer  of  the 
Md,  aod  outside  the  metropolitan  boun- 
dary. They  then  have  a  legal  right  to 
go  to  aoj  part  of  the  country  without  ob- 
itreetion.  Kittle,  the  police  constable, 
■ud  that  the  police  do  not  profess  to  be 
able  to  wateb  these  imaginary  lines,  and 
dttt  it  b  not  difficult,  therefore,  to  evade 
ikm  regoktions.  Mr.  Rudkin  himself  a1- 
Wved  that  the  regulations  are  very  easily 
««sded«  To  AbeHeenshire,  as  Sir  James 
S^fbbstone  testified,  there  are  very  few 
'wds  of  entry.     A  few  gamekeepers  and 
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ert.  Tbas  M.  B^uley  adviMcl  ihftt— If 
cattle  plague  breaks  out  in  a  coantry 
whence  we  get  oar  supplies,  then  the  Prifj 
Conucil  should  stop  them  ;  while  all  cattle 
from  suspected  countries  should  be  slaugh* 
tared  at  the  waterside.  This  plan  he  after- 
wards called  "the  sjstem  I  hare  deve- 
loped/'  l^ow,  in  the  first  plaoe»  I  must 
ask — What  is  an  infected  coantry?  and 
what  is  a  suspected  country  ?  Dr.  Nicholls, 
a  member  of  the  Royal  College  of  Sar- 
geons,  who  has  studied  the  subject  as 
mach  as  any  man,  was  asked  this  question 
— How  would  you  distinguish  infected 
countries  ?  He  answered  that  he  could 
not  give  any  opinion  upon  it.  This  is  a 
list  of  foreign  countries  from  which  we 
.  received  reports  of  cases  of  cattle  plague 
doring  the  last  year — Austria,  Bavaria, 
Belgium,  Holland,  Hungary,  Italy,  Ger- 
many, Prussia,  Russia,  Turkey.  Are  all 
those  infected  conn  tries  ?  Should  all  im- 
portation from  them  be  prohibited  ?  From 
what  countries,  then,  would  it  be  permitted? 
But  suppose  that  cattle  plague  occurs  in 
a  country,  and  that  we  do  not  hear  of  it 
until  too  late,  or  not  at  all,  what  should 
we  do  then  ?  It  is  a  case  likely  enough 
to  happen.  Besides,  it  would  be  a  great 
distorbance  of  trade  suddenly  to  throw 
back  the  tide  of  importation ;  if  indeed  the 
wave  do  not  prove  itself  to  be  altogether 
too  large,  so  that  it  may  overbear  your 
regulations.  Such  sudden  stoppages  of 
trade  are  too  violent  in  their  operation, 
and  prejudicial  in  their  results ;  much 
more  so  than  any  permanent  measare 
such  as  that  in  the  Bill.  Mr.  Robinson, 
the  large  importer,  told  the  Committee 
that  the  restriction  most  baneful  to  trade 
is  the  possibility  or  fear  of  prohibition,  for 
it  stops  production  on  the  other  side.  Yet 
M.  Bouley  would  change  this  possibility 
into  a  probability,  and  erect  it  into  a  sys- 
tem and  make  it  a  law.  But  suppose  it 
done  :  let  us  imagine  the  great  sources  of 
our  supplies  to  be  suddenly  stopped,  where 
are  we  to  find  other  supplies  at  a  moment's 
notice  ?  It  is  hard  to  foster  a  trade.  So 
those  Southampton  witnesses  and  the  Nor- 
mandy farmer  told  us.  You  have  to  nurse 
it,  and  coax  it,  and  dandle  it,  and  still  it 
is  apt  to  dwindle.  And  this  is  the  work 
of  years,  not  of  a  day.  Then  where  are 
you  to  find  your  supplies  at  a  moment's 
notice  ?  These  are  some  of  the  objections 
against  M.  Bouley 's  way  of  dealing  with 
infected  countries.  What  does  he  propose 
with  regard  to  cattle  from  suspected  coun- 
tries ?  He  would  kill  them  at  the  water- 
Lord  Robert  Montagu 


side.  What?  and  have  no  market  for 
them,  no  concourse  of  buyers,  no  slaughter- 
houses, no  conveniences? — that  is  just  what 
the  importers  now  complain  of  as  such  a 
great  source  of  loss.  But  if  he  would  have 
the  market,  and  buyers,  and  slaughter- 
houses, then  I  tell  him,  **  So  would  we 
too."  Gebhart's  version  of  this  plan  ia 
somewhat  different — *'  The  importation  of 
cattle  from  any  infected  part  of  a  country 
should  be  prohibited.*'  And  so  the  Com- 
mittee asked  him  what  he  meant  by  aa 
infected  part  ?  "A  district,"  he  said, 
"  which  has  been  declared  so  by  its  Go* 
vemment,  that  is  what  I  call  an  infected 
part."  Good!  But  how  does  he  proceed  ? 
*'  And  nothing  is  allowed  to  come  out  of 
it."  It  is  "  a  place  round  which  a  cordon 
is  drawn,  so  that  nothing  can  come  out  of 
it."  So  then  all  we  may  do  is  to  exclude 
the  cattle  which  can  never  come.  Bujb 
suppose  for  a  moment  that  they  can  come; 
what  security  would  there  be  in  such  a 
system  ?  This  depends  on  our  knowing 
as  soon  as  any  cattle  plague  breaks  out 
in  a  country,  and  on  the  certainty  that 
cattle  from  that  coantry  do  not  come  in 
oontact  with  cattle  which  we  obtain  from 
any  other  country.  For  suppose  that  cattle 
from  Podolia  or  Galioia  arrive  at  Munich, 
and  that  other  cattle  leave  Munich  for  this 
country  before  the  incubation  has  ceesed 
in  the  former  cattle,  that  is  before  it  be- 
comes known  that  they  are  infected.  Then 
the  infection  will  be  brought  over  to  us. 
Again  it  depends  on  the  certainty  tliat 
railway  trucks  on  foreign  railways  are  not 
infected.  And  also  we  must  alter  the  pre- 
sent practice,  and  not  allow  boats  to  go  in 
turn  to  healthy  and  to  unhealthy  parts,  aa 
Gebhart  says  they  now  do.  Well,  but  grant 
all  this,  bow  are  we  to  carry  out  the  pro- 
posal ?  Prenilow,  a  Berliner,  who  was 
brought  over  to  give  evidence  against  the 
Bill,  informed  the  Committee  that  beasta 
from  Bohemia  and  Galicia  arrive  at  Gester- 
munde,  together  with  those  from  Berlin. 
At  Gestermunde  they  are  all  shipped  to- 
gether to  this  country,  where  tliey  all  ar- 
rive together  on  Saturday.  Now,  how  are 
you  to  separate  the  cattle  which  have 
come  from  infected  parts  ?  And  if  thia 
could  be  done,  what  would  be  the  good  of 
doing  it?  Therefore,  although  anyone 
may  fairly  agree  with  Professor  Spooner 
that  the  best  means  to  protect  a  country 
from  infection  is  to  stop  importation  ;  yet 
no  one  can  reasonably  suppose  that  such 
a  rule  can  be  applied  with  any  benefit  to 
one  part  of  a  cargo  and  not  to  another. 
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Tbe  tbird  plan  whioh  was  prapoaed  for  at- 
taiomg  the  maximam  of  Mooriij  with  the 
miliimiiin  of  iojary  waa  this : — Abolitb  all 
restrietiona  in  this  eoantrj,  and  trast  en- 
tirelj  to  the  regulations  of  foreign  QoTom- 
menta.  This  plan  alto  was  propounded 
by  one  of  the  foreign  witnesses.  Mr. 
Gebhart  advised  ns  to  trast  entirely  to 
foreign  GoTemroents.  He  was  aaked  bj 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Wigton- 
shire  (Sir  Andrew  Agnew),  whether  he 
thought  we  made  our  restrictions  at  the 
wrong  end,  and  that  what  we  required 
was  more  stringent  restrictions  abroad } 
He  answered—"  That  is  my  idea."  When 
a  man  ia  not  clear  in  his  judgment  how 
suicidal  are  his  arguments !  What  does 
Mr.  Gebhart  say  next  ?  The  foreign  cor- 
don regulations  inland  cannot  be  more 
serere  ;  all  we  want  is  that  foreign  Go- 
Ternments  should  make  regulations  at  the 
ports  of  export.  Here  again  we  are  told 
to  ezdode  those  who  cannot  come.  He 
18  then  asked,  whether  he  thinks  that  fo- 
reign GoYcm menta  would  be  Tory  anxious 
to  proTent  the  departure  from  their  shores 
of  unsoand  foreign  animals  in  exchange 
for  good  aonnd  British  gold  ;  and  what 
doea  he  answer?  "They  cannot  come 
from  any  cattle  plague  country  except 
through  Prussia,  where  they  would  not 
allow  the  transit."  It  becomes  important 
therefore  to  ask  what  Prussia  does  do ; 
what  is  her  practice  ?  Let  Mr.  Robinson 
be  the  first  to  answer— 

*'  G.  A.  RoBivtov.— 1705.  Are  the  cattle  of 
Gemuuij  ever  diseased  f — Germany  is  a  large 
plooe  oov  ;  we  do  not  know  what  Oernianj  oon- 
sistt  of  at  present ;  bot  cattle  that  oome  from 
the  centre  of  Europe  and  that  way  are  very 
sobjeet  to  foot-and-month  complaint ;  there  is 
seareely  a  cargo  of  German  cattle  tliat  comes  in 
BOW  where  the  cattle  are  not  stopped  on  acoonnt 
of  foot-aDd-moath  complaint.  It  is,  I  belleye, 
pretty  well  admitted  that  cattle  were  imported 
here  last  year  from  Germany  saffering  from  cattle 
plo^e,  and  it  caused  the  Bavarian  Government 
to  prohibit  the  transit  of  Austrian  cattle  through 
Bavaria,  and  for  some  weeks  our  trade  was 
stopped ;  bot  the  Aastrian  shippers  made  interest 
with  the  Prussian  GoTemment,  and  they  got  per- 
mission to  send  tbem  through  Silesia,  and  then 
they  came  here." 

And  what  doea  Gebhart  himself  saj  ?  He 
told  the  Committee  that  in  Maj,  1867,  he 
had  a  consignment  of  fortj  cattle ;  he  could 
not  tell  whetlier  they  were  Polish,  or  Po- 
ddian,  or  Oalician  ;  he  knew  not  whence 
they  eame.  They  travelled  through  Saxony 
and  Pmaaia.  They  arrived  in  London  on 
Saturday,  with  a  certificate  of  health  from 
a  PmsaiaB  inspector.    They  were  crowded 


for  inspection  ;  they  proceeded  to  the  me- 
tropolitan market  on  Monday,  and  were 
sold  in  four  lots.  On  Thursday  he  waa 
informed  that  they  had  cattle  plague^  not 
the  Steppe  cattle  plague,  to  which  the 
country  had  become  accustomed,  but  a 
new  type,  the  Galician  type.  The  veteri- 
nary surgeons  knew  it,  and  distinguished 
it.  The  police  informed  us,  at  the  Privy 
Council  0£Boe,  that  animals  were  disap- 
pearing by  night  from  the  London  cow- 
sheds, they  knew  not  whither.  Detectives 
were  employed,  and  the  whole  thing  was 
discovered.  Mr.  Gebhart  came  oponly  to 
the  Lord  President  and  informed  him ;  for 
which  Mr.  Gebhart  told  the  Committee 
that  he  got  into  great  odium  with  his 
compeers.  I  suppose  therefore  that  other 
foreign  importers  would  have  concealed  the 
mischief.  The  result  was  that  with  much 
trouble  and  anxiety,  and  the  killing  of  up- 
wards of  200  infected  beasts,  the  plague 
was  stamped  out.  Now,  three  things  in 
this  narrative  have  to  be  noted— 1.  They 
came  with  a  certificate  of  health  from  a 
Prussian  inspector.  2.  They  came  from 
unknown  sources.  3.  The  disease  was 
not  perceived  until  they  had  been  ^^^  days 
in  this  country.  Prussian  regulations, 
therefore,  do  not  secure  us  against  cattle 
plague.  Mr.  Gebhart  also  mentioned  with 
an  ejaculation  of  alarm  and  concern  whioh 
was  not  taken  down  by  the  reporter,  that 
some  sheep  had  been  put  into  a  field  ad- 
joining his  "valuable  herd."  He  was 
asked  what  occasioned  his  concern  ;  be 
said  it  was  because  these  sheep  had  come 
from  abroad.  It  was  plain,  therefore,  that 
in  the  case  of  his  own  herd,  he  does  not 
trust  to  foreign  regulations.  Mr.  Robinson 
also  mentioned  an  outbreak  of  cattle  plague 
in  Friesland ;  and  he  added  that  the  effect 
was  that  the  cattle  in  the  district  were 
moved  down  to  the  waterside,  and  hurried 
acroas  to  England.  Again  he  stated  that 
two  or  three  times  cattle  plague  occurred 
in  parts  of  Holland  ;  and  that,  before  the 
Dutch  Government  could  hear  of  it,  or  do 
anything,  the  Dutch  farmers  hurried  off 
their  infected  cattle  so  quickly,  that  special 
steamers  were  telegraphed  for  to  come 
from  London  and  fetch  them.  These 
cattle  were  in  London  in  thirty-six  or 
forty-eight  hours ;  and  a  week  afterwards 
the  Dutch  Government  heard  and  informed 
our  Govornment  that  there  was  cattle 
plague  in  the  place.  Of  what  use  to 
us,  then,  are  the  regulations  abroad  ?  I 
most  mention  a  few  points  with  respect  to 
incubation.     It  must  not  be  supposed  that 
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the  diBease  can  be  detected  during  the 
period  of  incubation.  Dr.  Nicholls  asserts 
that  incnbation  lasts  from  nine  to  fourteen 
days.  Mr.  PriestDian  puts  the  period  at 
^ye  to  tweiitj-one  days  ;  while  M.  Bouley 
asserts  that  the  average  time  is  ten  to 
eleven  days,  but  that  he  has  seen  examples 
of  twenty  days.  During  the  period  of  in- 
cubation the  most  experienced  veterinary 
cannot  detect  the  disease  ;  to  use  the 
words  of  Professor  Spooner,  '*one  word 
denies  the  other."  The  word  incubation 
denotes  that  the  disease  is  spreading  and 
growing  unseen.  Tet,  according  to  Dr. 
Nicholls,  Mr.  Priestman»  and  other  scien- 
tific witnesses,  the  disease,  during  the 
period  of  incubation,  can  be  communicated 
by  contact,  by  the  breath,  the  saliva,  or 
the  excreta.  Infected  cattle  from  Bo- 
hemia or  Poland  may  therefore  reach  Lon- 
don, and  remain  to  all  appearance  healthy 
for  ^s^  days,  as  in  Gebhart's  case  ;  or  the 
disease  may  not  be  developed  for  fourteen 
da^s  afterwards  ;  and  yet  they  may  all  the 
time  be  communicating  the  disease.  Du- 
ring that  period,  you  cannot  stamp  it  out, 
for  it  cannot  be  known.  This  would  be 
like  striking  at  a  ghost  with  a  falchion. 
Even  after  it  has  become  developed,  it 
would  be  kept  secret.  Dr.  Nicholls  in- 
formed the  Committee  that  a  butcher,  the 
moment  symptoms  of  cattle  plague  de- 
clared themselves,  would  put  the  beast 
quietly  out  of  the  way.  While  Mr.  Priest- 
man  said  that  a  beast  in  which  the  disease 
was  incubating  might  be  taken  to  a  pri- 
vate lair,  where  the  cattle  plague  would 
break  out,  and  no  one  would  know  of  it ; 
it  would  not  be  discovered,  and  yet  the 
infected  manure  would  go  into  the  country 
and  be  spread  on  the  land.  I,  therefore, 
fully  agree  with  Professor  Spooner,  that 
we  cannot  depend  upon  foreign  regulations. 
Lastly,  there  is  Mr.  Rudkin  s  plan,  which 
seems  to  attain  the  maximum  of  injury 
and  the  minimum  of  security.  For  he 
wanted  to  *' strengthen'' the  present  me- 
tropolitan regulations,  and  carry  them  out 
more  stringently.  He  would  also  remedy 
these  regulations  in  the  following  points 
where  be  deems  them  to  be  defective :  he 
would  prohibit  sheep  from  going  out  of  the 
metropolitan  area  into  the  country  ;  he 
would  abolish  cowsheds  as  being  the  nuclei 
of  disease ;  he  would  keep  a  registry  of 
cows,  and  have  them  periodically  inspected; 
he  would  brand  every  beast  which  arrives, 
and  cause  inspectors  to  follow  him  and  in- 
spect him  day  by  day  ;  he  would  permit  no 
cattle  to  be  driven  through  the  streets,  and 
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would  allow  them  to  travel  by  railway  only ; 
he  would  establish  a  public  ahatuAr  sys- 
tem, and  a  system  of  check  and  counter- 
check which  could  never  be  evaded.  Such 
a  system  would  be  most  oppressive  and 
least  secure.  The  only  other  plan  pro- 
posed for  attaining  a  maximum  of  security 
with  a  minimum  of  injury  is  the  plan  which 
is  contained  in  the  Bill  before  the  House, 
namely,  a  separate  market  for  foreign 
cattle,  with  slaughter  at  the  waterside. 
Consider  first  the  question  of  security.  It 
was  alleged  by  the  witnesses  against  the 
Bill,  that  if  infected  beasts  come  over 
to  this  market  the  infection  will  spread  to 
the  Islington  market.  If  infected  beasts 
do  come  over  to  this  country,  the  infection 
will  be  more  likely  to  spread  to  the  Isling- 
ton market  if  the  foreign  beasts  themselvea 
go  there  than  if  men  merely  pass  between 
the  markets.  If  the  foreign  beasts  are 
kept  at  the  new  market,  they  will  be  al- 
ways under  the  eye  of  an  inspector,  and 
any  infected  beasts  will  be  killed  the  mo- 
ment the  disease  is  perceived,  and  every- 
thing disinfected  before  the  disease  can  be 
carried  by  men.  For  Dr.  Wells,  one  of 
the  scientific  witnesses,  assorted  that  it 
was  not  likely  that  a  man  could  carry  the 
infection  from  beast  to  beast  during  tho 
period  of  incubation.  But  if  an  infected 
beast  itself  were  at  Islington  market,  it 
would  communicate  the  disease  dujing  the 
period  of  incubation.  Hence,  as  Professor 
James  said,  there  will  be  far  more  danger 
if  the  foreign  cattle  themselves  go  to  the 
metropolitan  market  than  if  it  is  confined 
to  men.  Supposu  even  that  the  cattle 
plague  does  become  declared  in  the  new 
market,  yet  men  are  not  likely  to  carry 
the  infection  to  English  cattle  ;  for,  as  Dr. 
Nicholls  testified,  the  man  who  buys  foreign 
cattle  is  not  the  man  who  goes  to  the 
country.  And  Mr.  Qebhart  said  that 
persons  would  not  go  from  one  market  to 
another;  for  "  they  have  no  purpose  for  it.'* 
Even  if  it  were  only  a  question  of  the  com- 
parison of  more  or  less,  yet  the  advantage 
would  be  on  the  side  of  the  new  market. 
For  now  every  Monday  200  or  300  drovers 
go  straight  from  the  foreign  cattle  in  the 
market  to  English  cattle  in  the  country. 
So  that,  according  to  Dr.  Mcholls  and 
Professor  James,  the  contagion  would  be 
far  more  likely  to  be  carried  by  them.  Be- 
sides, moving  through  the  air  in  passing 
from  one  market  to  the  other  would  disin- 
fect the  men.  Dr.  Nicholls  asserts  that 
the  air  is  the  best  disinfectant,  and  that  a 
twelve  miles*  journey  would  be  enough; 
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bat  that  no  amount  of  moTing  through  the 
air  would  remove  infection  from  a  beast. 
Horeover,  if  the  two  markets  do  not  take 
place  on  the  same  day,  an  additional  secu- 
rity i«  presented  ;  men  are  then  sure  not  to 
pass  direct  from  the  one  market  to  the 
other.  Dr.  Nicholls  recognised  this  as 
eonclusife  ;  and  yet,  after  all,  the  atten- 
dants at  the  foreign  market  may  be  made 
to  change  their  clothes  when  they  enter 
and  leave  the  market.  This  is  the  rule 
in  Paris  at  the  market  of  Vilette,  and  Dr. 
Nicholls  recommended  the  practice  to  us. 
Gnerrier  admitted  that  it  would  be  quite 
proper  to  require  that  butchers  and  drovers 
ahould  change  their  clothes  in  accordance 
with  such  a  rule;  and  Priestman  said  that 
when  he  went  about  inspecting  he  made 
bis  attendants  disinfect  themselves  with 
chloride  of  lime.  At  the  Islington  market 
perhspa  the  novelty  of  such  a  rule  would 
prevent  it  from  being  enforced;  but  it  may 
easily  be  made  a  regulation  of  the  new 
market.  Besides,  those  who  offer  such  an 
objection  to  the  Bill  forget  that  they  them- 
selves told  us  to  trust  to  foreign  Govern- 
ments, saying  that  foreign  regulations  are 
sufficient  to  secure  us  against  the  possi- 
bility of  any  infected  beasts  coming  over. 
If  so,  there  will  be  no  infected  beasts  in 
the  new  market.  I  will  adduce  from  ad- 
verse witnesses  a  few  authorities  in  my 
fafour.  Mr.  Woodley  gave  it  as  his  opinion 
that  if  the  market  were  placed  in  the  Essex 
Marshes  the  cattle  pisgue  might  be  ex- 
pected to  spread  from  it ;  but  that  it  cer- 
tainly would  not  spread  through  the  streets, 
nor  to  the  cattle  in  London,  nor  to  the 
market  at  Islington,  if  the  new  market 
be  placed  nearer  to  the  metropolis.  Mr. 
Barfordy  a  veterinary  from  Southampton, 
said  that — 

**  The  new  foreign  market,  at  proposed  bj  tbe 
Bill,  would  undoubtedly  do  away  with  the  risk  ol' 
Importing  the  cattlo  plague." 

And   Professor  Spooner  averred  that — 

"  A  resident  inspector  in  the  new  market  will 
reduce  the  risk  to  a  minimum." 

This  disposes,  then,  of  the  question  of  se- 
curity; and  now  for  the  estimate  of  injury. 
The  fairest  way  to  estimate  the  injury 
which  may  be  done  is  to  consider  the  ob- 
jections alleged  sgainst  it  by  the  opponents 
to  the  Bill.  Before  entering  upon  this,  it 
would  be  well  to  consider  the  character  of 
the  witnesses  who  appeared  in  opposition. 
First,  there  jrere  butchers— the  men  whose 
monopoly  will  be  destroyed  by  the  Bill. 
Take  Charles  Herman  as  an  example.  He 
is  a  **  butcher  in  a  small  way  ;"  he  kills 
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two  beasts  a  week;  but  he  is  the  represen- 
tative of  a  class,  for  '^  the  majority  of  the 
butchers  are  such  "  as  he.  What,  then, 
is  the  character  given  of  this  class  of  wit- 
nesses ?  Professor  James,  after  calling 
them  **  a  very  careless  set  of  men,*'  is 
asked  this  question — 

"  Yon  are  probably  aware  that  the  number  of 
batchers  in  London  is  6,000  f " 

And  he  answered— 

**  Tei ;  and  I  am  aware  that  they  are  a  very 
dangerous  set  of  men." 

This  seems  to  be  explained  by  Mr.  Rudkin, 
who  describes  persons  whose  livelihood 
consists  in  going  round  the  country  and  the 
London  cowsheds,  buying  diseased  animals 
cheap.  This  is  confirmed  by  H6nck,  who 
told  the  Committee  that  the  butchers  who 
buy  foreign  meat  go  to  the  London  cow- 
sheds to  buy  diseased  animals ;  and  he 
added,  "A  great  many  London  butchers 
do  this."  Dr.  Nicholls  says  further  that 
the  moment  any  animal  in  the  London  cow- 
sheds is  supposed  to  be  infected,  '*  they 
are  down  like  so  many  vultures  on  their 
prey  ;"  for,  knowing  that  something  is 
amiss,  they  "  think  he  is  to  be  had  cheap." 
Inspector  Priestman  informed  the  Commit- 
tee that  these  are  the  very  men  who  buy 
foreign  meat — that  is,  for  the  working 
classes—*'  it  is  their  living  ;  they  job  in 
these  things ;  there  is  a  great  number 
of  these  men.*'  Herman  himself  admits 
that— 

**  The  men  who  buy  foreign  meat,  because  it 
suits  the  olass  they  supply,  also  frequent  the  Lon- 
don cowsheds." 

Who  cares,  then,  if  the  horrid  monopoly  of 
these  men  be  destroyed  ?  Besides,  it  is 
hard  for  us  entirely  to  believe  that  they 
will  be  injured  in  the  way  they  assert. 
For  Mr.  Kudkin,  the  Chairman  of  the 
Markets  Committee,  testified  that  he  never 
knew  a  butcher  in  favour  of  any  new  mar- 
ket, or  of  any  alteration  of  an  old  market; 
and  he  thought  them  mistaken  in  their 
opinions.  When  the  Copenhagen  market, 
he  said,  was  about  to  be  established,  they 
asserted  that  it  would  be  "  dead  ruin  "  to 
them.  M.  Guerrier  testified  the  same ; 
when  the  Islington  market  was  proposed,  al- 
though no  one  contemplated  any  provision 
for  compulsory  slaughter,  they  said  the 
same,  and  alleged  the  same  injuries  as 
they  do  now  against  the  market  with  com- 
pulsory slaughter— 

"Thej  say  a  great  many  funny  things,"  he 
added  ;  "  I  have  heard  them  say  funny  thincs  in 
this  Committee-room  since  I  have  been  here. 
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Therefore  I  think  we  should  be  careful  be- 
fore we  attach  much  weight  to  the  allega- 
tioDB  of  injury  from  this  class  of  witnesses. 
The  next  class  of  witnesses  were  the  fo- 
reigners. They  objected  on  the  ground 
that  the  Bill  would  benefit  the  British  at 
the  expense  of  foreigners.  The  Bill  will 
benefit  the  British  !  —  is  not  that  the 
strongest  of  all  arguments  with  a  British 
House  of  Commons  ?  Thus  Mr.  Gebbart, 
a  Prussian,  said — 

"  It  is  a  Bill  to  protect  tfae  Engliih  fanner  at 
the  expense  of  the  foreigner.  He  would  have  all 
the  henefit,  and  we  wonld  hare  all  the  loss." 

Franx  Prenalow,  another  Prussian,  who 
was  examined  through  an  interpreter  — 
80  little  did  he  know  of  England  or  the 
English  —  of  course  took  the  same  view 
as  Mr.  Gebharty  whose  Berlin  correspon- 
dent he  is.  M.  Bouley,  a  French  gentle- 
man, was  also  examined  through  an  inter- 
preter, and  candidly  and  honourably  warned 
the  Committee  that  he  judged  from  a  French 
point  of  view,  and  did  not  speak  as  an  Eng- 
lishman. Honck,  a  Schleswig-Holsteiner, 
objected  to  the  Bill  on  the  score  that  in 
Schleswig  they  would  again  plough  up  the 
land  which  was  laid  down  in  grass  for  the 
British  trade;  so  that  bis  compatriots  were 
•'very  uneasy"  about  the  Bill.  This  was 
the  witness  who,  in  company  with  Baker, 
was  unfortunate  enough  to  be  the  means 
of  introducing  the  cattle  plague  into 
England  from  Russia  in  1865.  M. 
Pouppeville,  a  Frenchman,  was  also  ex- 
amined through  an  interpreter.  He  ob- 
jected to  the  Bill  because  "it  is  adverse 
to  the  interests  of  the  French  people." 
Alphonae  Leguillon,  a  French  farmer,  also 
examined  through  an  interpreter,  opposed 
the  Bill  because  "  it  sacrifices  French  in- 
terests for  the  benefit  of  the  English."  He 
said  he  had  never  seen  the  Bill,  but  had 
it  explained  to  him.  This  reminds  me  of 
another  class  of  witnesses :  those  whose 
minds  had  been  prejudiced,  and  e?idence 
yitiated  by  having  the  Bill  explained  to 
them.  Thus,  William  Lancaster  gave  bis 
evidence  under  the  impression  that  the 
market  tolls  were  to  be  raised  ;  the  fact 
that  the  tolls  were  to  be  reduced  by  the 
Bill  from  5«,  lid.  to  2f.  6d.  had  never  been 
explained  to  bim.  He  had  also  been  told 
that  the  new  market  was  to  be  very  far 
down  the  river ;  he  naturally  concluded 
that  it  would  be  very  inconvenient  at  that 
great  distance.  They  had  forgotten  to  ex- 
plain the  clause  which  enacted  that  the 
market  should  be  in  London,  or  in  a  parish 
immediately  adjoining.  Mr.  Woodley  a 
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straightforward  honourable  man,  I  think 
had  his  evidence  prejudiced  by  ardent  op- 
ponents ;  he  also  had  been  given  the  im- 
pression that  the  "  market  is  to  be  far  off 
in  a  place  where  the  roads  are  bad  ;"  and 
also  he  had  been  told  that  "  there  is  to  be 
no  dead  meat  market  there,"  a  thing  which 
the  Bill  actually  provides.  The  remaining 
class  of  witnesses  to  which  I  shall  allude  are 
interested  witnesses.  As  the  Bill  pro?ides 
that  the  market  is  not  to  be  far  down  the 
river  in  a  place  where  the  roads  are  bad, 
Thames  Haven  will  be  excluded ;  the 
Thames  Haven  Company  will  no  longer 
reap  profits  by  the  importation  of  foreign 
cattle.  The  Thames  Haven  Company  were 
naturally  interested  in  throwing  the  Bill 
out.  The  first  witness  against  the  Bill,  Mr. 
Brewster,  turned  out  to  be  a  director  and 
shareholder  of  that  company  ;  so  is  Mr. 
Archer;  M.  Guerrier  is  a  director;  and 
Mr.  Baker,  whose  regimental  banner  bears 
date  1865,  is  also  a  shareholder.  That  is 
the  character  of  the  witnesses  against  the 
Bill.  Let  the  House  now  consider  what 
injuries  they  allege.  The  first  objection 
was  against  having  a  separate  market. 
Mr.  Brewster  objects  to  this,  because  he 
would  like  the  whole  supply  to  be  in  the 
market  at  once.  Mr.  Woodley  supports 
this  view.  Mr.  Baker  would  have  only  one 
market  place,  and  one  market  day.  That 
is  to  say :  the  power  of  purchase  being 
virtually  limited  to  monopolists,  they  would 
naturally  like  to  secure  a  large  supply. 
That  would  increase  the  monopoly,  and 
depress  the  prices  they  would  have  to  give. 
Mr.  Gebhart  is  an  importer;  a  seller  of 
foreign  cattle  ;  bis  interests  are  therefore 
contrary.  To  have  many  buyers,  and  to 
divide  the  supply,  would  suit  him  better. 
He  told  the  Committee  that  if  the  market 
is  only  once  a  week  '*  the  animal  wastes 
between."  He  therefore  would  have  no 
objection  to  a  separate  market  if  there 
were  two  market  days  for  the  sale  of  Eng- 
lish cattle,  and  two  market  days  for  the 
sale  of  foreign  cattle ;  or  have  only  one 
market  day  for  English  cattle  if  you  like 
(that  is  nothing  to  him),  say  Wednesday ; 
and  have  the  markets  for  foreign  cattle  on 
Monday  and  Friday.  Mr.  Rudkin  backs 
up  the  objection  about  cattle  standing  over 
for  a  week,  and  wished  for  two  market 
days  for  home  and  two  for  foreign  cattle. 
In  Paris  the  cattle  are  sold  every  day  ; 
why  should  we  single  out  market  days  t 
Sell  the  cattle  as  they  are  wanted.  The 
next  objection  was  that  which  was  raiaed 
against  compuUory  slaughter,  or  rather  the 
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objection  was  directed  a^lnst  a  pablic 
slaughterhouse :  for  the  small  butcher  pre 
fers  to  dri?e  his  cattle  home  for  slaughter. 
Tet  there  are  strong  reasons,  on  sanitary 
grounds^  against  permitting  the  nuisance 
of  private  slaughterhouses  any  longer  to 
continue.  All  these  private  slaughter- 
houses are  immediately  behind  dwelling- 
houses  and  in  thickly-peopled  districts; 
BO  that  the  air,  already  loaded,  becomes 
fuUy  contaminated.  Besides,  as  Mr.  Rudkin 
informed  the  Committee,  they  can  never  he 
kept  io  order,  for  slaughterhouses  "  must 
he  concentrated  to  keep  them  under  con- 
trol." Moreover,  if  private  slaughter- 
houses are  studded  over  the  town,  cattle 
must  be  driven  through  the  streets  to  all 
parts  of  the  town,  which  is  another  nuis- 
ance. The  House  has  long  ago  declared 
its  judgment  on  this  point.  Twice  it  has 
given  notice  that  these  nuisances  shall 
cease;  but  with  a  charity,  which  I  think 
rather  mistaken,  they  determined  that  the 
inhabitants  of  London  should  endure  the 
nuisance  for  thirty  years  more  in  order 
that  the  butchers  might'  have  no  room  for 
the  complaint  that  their  interests  were 
heing  damaged.  Mr.  Woodley  read  to  the 
Committee  the  part  of  tho  Report  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Common  Council  which 
referred  to  the  Act  of  1844  and  to  the 
other  Act — 

•*  WooDLET  {reading  Report  of  the  Committee 
of  Common  Council).  4980.  '  Oar  attention  hag 
been  direoted  to  certain  provisions  contained  in 
the  Building  Act  (1844),  under  the  operation  of 
which  many  ■laogbterbooses  now  in  the  metro- 
polis will,  in  the  year  1874,  cease  to  eiist ;  and 
we  have  also  considered  the  provisions  contained 
in  the  Newgate  Market  Abolition  Act,  nnder 
which  the  various  slaughterhouses  in  the  vicinity 
of  that  market  will,  in  all  probability,  be  re- 
moved.'" 

The  large  carcase  butchers  and  the  Go- 
Ternment  contractors  do  not  seem  to  object 
to  a  public  slaughterhouse.  Mr.  Rudkin 
testified  that  it  is  no  detriment  to  a  large 
batcher,  that  it  is  immaterial  to  a  carcase 
hatcher,  where  he  slaughters.  Mr.  Garten, 
a  carcase  butcher  and  Goxemment  con- 
tractor, said  that  individually  he  had  no 
objection  to  a  separate  market  with  com- 
pulsory slaughter ;  a  public  slaughterhouse 
close  to  London  was  the  same  thing  as  his 
own ;  there  would  be  no  loss  if  it  is  suffi- 
eientlj  near  to  London.  Mr  Woodley,  it 
is  true  affirmed  that  it  would  throw  the 
killing  trade  into  the  hands  of  a  few  large 
mm.  Mr.  Archer  also  said  that  it  would 
destroy  the  small  retail  men,  and  put  the 
trade  in    the  hands  of  the  large  men. 


Qebhart  said  the  same.  Why  will  il  do 
so  t  Because  the  expenses  of  large  firms 
are  smaller  in  proportion  ;  and  because  the 
profits  of  large  firms  can  be  smaller  in  pro- 
portion. It  is  the  tendency  of  all  busi- 
nesses to  fall  into  the  hands  of  large  firms. 
Well,  then,  the  large  firms  will  grow,  and 
sqoeese  out  many  of  the  smaller  men — 
the  5,000  of  cowshed  notoriety.  But 
this  is  no  injury  to  the  consumer.  The  de- 
mand does  not  depend  on  the  number  of 
agents  for  distribution,  or  middle  men  ;  it 
depends  on  the  amount  required  for  con- 
sumption. The  fewer  distributors  and 
shopkeepers  and  middle  men  the  better^ 
consistent  with  convenience ;  for  there 
will  be  fewer  profits  to  extract.  Large 
monied  men  require  a  smaller  total  of 
profits,  and  as  there  are  fewer  of  them 
fewer  profits  will  be  required.  Bat  we 
hear  a  whine — "  It  will  injure  the  small 
butchers."  Put  against  this  the  cry  from 
England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland,  that  the 

f>resent  system  injures  farmers,  small  and 
arge.  Archer  Tory  fairly  allowed  that 
against  the  injury  to  small  butchers  we 
must  balance  the  loss  to  farmers  and 
graziers.  Besides,  the  small  butchers  will 
not  lose  so  mach  after  all ;  for  they  can 
boy  dead  meat,  even  if  they  cannot  kill 
their  own  beasts.  Mr.  Blackman,  a  large 
man,  says  that  the  retail  butchers,  who 
are  scattered  over  the  metropolis,  boy  car- 
cases of  him.  Woodley  says  that  they 
buy  dead  meat  at  the  Newgate  market. 
Archer  was  asked,  **  Who  are  the  princi- 
pal buyers  in  Newgate  market  ?  —  But- 
chers." And  he  added  that  a  great  many 
beasts  are  killed  in  all  parts  of  London, 
and  carried  to  Newgate  market  to  be  sold. 
Mr.  Rudkin  affirmed  that  two-thirds  of 
the  supply  of  cattle  to  the  metropolis  are 
killed  by  the  carcase  (not  the  retail)  but- 
chers, and  sold  in  Newgate,  Leadenhall, 
and  Whitechapel  markets  ,*  whence  the  re- 
tail butchers  fetch  it  to  stock  their  shops. 
Take  an  individual  case  as  an  example. 
Mr.  Woodley  told  us,  that  at  the  place  of 
business  belonging  to  himself  and  other 
large  men,  there  are  twenty-five  slaughter- 
houses all  together,  all  belonging  to  whole- 
sale men.  **  This  is  a  very  great  conve- 
nience to  the  whole  district.  '  For  he  said, 
customers  come  from  the  surrounding  dis- 
tricts ;  •*  from  a  very  large  population  ;" 
they  come  distances  of  four  miles,  and  take 
away  the  meat  in  their  own  conveyances. 
That  is  to  say,  they  have  discovered  the 
benefit  of  dispensing  with  the  middle  man. 
He  adds—**  These  are  better  than4f  they  . 
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were  in  twenty-five  different  districts*  be- 
cause thej  make  a  large  market."  The 
Tery  thing  we  want  to  make !  Here  are 
some  authorities  in  favour  of  the  public 
slaughterhouse.  Mr.  Hudkin  avers  that 
butchers  are  not  reasonable  in  objecting 
to  the  abattoir  sjstem.  He  said  it  was 
because  they  misunderstood  the  question. 
He,  it  seems,  persuaded  the  City  to  vote 
£36,000  to  erect  a  public  slaughterhouse 
at  Islington.  **  It  is  not  to  be  compul- 
sory !"  1  shall  be  told.  True  ;  all  the 
better  for  my  argument.  City  people  do 
not  vote  money  unless  they  are  sure  of  a 
return.  And  how  will  the  City  get  its 
7  per  cent ;  unless  butchers  find  a  public 
slaughterhouse  such  a  benefit  that  they 
will  invariably  use  it,  how  will  it  yield 
a  profit?  At  Portsmouth,  Sir  James 
Elphinstone  said  they  object  to  having 
any  slaughterhouse  inside  the  town.  At 
Edinburgh,  ever  since  1850  they  have 
bad  a  public  slaughterhouse  outside  the 
town.  On  which  Professor  Strangeways 
remarked  that  this  has  been  a  gain  to  the 
butchers,  and  that  only  the  bad  butchers 
complain  ;  which  they  do,  because  they 
cannot  surreptitiously  kill  and  sell  bad 
meat.  That  is  to  say,  a  public  slaughter- 
bouse  will  put  a  stop  to  those  gentry  who 
frequent  the  London  cowsheds  to  buy 
diseased  animals  cheap.  In  Paris,  as  Mr. 
Woodley  testified,  they  have  one  large 
market  and  slaughterhouse,  which  supplies 
the  whole  of  Paris,  and  the  market  is  held 
every  day,  and  the  killing  is  performed 
every  day.  And  although,  he  says,  that 
in  Paris  they  slaughter  as  much  as  92  or 
93  per  cent  of  the  whole  amount  killed  in 
the  metropolitan  area  of  London,  yet  this 
does  not  affect  prices,  nor  injure  the  but- 
cbers.  But  it  was  urged  ''it  will  cause 
the  price  of  meat  to  fall  so  that  the  foreign 
trade  will  not  be  attracted."  What  then 
will  be  the  amount  of  the  depression  ? 
George  Eve  tells  ns  that  it  may  be  id. 
per  lb.  ;  that  the  foreigner  will  get  5s.  to 
6$.  less  for  each  beast.  Brewster  puts  it 
at  the  same  amount  when  testifying  against 
the  Bill  ;  but  Mr.  Oebhart  said  it  would 
not  make  a  fartbing  of  difference.  M. 
Bouley  testified  bis  opinion  that  no  great 
effect  on  importation  would  be  produced  if 
we  were  to  enact  that  all  foreign  cattle 
should  be  killed  at  the  port  of  landing. 
Mr.  Rudkin  evidently  contemplates  an  in- 
crease of  the  foreign  trade  ;  for  he  soys 
that  a  larger  market  (6397-6403)  will  be 
required  for  the  foreign  cattle  alone  than 
there  is  now  at  Islington  fur  both  English 
Lord  Robert  Montagu 


and  foreign  together.  This  Tiew  of  Mr. 
Rudkin 'e  is  not  extraordinary.  It  is  very 
reasonable.  For,  by  breaking  down  tlie 
butchers'  monopoly,  by  providing  a  more 
extended  demand,  we  confer  a  benefit  on 
the  trade.  This  is  the  very  benefit  which 
accrues  from  good  roads  and  railways — 
namely,  a  more  extended  market  for  the 
produce.  What  will  be  the  result  ?  The 
English  cattle  will  go  out  to  supply  the 
country,  and  more  foreign  eat  tie  will  be 
required  to  supply  the  thickly  populated 
districts  of  the  town.  That  the  Bill  will 
break  down  this  monopoly  was  clearly 
seen  by  Mr.  Symonds  and  by  Mr.  Syme. 
The  latter  gentleman  was  asked — 

'*  Why  do  70a  suppose  that  after  this  Bill  it 
passed  tbo  butober  will  take  a  leas  profit  f— Hii 
neighbour^tbat  is,  the  country  butohar— will 
oome  in  then  and  buy  along  with  him,  and  he  will 
have  to  pay  the  regular  country  price  for  his 
cattle." 

The  last  objection  which  was  urged  against 
the  Bill  has  been  termed  the  offal  question. 
It  is  a  peg  on  which  were  hung  numerous 
appeals  ad  populum,  and   passionate  ad- 
dresses ad  tnieerieordiam,  and    a   fervid 
Chatham-peroration.      Offal  is  injured  by 
carriage,  they  said,  even  for  the  shortest 
distances,  and  the  poor  live  on  offal.     Yet 
the  Committee  beard  from  numerous  wit- 
nesses that  a  great  deal  of   offal   is    im- 
ported  from  Antwerp  and  from  Hamburgh, 
*'gut8  and  all,  in  casks."     And   Archer 
testified    that  it   is    always  brought  from 
Holland    with    dead    meat:    that    2,600 
dead  sheep  and  many  tons  of   offal  have 
been   brought    over  in    one    vessel  ;    and 
again,  that  3.000  or  4,000  dead  carc&sea 
of  sheep  have  come  from  Hamburgh  with 
thirty  or  forty  tons  of  beef,  and  all  the 
offal  thereto  pertaining.     '*  Aye  !  but  this 
is  water  carriage."    Well,  but  it  comes  by 
land  as  well.      Lambs'  offal   is   sent    bj 
waggon  a  distance  of  forty-four   miles  to 
London.     And  Captain  Engledue  aaid,   in 
his  remarkable  evidence,  that  the  offal  of 
sheep  and  lambs   is   sent   to    London    ia 
hampers  from   all    parts  of  the  country, 
'*and  those  do  not  speak  the  truth  who 
say  the  contrary."     What  is  the  nature  of 
this  offal  trade  ?     Baker  attested  that  the 
offal  of  the  smaller  butcbersi  and  eTeii  of 
the  carcase   butchers  also,  is  disposed  of 
by  contract  to  the  offal  dealers  and  tripe 
dressers.     Mr.  Black  man  '*  does  not  know 
of  one  who  retails  it."     "  Not  one  in   ton 
retail    it ;    because    they    have    not    the 
means   of  dressing   the   tripe."      Black« 
man,  Archer,  and  Lancaster  stated  that 
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the  offal  &bop0  collect  the  offal,  and  then, 
when  dressed,  it  goes  to  the  low  neigh- 
bourhoods to  be  sold.  The  waj  is  tliis 
—the  contractor  calls  with  his  cart  at  a 
batcher's,  and  obtains  what  offal  there  is  ; 
be  proceeds  to  the  next  butcher  and  then 
to  another,  and  another,  until  the  cart  is 
full  ;  so  that  offal  does  now  tratel  about 
the  streets  before  it  is  dressed,  and  after 
too.  These  offul  salesmen,  says  Blackman, 
are  few  in  number ;  and  they  are  the  men 
who  retail  it.  I  appeal  to  authorities.  Mr. 
Rodkin  allows  that  there  will  be  no  differ- 
eence  between  the  offal  in  the  new  market 
and  the  offal  of  a  large  carcase  butcher. 
Lancaster  speaks  of  depdts  of  offal  as  an 
advantage ;  and  says  that  tho  poor  will 
get  the  offal  cheaper  in  the  new  market, 
which  will  be  a  considerable  benefit.  Mr. 
Synjonds  and  Captain  Engledue  affirm 
that  the  offal  objection  is  rery  slight. 
Captain  Engledue  used  weekly  to  send  the 
offal  from  his  form  at  Southampton  up  to 
London  to  be  sold.  That  the  objection  is 
slight  is  practically  proved  by  Harman's 
evidence ;  for  he  states  that  he  buys  offul 
at  Whitechapel,  Newgate,  and  Leadenhall 
markets,  and  of  wholesale  men  and  offal 
saletmen,  transports  it  to  his  shop,  and 
then  retails  it  to  the  poor. 

In  conclusion,  let  the  House  oall  to  mind 
that  the  present  restrictions  are  most  cum- 
brous, onerous,  ineffective,  oppressive,  and 
easily  evaded.  The  inconveniences  are 
numerous ;  the  driving  of  cattle  through 
the  streets  ;  the  number  of  pestilential 
alaugliterhouses  in  the  metropolitan 
area.  All  these  inconveniences,  this  inse- 
eurity,  these  evasions,  are  consequent  on 
the  enormous  extent  of  the  area  to  which 
the  regulations  are  applied.  It  is  like 
trying  to  defend  a  fortress  of  117  square 
miles  with  a  small  army  against  a  large 
and  insidious  foe.  The  natural  remedy, 
then,  is  to  contract  the  area.  The  regu- 
lations were  applicable  to  an  area  of  117 
miles,  and  were  passed  at  a  time  when 
cattle  plague  was  raging  in  the  whole  me- 
tropolitan area,  and  while  the  rest  of  the 
country  was  comparatively  free.  Now  that 
the  cattle  plague  has  retreated,  why  should 
not  the  House  close  in  and  contract  its  line 
of  defence  ?  Evasion  would  then  be  im- 
possible, inspection  would  be  easy,  and  the 
detection  of  diseases  certain.  The  num- 
ber of  police  would  be  less  ;  two  would 
then  effect  more  than  200  now.  The  ex- 
penses would  be  smaller.  Cattle  would  all 
be  under  eoinmand  and  constant  supervi- 
licni.    Dr.  NichoUa  was  asked — 


*'  6S59,  Bat  do  you  not  think,  if  jou  reduce  the 
area,  where  the  linbility  of  infectioQ  exists,  you 
diminish  the  chance  of  conveying  it,  and  you  in« 
crease  your  power  of  taking  precaution  against 
it  f — I  think  you  do. 

"  5860.  Therefore,  if  yoo  get  all  the  cattle  lia- 
ble to  disease  on  one  spot,  you  would  be  better 
nblo  to  take  precautions  ngainst  conveying  that 
disease  than  you  would  upon  the  large  district  of 
the  metropolitan  areaf — It  would  be  more  un- 
manageable.'* 

Professor  Spooner  was  asked— 

"  7402.  Would  you  suppose  that  when  foreign 
cattle  can  only  be  landed  in  a  small  defined  part, 
it  would  be  much  easier  to  inspect  them  than 
when  they  are  spread  over  the  whole  town  f— 
Yes." 

That  is  what  we  propose  to  do  by  this  Bill. 
The  object  is  to  contract  the  area  of  the 
restrictions  to  a  spot  on  the  waterside. 
For  the  Islington  market,  as  Mr.  Gebhart 
urged,  is  very  inconvenient  for  the  foreign 
trade ;  but  it  is  conveniently  situated  for 
home  cattle.  The  House  last  year  affirmed 
the  principle  of  defining  parts  of  ports  for 
the  reception  and  slaughter  of  foreign  cat- 
tle. It  has  been  tried ;  and  no  injury  or 
inconvenience  has  resulted.  Professor 
Spooner  was  asked — 

"7400.  Tou  are  aware  that  that  policy  has 
been  carried  out  in  all  the  larger  ports  except 
London,  are  you  not  ?•— Tes. 

**  7401.  Have  you  heard  of  any  injury  that  has 
accrued  from  it  f — No,  1  have  not.*' 

For  the  small  ports,  the  supply  of  Eng- 
lish cattle  was  found  amply  sufficient ; 
they  never  desired  to  import  any  foreign 
cattle.  They  have  therefore  but  one  mar- 
ket. In  the  larger  ports,  foreign  meat  is 
required  for  the  poorer  population,  as  well 
as  English  cattle  for  the  richer.  Because 
of  the  size  of  these  towns,  two  markets 
are  necessary.  A  part  of  the  port  is  there- 
fore set  apnrt ;  they  have  a  separste  mar- 
ket for  foreign  cattle,  and  a  market  for 
English  cattle  ;  while  the  principle  of  non- 
contact  between  English  and  foreign  cattle 
is  strictly  maintained.  But  for  London, 
the  largest  port  of  all,  some  pretend  to  say 
that  one  market  should  suffice,  and  that 
the  principle  of  non-contact  should  be  dis- 
regarded ! 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
C\mTy^(Lord  Robert  Montagu.) 

Mb.  MILNEE  GIBSON  said,  he  re- 
gretted  that  the  noble  Lord  had  reflected 
on  the  evidence  of  one  of  the  French  wit- 
nesses as  having  been  given  in  the  interest 
of  bis  own  country,  as  if  he  had  come 
here  to  promote  some  object  of  his  own. 
Now,  this  French  witness  was  the  most  dii- 
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tinguisbed  veterinary  authority  in  France. 
He  was  the  adviser  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment, and  had,  in  fact,  inspired  those  re- 
gulations which  had  kept  the  cattle  plague 
out  of  France.  The  French  Government 
had  been  kind  enough  to  send  this  great 
oflScer  to  this  country  to  inform  the  Com- 
mittee what  those  regulations  had  been. 
The  noble  Lord,  therefore,  who  represented 
the  English  Government,  was  not  entitled 
to  reflect  upon  such  a  witness  by  saying 
that  he  had  given  evidence  to  promote  the 
interests  of  his  own  country. 

LoBD  KOBERT  MONTAGU  said,  he 
had  stated  that  this  witness  had  spoken 
from  the  French  and  not  from  the  English 
point  of  view. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  the  noble 
Lord  probably  did  not  remember  the  words 
he  had  used.  The  Committee  were  very 
much  indebted  to  the  French  Government 
for  the  information  this  gentleman  had 
given.  He  had  asked  the  Committee  to 
adopt  the  French  system,  and  that  was 
what  we  ought  to  do.  That  system  was 
to  let  the  cattle  in  from  healthy  and  unin- 
fected countries,  and  when  they  were  in 
to  treat  them  as  French  cattle,  but  not  to 
admit  them  fVom  infected  countries.  The 
system  had  been  successful  in  France, 
whose  Government  distinguished  between 
countries  that  were  infected  and  those  that 
were  not,  and  closed  the  Rentiers  of 
France  against  importation  from  particular 
countries  as  occasion  required.  The  French 
Government  contrived  to  get  information 
and  to  act  upon  it  so  successfully  that  in 
France  the  cattle  plague  had  extended  only 
to  some  forty- five  beasts.  The  noble  Lord 
was  the  representative  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil, upon  which,  however,  the  greater  part 
of  his  speech  contained  the  eravest  re- 
flections. Notwithstanding  the  alleged 
impossibility  of  distinguishing  between 
one  country  and  another,  and  the  conse- 
quent necessity  of  treating  all  foreign 
countries  as  infected,  there  was  at  present 
an  Order  in  Council  founded  on  the  prin- 
ciple that  you  could  distinguish  between 
countries  that  were  infected  and  those  that 
were  not.  The  Privy  Council  had  great 
experience  in  the  matter,  and  no  doubt 
they  were  acting  wisely  in  admitting  cattle 
from  Spain,  Portugal,  and  Normandy  into 
all  English  ports  on  the  South  and  West 
Coasts  up  to  the  Mull  of  Cantire.  He  had 
been  under  the  impression  that  the  Go* 
Temment  had  no  real  intention  of  pro- 
ceeding with  this  Bill,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  head  of  the  Government 
Mr,  Milmr  Oihson 


having  said  it  had  not  been  fonnally  with^ 
drawn  because  there  were  special  reasons 
why  it  should  be  brought  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House.      He  should  be 
glad  to  know  what  those  special  reasons 
were.     It  was  generally  desired  that  neces- 
sary business  only  should  be  disposed  of, 
and  that  the  dissolution  should  be  ex- 
pedited as  much  as  possible ;  and  he  be* 
lieved  that  even  those  who  favoured  this 
measure  would  have  been  glad  if  the'  con- 
sideration of  it  had  been  postponed  at  pre- 
sent.    There  was  no  urgent  necessity  that 
it  should  be  passed,  for  the  cattle  plague 
did  not  exist  in  England,  and  the  Privy 
Council  had  ample  powers  to  stop  the 
spread  of  it  should  it,  unfortunately,  re- 
appear.    They  had  also  full  power  to  re- 
gulate the  importation  of  cattle  in  such  a 
manner  as  they  might  think  best  cal- 
culated to  prevent  the    introduction   of 
cattle  plague  from  abroad.     Seeing  that 
there  were  these  securities,  what  necea* 
sity  was  there  for  pressing  forward  this 
questionable  measure  ?    If  passsed  it  would 
not  come  into  operation   for   years,  and 
during  that  time  we  must  trust  our  present 
machinery.     He  was  reluctant  to  oppose 
the  Bill  at  this  stage,  but  there  had  be^n  no 
previous  chance  for  discussing  it.  1 1  was  in- 
troduced  just  before  the  House  adjourned 
in  December,  and  at  the  first  opportunity, 
after  the  House  re -assembled  in  February, 
the  Bill  was  read  a  second  time.     He  had 
no  idea  that  the  Bill  was  to  be  carried 
through  with  so  little  explanation.     He 
had  taken  what  was  called  a  technical 
objection,  and  the  more  he  considered  it, 
the  more  valid  it  appeared  to  be.     It  was 
that  persons  whose  property  was  to  be 
taken  from  them  had  not  received  the  re- 
quired notice  through  the  OauUet  and 
although  the  Standing  Orders  Committee 
had  held  that  the  Government  might  be 
relieved  from  the  giving  of  such  notice, 
because  the  persons  concerned  were  aware 
of  what  was  going  to  be  done,  he  believed 
a  different  decision  might  have  been  come 
to  had  not  erroneous  statements  been  made. 
It  did  not  follow  that  because  people  had 
presented  petitions  they  were  not  to  have 
Parliamentary  notice.     If  they  had  said 
nothing  it  would  have  been  held  that 
they    had    no    objections.     The    reasons 
given  were  insufficient  for  so  formidable 
an  invasion  of  private  rights  as  was  in- 
volved in  the  provision  of  this  exclusive 
landing-place  and  market,  which  would, 
for    instance,    deprive    Mr.    Brassey    of 
£7,000.    For  that  property  it  was   not 
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popoted  to  compensate  him»  and  he  did 
not  believe  that  any  company  or  indiyidual 
wbo  proposed  to  take  away  the  private 
property  along  the  hanks  of  the  Thames 
voold  he  permitted  to  do  so  without  com- 
plying with  the  greatest  accuracy  with  all 
the  forms  which  Parliament  imposed  in 
BQch  esses.     The  nohle  Lord  who  repre- 
sented the  Privy  Council  had,  he  might 
add,  in  his  opinion,  given  a  very  imperfect 
seeooDt  of  a  very  imperfect  scheme.     His 
object  was,  he  said,  to  prevent  home  and 
foreign  cattle  from  coming  into  contact, 
and  bow  was  that  ohject  to  he  effected  ? 
All  the  cattle  hronght  up  the  Thames  in 
ships  W€xe,  it  appeared,  to  he  taken  to  a 
partkolar  place ;    hut  no  provision  was 
made  with  regard  to  cattle  which  happened 
to  have  been  landed  at  other  ports  and 
were  conveyed  b^  railroad  to  the  metro- 
polis.    It    was  impossible,  however,   to 
avoid  the  conclusion  that  4f  the  proposal 
of  the  Government  were  adopted  a  similar 
pdiey  most  be  pursued  throughout   the 
kingdom.     Por  could  anything,  he  would 
ask,  be  more  monstrous  than  to  take  away 
^  cattle  trade  from  London  in  order  that 
it  might  be  carried  on  elsewhere,  and  that 
then  the  eattle   should   be    sent    flying 
through  the  country  by  railway  ?  Looking 
over  the  memorials  which  had  been  laid 
beftffe  the  Committee  by  the  Government 
he  found  that  they  all,  without  exception, 
pointed  to  the  necessity  of  a  genend  ap- 
plieatkm  of  the  proposed  system.     The 
pon.  Member  for  Norfolk  (Mr.  Eeed),  for 
instanee,  in  his  petition  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  House  would  pass  a  law  for  the 
•laughter  of  foreign   animals  at  all  the 
ports  siad  landing-places;  but  there  was 
so  povision   of  that  kind  in  the  Bill. 
Apun,  the  Council  of  the  Smithfield  Club, 
in   a   memorial  signed    by  the   Earl   of 
Hardwieke,  as  President,  expressed  it  to 
he  their  wish  that  animals  imported  into 
this  ooontr^  should  be  slaughtered  at  the 
poet  at  which  they  were  disembarked.     It 
was  bat  right,  under  these  circumstances, 
that   the  House  should   have  the  whole 
■^leme  of  the  Government  before  it,  and 
t  Calnnet  Minister,  the  Duke  of  Richmond, 
vho  was  examined  before  the  Committee, 
^hen  asked  whether  he  did  not  think  that 
%  gcaeral  measure  should  be  introduced, 
applicable  to  all  the  ports  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  replied,  ''  It  may  be  so  ;  I  am 
lat  answerable  for  this  Bill."  Who,  then, 
ha  should  like  to  know,  was  answerable 
^  it  ?    He  was  astonished,  he  must  con- 
Imi  to  find  the  noble  Lord  opposite  com* 


ing  forward  and  casting  reflections  on  those 
who  were  his  official  superiors,  and  he 
should  wish  to  be  informed  whether  the 
Bill  was  the  Bill  of  the  Privy  Council  ? 
But  if  he  wanted  to  condemn  the  plan  of 
a  separate  market  and  the  compelling 
everyone  to  go  there,  he  need  only  state 
the  views  of  the  Government  themselves 
two  or  three  months  ago  with  reference 
to  that  very  scheme.  We  lived,  however, 
in  days  when  Ministers  seemed  to  be  able 
to  say  anything  and  not  be  bound  by  it  a 
few  weeks  afterwards.  These  were  the 
days  of  **  heedless  rhetoric,''  and  the  noble 
Lord  had,  he  thought,  recourse  to  "  heed- 
less rhetoric  "  when  he  described  the  Bill. 
The  noble  Lord  described  it  as  a  gigantic 
scheme  of  protection.  For  his  own  part, 
he  could  not  go  so  far  as  that;  for  ha 
thought  that  it  was  a  little  petty  scheme 
of  protection,  and  would  not  afford  security 
against  the  cattle  plague.  It  would  raise 
the  price  of  meat  to  the  inhabitants  of  the 
metropolis,  and  impose  a  very  considerable 
restraint  on  the  foreign  cattle  trade.  If 
the  Council  were  in  favour  of  this  measure 
it  was  extraordinary  that  they  did  not  call 
before  the  Select  Committee  their  scientific 
advisers.  They  called  farmers  and  agri- 
culturists, the  drift  of  whose  evidence  was, 
for  the  most  part,  that  though  they  would 
like  to  go  a  good  deal  further,  yet  half  a 
loaf  was  better  than  no  bread.  They 
would  have  liked  to  keep  foreign  cattle  out 
altogether.  The  evidence  brought  before 
the  Select  Committee  by  the  Government 
was  of  an  improper  kind.  The  Committee 
were  not  considering  class  interests,  and 
yet  the  tendency  of  the  evidence  produced 
by  the  Government  was  to  show  how  be- 
neficial the  Bill  would  be  to  the  agricul- 
turists. They  put  themselves  forward 
through  their  witnesses  as  the  farmers' 
friends,  and  it  was  not  the  first  time  that 
that  title  had  been  assumed  by  the  party 
opposite,  especially  at  the  approach  of  a 
General  Election.  Sir  James  Elphinstone 
intimated  to  the  Committee  that  the  Bill 
was  a  capital  measure  for  the  agricultur- 
ists, as  it  would  raise  the  price  of  beasts 
£2  a  head.  Now,  as  there  were  300,000 
head  consumed  every  year  in  London, 
an  increase  in  the  price  of  £2  a  head 
would  be  a  tax  of  £600,000  on  the  people 
of  the  metropolis,  and  if  to  that  were 
added  the  increased  price  of  sheep,  the 
tax  on  the  population  of  London  would 
amount  to  £1,000,000  a  year.  The  noble 
Lord  talked  of  the  expense  of  the  police 
under  the  present  system,  but  what  wai 
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that  to  the  £1,000,000  a  year  which  this 
Bill,  according  to  Sir  James  Elphinstone 
and  the  GoTemment  themselves,  would 
impose  upon  the  metropolis  ?  The  farmers 
advocated  quarantine,  hecanse  they  thought 
that  the  expenses  attendant  thereon  would 
keep  foreign  cattle  from  coming  in,  and 
one  witness  expressed  an  opinion  that  it 
would  he  a  great  advantage  if  the  country 
were  entirely  free  from  the  foreign  trade. 
The  feeling  among  the  farming  class  was 
that  the  foreigner  should  he  kept  out,  and 
that  the  metropolitan  market  was  too  good 
a  thing  for  him.  He  did  not  helieve  that 
the  present  Bill  was  the  Bill  of  the  Coun- 
cil. At  present,  under  the  orders  of  Council, 
foreign  sheep  were  exposed  for  sale  in  the 
metropolitan  market,  and  might  he  carried 
inland  hy  railway.  But  the  Bill  proposed 
that  in  three  years  from  the  present  time 
no  foreign  sheep  should  leave  the  port  of 
debarkation— at  any  rate  as  far  as  London 
was  concerned — but  should  be  there  slaugh- 
tered. If  it  were  safe  now  to  allow  foreign 
sheep  to  be  imported  and  sent  inland  to 
Birmingham  or  elsewhere,  why  should  it 
not  be  equally  safe  three  years  hence  ? 
The  provision  was  manifestly  absurd. 
Either  the  Privy  Council  were  wrong  in 
allowing  the  sheep  to  go  into  the  country 
to  feed  the  people  in  our  large  towns,  or 
else  the  Bill  must  be  wrong  in  stopping 
that  source  of  supply  three  years  hence. 
The  Bill  laid  down  that  from  three  years 
hence  for  ever  no  foreign  sheep  or  cattle 
shall  be  allowed  to  enter  the  interior  of 
this  country  alive ;  but,  he  contended, 
that  the  Acts  of  the  Privy  Council  were 
opposed  to  any  such  principle.  He  did 
not  believe  that  the  Privy  Council  and  its 
advisers  could  be  said  to  be  the  real  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill,  which  was  forced  upon 
the  Government  by  the  agricultural  inte- 
rest. As  was  said  by  Mr.  Yernon  Harcourt 
before  the  Committee — **  The  manner  was 
the  manner  of  the  Jacob  of  the  Privy 
Council,  but  the  hand  was  the  hand  of  the 
Esau  of  Norfolk."  It  was  said  that  this 
Bill  had  been  before  a  Select  Committee 
of  that  House,  which  had  gone  through  it 
clause  by  clause  with  great  care,  and  it 
was  asked  whether  the  House  could  take 
upon  itself  the  responsibility  of  over-ruling 
the  finding  of  its  Committee,  which  de- 
cided the  question  after  due  consideration 
of  all  the  evidence  that  could  be  adduced 
in  support  of  or  against  the  principles 
embodied  in  the  Bill  ?  No  doubt  there  was 
great  force  in  that  argument,  but  he  must 
state  one  fact  connected  with  the  decision 
Mr.  Miln&r  Cfihon 


of  the  Committee  which  perhaps  wss  oot 
generally  known.     He  was  not  aboot  to 
find    fault  with  the  composition  of  that 
Committee  ~  although,  perhaps,  the  agri* 
cultural  interest  was  rather  better  repre- 
sented in  it  than  the  town  interest  was— 
but  it  was  clear  that  if  there  had  been  ooe 
more  Gentleman  on  it  like  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Essex  (Mr.  Selwin-Ibbetson), 
who  had  voted  with  him  upon  a  vital  prin* 
ciple  of  the  Bill,  the  Bill  would  have  been 
smashed.     The  question  raised  before  the 
Committee  was  a  very  important  one,  and 
was  whether  the  Bill  was  to  apply  to  all 
foreign  cattle,  or  only  to  such  cattle  as 
came  from  infected  districts.     An  Amend- 
ment was  moved  to  the  effect — "  That  all 
countries  shall  be  exempted  from  the  ope- 
ration of  this  Bill  which  are  declared  by 
the  Privy  Council  to  be  free  from  rinder- 
pest."    He  and  those  who  thought  with 
him  were  not  desirous  of   running  the 
slightest  risk  of  infecting  our  herds  and 
fiocks  ;    but  what    they    complained  of 
was  that  the  power  of  the  Privy  Council 
should  be   superseded  by   this  Bill,  and 
that   that  Department    should   have  no 
power  to  let  cattle  in  when  necessary  to 
supply  the  wants  of  the  country.    Upon 
this  question  the  Committee  were  equally 
divided,  and  the  Amendment  was  only  re- 
jected by  the  casting  vote  of  the  Chai^ 
man.     It  was  important  that  he  should 
bring  that  fact  before  the  House  when  he 
was  taking  so  strong  a  course  as  asking 
them  to  review   the   decision  of  one  of 
their  Committees.     The  hon.  Member  for 
South  Essex  said  that  the  Bill  went  too 
far  in  seeking  to  impose  one  iron  rule  for 
all  times,  upon  all  countries  on  this  sub- 
ject.    The  Bill  was  almost  too  strong  for 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Suffolk  (Mr. 
Corrance).      The  importation  of  foreign 
cattle  into  this  country  was  a  very  im- 
portant trade  in  this  country,    and  no 
foreign  cattle  should  be  excluded  which 
could  be  admitted  with  safety,  and  no  re- 
strictions should  be  carried  one  atom  be- 
yond what  safety  required.     But  the  Bill 
proposed  to  go  beyond  those  limits  in  say- 
ing that  all  foreign  cattle  should  be  sub- 
jected to  this  iron  rule,  which  was  in  direct 
contradiction  to  the  acts  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil.    The  population   within  the  metro- 
politan district  amounted  to  upwards  of 
3.000,000,  and  half  of  the  food  of  that 
immense  population  consisted  of  foreign 
cattle;   and  it  was   a  serious  matter  to 
attempt  by  the  imposition  of  any  restric- 
tions to  exclude  that  half  of  their  food 
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from  the  London  market.  He  contended 
that  the  Bill  proposed  to  reverse  the  policy 
of  Sir  Robert  Peel,  and  tliat  it  was  a  re- 
trograde step  in  oar  intercourse  with 
foreign  nations,  as  it  imposed  what  was 
neither  more  nor  less  than  a  differential 
duty  upon  the  foreign  article.  It  was 
estimated  that  in  the  event  of  the  Bill 
becoming  law  the  importation  of  foreign 
sheep  and  cattle  would  be  reduced  by  60 
per  cent,  and  that  none  but  the  inferior 
sorts  would  be  sent  here  by  the  foreign 
producer.  Was  it  likely  that,  with  the 
free  markets  of  Paris  and  other  great  con- 
tinental cities  open  to  them,  the  foreign 
producers  would  send  their  best  cattle 
here  to  be  subjected  to  these  vexatious 
restrictioos  ?  Of  course  not ;  and  the  in- 
ferior class  of  beasts  they  would  send 
would  be  the  most  likfly  to  introduce  the 
cattle  plague.  The  best  provision  to  make 
against  the  cattle  plague  was  to  empower 
the  Privy  Council  to  take  proper  precau- 
tions suitable  to  the  every-varying  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  to  exclude  that 
disease.  If  necessary,  the  Contagious 
Diseases  (Animals)  Act  should  be  im- 
proved, and  the  Privy  Council  should  be 
empowered  to  take  the  necessary  steps  for 
excluding  the  importation  of  the  disease 
and  for  stamping  it  out  in  the  event  of 
its  being  re-introduced  into  this  country. 
He  thought  the  provisions  which  sufficed 
to  guard  the  human  race  from  disease 
would  be  amply  sufficient  to  protect  the 
bovine  race.  If  a  person  came  from  a 
country  where  the  plague  was  raging  he 
was  subjected  to  quarantine,  but  that  was 
a  very  different  thing  from  subjecting  all 
persons  to  quarantine  indiscriminately 
from  whatever  country  they  might  come. 
Cattle  were  now  let  in  from  Spain,  Portu- 
gal, and  France,  but  of  course  the  Council 
could  not  be  unaware  that  the  French 
frontier  was  at  present  open  to  cattle 
firom  all  parts  of  Europe.  [Lord  Robert 
MoKTAotr :  Only  Normandy.]  Normandy, 
which  was  open  to  the  whole  world,  was 
also  open  to  the  rest  of  France.  It  was 
obvious  that  if  cattle  were  let  in  from 
France,  Spain,  and  Portugal  the  same 
privilege  must  be  extended  to  Denmark 
and  Sweden.  It  was  probably  owing  to 
political  exigencies  that  it  was  determined 
to  let  in  Spanish  and  Portuguese  cattle. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Liver- 
pool *(Mr.  Graves)  had  to  be  got  rid  of, 
for  there  was  a  report  that  he  was  going 
to  carry  hia  Motion,  whereupon  the  great 
principle  was  immediately  departed  from, 


and  the  great  farming  interest  of  England 
exposed  to  the  danger  of  cattle  plngue. 
The  inhabitants  of  Manchester,  Ashton- 
under-Lyne,  and  the  other  hives  of  indus* 
try  appreciated  what  had  been  done,  as 
they  were  no  longer  deprived  of  the  op- 
portunity of  purchasing  excellent  Spanish 
and  Portuguese  beasts.  He  did  not  mind 
small  things  being  done  to  please  political 
friends  just  before  a  General  Election^  but 
he  was  of  opinion  that  the  free  trade 
policy  of  the  country  was  a  matter  of  far 
too  great  importance  to  be  disturbed  for 
such  a  purpose.  And  he  should  not  won- 
der if  after  all  the  farmers'  friends  be- 
trayed the  farmer  as  they  had  done  before. 
No  doubt  the  farmers  had  been  led  to  be- 
lieve that  the  Government  intended  to  carry 
this  measure  ;  but  surely  no  hon.  Member 
could  think  it  was  destined  to  pass  during 
the  present  Session.  The  First  Minister  of 
the  Crown  would  not,  in  his  opinion,  un- 
dertake that  it  should  pass,  and  he  thought 
it  was  time  the  farmers  should  know  they 
were  being  misled  in  this  matter.  The 
question  had  been  made  a  party  cry  ;  but 
the  matter  would  not  bear  infestigation. 
He  felt  confident  that  no  Government 
would  be  found  to  give  effect  to  the  plan 
as  it  stood.  What  would  the  farmers  of 
South  Essex  say  when  they  heard  of  the 
astounding  fact  that  one  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  represented  them  had  actually 
voted  against  the  vital  principle  of  the 
Bill  ?  The  farmers  were  a  good,  honest 
sort  of  people ;  but  they  were  being  made 
use  of  for  political  purposes,  as  they  had 
been  during  the  time  of  the  Com  Law 
agitation.  He  would  now  advert  to  what 
had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  as  to  the 
prevention  of  infection.  In  carrying  out 
that  object  it  was  necessary  to  take  care 
that  no  injury  was  done  to  the  foreign 
trade.  The  noble  Lord  had  asserted  that 
the  present  system  was  very  vexatious 
and  restrictive,  as  the  beasts  were  detained 
on  landing  in  order  that  they  might  be 
carefully  inspected  before  they  were  sent 
to  the  metropolitan  market.  For  his  own 
part,  he  was  in  favour  of  a  rigorous  system 
of  inspection,  and  of  excluding  all  infected 
beasts.  The  noble  Lord,  however,  would 
let  in  all  cattle  indiscriminately  into  the 
proposed  safetymarketatPlaistow  Marshes; 
but  it  should  not  be  forgotten  that  the 
Cattle  Plague  Commissioners  had  stated 
that  the  disease  might  be  communicated 
by  proximity  without  contact.  Upon  this 
question  of  infection  he  preferred  to  be 
guided  by  authority.    Professor  Spooner 
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denied  that  he  had  ever  been  in  favour  of 
a  separate  market.  The  Commissioners 
were  not  in  favour  of  a  separate  market. 
[An  hon.  Member  :  Yes,  they  were.]  No; 
they  were  in  favour  of  slaughtering  the 
animals  at  the  place  of  debarkation ;  but 
that  was  not  what  was  meant  by  a  separate 
market.  The  Committee  of  1866  unani- 
mously rejected  the  idea  of  a  separate 
market.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
the  infection  of  the  cattle  plague  might  be 
communicated  by  the  clothing  of  indivi- 
duals, and  that  the  disease  would  be  spread 
by  those  who  would  attend  both  markets. 
It  would  be  far  better  to  maintain  the 
present  cordon  around  the  metropolitan 
area,  leaving  it  to  the  Privy  Council  to 
relax  the  existing  regulations  when  they 
thought  it  prudent  to  do  so.  Communi- 
cations would  be  constantly  going  on  be- 
tween the  two  markets  which  would  re- 
move the  cordon  in  the  most  dangerous 
manner.  There  would  be  a  collection  of 
dangerous  beasts  in  the  foreign  market; 
the  butchers  would  be  constantly  going 
backwards  and  forwards  from  one  market 
to  the  other  in  their  carts,  and  what  was 
there  to  prevent  a  butcher  from  calling  at 
the  foreign  market  for  dead  meat,  then 
going  to  the  live  market  and  taking  up  a 
live  calf,  and  afterwards  sending  both  into 
the  country  ?  The  time  might  come  when 
it  would  be  prudent  for  the  Privy  Council 
to  remove  the  existing  metropolitan  cor- 
don ;  but  this  was  a  matter  for  them  to 
decide,  and  it  would  be  most  unwise  in 
the  House,  by  passing  this  Bill,  tor  take 
the  matter  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Privy 
Council,  and  perhaps  compel  them  to  act 
against  their  own  judgment.  If  the  Bill 
did  not  prevent  the  introduction  and  spread 
of  the  cattle  plague,  it  would  be  so  much 
superfluous  mischief,  since  it  would  sub- 
ject the  people  of  London  to  a  great  and 
unnecessary  expense.  The  Resolution  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  a  most  reasonable 
Besolution.  He  thought  he  ought  to  have 
the  support  of  every  Chamber  of  Agricul- 
ture and  every  Farmers'  Club  that  had 
petitioned  the  House  on  this  subject.  The 
House  by  affirming  his  Eesolution  would 
not  deny  the  principle  of  the  BiU,  which 
was  the  compulsory  slaughter  of  all  foreign 
oattle  brought  into  London.  Who  would 
contend  that  the  metropolis  was  not  to  be 
allowed  to  do  something  that  all  the  other 

Sorts  of  the  kingdom  were  permitted  to 
o  ?     The  Bill  would  not  secure  the  coun- 
try against  cattle  plague  infection;  it  would 
most  certainly  impose  a  serious  restriction 
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on  the  supply  of  the  food  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  this  great  metropolis;  and  it  in- 
volved a  great  interference  with  private 
rights  and  property  on  the  banks  of  the 
Thames  without  necessity.  His  Amend- 
ment asked  the  House  to  consider  whether 
they  would  now  entertain  the  question 
with  regard  to  London  apart  from  the 
other  ports  of  the  kingdom?  The  ques- 
tion had  arisen,  who  were  to  be  the  autho- 
rities who  were  to  manage  the  proposed 
market  ?  The  Government  said  the  Cor- 
poration of  the  City  of  London;  but  they 
came  before  the  Committee  and  framed 
certain  clauses  which  would  be  necessary 
in  case  they  exercised  the  option  which 
they  were  to  have  under  the  Act  of  being 
the  market  authority.  They  could  not 
carry  these  clauses,  however,  and  Mr.  Hope 
Scott,  the  counsel  for  the  Corporation  of 
London,  thereupon  *  announced  that  the 
Corporation  withdrew  from  all  connection 
with  the  Bill.  In  the  Court  of  Com- 
mon Council  it  had  been  stated  that  the 
Corporation  of  the  City  of  London  had 
deoHned  to  have  anything  more  to  do  with 
the  Bill,  because  the  Government  had 
broken  faith  with  them.  This  was  a 
serious  charge,  requiring  an  answer  from 
the  Prime  Minister,  who  would  naturally 
like  to  stand  well  with  the  Corporation ; 
and  he  should  like  to  know  what  engage* 
ment  the  Government  had  broken — what 
it  was  that  made  the  Corporation  start  off 
in  this  abrupt  manner.  The  co-operation 
of  the  Common  Council  could  not  now  be 
relied  upon,  and  the  Committee  itself  re- 
jected tiie  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works, 
thinking  that  the  Corporation  would  be 
the  best  authority.  As  the  authority, 
whatever  it  was,  must  have  funds,  an  hon. 
Member  from  Scotland  proposed,  after 
raising  the  price  of  meat  to  consumers  in 
London,  to  put  a  rate  upon  them  to  defray 
the  expenses  of  the  market.  It  would 
have  been  more  reasonable  in  the  hon. 
Member,  when  he  was  raising  the  price  of 
the  Aberdeenshire  beasts,  to  levy  a  con- 
tribution upon  Scotland.  The  people  of 
London  did  not  want  this  Bill,  and  the 
witnesses  connected  with  the  London  con- 
suming interest  protested  against  it ;  they 
were  satisfied  with  the  system  which  had 
proved  effectual  in  keeping  the  cattle 
plague  out  of  the  country  since  September 
last,  and  it  was  monstrous  that  the  price 
of  meat  should  be  raised  by  these  restric- 
tions, and  that  then  the  ratepayers  should 
be  called  upon  to  pay  an  additional  tax  to 
carry  out  the  scheme.    There  was  another 
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imiponl  io  create  as  an  authority   fire 
Bojal  GdminitsionerB,  but  they  were  to 
hare  no  fdnds,  for  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  he  would  not  propose  a 
shilling  for  ^em  in  the  Estimates,  nor 
would  he  put  a  money  clause  in  the  Bill. 
How  were  the  Commissioners  to  pay  large 
eompentatkms  if  they  were  not  provided 
with  funds?    All  tlus  only  showed  that 
the  GoTernment  could  not  be  in  earnest, 
and    that  this   crude  and  ill-considered 
scheme  ought  not  to  be  proceeded  with. 
Might  not  the  measure  be  safely  remitted 
to  the  new  Parliament  ?    Let  that  decide 
upon  this  new  protectire  policy — upon  the 
ler^Bil  of  the  policy  which  Parliament 
had  of  late  years  followed.    He  was  not 
opposed  to  reasonable  precautions  for  keep- 
ing tiie  rinderpest  out  of  the  country ;  but 
this  measure  had  not  received  the  sanction 
of  any  Committee  of  Inquiry  which  ever 
ui  upon  the  subject,  and  it  was  not  in 
aeoordanoe  with  the  Ilesolutions  of   the 
Committee  of  1866.  which  simply  recom- 
mended that  the  Privy   Council  should 
have  power  to  declare  any  country  infected, 
and  to  proflbit  the  importation  of  animals 
therefrom.     Under  those  circumstances  he 
should  ooneludo  by  mo? ing  the  Amend- 
raeot  of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Ml.  KOBWOOD,  in  seconding  the 
Amesdment,  said,  that  the  very  able 
speech  just  delivered  by  the  hon.  Member 
luid  so  exhausted  the  subject  that  he 
woold  eonfine  himself  to  stating  to  the 
House  the  very  serious  results  experienced 
by  ^  constituenta  from  restrictions  of  a 
voj  similar  character  to  those  proposed  by 
the  BOL  The  importation  of  cattle  into 
Hull  in  1865  was  35,000  head;  in  1866, 
vhen  the  Order  in  Council  confined  the  cir- 
caktioa  within  the  borough  boundary,  the 
iaport  fell  to  23,000 ;  and  in  1867,  during 
vhidi  slaughter  was  made  compulsory 
vitlun  an  area  of  but  ninety  acres  adja- 
eeuk  to  the  waterside,  it  was  furUier  re- 
daeed  to  13,000,  while  for  the  five  and  half 
BMBths  of  Uie  present  year  the  import  has 
Bot  exceeded  1,000  head.  Thus  the  im- 
port of  foreign  cattle  into  Hull  has  nearly 
eased,  and  Ms  constituents  expect  that  a 
nibr  result  would  attend  the  operation 
^  the  proposed  measure  in  the  metropolis. 
The  teiding  interests  of  the  port  had  also 
■ofeed  severely,  for  the  reduction  of  im- 
?^  had  operated  in  the  same  proportion 
fl*  the  payments  for  freight,  wharfage, 
»3wiy  carriage,  and  other  charges.  In 
l*te  the  freight  paid  to  the  steamship 
ovittB  on  cattle  alone  was  estimated  at 


nearly  £27,000.  He  was  assured  by  a 
leading  butcher  at  Hull  that  the  piice  of 
beef  was  Id,  per  lb.  dearer  than  it  would 
have  been  had  the  restrictions  alluded  to 
not  been  imposed,  and  he  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Members  for  the  large  towns  of 
the  West  Biding  to  the  fact  that  in  1865 
as  many  as  28,000  head  of  cattle  were 
forwarded  from  Hull  to  Leeds,  Wakefield, 
Sheffield,  and  other  towns.  This  was  a 
question  therefore  in  which  their  consti- 
tuents were  as  largely  interested  as  the 
outports,  and  he  called  upon  them  to  resist 
a  measure  of  so  retrograde  a  character,  and 
designed — in  his  opinion — with  a  view  of 
protecting  the  agricultural  interest  to  the 
detriment  of  the  meat-consuming  people 
of  this  couutry. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  <'Tbat"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*'  the  proposal  to  past  a  permanent  law,  requiring 
that  in  order  to  prevent  the  introduction  of  the 
Cattle  Plague  into  this  Country  from  abroad,  all 
foreign  cattle  and  other  animals  imported  into  the 
Port  of  London  shall  be  landed  at  one  prescribed 
spot,  and  shaU  not  be  remoTed  thence  aliye, 
ought  not  to  be  considered  apart  from  the  general 
polioj  of  imposing  legal  restrictions  on  the  foreign 
cattle  trade  in  other  ports  of  the  United  King- 
dom,"-.(irr.  MUner  Gibson,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  SELWIN-IBBETSON  said,  that 
in  the  Select  Committee  he  had  voted  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ashton-under-Lyne 
(Mr.  Milner  Gibson)  for  continuing  the 
permissive  power  to  the  Privy  Council  to 
admit  cattle  from  Spain  and  Portugal, 
where  no  cattle  plague  had  existed  ;  and 
in  so  doing  he  did  not  think  that  he  had 
struck  at  the  vital  principle  of  the  Bill. 
Barking  Creek  had  been  ohosen  because  it 
presented  the  most  reasonable  prospect  of 
a  site  within  easy  limits  of  the  metropolis. 
After  having  passed  twenty-five  days  in 
the  Committee  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  the  Member  for  Ashtou-under-Lynei 
and  witnessed  his  e£forts  to  defeat  tiie  Bill, 
he  was  not  surprised  at  his  Proteus-like 
appearance  in  opposition  to  it  again.  Se 
found  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  strong 
supporter  of  the  butchers,  of  the  foreign 
importer  as  against  the  Englishman,  and, 
last  of  all,  an  instructor  as  to  the  course 
which  he  ought  to  have  taken  in  the  into- 
rest  of  the  farmer.  With  respect  to  the 
evidence  laid  before  the  ConunitteCi  the 
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House  ought,  he  thought,  to  be  put  in 
possession  of  one  fact,  which  was,  that  in 
order  to  lessen  the  expense  the  Committee 
determined  to  make  its  proceedings  as 
short  as  possible,  and  stopped  the  wit- 
nesses for  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  in 
order  to  further  that  object.  The  Bill 
was  objected  to  on  three  grounds — that  it 
was  calculated  to  diminish  the  importation 
of  foreign  cattle,  and  consequently  the 
supply  of  food ;  that  it  was  a  return  to 
protection — that  now  very  ugly  word ; 
and  that  it  would  afford  no  adequate  secu- 
rity against  the  introduction  of  the  cattle 
plague.  As  to  the  first  point  there  was  a 
considerable  amount  of  evidence  to  show 
that  though  the  importations  at  the  outset 
might  be  diminished,  it  would  soon  find  its 
level.  Other  witnesses  thought  that  the 
foreign  trade  would  not  diminish.  They 
had  the  evidence  of  one  witness,  a  large 
importer,  to  the  effect  that  the  present 
restrictions  acted  much  more  injuriously 
than  those  proposed  would  do.  But  even 
if  foreign  importation  were  diminished, 
would  it  lessen  the  supply  to  the  con- 
sumers of  London  ?  Would  not  the  home 
trade  increase  and  fill  up  the  gap  when 
the  farmers  of  this  country,  relieved  from 
the  dread  of  infection,  ceased  to  have  ob- 
jections to  the  breeding  of  cattle  ?  With 
regard  to  protection,  he  could  say  that  all 
the  Agricultural  Societies  with  which  he 
had  communicated  denied  that  the  idea  of 
protection — except  the  protection  of  their 
flocks  and  herds  from  disease >- had  entered 
into  their  mind  at  all.  The  proper  de- 
scription to  apply  to  the  object  now  sought 
to  be  obtained  was  to  call  it,  not  protec- 
tion, but  rather  the  establishment  of  police 
regulations,  which  it  was  necessary  to 
adopt  in  consequence  of  the  character  of 
all  the  localities  from  which  foreign  cattle 
came  not  being  sufficiently  known.  As 
the  present  metropolitan  area  was  acknow- 
ledged to  be  insecure,  inasmuch  as,  in  spite 
of  all  the  restrictions,  there  was  a  constant 
transmission  of  cattle  through  it,  they  were 
entitled  to  ask  the  House  to  pass  a  measure 
which  would  reduce  that  area,  bringing  it 
down  to  such  a  circumference  that  it  could 
be  fairly  watched.  The  butchers  had  al- 
ways shown  themselves  most  consistent, 
for  whenever  any  measure  interfered  with 
their  trade  they  were  always  found  banded 
in  opposition  to  it.  They  had  opposed  the 
Copenhagen  market,  and  the  Islington 
market.  In  many  instances  their  opposi- 
tion had  proved  to  be  erroneous,  and  in 
the  present  case  they  would  discover  that 
Mr.  Selwin-IbbeUon 


the  Bill  would  not  so  seriously  affect  them 
as  they  feared.  In  his  country  the  people 
felt  strongly  on  this  question,  and,  as 
Member  for  that  county,  he  hoped  (he 
House  would  pass  the  Bill  as  speedily  as 
possible. 

Mb.  dent  said,  he  believed  that  the 
general  feeling  of  the  members  of  the 
Royal  Agricultural  Society  was  in  fa- 
vour of  the  Bill,  but  he  thought  that 
they  did  not  thoroughly  understand  what 
the  Bill  proposed  to  do.  It  was  supposed 
by  the  farmers  generally  that  the  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  confine  the  sale  and 
slaughter  of  all  foreign  cattle  to  a  par- 
ticular spot  at  the  waterside.  He  did 
not  think  that  that  was  a  right  descrip- 
tion of  the  nature  of  the  Bill.  Already 
leave  had  been  given  for  the  importation 
of  cattle  from  Spain,  Portugal,  and  parts 
of  France,  and  it  was  quite  clear  that 
that  principle  must  be  carried  out  by 
allowing  the  introduction  of  cattle  from 
other  places  not  infected  with  disease. 
Perhaps  hon.  Members  were  not  aware 
what  a  large  proportion  of  the  metropoli- 
tan supply  came  from  oountnes  not  in- 
fected. He  found  by  the  Customs'  Eeport 
for  1866  that  out  of  a  total  metropolitan 
supply  of  bulls,  oxen,  and  cows,  amount- 
ing to  145,000  head,  73,000  came  from 
Portugal,  Spain,  Denmark,  France,  Swe- 
den, and  Norway ;  so  that  half  the  supply 
came  from  countries  perfectly  uninfected 
by  the  rinderpest.  If  a  waterside  dep6t 
were  established  in  which  the  cattle  from 
the  uninfected  countries  were  placed  in 
contact  with  cattle  from  infected  parts  a 
manifest  injustice  would  be  done ;  and  if, 
on  the  other  hand,  a  market  for  Russian 
cattle  were  exclusively  established,  the 
rinderpest  would  be  brought  there  in  a 
more  dangerous  form  than  it  had  hitherto 
presented  itself.  He  believed  that  Mr. 
Algernon  Clarke,  of  the  Central  Chamber 
of  Agriculture,  had  much  to  do  with 
the  concoction  of  the  present  Bill,  for  he 
wrote  to  The  IHmee  that — 

'*  The  very  purpose  of  saoh  a  market  is  to  pro- 
vide for  the  constant  reception  of  animals  withoat 
let  or  hindrance  from  all  countries  whatever, 
whereas,  in  the  absence  of  a  safety  market,  animals 
can  be  admitted  under  a  rigorous  examination 
onlj  from  those  ports  which  from  time  to  time 
may  offer  no  danger  of  disease." 

The  Bill  afforded  the  minimum  of  safety 
with  the  maximum  of  inconvenience.  It 
was  an  attempt  to  shift  the  responsibility 
from  the  shoulders  of  the  Privy  Council 
to  irresponsible  Commissioners.  The  course 
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adopted  bj  the  French  Goyerninent  at  the 
time  of  the  cattle  plague  wa8  most  judi- 
cious. They  closed  their  frontiers  to  all 
cattle  during  the  continuance  of  the  plague, 
but  the  momeut  they  found  that  it  was 
extinct  they  at  once  removed  the  restric- 
tions. A  great  deal  of  the  evidence  taken 
before  the  Committee  went  to  prove  that 
the  metropolitan  market  was  always  more 
or  less  full  of  disease.  This  disease,  how- 
ever, came  from  the  country  districts  of 


cattle  were  sent  up  from  the  country  to 
the  metropolitan  market;  and  therefore 
he  thought  it  would  be  advisable  that 
store  cattle  should  not  be  brought  to  that 
market.  It  should  be  con6ned  to  the  re- 
ception of  fat  stock.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Yice  President  of  the  Council  attacked  the 
foreign  cattle  importers  in  a  manner  that 
was  scarcely  justifiable.  Although  foreign 
stock  might  have  originally  introduced  the 
disease  in  this  country,  the  proportion  of 
infected  cattle  imported  from  abroad  was 
very  small.  The  noble  Lord  seemed  to 
think  that- there  was  a  decrease  in  our 
home  production  of  cattle  ;  but  Ireland 
was  now  our  great  home  emporium  for 
our  cattle.  Before  1845  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease  was  scarcely  known  in  this 
country,  because  the  catUe  were  driven 
leisurely  along  the  roads  to  London,  being 
furnished  with  plenty  of  food  and  water 
on  their  journey,  whereas  at  present  they 
were  conveyed  in  railway  trucks,  where 
they  were  kept  without  food  and  water. 
The  decrease  in  the  supply  of  English  cat- 
tle was  owing  to  the  farmers  in  many 
districts  finding  that  the  feeding  of  ani- 
mals for  the  fat  markets  suited  the  rota- 
tion of  their  crops  better  than  rearing 
young  stock,  and  in  consequence  they  de- 
pended more  upon  Ireland  to  supply  store 
animals. 

Mr.  HEADLAM  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

CoLOiTBL  BARTTELOT  said,  he  hoped 
an  eaaly  day  would  be  named  for  resum- 
ing the  discusBion. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson)  had 
stated  that  the  Standing  Order  Committee 
had  had  some  erroneous  information  placed 
before  it.  He  should  be  glad  to  know  to 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  alluded. 

Sir  ANDREW  AGNEW  said,  he 
wished  to  explain,  that  whereas  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  the  Scotch 
cattle  dealers  hoped  to  gain  an  additional 
£2  per  head  for  their  cattle  if  the  Bill 


passed,  they  hoped  that  the  public  would 
at  the  same  time  get  their  meat  a  great 
deal  cheaper.  He  thought  there  was  an 
attempt  by  a  side  wind  to  defeat  a  most 
useful  measure. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  it  could 
scarcely  be  said  that  there  was  an  at- 
tempt to  defeat  the  Bill  by  a  side  wind 
when  the  noble  Lord  who  had  charge  of  it 
had  occupied  two  hours  in  addressing  the 
House  upon  going  into  Committee.     That 


England  as  well  as  from  abroad.  Diseased^  was  the  best  proof  that  the  subject  re- 


quired ample  discussion.  He  trusted  that 
when  the  debate  came  on  again  oppor- 
tunity would  be  afibrded  for  the  metro- 
politan Members  to  express  their  opinions 
with  regard  to  it. 

Mb.  milner  GIBSON  explained  that 
one  of  the  erroneous  statements  to  which 
he  referred  as  having  been  made  before  the 
Committee  on  the  Standing  Orders  was  to 
the  effect  that  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  opponents  before  the  Committee 
were  the  identical  persons  who  in  March 
last  petitioned  against  the  clause,  and  who 
for  twenty-three  days,  directly  or  indirectly 
discussed  it  without  raising  this  particular 
objection. 

Mr.  DARBY  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
wished  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown 
would  state  whether  he  considered  these 
Morning  Sittings  satisfactory?  His  own 
opinion  was  that  they  interfered  with  the 
rights  of  private  Members  when  the  House 
resumed  in  the  evening. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  he  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  give  them  full  time 
to  discuss  the  question.  He  believed  they 
would  be  able  to  satisfy  him  that  the  Bill 
could  not  possibly  go  on,  but  still  it  was 
desirable  that  they  should  have  full  oppor- 
tunity of  entering  into  the  matter  \  more 
especially  so  as,  in  consequence  of  the 
breach  of  the  Standing  Orders,  not  one 
out  of  100  of  his  constituents  would  be 
at  liberty  to  appear  before  the  House  of 
Lords  and  demand  as  of  right  thut  the 
Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  gone 
into  de  novo.  In  his  opinion  the  Bill  would 
actually  defeat  the  object  which  its  agri- 
cultund  supporters  desired  to  accomplish. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  he  would  put  the 
Bill  down  for  Monday  next,  not  because 
he  had  any  hope  that  it  would  then  come 
on,  but  to  give  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
what  arrangement  could  be  made  for  the 
discussion  of  it.  He  would  do  what  he 
could  to  bring  about  the  resumption  of 
the  discussion  next  week.    Although  hon. 
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Members  might  object  to  Morning  Sittings, 
they  must  at  this  period  of  the  Session 
be  content  with  what  time  they  could 
get. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  belieyed 
that  there  was  a  disposition  to  take  either 
a  Morning  or  an  Evening  Sitting  for  the 
discussion  of  this  Bill.  It  was  a  measure 
of  great  importance,  and  ought  to  be  dis- 
cussed folly. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday/  next. 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair," 

TELEaRAPHIO  COMMUNICATION  WITH 

THE  EAST. 

MOTION  FOB  PAPERS. 

LoBD  WILLIAM  HAY,  in  rising  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  cer- 
tain Memorials  recently  presented  by  the 
Bankers  and  Merchants  of  the  City  of 
London,  and  of  Calcutta  and  Bombay,  re- 
lative to  the  Telegraphic  Communication 
with  the  East,  said*  that  the  memorials 
represented  that  this  telegraphic  commu- 
nication was  in  an  extremely  unsatisfac- 
tory condition,  which  the  Government 
were  called  upon  to  remedy.  It  might 
seem  surprising  that  the  enterprize  of  the 
present  age  had  not  supplied  anything 
like  tolerable  telegraphic  communication 
between  this  country  and  India.  But 
such  was  the  fact,  and  the  reason  seemed 
to  him  very  plain.  It  seemed  that  the 
Government  had  interfered  up  to  this  point 
—that  they  had  succeeded  in  paralyzing 
private  and  commercial  enterprize  without 
giving  on  their  own  part  complete  com- 
munication. In  1859  a  company  was 
formed  to  lay  a  cable  from  Suez  by  way 
of  Aden  to  Bombay.  The  Government 
supported  the  scheme,  and  gave  a  guaran- 
tee of  £36,000  a  year  for  a  period  of  forty 
years.  The  cable  was  laid,  but  no  single 
message  was  ever  transmitted  along  the 
whole  length  of  the  line,  and  the  English 
Exchequer  would  be  burdened  for  forty 
years  with  an  expenditure  of  £36,000  for  a 
cable  that  was  now  at  the  bottom  of  the 
Bed  Sea.  The  bargain  with  the  company 
was  very  carelessly  drawn,  and  ocean  tele- 
graphy was  then  in  its  infancy.  Having 
burnt  their  fingers  with  this  Hue,  the  Home 
Government  were  not  in  a  hurry  to  inter- 


fere  again,  and  the  matter  was  next  taken 
up  by  the  Gt>vemment  of  India,  which 
selected  perhaps  the  worst  route  that  could 
have  been  chosen — namely,  through  the 
Persian  Gulf  and  the  Asiatic  dominions  of 
the  Sultan  to   Constantinople.      It  was 
neither  a  land  nor  an  ocean  line,  but  was 
exposed  to  the  worst  risks  of  both.    The 
land  route  was  beset  with  physical  difficul- 
ties, and  the  line  from  the  Persian  Gulf  to 
Kurrachee  was  exposed  to  monsoons,  and 
the  coast  was  remarkably  unfavourable  to 
a  telegraphic  line.     A  Parliamentaiy  Be- 
tum  of  an  important  character  had  just 
been  published,  which  represented  the  re- 
venue and  expenditure  of  the  lines  opened 
in  February,  1865.     The  line  in  Persia 
made  by  the   British  Government   cost 
£100,000,  and  the  line  from  the  Gulf  of 
Persia  to  Kurrachee  cost  £494,950.     To 
this  must  be  added  the  cost  of  woiking 
the  line  for  the  last  three  years,  which, 
at  £20,000  a  year,  amounted  to  £60,000, 
making  a  total  of  £654,950.     The  Indian 
Government  stated   in  the  Return  that 
they  were  unable  to  find  more  than  an 
*^  estimate"  of  the  expenditure,  which,  aa 
the  lines  were  opened  in  1865,  seemed 
somewhat  strange.      Two  other  lines — a 
land  and  a  ocean  line — ^had  received  the 
sanction  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
the  cost  of  which,  £197,000,  being  added 
to  the  others,  would  make  a  total  capital 
account  of  £851,950.     The  estimated  re- 
venue on  these  lines  was  £92,000  a  year, 
but  against  that  the  working  expenses  of 
£63,600  must  be  debited,  together  with 
£20,000  a  year  the  cost  of  working  the 
lines  in  Persia  and  £8,000  a  year  dete- 
rioration, making  a  total  annual  outlay  of 
£91,000  against  an  estimated  income  of 
£92,000.     But  this  only  took  the  commu- 
nication to  Eurrachee,  and  a  line  to  Kur- 
rachee  did  not  mean  a  line  to  India.     So 
defective  was  the  communication  by  the 
line  between  Eurrachee  and  Bombay  that 
it  was   necessary  to  have   a  submarine 
line  besides  the  land  line,  which  would 
cost  £200,000  in  addition.     These  things 
being  true,  the  capital  expended  was  raised 
to  about  £900,000,  and  £200,000  more 
was  required  to  reach  Bombay,  so  that 
the   expenditure  would   be   upwards   of 
£1,000,000,  and  the   interest  would  be 
raised    to   about  £50,000.      We  mi^ht 
safely  say  that  the  loss  upon  the  working 
of  uiis  line  was  certainly  £40,000,  and 
might  be  estimated  at  £50,000   a  year. 
For  this  we  got  an  exceedingly  bad  line, 
passing  through  countries  beset  with  po« 
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litieal  and  physical  diiBoiiltiiefl.  He  would 
nad  a  panage  firom  the  recentl j  publiahed 
topatohea  which  really  seemed  to  be 
writteQ  in  irony — 

"Scardty  of  wmter  and  fodder  for  oamels, 
pUMity  of  fnh%biUwt>,  and  tiio  asnal  diflloalties 
of  wortiDf  vitli  large  bodiee  of  men  throoffh  an 
atteHTdoMi oonntrx,  are  the  only obstaolee to 
oe  orarooBo. 

The  writer  added  that  the  doable  line 
should  be  completed  within  six  months  of 
^  material  reaching  Korraohee,  if  he 
▼as  proTided  with  the  means,  and  no  po- 
litical difficulties  w^re  thrown  in  his  way. 
It  might  be  said  with  truth  that  in  a  short 
time  there  would  be  another  line  passing 
throogh  Parsia,  the  Black  Sea,  and  Bossia, 
and  he  bdiered  it  would  be  worked  with 
great  soeoea ;  but  the  effect  of  that  would 
be  to  driye  out  of  the  field  the  line  through 
Constantinople,  and  to  leaye  a  single  line 
paanng  through  the  country  which  eyery- 
body  Imew  was  our  commercial  and  politi- 
cal riraL  Setting  aside  political  considera- 
tioQs,  if  the  company  failed  for  a  year  to 
i^Mir  the  Black  Sea  portion  of  the  line, 
the  whole  line  passed  into  the  hands  of  the 
Riusan  GoTemment,  and  we  might  find 
ounelTes  with  no  line  to  India,  after 
spading  £900,000  or  £1.000,000.  To 
show  that  he  had  abstained  ^m  exagge- 
iitioD,  he  would  quote  unbiassed  authori- 
ties. A  Commission  had  reported  in  favour 
^  fin  iltematiTe  line,  and  the  Gbvemor 
Oeaicnl  of  India  used  this  strong  lan- 


^  Ob  Oe  other  hand,  the  qneatioa  of  proriding 
a  ncood  or  ahcmatire  line  between  England  and 
lafia  a  d  great  and  growing  importance.  It  wiU 
W  flKB  finom  the  memorial  now  forwarded  that 
mmsfkuat  is  made  of  imperfectiont  in  the  mee- 
HfM  by  the  Ferdaa  line,  whieh  paraet  through 
mmU'um  altogvthar  ont  of  British  jorisdiotion, 
md  bariof  eereral  Tarietiee  of  raoe  and  language. 
Afid  eertainlj  we  apprehend  that  there  is  some- 
tfcjsf  ef  preearioasness  about  the  Persian  line, 
ad  that  dnmmstanees  might  at  any  moment 
■riss  lo  eaase  either  a  temporarj  suspension  or  a 
ure  IsBgthened  interruption  of  that  oommunioa- 
tioB.  From  erery  point  of  Tiew,  then,  whether 
foHtieal  or  eommereia),  the  proTision  of  an  alter- 
maifn  Hue  beeomes  important.  And  any  line  by 
fte  Bed  Sea  la  more  under  our  control  and  pro- 
tssiMB,  aad  therefore  more  reliable  and  perma* 
Mat.  thaa  amy  line  throogh  Persia  eonld  be." 

ThetwHwony  of  Lieutenant  Colonel  PeUj 
was  flfen  more  to  the  point.    He  said — 

•[Wsed,  referring  to  our  Asiatic  land  lines  in 
g—tal,  I  would  submit  that  the  more  I  learn  of 
••Jt  ragieBs  the  more  strongly  I  am  impressed 
^  I»B»  politMal  oonsiderations  point  to  a  sea 
**^w>En^and  to  Alexandria,  and  from  Sues 
*^"**»yf  prerided  sneh  line  be  practicable ; 
""^  ffss  if  Hieh  a  sea  line  should  hare  to  be  made 


in  dapUoate,  in  riew  to  proTiding  for  interruption, 
stiU  the  oostof  eren  this  duplicate  sea  ilne  might, 
perbsps,  in  the  long  run,  prove  economical  from  a 
political  point  of  Tiew." 

He  was  in  India  when  its  safety  depended 
upon  telegraphic  communication  with  Eng- 
land, and  he  hoped  he  should  not  live  to 
see  the  day  when  India  might  be  lost  to 
us  for  want  of  telegraphic  communication. 
TheGoTemment,  having  taken  this  matter 
into  its  own  hands,  had  given  us  only  one 
line,  and  that  a  bad  one ;  and  it  was  im- 
possible for  private  enterprise  to  enter 
into  competition  with  the  Government, 
whieh  had  at  its  disposal  a  revenue  of 
£60,000,000.  If  the  Government  under- 
took any  responsibility  at  all,  it  ought  to 
make  the  communication  satisfactory  and 
complete. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty, 
that  She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to  give  direc- 
tions that  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  Copies 
of  any  Correspondence  which  may  have  passed 
hetween  the  Secretai^  of  State  for  India  and  the 
local  authorities  relative  to  the  proposed  Deep  S^ 
Telegraphic  Line  from  Bombay  to  kurraohee,  and 
the  sanctioned  lines  from  Gwador  to  Jask,  and 
from  Jask  to  Bushire,"— (Xoni  WiUiam  JBoy,) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question/' 


SiE  STAFFOED  NORTHCOTE  said, 
there  would  be  no  objection  to  give  the 
Papers  moved  for  by  the  noble  Lord.  In 
answer  to  the  question  of  the  noble  Lord 
whether  the  Government  would  be  pre- 
pared to  give  any  assistance  towards  the 
formation  of  a  new  line  from  India  by  way 
of  the  Red  Sea,  he  thought  the  noble 
Lord  had  been  aware  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  had  decided  not  to  give 
any  assistance  or  grant  for  that  purpose. 
He  would  shortly  state  how  the  question 
at  present  stood.  The  noble  Lord  had  re- 
presented that  the  Government  of  India 
bad  spent  something  like  £900,000  on 
these  communications,  and  that  the  re- 
ceipts from  the  line  were  only  £92,000 
a  year.  He  thought  his  noble  Friend's 
(Lord  William  Hay's)  calculations  were 
not  altogether  fkir,  for  he  added  the  cost 
of  the  lines  constructed  to  those  in  course 
of  construction,  but  considered  only  the 
revenue  derived  from  the  former,  without 
making  any  allowance  for  the  increased 
revenue  to  be  derived  from  improved^om- 
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manication.  However,  he  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  was  not  careful  to  argue  that 
point  minutely  because,  as  the  noble  Lord 
had  said,  the  question  was  one  of  Impe- 
rial importance,  and  if  they  had  not  re~ 
ceived  the  full  value  for  their  money,  yet 
the  bringing  of  India  into  more  imme- 
diate communication  with  this  country  was 
worth  the  loss  of  a  moderate  sum.  Even 
if  we  were  now  laying  out  £40,000  a 
year — which  he  did  not  admit  to  be  the 
case — for  a  limited  time,  in  the  shape  of 
expenditure  on  those  lines,  he  thought 
the  money  would  be  well  spent.  But  the 
noble  Lord  had  very  much  under-rated  the 
work  which  was  being  done.  The  noble 
Lord  complained  that  no  steps  were  being 
taken  to  provide  an  alternative  line.  Such 
steps  were,  in  point  of  fact,  being  taken. 
They  had  already  two  lines  in  operation. 
There  was  on  the  one  hand  the  Indo- 
Ottoman  line  through  Turkey  to  the  head 
of  the  Persian  Gul^  and  so  on  to  Kurra- 
chee,  while  there  was  the  other  line  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  referred,  the 
Messrs.  Siemen's  line,  which  was  now  being 
materially  improved,  through  Prussia,  Bus- 
sia,  and  Persia.  He  had  just  heard  that  a 
message  had  been  received  by  the  Messrs. 
Siemen  through  their  line  of  no  less  than 
eighty  words,  which  reached  this  country, 
through  Teheran,  in  the  space  of  five 
hours.  The  company  had  got  their  con- 
cession from  Bussia,  Prussia,  and  Persia, 
and  there  was  but  a  very  small  portion  of 
their  line  to  be  completed,  and  that  was 
the  submarine  portion  under  the  Black 
Sea.  He  hoped  that  as  early  as  Novem- 
ber, or,  at  all  events,  before  next  summer 
that  line  would  be  in  full  working  order. 
We  had  concluded  a  treaty  with  Persia 
for  the  laying  of  the  land  Une,  and  there 
was  every  prospect  of  having  a  good  du- 
plicate line  from  Bushire  to  Kurrachee. 
That  being  so.  he  did  not  think  that 
either  Her  Majesty's  Government  or  the 
Government  of  India  had  been  neglectful 
of  the  great  object  of  improving  telegra- 
phic communication  with  that  country. 
Siemen's  line,  he  might  add,  was  one 
which  was  formed  on  the  principle  that 
the  company  were  to  confine  their  atten- 
tion to  the  through  traffic.  They  were  to 
have  two  special  wires  allotted  to  them 
for  that  traffic,  and  by  that  means  the  re- 
petition of  messages  and  other  matters  of 
embarrassment  would  be  avoided.  He  did 
not,  however,  by  any  means  intend  to  say 
that  there  was  not  still  room  for  improve- 
ment. He  was  informed  that  considerable 
Sir  Stafford  NortheoU 


improvement  in  the  rapidity  with  which 
messages  were  transmitted  was  being  made. 
From  a  communication  he  had  received 
from  a  gentleman  in  charge  of  a  Depart- 
ment, it  appeared  that,  in  the  first  four 
months  of  the  present  year,  15  per  cent 
more  messages  passed  between  England 
and    India    than    in    the    corresponding 
months  of  1867.     For  a  time  the  cable 
was  broken.     Before  the  cable  broke,  and 
after  it  was  repaired,  the  transmission  of 
a  message  occupied,  on  an  average,  three 
and  a  half  days,  and  while  the  interrup- 
tion continued  the  average  rate  was  five 
and  a  half  to  eleven  days.     If  no  future 
breaks  should  occur  it  might  be  assumed 
that  when  the  new  Siemen  line  was  com- 
pleted the  average  rate  would  be  reduced 
ordinarily  to  a  day.     If  no  political  com- 
plications should  arise,  therefore,  the  wants 
of  the  community  with  respect  to  telegra- 
phic communication  with  India  would  be 
very  fairly  supplied.     No  doubt  the  noble 
Lord  would    reply  to  him   and  say  that 
those  political  combinations  were  just  the 
point  to  which  he  wished  to  direct  the 
attention  of  the  Government.     He  knew 
that  the  commercial  interests  were  very 
much  afraid  of  political  combinations.  But 
he  thought  it  would  not  be  well  to  be 
over-wise  or  over-prudent  in  the  matter, 
and  that  it  would  be  desirable  to  improve 
the  lines  in  hand  instead  of  seeking  to 
meet  imaginary  evils.  The  Government  had 
a  proposal  from  a  company  for  laying  a  line 
down  the  Bed  Sea,  tor  which  they  asked 
that  the  interest  might  be  guaranteed ; 
but  he,  for  one,  objected  to  the  extension 
of  such  guarantees  and  the  consequent  in- 
terference of  the  Government  with  private 
enterprize.      With  regard  to  submarine 
cables,  the  policy  of  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment was  settled,  and  the  conclusion  came 
to  was  that  these  cables  were  not  a  proper 
subject  for  a  Government  guarantee  ;  for 
the  Government  considered  that  those  who 
had  taken  an  active  part  in   laying  the 
cables  down  had  succeeded  and  found  their 
profit  in  them.     That  being  the  policy  of 
the   Imperial  Government,    the    decided 
principle  of  the  Indian   Government  was 
not  to  undertake  any  such  guarantee,  and 
charge  it  on  the  Indian  revenues  alone. 
There  was  this  further  mischief  connected 
with  Government  guarantees  to  Indian 
companies,  that  companies  not  possessing 
them  were  viewed   with  suspicion.     He 
had  represented  this  view  to  the  deputa- 
tion of  promoters  that  had  come  before  him 
to  solicit  a  guarantee  for  a  Bed  Sea  line. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


161    Tehgraphie  Communication    (Juke  26,  1868] 


with  the  £ast. 


162 


They  Baid  that  would  be  correct  if  it  was 
only  physical  difficulties  that  were  to  be 
overcome;  but  that  the  great  difficulties 
were  the  political  ones.  The  Bed  Sea  line 
was  advocated  by  such  men  as  Sir  Eobert 
Kapier,  and  he  admitted  it  was  difficult  to 
stand  up  against  the  authority  of  such  men. 
But  he  found  that  the  deputation  only 
used  the  Abyssinian  expedition  as  a  shoeing- 
hom  to  draw  on  a  guarantee  for  the  Bed 
Sea  line.  For  the  purpose  of  having  aline 
under  purely  British  control  something 
more  must  be  done  than  merely  laying 
down  a  Bed  Sea  cable,  because  the  commu- 
nication with  Alexandria  must  go  through 
France  or  Italy ;  and  unless  a  line  were 
laid  down  by  way  of  Gibraltar  and  the 
Mediterranean  there  would  be  no  approach 
to  the  possession  of  a  line  under  purely 
British  control.  Even  then  there  would 
be  the  difficulty  of  crossing  Egypt,  so  that 
the  idea  of  a  line  entirely  under  British 
control  was  very  much  like  a  chimera. 
While  the  Government  were  working  a 
line  by  the  Persian  Gulf  they  were  asked 
to  guarantee  a  telegraphic  communication 
in  competition  with  it,  and  the  promoters 
made  the  ingenious  proposal  to  lease  a  por- 
tion of  the  Persian  Gulf  line  and  take  upon 
themselves  the  charge  of  the  cable  lost  in 
the  Bed  Sea  if  the  Government  would  grant 
them  the  guarantee  they  wanted  in  respect 
to  a  Bed  Sea  cable.  However,  when  they 
had  got  the  lines  in  their  possession  they 
might  then  have  cut  the  Persian  Gulf 
line  altogether,  finding  it  useless  to  have 
the  two  lines  in  operation.  The  probable 
effect  of  accepting  their  offer  would  have 
been  that  the  Government  would  have 
thrown  away  what  they  had  expended  on 
the  lines  which  they  held,  and  have  sub- 
stituted for  them  another  line,  not  laid 
down  independently  of  foreign  nations,  but 
passing  to  a  certain  extent  through  Egypt. 
The  Indian  authorities  intimated  that, 
though  they  would  be  glad  to  see  as  many 
lines  as  possible  established,  it  would  be 
unwise,  in  their  opinion,  to  break  off  from 
the  undertaking  in  which  they  were  en- 
gaged in  order  to  begin  something  new. 
Therefore,  without  saying  that  great  ad- 
vantages might  not  be  anticipated  from  the 
Bed  Sea  line,  they  thought  that  they 
woald  be  unwise  to  undertake  the  grant  of 
a  guarantee  on  the  part  of  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment, the  revenues  of  India  being  at 
present  charged  with  large  sums  for  various 
purposes  of  improvement.  The  commercial 
community  had  a  claim  to  have  the  best 
telegraphic  communication  with  India, 
VOL.  CXCIII,  [thibi)  sebies.] 


and  the  Indian  Government  were  en* 
deavouring  to  establish  such  communica- 
tion by  means  of  the  routes  in  their  hands; 
but  when  proposals  were  brought  forward, 
based  partly  on  political  and  partly  on  com- 
mercial considerations,  he  must  decline  to 
undertake  the  expense  which  they  would 
necessitate.  He  had  no  objection  to  give 
the  Papers  moved  for. 

Mr.  CBAWFOBD  said,  he  had  not 
heard  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  with  great  satisfaction.  It  was 
only  a  repetition  of  what  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  stated  to  the  deputation  that 
waited  on  him  a  short  time  ago.  But 
those  gentlemen  were  promoters  of  the 
Bed  Sea  line.  [Sir  Stafford  Northcotb  : 
I  did  not  refer  to  that  deputation.]  He 
thought  the  right  hon.  Baronet  might  have 
referred  to  that  deputation.  They  con- 
sisted of  delegates  from  the  commercial 
bodies  of  London,  Manchester,  Liverpool, 
and  other  places,  yet  they  had  made  so 
little  impression  on  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
that  he  forgot  to  refer  to  them.  It  was 
dangerous  to  trust  to  a  system  any  portion 
of  which  was  under  the  control  of  foreign 
Governments.  The  exigencies  of  war 
would  immediately  affect  telegraphic  conir 
munication  in  Europe.  Our  experience 
taught  us  to  be  suspicious  of  all  tele- 
grams passing  along  Continental  lines,  for 
all  those  telegrams  were  examined,  and 
cases  were  known  in  which  English  com- 
mercial telegrams  were  handed  to  those 
who  were  the  competitors  in  trade  of  Eng- 
land. It  was  therefore  desirable  that  we 
should  be  independent  of  foreign  Powers 
in  our  private  telegraphic  communications. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  said  that  the 
Government  were  charged  with  supine- 
ness  with  regard  to  telegraphic  communi- 
cation, but  that  was  not  so  ;  all  that  they 
were  charged  with  was  persisting  in  the 
attempt  to  establish  a  line  of  communica- 
tion which  was  certain  to  be  a  failure. 
The  mercantile  community  wished  to  be 
permitted  to  communicate  with  India  by 
way  of  Egypt,  as  they  would  then  be 
independent  of  political  combinations,  and 
also  of  the  difficulties  arising  from  the 
extremes  of  climate  which  were  to  be 
found  on  the  Persian  route.  The  northern 
part  of  Persia  was  covered  with  snow 
for  many  months  in  the  year,  and  during 
some  portion  of  that  period  the  pro- 
posed line  would  be  entirely  useless. 
With  regard  to  management,  the  busi- 
ness at  present  was  carried  on  with 
the  greatest  cardessness,  and  he^^new  oL 
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more  than  one  instance  in  which  messages 
had  been  wholly  perverted  or  rendered 
nnintelligible.  Whether  the  mischief  was 
done  in  Ceylon  or  in  England  he  did  not 
know,  but  the  mercantile  body  had  lost 
all  confidence  in  the  present  system  of 
transmitting  telegrams  through  the  Con- 
tinent. Messages  had  been  altered  to 
suit  the  exigencies  of  foreign  GoTern- 
ments,  and  therefore  it  would  be  absurd 
in  the  Government  to  trust  their  most 
private  communications  respecting  the 
goverament  of  India  through  a  Con- 
tinental line.  The  line  through  Egypt 
would  be  entirely  independent  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  that  country,  and  would  be 
so  superior  to  other  lines  that  it  could  not 
fail  to  attract  to  itself  the  chief  share  of 
the  business,  while  the  Government  of  this 
country  would  naturally  obtain  a  preference 
for  their  messages.  Under  these  circum- 
stances it  was  hoped  that  the  Government 
of  this  country  would  be  inclined  to  step 
in  and  take  some  portion  of  the  risk.  There 
was  no  similarity  between  the  line  from 
this  country  to  America  and  that  between 
this  country  and  India.  In  the  first  case 
there  was  the  whole  of  the  Old  World  at 
one  end  of  the  line,  and  the  whole  of  the 
K'ew  World  at  the  other.  The  line  to 
India  would  be  beneficial  principally  to 
the  Government  of  England  by  maintain- 
ing their  communications  with  that  coun- 
try. Moreover,  following  recent  prece- 
dent, if  it  became  a  successful  line,  the 
Government  might  step  in  and  assume  the 
whole  control  of  it.  It  was  felt,  therefore, 
that  it  was  not  a  project  in  which  private 
individuals  could  be  expected  to  bear  the 
whole  onus  of  a  project  of  which  the  chief 
benefit  would  in  the  long  run  fall  to  the 
share  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  H.  D.  SEYMOUE  said,  that  the 
first  great  object  to  be  considered  in  re- 
ference to  telegraphic  communication  with 
India  was  to  preserve  the  control  of  the 
line  in  our  own  hands.  The  question  was 
whether  either  of  the  two  alternative  lines 
which  the  Government  of  India  proposed, 
both  of  which  passed  through  Central  Asia, 
and  were  equally  exposed  to  risk  in  passing 
through  barbarous  countries,  should  be 
adopted.  He  was  astonished  that  the 
Indian  officials,  in  their  communications 
on  this  subject,  should  evince  so  much 
ignorance.  Each  of  the  telegraph  lines 
proposed  was  liable  to  be  cut  off  in  the 
event  of  war,  or  to  be  taken  up  by  foreign 
Governments.  Along  the  coast  line  be- 
yond Persia  black  mail  was  levied  by  the 
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chiefe,  and  those  who  interfered  were 
liable  to  be  hung  on  the  telegraph  lines. 
In  consequence  of  the  telegraph  clerks  in 
many  cases  not  understanding  English  the 
messages  were  often  unintelligible.  In 
one  of  the  places  through  which  one  of 
the  proposed  lines  was  to  pass  cholera  was 
so  prevalent  that  on  the  slightest  alarm  all 
the  telegraph  clerks  ran  away  and  left 
the  line  to  take  care  of  itself.  He  was 
surprised  to  hear  that  these  two  lines 
offered  the  only  alternatives.  The  propo- 
sition of  Mr.  Stiff  to  establish  a  coast  line 
vid  Aden,  through  an  inhospitable  region 
and  so  on  by  the  Persian  Gulf  to  Bom- 
bay, when  they  could  have  a  far  better 
line  by  submarine  cable  from  Alexandria 
to  Bombay,  was  altogether  preposterous. 
Between  Alexandria  and  Bombay  a  cable 
might  be  laid  in  what  was  now  deemed  to 
be  the  best  depth  of  water  for  the  pur- 
pose —  namely,  from  1.000  to  2,000 
fathoms.  He  trusted  the  Government 
would  seriously  consider  whether  it  was 
worth  while  to  perpetuate  a  system  of 
telegraphic  communication  through  inhos- 
pitable regions  inhabited  by  barbarous 
tribes,  instead  of  laying  a  cable  them- 
selves, or  at  least  encouraging  a  private 
company  to  do  so  ? 

Sib  henry  RAWLINSON  said,  there 
were  at  present,  or  shortly  would  be,  two 
lines  of  telegraphic  communication  con- 
necting India  with  Europe,  but  he  could 
not  regard  either  of  those  lines  as  at  all 
satisfactory.  The  Turkish  line  would,  he 
believed,  never  be  in  a  state  of  efficiency, 
and  with  regard  to  the  other  line,  it  was 
under  the  control  of  Russia,  and  in  the 
event  of  war  would  be  useless  to  us.  In 
the  case  of  any  disturbance  they  would 
be  absolutely  at  the  mercy  of  the  Russian 
Government,  and  looking  at  the  gradual 
approach  of  Russia  towards  India,  he  did 
not  see  how  we  could  continue  to  rely 
upon  such  a  broken  reed  as  a  telegraph  line 
in  the  power  of  the  Russians.  He  there- 
fore felt  it  was  very  desirable  that  wo 
should  consider  some  other  means  of 
securing  telegraphic  communication  with 
India.  Looking  at  the  matter  in  all  points 
of  view,  however,  difficulties  seemed  to 
meet  them  everywhere,  both  financial  and 
political.  It  would  be  a  hazardous  mat- 
ter to  lay  down  a  submarine  telegraph  by 
way  of  Gibraltar  to  Alexandria,  and  again 
from  Suez  to  India.  All  that  he  could 
venture  to  do  would  be  to  recommend 
some  means  to  be  taken  to  induce  some 
private  company,  though  not  by  way  of 
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guarantee,  to  undertake  the  work  on  its 
own  reeponribilitj. 

Mn.  QRAHAK  said,  that  the  commer- 
cial commnnity  had  no  confidence  in  the 
present  telegraphic  lines  to  India.  The 
intelligence  transmitted  by  them  was  often 
betrayed  or  falsified  from  corrupt  motives. 
He  thought  the  case  might  be  met  by  the 
OoTerament  consenting  to  take  a  share  in 
a  direct  line  by  way  of  the  Red  Sea. 
Even  if  no  dividend  at  all  could  be  de- 
rived from  a  new  line  the  increase  of  com- 
merce and  general  benefit  to  the  two 
countries  would  more  than  re-pay  the  cost. 
He  was  quite  certain*  however,  that  a 
handsome  revenue  would,  under  ordinary 
circumstances,  be  secured  from  such  a 
line  ;  but  how  could  any  private  com- 
pany be  expected  to  construct  it  when 
there  was  a  rival  line  backed  up  by  the 
revenue  of  India  and  the  patronage  of 
the  Government? 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  was  ready  to  give  the  Papers. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

THE  RECORD  PUBLICATIONS. 
BISOLTTnOK. 

Mb.  YLVL  said,  he  rose  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  Record  Publica- 
tions relating  to  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
published  under  the  direction  of  the  Mas- 
ter of  the  Rolls,  and  to  propose  means  of 
rendering  these  valuable  works  more  use- 
ful to  the  Public ;  and  also  to  call  attention 
to  some  valuable  Irish  Records  which  had 
been  long  ready  for  publication,  but  were 
stm  unpublished.  Great  expense  had  been 
incurred  in  publishing  the  Records  to  which 
his  Motion  referred.  They  had  been  pub- 
lished in  an  un wieldly  form,  in  folio,  and 
in  consequence  of  that  useless  and  cum- 
brous form  great  loss  had  been  the  result 
of  this  publication.  What  he  wanted  to 
see  was  that  the  Records  should  be  issued 
in  a  useful  form,  and  if  this  were  done  he 
should  not  object  to  the  considerable  ex< 
pense  annually  incurred  in  the  work  of 
publication.  Historically  valuable  as  the 
Record  Publications  were,  and  well  worthy 
of  a  place  in  good  libraries,  either  their 
prices  or  ignorance  of  their  existence 
caused  them  to  be  neglected,  and  to  remain 
as  useless  stores  on  the  shelves  of  the  Sta- 
tionery Office ;  and  he  therefore  suggested, 
as  it  was  better  they  should  be  sold  at  a 
loss  rather  than  remain  unused,  that  the 
prices  should  be  reduced,  and  that  copies 
should  be  presented  to  every  free  library 


in  towns  of  over  5,000  inhabitants  in  the 
kingdom.  There  were  many  valuable  Irish 
Records  which  had  long  be^i  ready  for 
publication,  and  it  was  desirable  that  the 
issue  of  them  should  be  expedited.  The 
Irish  statutes  from  Henry  I.  to  Henry  YII. 
should  be  published,  for  they  would  throw 
great  light  on  the  social  and  political  state 
of  the  country  at  the  time  they  were 
passed.  He  begged  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leaTO  out  from  the  word  "  That"  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  *'  in 
the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  prices  of  the  Re- 
oord  Publications  ought  to  he  reduced  from  flfUNm 
shillinfTS  to  ten  shillings,  and  from  ten  shillings  to 
six  shillings,  and  that  the  Statutes  of  Ireland, 
from  the  first  meeting  of  the  Irish  Parliament  to 
the  Union  with  England,  oueht  to  bo  published 
at  the  national  expense,"— (1&.  Pim^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'' 

OsmcBAL  DUNNE  said,  great  credit 
was  due  to  the  present  Master  of  the  Rolls 
for  the  care  and  pains  which  he  had  taken 
in  having  these  State  Papers  given  to  the 
public.  Still  if  it  were  the  fact  that  the 
public  did  not  buy  them,  he  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  (Mr.  Pirn) 
that  the  remedy  for  this  was  to  lower  the 
price.  As  to  the  Patent  Rolls  and  other 
State  Papers  a  portion  of  them  had  been 
published,  and  then  a  stop  had  been  put 
to  the  publication  of  the  remainder.  The 
Calendars,  from  the  reign  of  Henry  YIII. 
to  that  of  Charles  I.,  of  the  Patent  Rolls, 
had  been  published,  edited  by  Mr.  Morrins, 
but  they  had  omitted  the  Records  of  the 
time  of  James  I.,  which  were  most  in- 
teresting to  the  Irish  historian.  The 
Records  of  this  reign,  or  most  of  it,  had 
been  edited  by  a  Commission  composed  of 
most  able  men,  some  years  since,  and  pre- 
pared and  published  in  folio.  The  Go- 
vernment of  each  succeeding  Ministry  had 
promised  either  to  republish  them  in  that 
form  or  uniformly  with  the  Calendars  of 
Mr.  Morrins,  yet  none  had  kept  their  pro- 
mise, and  they  remained  inaccessible  to 
the  public.  The  Calendars  of  Mr.  Morrins 
were  severely  criticized,  and  he  thought 
somewhat  severely,  for  he  attributed  most 
of  the  scanty  notices  in  them  to  the  penury 
of  the  Treasury  which  prevented  the  ori- 
ginal being  given  in  wtmso,  or  at  least 
more  fully,  aud  lome  errors  would  natu- 
rally occur  in  a  work  of  the  kitid?*   The  j 
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Goyemment  had  promised  to  correct  tbem 
in  a  supplement,  but  equally  failed  to  re- 
deem these  promises.  There  were  but  few 
of  the  more  ancient  Becords  in  the  Irish 
Office.  One  of  Henry  III.  was  considered 
apocryphal ;  but  in  the  English  Office 
there  were  Records  of  the  earliest  date, 
even  to  Henry  II.  He  had  suggested  that 
where  those  Records  were  so  mixed  with 
English  that  they  could  not  be  separated, 
they  should  be  copied,  and  the  copies  sent 
to  Ireland,  where  they  would  be  of  infinite 
Talue.  This,  also,  was  promised.  He 
could  not  understand  the  reason  of  this 
apathy  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
It  was  unfair  to  neglect,  on  account  of  the 
expense,  to  publish  Records  of  the  greatest 
importance  to  Ireland  and  without  which 
no  satisfactory  history  of  that  country  could 
be  written,  while  the  English  Records  were 
being  proceeded  with  without  any  reference 
to  cost. 

Mb.  BLAEE  suggested  that  the  tens 
of  thousands  of  copies  lying  in  Dublin 
Castle  and  becoming  mouldy,  should  be 
issued  to  the  public  at  a  reasonable  rate. 
The  matter  was  as  important  for  the  whole 
of  the  country  as  for  Ireland  itself. 

Mb.  SCLA.TER.BOOTH  said,  he  had 
been  taken  by  surprise,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dublin  (Mr.  Pirn)  having  concluded 
his  speech  with  a  specific  Motion  of  which 
no  Notice  had  been  given,  abd  he  should 
object  to  the  House  pledging  itself  to  any 
expenditure  in  reference  to  these  docu- 
ments without  obtaining  the  advice  of  the 
officers  conversant  with  the  subject.  Ac- 
cording to  arrangement,  these  publications 
were  offered  for  sale  at  the  cost  of  printing 
and  publishing,  but  still  they  were  not 
purchased.  The  country  was  under  obli- 
gation to  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Romilly) 
at  the  head  of  the  Record  Office  and  his 
able  staff  for  their  services,  and  this  sub- 
ject, had  frequently  been  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  Government.  In  1857 
an  annual  sum  was  voted  for  the  publica- 
tion of  the  Records,  at  a  reasonable  price. 
With  respect  to  the  suggestion  that  those 
books,  instead  of  being  kept  in  store  at 
the  Record  Office,  should  be  sold  at  a 
cheap  price  or  given  away,  he  could  state 
that  the  giving  of  them  away  had  been 
found  of  no  benefit,  for  nearly  all  of  those 
which  had  been  so  disposed  of  found  their 
way  to  second-hand  booksellers'  stalls,  or 
into  waste-paper  shops.  The  only  mode 
by  which  the  documents  could  bo  brought 
to  the  knowledge  of  the  public  was  by  the 
labours  of  literary  men,  who  published 
QmiralDunn$ 


their  contents  in  a  oondensed  and  sifted 
form.  The  volumes  of  Froude  showed 
in  every  page  the  assistanoe  he  had  de- 
rived from  his  researches  in  the  Record 
Office.  A  Treasury  Minute  of  the  2drd 
of  April,  1866,  contained  a  statement  of 
all  that  had  occurred  in  reference  to  these 
documents.  If  copies  were  given  gratui- 
tously to  public  libraries  great  expense 
would  be  incnrred  to  little  purpose,  and  it 
was  not  thought  advisable  that  they  should 
to  any  extent  be  gratuitously  circulated. 
The  hon.  Member  might  rest  assured  that 
the  attention  of  the  Government  was  di- 
rected to  the  Records,  not  only  in  Dublin, 
but  in  Edinburgh  and  London.  He  hoped 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  press  his 
Resolution. 

Mr.  BENTINCK  said,  he  thought  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dublin  (Mr.  Fim)  had 
done  good  service  in  bringing  the  question 
before  the  House,  and  it  was  highly  de- 
sirable to  show  that  there  were  some 
Members  of  the  House  who  took  an  inte- 
rest in  matters  of  such  importance.  After 
hearing  the  statement  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  for  the  Treasury,  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  he  did  not  think  it  was 
desirable  that  any  further  reduction  of 
price  should  take  place.  Great  credit  was 
due  to  the  Government  for  the  endeavours 
they  had  made  to  place  at  the  service  of 
the  public  Records  and  ancient  documents, 
not  only  those  belonging  to  England,  but 
also  those  belonging  to  foreign  countries. 
They  could  not  expect  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  incur  a  loss  in  publishing 
those  Calendars,  considering  the  liberality 
which  they  and  their  predecessors  had 
evinced  in  regard  to  the  compilation  of 
them.  It  might  be  a  question  whether 
the  prefaces  to  the  Records  might  not  be 
produced  separately  in  a  cheap  form.  The 
services  of  Messrs.  Burganrot  and  Brown 
in  connection  with  this  subject  were 
worthy  of  great  praise.  A  key  had  been 
discovered  by  which  to  read  some  most 
interesting  historical  documents  connected 
with  the  history  of  Isabella  of  Spain,  and 
other  matters  intimately  connected  with 
important  portions  of  English  history. 
The  Government  had  displayed  no  parsi- 
mony on  the  subject. 

Amendment  and  Original  Motion,  by 
leave,  withdrawn. 

Committee  deferrid  till  Monday  next. 
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COLONIAL  OOTEBNOBS    PSNSIOKS  ACT 
AMENDMEITT. 

Besolation    reported ; 

"  That  it  it  eipedient  to  extend  the  provitions 
of  the  Act  38  and  29  Vio.o.  113,  for  authorising 
the  payment  of  retiring  Pensions  to  Colonial  Go- 
Temort  to  persons  who  have  held  the  oflBoe  of 
Lord  High  Commissioner  of  the  Ionian  Islands." 

Resolution  agreed  to:  —  BiU  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Doi^soir  and  Mr.  Solatxb- 
BooiH. 


KEDWAIT   BSeXTLATION  ACT  CONIIVXTAKCB 

BELL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stbphiit  Cats,  Bill  to  oon- 
tiniie  in  force  an  Act  of  the  second  year  of  King 
George  the  Second,  chapter  nineteen,  for  the 
better  Regulation  of  the  Oyster  Fishery  in  the 
River  Medway,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
SnpHKif  Cats  and  Mr.  Solatib-Booth. 
Bill  ^prMen(^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  196.] 

HoQfe  adjoomed  at  half  after  Twelve 
o'clock  till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE   OP   LORDS, 
Monday,  June  29,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  — PiTBLio  Bills— jFVrrt  Reading^ 
Admlmliy  Suits*  (182):  Contagious  Diseases 
Act  (1866)  Amendment*  (185);  Lodgers  Pro- 
perty Protection*  (186);  Children,  Ac.  Pro- 
tection* (187). 

Second  iZeadin^— Fairs*  (141) ;  Drainage  Pro- 
Tislonal  Order  Confirmation  *  (158)  ;  Inclosure 
(No.  2)*  (159);  Local  Government  Supple- 
mental (No.  4)*  (165);  Local  Government 
Supplementiil  (No.  5)*  (166);  Established 
Church  (Ireland)  {157),  fiegatived. 

Third  Heading  —  Thames  Embankment  and  Me- 
tropolia  Improvement  (Loans)  Act  Amend- 
ment* (156);  City  of  London  Gas  *  (168). 

ESTABLISHED  CHURCH  (IRELAND) 

BILL— (No.  157.) 

{The  Earl  Granville.) 

SECOND  BBADINO. 

DEBATE  RESUMED.       [tHIIID   NIQHT], 

Order  of  the  Day  for  resaming  the  ad- 
journed Debate  on  the  Amendment  to  the 
Motion  for  the  Second  Beading,  read. 

Debate  resumed  accordinglj. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL :  My  Lords, 
it  was  not  possible,  and,  in  my  opinion,  it 
was  not  desirable  that  this  debate  should 
be  confined  within  the  narrow  limits  of 
the  Bill  before  as.     The  truth  is  that  all 


eyes,  and  I  think  I  may  say  all  hearts,  are 
fixed  on  the  great  questions  which  lie  be- 
hind it ;  and  this  Bill  has  no  interest  what- 
ever except  in  the  relation  which  it  bears 
to   these  ;  and  yet,  my  Lords,  I  cannot 
help  obser? ing  that,  since  the  speech  of  my 
noble  Friend  who   proposed    the    second 
reading  of  this  Bill — the  able  ond  exhaust- 
ive speech  of  my  noble  Friend  —  attacks 
have  been  made  and  arguments  employed 
against  those  who  sit  on  this  side  the  House 
which  impose  upon  those  who  have  had 
any  responsibility  in  this  measure  the  duty 
of  giving  to  the  House  some  further  ex- 
planations of  its  origin  and  of  its  object. 
My  Lords,  the  first  great  object  of  this  BiU 
lias  been  this — to  give  an  assurance  to  the 
Irish    people    that   the    Imperial    Parlia- 
ment will  deal,  without  unnecessary  driay, 
with  the    whole  question   of    the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  Ireland.     My  Lords.  I 
rejoice   to   say  I  believe  that  object  has 
been  gained.     Not  even  an  adverse  vote 
of  this  House  upon  the  Bill  which  is  now 
before    us    can    prevent    the    substantial 
accomplishment  of  that  object.     We  have 
raised  the  question  of  the  Irish  Church  out 
of  the  domain  of  abstract  and  somewhat 
languid  speculation,  and  we  have  placed  it 
in  the  fore-front  of  the  living  politics  of  the 
English  people.  We  have — 1  avow  it,  I  claim 
it  as  an  honour,  and  I  do  not  repudiate  it  as 
an  accusation — we  have  made  the  disestab- 
lishment of  the  Irish  Church  a  greot  party 
question.     This  has  been  the  accusation  of 
noble  Lords  opposite — they  have  flung  it 
in  our  teeth  in  every  form  of  language. 
For  this  we  have  been  censured  severely, 
but    not,    I   think,    offensively,   by   many 
members  of  the  right  rev.  Bench.     For 
this  we  have  been  censured  in  somewhat 
coarser  tones  by  the  members  of  the  Go- 
vernment.    The  noble  Duke  the  President 
of  the  Council  (the  Duke  of  Marlborough), 
who  spoke  on  Friday  night,  told  us  in  so 
many  words  that  our  policy  was  a  dishonest 
policy.  The  noble  Bail  (the  Earl  of  Derby)» 
who  was  lately  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment,  and    who   is   still,   I  presume,    its 
guardian  angel,    talked  on  the  preceding 
night  of  the  personal  ambition  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend    the   Leader   of  the   Liberal 
party  in  the  House  of  Commons ;  and  he 
added  some  insinuations  still  more  offen- 
sive, as  it  appeared  to  me,  which  he  was 
good  enough  to  say  that  he  nevertheless 
did  not  insinuate.     I  can  assure  both  the 
noble  Duke  and  the  noble  Earl  that  this 
language  excited  in  me  no  feelings  either 
of  irritation  or  of  surprise.    It  is  perfeotlj 
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natural  that  men  in  whose  hands  the  noble 
instrument  of  party  government  has  been 
for  more  than  two  years  somuoh  degraded, 
by  whom  it  has  been  entirely  dissociated 
from  all  definite  political  opinions,  and  there- 
fore from  all  public  principle — it  is  perfectly 
natural  that  they  should  denounce  party 
government  and  party  movements  as  op- 
probrious imputations.  My  Lords,  I  have 
not  so  learnt  the  Constitution  of  this  coun- 
try. I  hold  it  to  be  the  duty  of  great  party 
leaders  to  associate  their  party  with  great 
public  principles.  I  hold  it  to  bo  their 
bounden  duty  and  their  highest  honour  to 
place  in  the  hands  of  their  party  a  stand- 
ard, and  to  give  them  a  political  faith,  pro- 
vided that  standard  be  a  noble  standard 
and  that  faith  be  a  true  faith.  And,  my 
Lords,  I  can  understand  also  the  denuncia- 
tions of  my  noble  Friend  on  the  cross- 
Benches  (Earl  Grey).  He  likewise  com- 
plained of  what  he  called  our  party  move- 
ments. I  can  understand  this  from  him, 
because  my  noble  Friend — with  all  his 
powers,  with  his  long  experience,  his  great 
abilities,  and  his  incorruptible  honesty — is 
nevertheless  the  very  type  and  leader  of 
what  may  be  called — I  do  not  say  crotchety 
politicians,  but  at  least  of  eclectic  poli- 
ticians. But  I  was  surprised  to  hear  my 
noble  Friend,  in  his  speech  on  the  first 
night  of  this  debate,  say  that  our  conduct 
in  this  respect  had  given  offence,  and  would 
ultimately  give  greater  offence,  to  those 
wise  and  moderate  men  who  ultimately,  he 
said,  had  in  their  hands  the  destinies  of 
this  country.  If  my  noble  Friend  really 
means  those  who  are  in  the  position  that 
be  occupies,  and  that  in  their  hands  are 
the  destinies  of  the  country,  he  is  much 
mistaken.  My  Lords,  it  is  perfectly  true 
that  it  is  very  often  in  the  power  of  third 
parties — small  third  parties,  such  as  that 
with  which  my  noble  Friend  is  connected — 
to  upset  a  Government;  but  it  is  hardly  ever 
in  their  power  to  determine  a  policy.  It  was 
in  the  power  of  a  third  party  in  the  year 
1866  to  turn  out  the  Government  of  my 
noble  Friend  (Earl  Russell);  but  it  was 
not  in  their  power  to  turn  out  the  question 
of  Keform.  On  the  contrary,  their  con- 
duct and  their  language  did  but  precipitate 
Reform,  and  compelled  it  to  be  granted, 
even  with  larger  concessions  to  extreme 
opinions  than  if  they  had  never  interfered. 
And  I  warn  my  noblo  Friend— indeed, 
he  almost  seemed  to  be  conscious  of 
the  fact  —  I  warn  him  that  the  small 
party  he  represents  in  this  House  —  I 
am  not  sure  that  he  represents  any  party 
Th0  Duhe  of  Argyll 


at  all,  for  he  appeared  to  stand  absolutely 
alone-^will,  on  these  great  questions  of 
public  policy  which  are  coming  on  in  re- 
spect to  the  Irish  Chureb,  be  absolutely 
powerless  and  without  any  influence  on  the 
course  of  public  affairs.  Well,  my  Lords, 
that  was  our  first  object — to  assure  the 
Irish  people  that  this  question  of  the  Irish 
Church  would  be  dealt  without  unnecessary 
delay  ;  and  in  order  to  give  that  assurance 
it  was  our  bounden  duty  to  connect  our 
opinions,  whatever  they  might  be,  with  the 
conduct  and  with  the  fate  of  our  political 
party.  My  Lords,  there  is  no  other  test 
in  this  country,  under  our  system  of  go- 
vernment, of  the  sincerity  of  a  great  publie 
party  than  that  of  being  willing  to  connect 
their  fortunes  with  the  measures  which 
they  propose.  But,  my  Lords,  we  had  also 
another  object ;  ami  this  object,  I  frankly 
confess  may  be  entirely  frustrated  by  the 
vote  of  your  Lordships'  House.  That  object 
was  to  save  unnecessary  waste  in  the  funds 
of  the  Irish  Church.  I  own  I  was  infinitely 
surprised  to  hear  the  observations  on  this 
subject  that  fell  from  my  noble  Friend  who 
moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill.  He  said 
he  thought  the  only  conceivable  object  of 
the  measure  was  a  little  saving  of  money, 
and  that  he  held  to  be  an  object  of 
perfect  indifference;  that  there  was  no 
want  of  money  ;  in  fact,  there  was  such 
an  abundance  of  money  that  he  did  not 
know  what  to  do  with  it.  This  is  the 
opinion  of  a  noble  Lord  whose  own  project 
it  is  to  divide  that  £650,000  a  year  of  the 
Irish  Church — which  we  are  told  is  barely 
sufficient  for  the  spiritual  wants  of  the 
700,000  Protestants— among  the  whole 
6,000,000  of  the  Irish  people!  That  is  the 
project  of  my  noble  Friend  ;  and  yet  he  is 
the  man  who  tells  us  that  the  funds  are  so 
ample  that  in.  point  of  amount  he  does  not 
know  what  to  do  with  them.  My  Lords,  I 
apprehend  that  if  there  is  one  man  in  this 
House  who,  to  be  consistent  with  himself, 
ought,  above  all  others,  to  desire  to  save 
money  and  economise  the  funds  of  the  Irish 
Church,  it  is  that  Peer  who  proposes  to  di- 
vide them  among  all  the  sects  of  Ireland, 
and  to  introduce  religious  equality  by  the 
indiscriminate  distribution  of  the  revenue 
among  the  various  Churches.  I  beg 
the  House  to  observe  that  even  in  the 
Conservative  view  of  the  question  it  is  no 
unimportant  matter  to  save  the  funds  of 
the  Established  Church  from  needless 
waste.  We  have  not  before  us  as  yet  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission ;  we  do 
not  know  exactly  what  amount  of  surplus 
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they  mftj  think  maj  be  derired  from  the 
fands  of  the  Established  Church ;  but  we  all 
know  this,  that  there  are  more  Bishops  than 
are  necessary  for  that  Church,  and  more 
lifings  than  there  are  congregations  re- 
quiring spiritual  provision ;  and  we  cannot 
tor  a  moment  doubt  that  among  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Royal  Commissioners 
most  be,  in  any  case,  a  certain  diminution 
of  bishoprics  and  a  certain  amount  of  con- 
solidation of  livings.  Well,  then,  I  say 
that  every  year  you  lose  you  are  running 
the  risk  of  losing  the  value  of  money, 
OTon  although  you  should  apply  it  strictly  | 
to  the  purposes  of  the  Irish  Church.  For ! 
remember  this, — that  the  Crown  has  not 
the  power  or  the  right  of  keeping  vacant 
bishoprics  that  fall  racant — the  Crown  is 
bound  to  fill  up  the  bishoprics ;  and,  there- 
fore, if  one  fell  vacant  next  year  when  two, 
three,  four,  five,  or  six  bishoprics  might 
be  deducted  from  the  Irish  Establishment, 
you  are  burdening  the  funds  and  the  assets 
of  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland  with 
a  new  life-interest,  to  the  detriment  of 
those  to  whom  Parliament  may  ultimately 
determine  to  apply  those  funds.  There- 
fore, in  rejecting  the  Bill  you  are  doing 
nothing  but  pure  mischief,  even  though 
you  determine  to  apply  these  funds  in  the 
most  Conservative  sense  to  a  system  of  re- 
distribution among  the  members  of  the 
Established  Church  alone. 

My  Lords,  having  said  so  much  with  re- 
gard to  the  two  objects  of  the  Bill — and  I 
frankly  admit  that  the  latter  is  one  of  com- 
paratiTely  small  importance — I  wish  to  say 
a  few  words  on  another  point  connected 
with  this  Bill  to  which  reference  has  been 
made  in  the  course  of  this  debate,  and  that 
is  the  relation  which  this  Bill  bears  to  the 
Eesolution  which  has  been  passed  by  the 
House  of  Commons.  It  appears  to  me  that 
a  very  indistinct  conception  of  that  Eesolu- 
tion is  entertained  by  many  Members  of 
this  House.  The  noble  Earl  lately  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  in  speaking  the 
other  night,  referred  to  the  fact  that  the 
Resolution  of  the  House  of  Commons  did 
not  contain  the  word  ''  disendowraent." 
He  was  cheered  from  this  side  of  the 
House,  and  in  noticing  that  cheer  he  said 
he  hoped  we  did  not  mean  to  take  refuge 
in  the  quibble  of  a  distinction  between  dis- 
endowment  and  disestablishment.  I  can 
assure  the  noble  Earl  that  no  quibble  was 
intended  by  that  cheer.  There  is  a  great 
distinction  between  disendowment  and  dis- 
establishment, and  it  was  not  without  a  set 
purpose  and  deliberate  and  careful  inten- 


tion that  the  word  disendowment  was 
avoided  and  disestablishment  was  inserted 
in  the  Resolution.  That  course  was  adopted 
for  the  very  good  reason  that,  as  far  as  I 
know,  no  human  being  proposes  to  dis- 
endow the  Established  Church  altogether. 
The  noble  Earl  referred  to  endowments  de- 
rived from  private  benefactions.  Although 
I  think  there  has  been  some  misunderstand- 
ing on  that  point,  nobody  has  ever  pro- 
posed to  derive  the  Church  of  endowments 
derived  from  privato  benefactions.  But 
more  than  this,  under  the  scheme  sketched 
by  Mr.  Gladstone,  the  Church  is  to  be  left 
in  possession  of  the  churches  and  parson* 
ages  and  of  some  land  adjacent,  so  that 
it  could  not  in  perfect  strictness  be  said 
that  the  Church  under  that  scheme  is 
to  be  wholly  deprived  of  its  endowments. 
Besides,  it  is  at  the  option  and  discretion 
of  Parliament  to  what  extent  disendowment 
shall  go ;  and  an  uncertainty  would  be  created 
if  the  word  disendowment  were  introduced. 
Therefore  those  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  who  voted  for  that  Resolution  are 
perfectly  free  to  vote  for  any  sort  of  com- 
promise in  respect  to  the  endowment  of 
the  Church.  There  is  another  point  which 
I  wish  to  notice  with  regard  to  the  Reso- 
lution of  the  House  of  Commons.  That 
Resolution  distinctly  pledged  the  House  to 
the  principle  of  disestablishment,  and  it  has 
been  argued  in  this  House  during  the  pro- 
gress of  this  debate  that  the  Bill  is  to  be 
read  as  one  fur  disestablishment  —  not 
necessarily  a  Bill  for  disendowment,  but  for 
disestablishment.  Now,  I  entirely  deny 
that  statement.  It  is  perfectly  open  to 
any  Member  of  this  House  to  vote  for  this 
Bill  and  afterwards  vote  against  any  Bill, 
even  for  the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish 
Church.  This  is  a  Bill  in  its  terms  for 
the  purpose  of  saving  the  waste  of  funds, 
and  nothing  else  ;  the  ultimate  disposal  of 
those  funds  will  remain  at  the  discretion 
of  Parliament,  and  of  this  or  of  any 
future  Government.  Now,  with  regard  to 
one  of  the  accusations  brought  against  us 
on  account  of  this  Bill,  I  wish  to  notice 
an  observation  made  by  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  who  spoke 
the  other  night  with  such  distinguished 
ability.  If,  he  asked,  this  Bill  had  been 
aimed  only  at  the  saving  of  funds,  why 
did  we  not  adopt  the  usual  and  well-known 
course  under  such  circumstances,  and 
bring  in  a  Bill  that  all  Bishops  appointed 
during  the  period  of  transition  should 
hold  their  offices  subject  to  the  pleasure 
of  Parliament?    I  can  assure  the  nobl 
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Marquess— and  I  am  sorry  tbat  he  is  not 
here  to  hear  me-^that  this  course  also.was 
carefully  considered  by  those  who  framed 
this  BiU.  and  it  was  rejected  for  reasons 
which,  I  think,  would  be  respected  by  the 
noble  Marquess  himself.  We  thought  it 
inconsistent  with  the  dignity  and  functions 
of  such  high  officers  in  the  Church  that 
Bishops  should  be  appointed  to  sees  with 
an  uncertain  vote  of  Parliament  hanging 
over  them  as  to  the  emoluments  after- 
wards to  be  attached  to  their  position. 
The  most  re?.  Prelate  who  presides  over 
the  Northern  Province  in  England,  and 
who  spoke  with  so  much  energy  on 
Friday  night,  said  that,  even  with  regard 
to  vacant  parishes,  it  would  be  difficult  to 
get  competent  men  to  fill  parishes  under 
such  conditions  as  this  Bill  imposed.  With 
how  much  greater  reason  would  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  have  argued  that  it  was  im- 
possible  to  ask  any  clergyman  to  accept 
the  office  of  Bishop  under  such  conditions 
as  those  indicated  by  the  noble  Marquess  ? 
This  argument  seemed  conclusive.  We 
conceived  it  impossible  to  propose  that  such 
high  officers  should  be  appointed  under 
such  restrictions,  and  therefore  we  took 
the  only  other  course  which  was  open  to 
us  for  the  purpose  of  saving  the  funds  of 
the  Church — namely,  by  providing  that 
during  the  interval  no  new  appointment 
should  bo  made  to  vacant  bishoprics. 
Before  passing  from  the  immediate  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill,  allow  me  to  notice 
some  of  the  objections  taken  with  regard 
to  the  interim  arrangements  which  are 
contemplated.  The  most  rev.  Prelate 
(the  Archbishop  of  York)  argued  strongly 
that  these  interim  arrangements  would  kill 
the  Church  by  inches.  Of  course,  that  ar- 
gument was  entirely  founded  on  the  suppo- 
sition that  this  Bill  would  not  last  only  for 
one  or  two  years,  but  for  five  or  ten  years, 
and  that  the  Church  would,  therefore,  be 
brought  into  a  state  of  complete  anarchy. 
Now,  I  can  assure  the  moat  rev.  Prelate 
that  I  agree  with  him  that  nothing  could 
be  more  dangerous  or  more  fatal  to  the 
interests  of  the  Church  in  Ireland  than 
such  a  state  of  uncertainty  and  confusion, 
and  I  must  say  that  if  I  thought  this 
would  be  the  result  of  the  Bill  I  should 
not  support  it.  But  I  believe  the  only 
effect  of  this  Bill  would  be  to  place  all 
parties — the  Church  and  Parliament,  too 
—under  such  conditions  that  a  compromise 
would  certainly  be  come  to  in  one,  or,  at 
the  most,  in  two  years.  And  on  this  point 
let  me  remind  your  Lordships  that  the 
The  Duke  of  ArgyU 


renewal  of  this  state  of  suspension  will 
remain  absolutely  in  the  hands  of  the 
House  of  Lords.  This  Bill  cannot  be  re- 
newed without  the  assent  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House ;  and,  therefore,  I  would 
say  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on 
the  Woolsack  who  to-night  will  probably 
direct  his  great  legal  knowledge  to  show 
the  technical  difficulties  that  are  in  the 
way  of  the  Bill,  that  if  these  are  his  only 
objections  to  the  Bill^if  he  is  willing  to 
save  the  funds  of  the  Church  from  need- 
less waste,  for  purposes  of  which  he  might 
approve — then  I  beg  him  to  allow  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  to  propose 
in  Committee  such  Amendments  as  he 
thinks  necessary  for  carrying  on  fully  the 
spiritual  jurisdiction  and  functions  of  the 
Church  ;  and  I  believe  these  Amendments 
would  meet  with  no  opposition  from  this 
side  of  the  House. 

I  pass  now  to  another  question  —  not 
to  the  object  but  the  origin  of  the  Bill ; 
to  the  question  how  and  why  it  is  that 
we  came  to  propose  it.  On  this  point 
also  we  have  been  vehemently  attacked. 
Your  Lordships  must  have  seen  lately  an 
account  of  a  great  public  banquet  given 
by  certain  Merchant  Taylors,  at  which 
addresses  were  delivered  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  said  tbat  during  the  last 
thirty  years  the  Liberal  party  had  been 
smothering  their  convictions  on  this  ques- 
tion. Well,  I  am  going  to  confess  to  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  that,  putting  aside 
the  ironical  tone  of  this  remark,  I  do  not 
think  his  observation  was  substantially  un- 
fair. It  is  perfectly  true  of  the  convictions 
which  on  this  subject  have  been  long  in 
the  minds  of  men,  and  especially  of  the 
great  majority  of  the  Liberal  party,  that  in 
one  sense  they  have  long  been  smothered. 
Your  Lordships  all  know  that  public  men 
cannot  act  upon  their  abstract  convictions, 
except  under  certain  conditions  of  the 
public  mind.  Every  man  concerned  in 
public  life  must  know  that  public  men 
have  many  opinions  in  regard  to  the  in- 
stitutions of  the  country  which  they  would 
be  willing,  if  they  could,  to  put  into  the 
shape  of  measures,  but  which  the  exist- 
ing conditions  of  public  feeling  render  it 
hopeless  or  even  harmful  to  propose  ;  and 
this  has  been  long  the  case  with  the  con- 
victions of  the  Liberal  party  respecting  the 
Irish  Church.  Can  any  one  doubt — has  it 
not  been  in  fact  notorious — that  the  Liberal 
Leaders,  whether  speaking  in  Parliament 
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or  writing  in  reviews  or  in  more  sabstan- 
tial  works,  hawe  uniformly  declared  that  in 
point  of  argument  the  Irish  Church  Estab- 
lishment was  absolutely  indefensible  ?     It 
ifl  true  that  thirty  years  ago,  and  perhaps 
at  Uter  times*  my  right  hon.  Friend  who  is 
Dov  the  great  Leader  in  this  movement 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  entertained  different  con- 
TJetioos.  and  I  confess  I  was  somewhat 
sarprised  at  the  interest  and  amusement 
wJiieh  some  noble  Lords  seemed  to  have  in 
reding  extracts  from  Mr.  Gladstone's  book 
upon  Charch  principles,  as  to  which  it  is 
ufficiently  notorious  that  for  the  last  thirty 
or  twenty- fiwe  years  he  never  thoucrht  that 
these  abstract  principles  were  reducible  (o 
practice.     But  I  must  complain   of  one 
quotation  made  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
(ibe  Earl  of  Derby).     In  the  course  of  his 
speech  be  referred  to  a  speech  made  by 
Sir  George  Grey  in  1865,  and  when  he 
was  reading  the  quotation  my  noble  Friend 
Bear  me  said,  "Why  not  read  the  speech 
of  Mr.  Gladstone?"  '»0h,  Mr.  Gladstone," 
said  the  noble  Earl ;   "  certainly  !  "     And 
with  that  almost  lightning  like  quickness 
for  which  he  is  famous,  he  immediately 
fafoared  the  House,  not  with  extracts  from 
Mr.  Gladstone's  speech,  but  with  what  he 
represented  to  be    the  substance  of  par- 
tieo/ar  passages. 

Thb  Eabl  op  DERBY:  No,  I  read 
from  Hansard  the  precise  words  of  Mr. 
Gladstone's  speech. 

Tbe  Dukb  op  ARGYLL:  Well,  my 
Lords,  I  remember  being  told  by  the  late 
Lord  Aberdeen,  in  rebuking  roe  on  one 
occasion  for  a  quotation  I  had  myself  made, 
tkaC  he  had  never  known  but  one  debater 
b  thia  House  who  was  perfectly  fair  in 
qooting  his  opponents  ;  but  I  am  bound  to 
say  that,  of  all  the  Members  of  this  House 
who  require  to  have  their  quotations  very 
closely  looked  after,  the  noble  Earl  is  the 
chief.  Now,  I  am  not  going  to  trouble  the 
Hoose  with  quotations,  but  I  will  refer 
the  House  to  the  speech  made  by  Mr. 
Giadsione  on  the  28th  of  March,  1865. 
Bttt  I  most  observe  that  so  notorious  is  it 
that  this  speech  was  wholly  adverse  to  the 
Irish  Charch  that  it  was  published,  I  be« 
lieve,  as  a  pamphlet  by  the  Liberation  So- 
^tj.  There  is  not  a  single  argument  in 
favour  of  the  Irish  Establishment  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  then  take 
«^  and  traverse,  with  the  obvious  intention 
^  cutting  at  the  rery  roots  and  foundations 
^  the  existing  public  sentiment  on  this 
>*^ect  It  is  perfectly  true  that  my  right 
^0^  f  lioid   had  to  resist  a  proposal  of 


bringing  forward,  at  that  particular  time, 
active  measures  with  regard  to  the  Irish 
Church  ;  and,  of  course,  nothing  is  easier 
than  to  cite  isolated  sentences  used  in 
urging  that  argument  which  may  appear, 
without  reading  the  whole  speech,  to  make 
his  present  course  inconsistent  with  the 
course  he  took  then  ;  whereas  any  repre- 
sentation of  that  speech,  as  a  whole,  which 
would  be  even  tolerably  just,  must  exhibit 
it  as  a  direct  and  obvious  preparation  for 
such  measures  as  are  now  proposed.  I  must 
complain  also  of  my  noble  Friend  on  the 
cross-Benches  (Earl  Grey),  who  likewise  re- 
ferred to  this  subject,  and  who  is  very  fond 
of  twitting  us,  and  my  noble  Friend  near  me 
(Earl  Russell)  with  having  resisted  his  pro- 
posals in  1866.  Why,  what  was  the  object 
of  my  noble  Friend  on  the  cross-Benches  ? 
We  were  then  engaged  with  the  question 
of  Reform ;  my  noble  Friend  hated  Reform, 
and  he  wished  to  draw  a  red  herring  across 
our  path.  Is  it  not  worse  than  idle — is  it 
not  childish — to  blame  us  for  not  having 
brought  forward  the  question  of  the  Irish 
Church  at  a  time  when  we  had  the  great 
question  of  Reform  in  hand  ?  And  if,  in- 
deed, my  noble  Friend  is  as  anxious  as  I 
believe  he  is  for  the  disestablishment  of 
the  Irish  Church,  he  ought  to  be  grateful 
to  us  for  our  exertions  and  for  the  con- 
cessions which  they  ultimately  produced 
from  a  Tory  Government,  for  I  can  tell 
him  this — that  if  he  has  any  immediate 
prospect  of  seeing  the  disestablishment 
of  the  Irish  Church,  it  is  entirely  owing 
to  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Act  of 
last  year,  which  is  already  casting  its  sha- 
dow before  it.  I  have  not  a  moment's  doubt 
that  the  successive  votes  of  the  House 
of  Commons  on  this  subject  this  Session 
were  votes  which  were  entirely  due  to  the 
sense  which  that  House  entertained  of  the 
public  convictions  of  the  country,  and  of 
the  result  of  the  coming  General  Election. 
Such,  then,  being  the  convictions  of  the 
Liberal  party,  and,  of  late  years,  the  no- 
torious convictions  •  also  of  my  right  hon< 
Friend,  what  was  it,  I  ask,  that  awoke 
those  convictions  into  active  life  ?  I  confess 
I  was  surprised  at  the  tone  which  was 
adopted  by  my  noble  Friend  on  the  cross- 
Benches  with  regard  to  the  phenomena  of 
Fenianism.  He  blamed  my  noble  Friend 
(Earl  Granville)  for  having  even  mentioned 
Fenianism,  and  said  it  was  a  most  dange- 
rous argument  to  state  that  the  British 
Parliament  was  actuated  by  any  considera- 
tions arising  out  of  the  atrocities  of  Fenian- 
ism.   Now,  I  hope  neither  side  of  tho 
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House  will  take  8o  shallow  a  Tiew  of 
FenianiBm.  For  mj  part  I  shall  nerer 
forget  the  beginning  of  that  movement.  I 
remember  very  well  that  when  the  first 
letters  came  from  my  noble  Friend,  then 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  (the  Earl  of 
Eimberley),  telling  the  Cabinet  that  ships 
were  likely  to  arrive  with  cargoes  of 
arms  for  some  secret  conspiracy,  and  that 
the  Government  must  take  immediate 
measures  for  the  defence  of  law  and  order 
in  Ireland, — I  really  believed — I  speak  for 
myself  and  not  for  others — that  my  noble 
Friend,  able  as  he  is,  and  certainly  not 
imaginative  or  likely  to  be  imposed  upon, 
was  the  victim  of  a  hoax.  When,  however, 
that  conspiracy  became  fully  developed, 
when  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  had  to  be 
suspended  in  Ireland,  I  cannot  under- 
stand how  any  noble  Lord,  no  matter 
on  which  side  of  the  House  he  sits, 
should  speak  lightly  or  slightingly  of  that 
movement.  Remember,  we  are  not  acting 
while  Fenianism  is  still  alive,  from  ony 
preseut  fear.  Fenianism  has  been  put 
down — at  least  in  its  outward  manifesta- 
tions ;  but  are  you  not  willing  to  confess 
that  making  every  allowance  for  the  officers 
released  from  the  civil  war  in  America,  and 
for  the  foreign  element  introduced  into 
Ireland— making  every  possible  allowance 
for  these  considerations,  are  you  not  struck 
with  the  amount  of  support  which  that 
movement  received  among  great  masses  of 
the  population  in  Ireland  ?  And  do  you 
not  remember  this  significant  fact,  that 
until  the  explosion  in  Clerkenwell  gave 
forcible  demonstration  of  the  atrocity  and 
rocklesness  of  those  conspirators,  that  move- 
ment was  not  only  unchecked,  but  was 
spreading  its  sympathy  over  larger  and 
larger  circles  of  the  people,  thus  showing 
a  most  dangerous  condition  of  the  public 
mind  in  Ireland  ?  If  you  doubt  this,  I 
trust  your  Lordships  will  allow  me  to  quote 
the  confession  made  by  Lord  Mayo  on  the 
part  of  the  Government.  Lord  Mayo  says — 
"  I  do  not  deny  that  a  great  amount  of  dissatis- 
faction, I  might  almost  say  of  disloyalty  and  dis- 
like, to  England  and  to  English  rule  exists.** 

That  is  the  formal  confession  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land. Now,  I  ask  was  it  not  necessary—* 
was  it  not  essential — that  the  attention  of 
public  men  should  be  called  to  this  condi- 
tion of  things,  after  Fenianism  as  an  active 
conspiracy  had  been  put  down  ?  Was  it 
not  right  that  the  conscience  of  the 
English  neople  should  be  awakened  to 
their  dealings  with  Ireland  ?  Was  it 
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not  necessary  that,  under  these  circum- 
stance, we  should  turn  our  attention  to  the 
remedies  which  were  to  be  proposed  ?  I 
do  not  wish,  I  never  have  desired,  to  con- 
nect the  Fenian  conspiracy  directly  with 
the  existence  of  the  Established  Churcli  in 
Ireland.  I  believe  it  to  be  perfectly  true 
that  you  never  will  content  the  Fenians  by 
disestablishing  the  Irish  Church.  But  what 
has  that  to  do  with  the  question  ?  It  is 
not  in  order  to  content  the  Fenians  that  we 
desire  to  act.  It  is  to  content  that  great 
mass  of  the  Irish  people  in  which  Fenian 
conspirators  find  the  pabulum  on  which 
they  feed.  It  is  to  content  that  great  mass 
of  the  Irish  people  whom,  we  know  as  a 
fact,  the  Fenians  were  able,  working  upon 
the  old  leaven,  to  excite  to  discontent  and 
disaffection.  I  sincerely  believe  that  a 
great  deal  of  the  disaffection  of  the  Irish 
people  is  purely  traditional.  My  Lords, 
there  is  a  wonderful  continuity  in  the  life 
of  nations :  terrible  where  the  antecedents 
have  been  bad  —  happy,  even  blessed, 
where  the  antecedents  have  been  good. 
And  herein  consists  the  folly — I  do  not  use 
the  word  in  a  disrespectful  sense — of  con- 
necting the  cause  of  the  Irish  Church  with 
the  cause  of  the  Established  Church  in 
England.  Whatever  else  may  be  said 
against  the  Church  of  England — this,  at 
least,  must  be  said  in  her  favour  — sho 
has  been  the  symbol  of  national  life  at 
great  periods  of  our  history,  and  that  she 
has  been — and,  I  trust,  still  is — the  stand- 
ard-bearer of  the  Protestant  feelings  and 
opinions  of  the  people.  But  can  it  bo  said 
of  the  Irish  Church  that  she  ever  has  been 
the  symbol  of  natioual  life  to  the  Irish 
people?  Can  it  be  said  that  she  repre- 
sents the  religious  feelings  of  the  people  ? 
No,  the  contrary  is  the  fact ;  and  if  the 
disaffection  of  the  Irish  people  is  a  purely 
traditional  disaffection,  at  least  you  must 
admit  that  the  Established  Church  is  a 
traditional  remembrance  of  the  miseries 
and  oppressions  of  their  former  history. 
In  this  respect  I  cannot  for  a  moment 
doubt  that  it  will  to  a  very  great  extent 
pacify  and  conciliate  the  thinking  and  mo- 
derate people  of  Ireland,  that  this  great 
anomaly  and  injustice,  as  we  think  it, 
should  be  removed  from  among  them.  Let 
me  remind  the  House,  before  passing  from 
the  effects  which  Fenianism  has  produced, 
that  it  is  not  we  alone  on  this  side  who  may 
plead  with  truth  that  we  were  awakened  to 
a  stronger  sense  of  our  responsibilities  in 
reference  to  this  subject,  and  that  we  felt  we 
were  able  to  act  with  more  effect  upon  the 
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pnblie  mind,  in  eonseqaeneeof  the  oaibreak 
of  Fenianism.  What  happened  in  jonr  Lord- 
ihipa'  House  on  the  verj  first  night  of  the 
Session  ?  Why,  a  noble  Earl  behind  me 
(the  Earl  of  Ellenboroogh),  one  of  our  most 
distiogaished  Members,  whom  we  now 
hear  fiar  too  seldom,  confessed  the  impres- 
sion which  the  events  had  made  npon  his 
mind,  and  suggested  that  we  should  endow 
the  Roman  Catholic  priesthood  as  the  true 
remedy  for  the  evils  of  Ireland.  My  noble 
and  gallant  Friend  on  the  cross-Benches 
(the  Earl  of  Hardwieke),  as  gallant  a  poli- 
tician as  he  is  an  Admiral,  who  never 
hoisted  a  false  flag,  and  would  never  haul 
down  a  flag  which  he  had  once  raised— 
he,  too,  suggested  that  we  should  aim  at 
equalizing  the  position  of  the  Irish  Churches 
not  by  disendowing  or  disestablishing  the 
Protestant  Church,  but  by  recurring  to  the 
old  scheme  of  endowing  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic priesthood.  My  Lords,  I  believe 
those  two  noble  Earls  were  right  in  this 
at  least,  that  such  is  really  the  alter- 
native which  is  now  placed  before  the 
statesmen  and  Parliament  of  England. 
Ton  most  arrive  at  equality  either  by 
levelling  down  or  by  levelling  up.  There 
is  no  question  whatever  as  to  what  was  the 
decision  and  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  at  the  beginning  of  this  Ses- 
sion. The  noble  Earl  on  the  cross-Benches 
(Earl  Grey) — who  was  so  lavish  of  his  cen* 
sure  on  those  with  whom  he  substantially 
agrees,  and  so  chary  of  his  censure  on 
those  with  whom  he  substantially  disagrees 
— found  great  fault  with  us  because  we 
"  took  hold  "—that  is  what  he  called  it-— 
of  certain  expressions  as  showing  an  inten- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  en- 
dow the  Roman  Catholic  priesthood.  My 
Lords,  I  say  at  once  that  I  think  it  was 
our  doty  to  watch  very  closely  the  conduct 
of  this  Government  in  order  to  see  what 
might  be  the  direction  in  which  they  were 
moving.  We  have  looked  to  the  speeches 
of  the  Premier  and  other  Members  of  the 
Government,  and  I  should  now  like  to  read 
to  your  Lordships  one  or  two  extracts  from 
those  speeches,  and  I  ask  you  what  is  the 
interpretation  which  ought  to  be  put  on 
them.  In  the  first  place,  I  find  in  the 
authorised  speech — not  the  speech  found 
in  Hamardf  but  the  authorized  edition  of 
the  speech  made  by  Lord  Mayo  on  the  lOth 
of  Marchy  these  remarks — 

"The  qnettioB  must  be  dealt  with  in  a  very 
difforent  roirit  from  that  which  the  advocates  of 
entire  abolition  profess.  The  Presbyterians  now 
receive  a  grant  from  this  House  which  is  miser- 


able in  amount,  aad  wholly  inadequate  to  their 
requirements." 

Well,  of  course  that  points  to  an  increase 
of  the  Begium  Donum.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  about  it.  The  noble  Earl  proceeded^- 

"  The  Protestants  of  Ireland  are  content  with 
I  the  system  which  prevails,  bat  are  not  averse  to 
I  improvements  and  to  such  alterations  of  eeelesi« 
i  astical  arrangements  as  woold  make  their  Chareh 
I  better  fitted  to  meet  the  wants  of  modem  times. 
,  Bat  we  most  not  prescribe  hastily.    Of  all  the 
■  schemes  which  have  been  proposed,  I  object  pre- 
I  eminently  to  that  known  as  the  process  of '  level- 
ling down.'    It  is  said  that  if  yom  cannot  elevate 
and  raise  the  iostitntions  so  as  to  make  them 
equal,  the  only  thing  to  do  is  to  abolish  them 
altogether.    I  object  to  that  policy." 

The  noble  Earl  goes  on— 

"  If  it  is  desired  to  make  our  Chorehes  mora 
equal  in  position  than  they  are,  this  resolt  should 
be  secured  by  elevation  and  restoration,  and  not 
by  confiscation  and  degradation." 

Now,  my  Lords,  there  is  only  one  inter- 
pretation  possible  to  be  put  upon  that.  If 
you  are  to  bring  about  equality,  not  by 
levelling  down  but  by  levelling  up,  dearly 
you  must  endow  the  Roman  Catholic  priest- 
hood ;  and  you  must  give  them  not  a  small 
endowment  as  if  by  way  of  compensation 
for  existing  privileges,  but  an  endowment 
of  a  substantial  amount,  such  as.  would  be 
equal  to  the  endowment  of  the  Protestant 
clergy.  But,  my  Lords,  that  is  not  all. 
The  Prime  Minister,  speaking  only  one 
week  later,  said^> 

"  What  always  strikes  me  with  regard  to  Ire- 
land as  a  general  principle  is  that  you  should 
create  and  not  destroy.  .  .  Nor  do  I  wish  to 
conceal  my  strong  opinion  that  we  are  approach- 
ing the  time  when  there  roust  be  a  change  in  the 
statui  of  the  unendowed  clergy  of  Ireland.  .  . 
I  do  not  believe  that  the  Irish  Established 
Church  will  remain  with  respect  to  the  other 
portions  of  the  population^ with  regard  to  the 
clergy  of  the  other  portions  of  the  population — 
in  Uie  identical  position  which  she  now  occupies." 
—[3  Hansard,  cxo.  1788-0-90.] 

Here,  again,  there  can  be  no  mistake  as  to 
the  scope  and  direction  of  these  words.  The 
Prime  Minister  expresses  his  opinion  that 
we  are  approaching  a  time  when  there 
must  be  a  change  in  the  status  of  the  Ro« 
man  Catholic  Clergy  in  regard  to  the 
clergy  of  the  Estobtished  Church.  This 
can  only  mean  that  we  should  give  them 
something  of  the  privileges  and  something 
of  the  advantages  now  enjoyed  by  the 
clergy  of  a  small  minority  of  the  people. 
Then,  with  respect  to  the  endowment  of 
the  Catholic  University,  I  confess  I  ad- 
mired the  simplicity  of  the  noble  Duke 
the  President  of  the  Council,  when,  after 
reading  passages  from  Lord  Mayo's  speech, 
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I^e  added  that  if  what  Lord  Uayo  epoke 
of  was  an  endowment,  he  did  not  know 
what  an  endowment  wai.  Let  me  again 
quote  the  words  of  Lord  Mayo,  from  the 
authorised  edition  of  his  speech.  I  do  not 
use  the  term  in  an  offensive  sense,  hut,  if 
there  he  not  exactly  a  quibhle,  it  appears 
to  me  that  there  is  an  evasion  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  in  reference  to  this 
matter.  They  deny  that  they  proposed 
an  "endowment."  Well,  of  course,  if  they 
did  not  make  a  Motion  there  was  no  formal 
proposition  ;  hut  the  question  is,  can  any- 
one read  this  statement  of  Lord  Mayo's 
without  coming  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Government  were  ready  to  hring  about  an 
endowment  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Uni- 
versity, and  did  substantially  propose  it  to 
the  House  of  Commons  ? — 

*'  With  regard  to  endowment,  it  will  be  essen- 
tial, of  course,  if  Parliament  agrees  to  the  pro- 
posal, in  the  first  instance,  to  provide  for  the  ne- 
cessary expenses  of  the  University — that  is  to  say, 
the  expenses  of  oflBcers  of  the  University,  of  the 
University  Professors,  and  also  to  make  some 
provision  for  a  building." 

Why,  my  Lords,  Professors  are  the  very 
men  we  endow,  if  we  endow  anyone,  when 
endowing  Universities.  If  that  is  not  en- 
dowing a  University,  I  hope  the  noble 
Duke  Will  explain  what  is. 

The  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH  :  I 
ask  the  noble  Duke  whether  he  considers 
the  University  of  London  endowed  ? 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL :  I  consider 
any  University  endowed  in  which  the  Pro- 
fessors are  paid  by  the  Stato.  Tour  Lord- 
ships will  observe  that  the  sentence  con- 
cludes with  the  words,  "  and  also  to  make 
some  provision  for  a  building.''  The  noble 
Earl  goes  on  to  say,  "  But  with  regord  to 
the  endowment  of  Colleges,  it  is  impossible 
to  make  any  proposal  of  that  nature  at 
present."  I  repeat  that  to  deny  that  a 
proposal  of  endowment  was  really  made  is 
a  mere  evasion.  It  was  not  a  Vote,  but 
it  was  a  proposition  which  was  to  have 
resulted  in  a  more  definite  proposal. 

Well,  my  Lords,  the  Tory  party  having 
agreed  that  we  must  proceed  to  bring  about 
equality,  either  by  levelling  up  or  by  level- 
ling down,  the  Liberal  party  had  to  con- 
sider —  were  bound  to  consider  —  vrhat 
course  they  should  take  in  this  great  con- 
tingency of  public  affairs.  And  now,  my 
Lords,  i  wish  to  represent  to  the  House 
the  opinion  I  have  formed  on  this  question 
of  indiscriminate  endowment.  In  the  first 
place,  I  believe  it  to  be  impossible.  You 
cannot  do  it.  Public  opinion,  the  puhlio 
feeling  of  the  country,  would  not  allow  you 
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to  do  it.  To  prove  this  I  refer  to  the 
conduct  of  the  Government.  What  are 
all  these  attempts  to  get  rid  of  the  oh- 
vioas  meaning  of  those  statements  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  ?  No  one  shows 
more  caution  than  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  head  of  the  Government  in 
feeling  the  ground  he  is  about  to  tread. 
Wishing  to  know  how  the  wind  blew,  he 
sent  up  those  pilot  balloons  ;  hut  they  did 
not  float  in  the  direction  he  desired.  My 
Lords,  here  I  must  say  that  in  these  pro- 
ceedings we  see  the  full  mischief  of  go« 
vernment  by  a  minority.  It  is  a  great  law 
of  nature  that  all  creatures  which  cannot 
live  by  strength  are  obliged  to  live  by 
cunning.  The  present  Government  lives 
by  cunning.  It  is  a  Government  of  man- 
oeuvre, and  all  Governments  of  minorities 
must  more  or  less  be  in  that  position.  Bat 
I  hope  that  no  Government,  even  of  a  mi- 
nority, that  may  ever  exist  again,  will 
govern  so  much  by  ambiguous  phrases  and 
by  trying  public  opinion  without  com- 
mitting itself  to  any  particular  policy.  I 
say  that  an  endowment  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic priesthood  is  impossible,  and  I  refer 
to  the  consciousness  of  the  Government 
that  it  is  so  as  evidence  of  the  fact.  I 
will  take  another  proof.  I  helieve  the 
language  of  the  right  rev.  Prelates  whom 
I  have  now  the  honour  to  address  is  wit- 
!  ness  of  the  fact  that  such  endowment  is 
impossible.  I  listened  very  attentively, 
and  I  assure  them  with  very  great  respect, 
to  the  speeches  they  have  made  daring 
the  course  of  this  debate,  and  I  read  care- 
fully the  speeches  delivered  by  them  at  a 
great  public  meeting,  at  which  I  think 
there  was  a  somewhat  freer  expression  of 
opinion  by  the  right  rev.  Prelates.  Their 
position  with  reference  to  the  endowment 
of  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland  is 
simply  the  position  of  *'no  surrender." 
They  have  argued  the  question  on  the 
principle  of  property,  and  nothing  else. 
There  is  in  that  language  no  concession, 
and  no  possibility  of  any  compromise.  The 
right  rev.  Prelates  give  no  sign  of  their  rea- 
diness to  let  a  single  shilling  of  the  funds 
of  that  Church  go  towards  the  eu<lowmeQt 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  priesthood.  More 
than  this,  my  Lords,  I  have  observed  no 
indications  that  they  have  considered  the 
state  of  Ireland  as  a  whole.  There  is  no 
suggestion  from  them  as  to  how  this  dan- 
'  gerous  disaffection,  the  existence  of  which 
has  been  conceded  by  the  Government  of 
Canada,  by  Lord  Mayo  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  is  to  be  met.     I  think  the  motto 
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of  all  eeelesiastical  gorernments  might  be 
written  over  every  one  of  these  Bpeeches — 
"  Non  poitumtu,'*  They  may  say  that  to 
devise  remedies  for  Ireland  is  our  business 
and  not  theirs.  I  admit  it  ;  but  I  say, 
under  these  circumstances,  we  are  not 
bound — we  are  not  even  entitled — to  listen 
to  their  advice.  They  speak  as  ecclesias- 
tics, and  not  as  statesmen.  And  when  the 
right  rev.  Prelates— as  I  fully  admit  they 
are  entitled  to  do — complain  of  our  having 
acted  in  a  party  spirit,  I  beg  of  them  .to 
remember  that  they  are  victims  of  a  party 
spirit  with  whose  strength  no  other  can 
compare.  No  kind  of  government,  no 
esprit  de  corps,  is  so  overpowering  to  those 
snbjected  to  it  as  the  feeling  of  frater- 
nity among  the  members  of  Established 
Churches.  My  Lords,  I  do  not  complain 
of  that.  I  consider  it  an  honourahle  feel- 
ing on  their  part ;  but  in  considering  the 
wrongs  of  Ireland  it  is  impossible  for  us 
to  follow  their  advice.  The  right  rev. 
Prelate  who,  I  believe,  is  to  follow  me  in 
this  debate  (the  Bishop  of  Oiford)  wound 
up  his  speech  at  the  meeting  to  which  I 
have  referred  by  saying,  "Let  us  go  to  the 
support  of  our  suffering  sister."  Let  us 
then,  my  Lords,  consider  the  advice  given 
by  the  right  rev.  Prelates  simply  as  the 
advice  naturally  arising  from  a  strong  feel- 
ing, almost  amounting  to  personal  honour, 
as  to  their  duty  in  supporting  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland.  The  right  rev. 
PreUtes  may  be  actuated  also  by  a  feeling 
as  to  the  ultimate  effect  of  this  measure  upon 
the  Church  of  England.  But  I  beg  your 
Lordships  to  remember  that  we  have  had 
Jong  experience  in  this  House  of  the  ten- 
dencies of  the  same  feeling  among  the 
occupants  of  the  Episcopal  Bench.  There 
never  was  a  time  when  that  Bench  did  not 
contain  some  of  the  ablest  and  certainly 
the  best  instructed  men  of  the  day,  and  I 
believe  at  no  time  has  it  contained  abler, 
more  noble,  or  higher-minded  men  than 
at  the  present  moment.  But  I  wish  to 
put  this  question.  Of  those  great  changes 
made  during  the  last  thirty  or  forty  years, 
the  object  of  which  has  been  to  assail  and 
remove  invidious  privileges  of  the  Church 
of  England,  and  which  have  all  been  pro- 
ductive of  ultimate  benefits,  have  they 
not  been  almost  universally  opposed  by 
the  great  majority  of  the  Episcopal  Bench  ? 
I  was  very  much  struck  with  this  when 
looking  back  a  few  years  ago  to  some  old 
debates,  upon  a  question  deemed  at  that 
time  of  immense  importance  to  the  Church 
-^tbe  repeal  of  the  Test  and  Corporations 


Act.  We  younger  men  look  back  with 
perfect  horror  to  a  system  of  making  the 
sacraments  of  the  Church  of  Christ  the 
test  for  civil  office ;  and  yet  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  Episcopal  Bench  opposed  the 
chonge,  and  one  of  the  Bishops  said  he 
believed  the  measure  was  only  a  step  to 
other  changes,  using  precisely  the  same 
language  which  is  used  now  with  regard 
to  the  Church  of  Ireland,  and  which  has 
been  used  with  regard  to  every  change  of 
a  similar  kind.  That  Bishop  added  that 
hardly  a  petition  was  presented  to  the 
House  of  Lords  which  did  not  contain  a 
spirit  of  hatred  against  the  Established 
Church  of  England.  Where  is  that  spirit 
of  hatred  now  ?  I  believe  it  to  be  utterly 
gone  ;  and  it  is  gone  because  of  those  very 
changes  which  were  resisted  by  the  Epis- 
copal Bench.  And  so  I  believe  the  Church 
of  England  would  gain  strength  by  being 
dissociated  from  an  institution  which  sins 
against  every  consideration  of  natural 
justice. 

And  nowi  my  Lords,  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  upon  this  question  of  indiscriminate 
endowment  from  a  different  point  of  view. 
We  are  twitted  by  my  noblo  Friend  upon 
the  cross-Benches  (Earl  Grey)  with  great 
cowardice  in  not  avowing  our  sentiments 
as  to  the  endowment  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
priesthood.  He  says,  knowing  what  is  the 
best  thing  to  do,  all  politicians  are  so  cow- 
ardly that  they  will  not  propose  what  they 
yet  consider  to  be  right.  I  am  bound  to 
say  here — speaking  for  myself  and  not  for 
others^-that,  in  my  opinion,  such  a  mea- 
sure would  not  only  not  be  possible,  but 
that  it  would  not  be  desirable.  If  I  were 
a  Member  to-morrow  of  a  Committee,  with 
absolute  power  to  do  what  we  thought  best 
for  Ireland,  I  would  not  vote  for  the  alter- 
native of  indiscriminate  religious  endow- 
ment. My  Lords,  I  have  many  objections 
to  such  a  proposal.  In  the  first  place,  I 
say  that  in  the  case  of  indiscriminate  reli- 
gious endowments  you  have  none  of  the 
peculiar  advantages  of  an  Established 
Church  ;  you  have  none  of  that  connection 
between  Church  and  State  which  so  msny 
persons  value,  and  in  which  (though  in  this 
I  do  not  agree)  some  persons  see  the  very 
essence  of  the  Church  of  England  as  it 
now  exists.  My  second  objection  is,  that 
the  funds  of  the  Established  Church  are 
utterly  inadequate  for  the  purposes  of  divi- 
sion. If  you  divide  some  £600,000  a  year^ 
the  income  of  the  Established  Church, 
among  all  the  different  sects  in  Ireland, 
yoa  do  nothing  but  damp  their  energies,  j 
[Thiri Night.  Jy^^ 


187 


Esiabliihei  Chureh 


{LORDS) 


(Irami)Bm. 


168 


giving  them  in  retarn  ft  mere  pittanee  in 
no  respect  adequate  to  promote  their  spi- 
ritual or  temporal  objects.  Then,  again, 
if  jon  once  begin  to  endow  religious 
sects,  where  are  you  to  stop  ?  I  do  not 
see  where  yon  are  to  stop  short  of  the  Bel- 
gian or  French  system,  which  is  that  when- 
ever a  congregation,  whatever  its  religion, 
amounts  to  a  certain  number,  a  right  is 
thereby  acquired  to  demand  from  the  Go- 
vernment an  endowment  from  the  State. 
I  say  that  is  contrary  to  the  whole  genius 
of  the  English  people  ;  it  never  could  be 
carried  into  effect  here,  and  I  believe  it 
ought  not  to  be  carried  into  effect.  A 
Church  in  such  a  position  as  that  I  have 
referred  to  is  a  very  different  thing  from 
an  Established  Church— it  is  merely  a  paid 
Church.  Whaf  we  mean  by  an  Estab- 
lished Church  is  a  Church  in  close  connec- 
tion— almost  identified — with  the  institu- 
tions of  the  State.  We  have  a  noble  ex- 
ample of  what  is  meant  by  an  Established 
Church  in  the  Bench  which  I  have  now  the 
the  honour  to  address.  There  we  see  in 
the  highest  Court  of  Parliament,  the  great 
officers  of  the  Church  joined  with  laymen 
in  the  consideration  of  public  affairs.  In 
the  northern  part  of  this  country,  in  the 
Church  to  which  I  myself  belong,  we  have 
the  same  principle  exhibited,  only  in  a 
different  order,  and  directed  to  a  different 
object.  Instead  of  having  ministers  of  the 
Church  sitting  in  Parliament,  we  have  lay 
members  from  every  Royal  borough  in 
Scotland  sitting  in  the  Convocation  of  the 
clergy.  Under  such  conditions  as  these,  I 
say  you  have  a  power  and  a  spirit  given  to 
religious  bodies  which  you  never  could  have 
by  mere  stipendiary  clergymen  not  other- 
wise connected  with  the  State.  I  beg  your 
Lordships  to  observe  that  all  these  are  ar- 
guments against  the  system  of  indiscrimin- 
ate endowment  which  are  entirely  apart  from 
what  may  be  called  the  bigotry  of  Protest- 
ant feeling  in  this  country.  I  say  again 
that  if  I  had  to  vote  as  a  member  of  an 
absolute  Committee,  I  should  not  vote  for 
the  indiscriminate  endowment  of  Churches 
in  Ireland.  Then,  my  Lords,  if  this  alter- 
native cannot  be  accepted — and  in  the  opi- 
nion of  many  ought  not  to  be  accepted — 
we  have  but  one  remaining,  the  alterna- 
tive of  the  disestablishment  of  the  Church 
in  Ireland. 

And  upon  this  point  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  main  argument  of  the  noble 
Earl  and  the  noble  Marquess  who  spoke 
with  such  ability  on  Friday  night— that  is 
to  say,  with  regard  to  what  they  call  cor- 
I3W  l>uh  ofArgyU 


porate  property.  In  the  first  place,  I  must 
observe  that  I  think  it  a  most  dangerous 
argument  to  use  to  try  and  do  away  with 
the  distinction  which  is  inborn  in  the  minds 
of  all  of  us — the  distinction  between  indi- 
vidaal  and  corporate  property.  Talk  of  in- 
flammatory speeches  and  Fenian  addresses  ! 
I  never  heard  such  inflammatory  speeches 
as  I  have  heard  in  this  debate  from  Tory 
Peers  and  Conservative  Ministers.  Some 
of  those  arguments  will  be  repeated  and 
studied  and  quoted  in  contests  which  may 
be  coming — and  this  by  men  to  whose 
opinions  your  Lordships  will  not  be  fa- 
vourably disposed.  I  repeat  that  there  is 
a  radical  and  fundamental  distinction  be- 
tween individual  and  corporate  property, 
and  that  the  State  may  deal  with  one  in  a 
different  manner  from  that  in  which  it  may 
deal  with  the  other.  But  I  say  further, 
that  even  this  is  not  the  question  before 
us.  The  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  talked  throughout  his  speech  of 
the  corporation  of  the  Irish  Church.  The 
Irish  Church,  in  that  sense,  is  not  in  any 
way  a  corporation,  and  it  can  possess  no 
corporate  property  whatever.  Of  course,  it 
may  be  said  that  this  is  purely  a  technical 
argument,  but  I  am  answering  one  techni- 
cal argument  by  another  ;  and  it  is  of  im- 
mense importance  not  to  use  loose  lan- 
guage with  regard  to  a  principle  upon 
which  the  property  of  all  of  us  depends. 
The  Irish  Church — meaning  by  that  phrase 
the  individual  Irishmen  all  over  Ireland  who 
happen  to  be  Protestants — is  not  a  corpora- 
tion, and  has  no  property.  Each  individual 
Bishop  is  a  corporation,  and  each  holder  of 
a  living  is  a  corporation ;  but  Parliament 
has  already  assumed  the  right  to  deal  with 
the  property  of  these  corporations.  When 
you  suppressed  ten  Bishoprics  in  1833.  you 
suppressed  ten  independent  corporations, 
and  you  distributed  their  property  among 
other  corporations  to  whom  it  had  never 
previously  belonged.  This  is  an  indisputable 
fact,  and  I  challenge  any  lawyer  to  con-  . 
tradict  it.  When  the  noble  Marquess 
talked  of  property  depending  upon  title  I 
was  about  to  ask  him  what  is  the  title  under 
which  tithes  derived  from  one  of  the  sup- 
pressed bishoprics  and  given  to  some 
diocese  near  Dublin  are  held.  There  is  no 
title  whatever  except  the  Act  of  1833.  I 
am  not  disputing  the  policy  of  the  trans- 
fer at  all,  but  I  say  it  is  a  question  of 
policy  and  not  a  question  of  property ;  that 
is  my  argument.  Then  your  Lordships 
know  perfectly  well  that  whatever  may  be 
the  abuses,  or  what  are  called  the  ano- 
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mAri60,  of  the  Irish  Chareb,  whate?er  maj 
be  the  OTor-proportion  of  Bishops  or  clergj 
to  the  oongregations,  these  are  not  the 
aaoinalies  or  abuses  whieh  have  raised  anj 
spirit  of  disaffection  in  the  Irish  people. 
It  is  idle  to  talk,  in  this  point  of  view,  of 
anj  mere  re-distribution  of  funds  within 
tbe  Irish  Ghureh  itself  as  a  question  of 
polioj.  It  maj  be  right  or  not ;  but  no 
measure  of  that  kind  can  be  tried  with  any 
hope  of  sueeess  as  a  means  of  ameliorating 
tbe  eondition  of  the  Irish  people.  One 
word  before  I  pass  from  the  question  of 
property.  I  entreat  your  Lordships  to  ob- 
serre  that  the  doctrine  of  absolute  property 
in  the  funds  of  tbe  Chnrch  is  absolutely  in- 
consistent with  any  compromise  whatever. 
If  yon  stand  upon  the  doctrine  of  property, 
yon  say  that  yon  never  will  consent  to  any 
compromise  with  regard  to  tbe  division  or 
appropriation  of  any  part  of  the  funds  of 
the  Established  Church  of  Ireland.  I  ask 
the  Honse  to  consider  well  whether  that 
is  a  position  to  which  they  will  be  able  to 
adhere. 

Before  I  conclude,  let  me  say  a  few  words 
as  to  the  very  alarming  opinions  of  my  noble 
Friend  tbe  Chairman  of  Committees.  The 
noble  Lord  said  we  have  no  right  to  deal 
with  what  he  calls  the  property  of  tbe 
Chnrch,  because  it  is  property  "devoted  to 
the  service  of  God."  Now,  I  have  this 
fundamental  objection  to  my  noble  Friend's 
doctrine,— I  deny  that  money  given  to  the 
service  of  the  Church  for  what  may  be  con« 
sidered  religious  purposes  is  necessarily-* 
observe,  I  say  necessarily — given  to  the 
service  of  God.  All  the  monastic  pro- 
perty of  the  Middle  Ages  represented  gifts 
for  purposes  whieh  the  donors  regarded  as 
religions,  and  yet  I  say  boldly  that  those 
donations  were  not  serving  God's  truth  or 
cause.  My  Lords,  we  must  judge  whe- 
ther nK>ney  is  or  is  not  given  to  the  service 
of  God  by  the  results  which  it  produces. 
And  we  are  free  to  judge  of  this  from  age 
to  age.  Our  fathers  so  judged  of  the  lands 
held  by  the  monasteries,  given,  as  regards 
the  intentions  of  the  donors,  in  a  thoroughly 
religious  spirit,  and  devoted  by  them,  as  far 
as  that  intention  was  concerned,  to  the  ser- 
vice of  God  ;  but  I  say  that  our  fathers 
judged,  and  all  the  civilized  Governments 
in  the  world  have  judged,  that  practically 
that  property  was  not  spent  in  the  service 
of  God.  And  so  I  say  you  must  judge  of 
Churches  in  these  matters  precisely  as  you 
judge  of  all  other  human  institutions.  "  By 
their  fruits  ye  shall  know  them."  If 
Chnrehes    produce    good-will   and  peace 


among  men,  then  the  money  given  to  them 
is  indeed  devoted  to  the  service  of  God  ; 
but  if  we,  in  the  exercise  of  our  reason, 
and  judging  from  all  the  circnmstances 
before  us,  political,  social,  and  individual, 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  money 
given  to  the  service  of  any  Church  is  pro- 
ducing evil  effects,  we  are  entitled  to  judge 
that  that  money  is  not  being  spent  in  the 
service  of  Almighty  God.  My  Lords,  I 
believe  there  is  a  great  confusion  of  thought 
in  men's  minds  upon  this  important  sub- 
ject ;  I  believe,  and  I  think  I  may  con- 
clude from  tbe  argument  of  my  noble 
Friend  tbe  Chairman  of  Committees,  as 
IV ell  as  from  some  of  the  speeches  which 
have  been  delivered  by  right  rev.  Pre- 
lates,  that  there  is  some  confused  no- 
tion in  men's  minds  to  this  effect, 
that  endowments  are  the  fulfilment  of 
tbe  great  duty  of  Christian  giving.  Now, 
my  Lords,  the  chief  element  in  Christian 
giving  is  self-sacrifice.  But  there  is  no 
self-sacrifice  in  endowments.  8o  far  from 
it,  indeed,  that  endowments  seem  very  often 
to  have  a  damping  effect  on  the  inclination 
of  members  of  Christian  Churches  to  give. 
I  was  much  struck  by  a  remark  which 
fell  from  the  Primate  of  Ireland  on  this 
subject ;  he  told  us  on  Friday  of  the 
immense  difficulty  experienced  by  the 
clergy  in  getting  in  small  subscriptions 
from  rich  members  and  rich  supporters  of 
the  Established  Church  in  Ireland.  It  is 
true  he  said  things  were  mending  in  this 
respect,  and  I  believe  they  are.  I  rejoice 
that  they  are  mending,  not  only  in  Ireland 
but  in  England  also  and  in  Scotland. 
But,  my  Lords,  I  say  it  is  a  notorious 
experience  of  Established  Churches  that 
where  you  have  the  clergy  provided  for, 
not  by  our  charity,  not  by  our  self-sacrifice, 
but  by  the  charity  and  self-sacrifice  of 
former  generations,  there  is  a  tendency  to 
make  this  an  excuse  for  laiiness  and  idle- 
ness, and  for  penuriousness  in  the  Christian 
duty  of  giving.  My  Lords,  I  utterly  re- 
pudiate the  doctrine  that  we  are  not 
entitled  to  judge  of  the  fruits  produced  by 
money  given  to  Churches,  and  to  deal  with 
that  money  as  statesmen  are  bound  to  deal 
with  the  revenues  of  all  the  other  national 
institutions  of  this  land.  My  Lords,  I 
have  never  ridiculed,  as  many  do,  the  doc- 
trine of  a  State  conscience,  so  strongly 
urged  in  his  younger  years  as  the  founda- 
tion of  Church  Establishments,  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone).  I  believe 
that  States  have  a  conscience,  and  that 
Parliaments  are  bound  to  act  by  their  con-  t 
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■cienoee : — but  for  Heaven's  sake  lei  ut 
remember  tbat  consciences  must  be  en- 
lightened, that  they  must  be  enlightened 
by  argument  and  by  reason  ;  because  the 
roost  horrible  crimes  ever  perpetrated  by 
mankind  —  crimes  which  have  been  the 
opprobrium  of  great  men,  and,  alas !  the 
scandal  of  the  Church  of  Christ  have  too 
often  been  prompted  by  what  men  call 
their  consciences.  Not  merely  has  the 
plea  of  conscience  been  put  in  in  mitiga- 
tion of  guilt,  but  these  crimes  have  abso- 
lutely been  committed  from  the  sincere 
j>romptings  of  a  darkened,  an  unenlightened 
oonacience.  My  Lords,  the  first  dictate  of 
my  conscience  in  regard  to  such  matters 
as  those  now  raised,  is  this — that  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment, or  a  Member  of  a  Government,  is 
not  only  free  to  act,  but  is  bound  to  act 
respecting  matters  of  religion  upon  prin- 
ciples which  may  materially  differ  from 
those  in  which  he  should  act  as  an  indi- 
vidual. I  cannot  believe,  for  example,  that 
my  own  private  opinions  in  respect  to  reli- 
gious truth  entitle  me  to  give  the  whole  of 
a  common  and  national  fund  to  the  support 
of  the  religion  of  a  small  minority  of  the 
people.  My  Lords,  I  am  I  confess  a  Pro- 
testant among  Protestants  ;  I  hate  the 
whole  ecclesiastical  system  of  the  Romish 
Church  ;  I  believe  it  to  be  dangerous  to 
the  faith  and  injurious  to  the  liberties  of 
mankind.  But  I  have  the  fullest  confi- 
dence that  the  Protestant  Church  will  bo 
able  to  meet  her  opponents  as  well  as  and 
better  than  before,  under  the  voluntary 
system.  Let  conscience  be  consulted— 
our  State  conscience — our  conscience  as 
public  men.  I  entreat  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
lates, I  entreat  the  Members  of  the  great 
Conservative  party,  to  put  to  their  con- 
sciences this  question  —  What  would  they 
feel  as  Irish  Catholics  if  they  saw  a  small 
minority  of  their  countrymen  in  exclusive 
possession  of  the  ancient  ecclesiastical  pro- 
perty of  this  country  ?  I  maintain  that 
if  there  is  any  claim  of  property  in  the 
endowments  of  the  Irish  Church,  the  Irish 
Catholics  have  as  good  a  plea  as  any 
others;  for  those  who  hold  to  the  ancient 
medieval  faith  of  Christendom  may  most 
naturally  claim  that  they  should  continue 
to  enjoy  the  use  of  the  funds  originally 
given  to  those  of  that  faith.  The  only 
answer  to  that  claim  is  to  assert,  as  I  have 
asserted  and  do  assert,  the  absolute  right 
of  the  State  to  dispose  of  those  funds  as 
may  be  best  and  wisest  under  all  the  con- 
ditions  of  the  case.  I  therefore  entreat 
Tk$  J)uk$  of  Argyll 


noble  Lords  opposite  and  right  rev.  Pre- 
lates to  sweep  away  this  injustice,  re- 
membering this  above  all  things — that  in- 
justice in  all  its  forms — political  injustice 
not  less,  but  more  than  others,  as  affecting 
the  character  and  temper  of  whole  gene- 
rations of  men — is  contrary  to  the  law  of 
God,  and  injurious  to  the  interests  of  His 
Church. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD :  My  Lords, 
although  it  may  seem  almost  presumptuous 
for  one  sitting  upon  these  Benches  to  ven- 
ture to  address  your  Lordships  upon  this 
subject  after  the  denunciations  of  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll) — after  having 
been  told  that,  being  ecclesiastics,  and  ne- 
cessarily bound  to  regard  matters  from  an 
ecclesiastical   point  of    view,    we  are   no 
longer  entitled    to  deliver  any  judgment 
upon  any  statesmanlike  matter  upon  any 
statesmanlike  principle ;   yet  I  venture  to 
believe  that  not  all  the  House  of  Lords  will 
endorse  that  sentiment,  in  which  my — per- 
haps prejudiced^eyes  see  written  in  large 
and  broad  characters  the  word  *'  Presbyte- 
rian."    Now,  my  Lords,  the  noble  Duke 
has  not  only  given  us  this  proof  of  his  de- 
termination to  put  us  down,  but  he  has,  I 
think,  shown  to-night  a  courage  —  I  will 
not  say  an  audacity — which  has  exceeded 
the  bounds  even  of  his  ordinary  daring. 
The  noble  Duke  began  by  dealing  with  the 
Bill  and  not  with  the  general  subject  which 
is  occupying  your  Lordships'  attention,  and 
in  doing  so  he  first  of  all  fell  upon  the 
noble   Earl  on   the   cross- Benches  (Barl 
Grey) — which  is,  I  think,  a  great  mark  of 
courage — and  it  was  with  some  warmth 
that  he  assaulted  the  noble  Earl — whose 
speech,  by  the  way,  seemed  to  me  so  en- 
tirely to  demolish  this  Bill,  that  I  could 
hardly  conceive  what  could  be  said  in  its 
favour  after  that  speech    was  delivered  ; 
and  what  very  much  bears  out  the  truth  of 
my  view  of  that  speech  is  this — that  until 
this  brave  man  came  into  the  field  not  a 
single  person  has  dared  to  deal  with  the 
arguments  of    the  noble   Earl.      Falling 
upon  the  noble  Earl,  the  noble  Duke  at- 
tacked him  for  having  said  that  really  the 
funds  of  the  Church  were  so  ample  that  it 
did  not  matter  if  a  little  more  was  spent 
rather  than  have  this  Bill  passed,  which 
was  to  kill  the  Church  by  inches.     But, 
my  Lords,  what  did  the  noble  Earl  say  ? 
Instead  of  saying  that  the  funds  of    the 
Church  were  so  ample  that  it  did  not  mat- 
ter what  was  done  with  them,  he  said  that 
if  you  put  side  by  side  the  two  great  prin- 
eiples  of  justice  to  the^Churchin  Ireland 
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and  to  its  funds  and  the  oomparativelj 
little  Io88  which  would  be  entailed  by 
letting  the  appointments  of  another  year 
or  another  six  months  go  on,  he  esteemed 
but  lightly  the  money  that  was  to  be  sayed 
compared  with  the  principle  that  was  to  be 
loat.  The  noble  Duke  then  proceeded  to 
assert,  among  other  remarkable  facts,  that 
there  were  at  this. time  in  the  Church  of 
Ireland  more  livings  than  there  were 
people,  and  that  therefore  there  was  no- 
thing  

The  Duke  of  ABGYLL  :   I  beg  your 
pardon  ;  I  said  nothinsr  of  the  kind. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  :  I  wrote  the 
words  down.  I  am  quite  sure  they  did  not 
convey  the  noble  Duke's  meaning ;  but 
that  he  said  what  I  have  stated  there  is  no 
doubt.  "  There  are  in  Ireland  more  liv- 
ings than  people  to  supply  them  "  fell  from 
the  noble  Duke's  mouth.  [The  Duke  of 
Abgtll  dissented.]  l^o,  you  did  not  mean 
that,  of  course ;  but  as  it  has  been  said 
perhaps  I  may  as  well  say  that  I  hold  in 
my  hand  at  this  moment  a  list,  which  I 
shall  be  glad  to  place  at  the  disposal  of 
the  noble  Duke,  of  twenty-two  parishes  in 
Ireland,  the  Church  population  of  which 
varies  from  8,000  to  1,000,  and  the  re- 
venues, including  pew  rents,  from  £188, 
the  highest,  to  £89  per  annum,  the  lowest. 
There  is  therefore  certainly  a  considerable 
number  of  livings  very  ill*  endowed  indeed 
at  present  in  the  Irish  Established  Church. 
I  think,  at  all  events,  that  I  do  not  misun- 
derstand the  noble  Duke's  argument  about 
disendowment.  When  the  noble  Duke  told 
us  that  the  word  had  been  left  out  inten- 
tionally after  the  most  solemn  consideration 
of  what  the  case  required,  and  that  the 
Resolutions  which  pledged  the  House  of 
Commons  to  disestablishment  were  pur- 
posely not  intended  to  pledge  the  House  of 
Commons  to  disendowment,  I  began  to 
breathe — I  began  to  think  that  we  must  all 
have  been  misled,  and  that  the  organs 
which  represent  with  such  marvellous  ac- 
curacy all  that  passes  in  *' another  place" 
bad  in  this  instance  been  mistaken,  and 
had  led  us  to  believe  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  had  spoken 
words  which  conveyed  a  meaning  exactly 
the  reverse  of  what  they  intended — because 
the  impression  that  those  words  conveyed 
to  my  mind,  and  to  the  minds  of  most  of 
those  who  read  them,  was  that  not  only  the 
disestablishment  but  also  the  disendowment 
of  the  Irish  Church  were  the  objects  which 
it  was  sought  to  attain.  But  I  had  hardly 
taken  that  consolation  to  myself  when  the 
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noble  Duke's  succeeding  remarks  carried 
me  back  into  the  midst  of  my  distress; 
because  the  noble  Duke  explained  what  he 
meant  by  saying  that  there  was  to  be  no 
disendowment.     There  was  to  be  no  disen- 
dowment, because  the  churches  were  not 
to  be  taken  away — churches  which,  as  the 
Eeturns  show, have  been  mostly  built  during 
the  present  century  ;  because  the  houses 
were  not  to  be  taken  away — houses  that 
in  still  greater  numbers  have  been  built 
during  the  present  century  ;  and  because 
the  glebes  are  to  be  given  back  to  the 
<^^ot*gy»  01^  rather  a  small  bit  of  the  glebe 
is  in  each  case  to  remain  untouched,  that 
there   may  be  just  something  to  delight 
the  poor  man's  eyes  as  he  looks  out  of  the 
window — ^glebes  which  for  the  most  part 
have  been  given  to  the  Church  since  she 
was  reformed,  which  are  still  being  given 
to  her— so  much  eo  that  there  are  no  less 
than   four    now   being  conveyed    to    the 
Church  in  the  diocese  of  Limerick  alone. 
So   much  for  disendowment.      The   pro* 
posal  of  the  noble  Duke  certainly  appeared 
to  me  somewhat  to  resemble  the  conduct 
of  a  highwayman  who,  after  having  robbed 
a  carriage  and  taken  away  all  the  jewels 
and  gold,  in  the  greatness  of  his  liberality 
gave  back  sixpence  to  pay  the  next  turn* 
pike.     But,  my  Lords,  the  noble  Earl  on 
the   front  Opposition  Bench  (the  Earl  of 
Clarendon),  not  the  latest  but  one  of  the 
former  Lord  Lieutenants  of  Ireland,  did 
make  it  abundantly  clear  that  he  at  least 
perceived   that  the  disendowment  of  the 
Established  Church  was  intended.     Now^ 
my  Lords,  the  noble  Duke  was  afterwards 
kind  enough  to  take  notice  of  the  speeches 
delivered  by  my  humble  self  and  two  of  my 
right  rev.  Brethren  in  another  place,  and 
the  main  fault  that  he  found  with  us  was 
that  we  spoke  very  ecclesiastically,  because 
we  did  not  propose  that  the  money  which 
was  now  devoted  to  the  maintenance  of 
the  Established  Church  should  go  towards 
the  support  of  the  Roman  Catholics.     But 
anyone  who  could  suppose  that  conscien* 
tious  Bishops  of  the  Established  Church, 
holding  the  positions  we  do,  and  professing 
the  doctrines  we  profess,  could   propose 
that  the  money  devoted  to   the  teaching 
of  the  Reformed  Faith  and  to  the  main- 
tenance  of  the  teachers  of  the  Reformed 
Faith    should     be    devoted    to     teaching 
and  to  the  teachers  of  a  religion  whose 
doctrines  are  entirely  opposed  to  our  own, 
must,   indeed,   entertain    a    strange    and 
an  extraordinary  opinion.     Indeed,  it  re- 
minds me  of  a  sentence  of  the  late  Mr« 
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Heary  Dniininond^  who  in  what  was  ap- 
parently  abBurd,  frequeotlj  conveyed  much 
that  was  sensible.  "  It  seems  to  me  ex- 
actly as  if  the  head  of  a  great  house  should 
pay  his  butler  a  small  premium  to  preach 
in  the  servants'  hall  against  their  coming 
to  family  prayers."  Now,  my  Lords,  when 
I  listened  to  those  parts  of  the  noble 
Duke's  speech,  I  could  not  see  why  he 
could  not  concur  with  the  alternative  of  this 
Bill  suggested  the  other  evening  by  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury), who  showed  that  if  the  real  object 
were  to  prevent  the  creation  of  new  vested 
interests  the  usual  form  of  enactment  ought 
to  have  been  resorted  to,  and  those  who 
accepted  any  appointments  which  might 
become  vacant  should  do  so  on  the  distinct 
understanding  that  they  accepted  them 
subject  to  the  will  of  Parliament.  Now, 
my  Lords,  it  was  quite  refreshing  to  hear 
that  the  noble  Duke  and  those  who  dif- 
fered from  this  course  objected  to  it,  be- 
cause the  high  respect  in  which  they  held 
the  Episcopal  Office  would  not  permit  them 
to  leave  its  holders  in  a  state  of  uncer- 
tainty. And  here,  my  Lords,  1  must  re- 
mark that  I  have  noticed  a  great  incon- 
sistency in  this  Bill,  for  the  Maynooth  Pro- 
fessors— for  whom  I  entertain  the  same 
sort  of  respect  as  the  noble  Duke  enter- 
tains for  those  who  occupy  these  Benches 
— are  to  have  their  places  filled  up,  and 
those  who  tske  them  are  to  take  them 
subject  to  any  alteration  that  Parliament 
may  make.  There  must  be  some  reason 
for  making  this  distinction.  I  did  not 
know  what  that  reason  was,  but  we  now 
learn  that  it  really  arose  from  a  desire  to 
honour  the  Episcopal  Bench«-a  feeling 
which  I,  for  one^  should  be  glad  to  cherish 
and  nourish  in  the  noble  Duke  and  his 
Friends. 

The  noble  Duke,  however,  turned  from 
the  consideration  of  the  Bill  itself  to  the 
consideration  of  that  which,  after  all,  is 
the  great  question  before  your  Lordships 
•^not  this  particular  Bill  with  its  absurdi- 
ties and  impossibilities,  but  the  great  ques- 
tion on  which  this  Bill  is  intended  to  pre- 
pare the  minds  of  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try —  the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish 
branch  of  the  Church.  That,  my  Lords, 
is  the  real  question  ;  and  that  is  the  ques- 
tion which  will  be  submitted  to  the  consti- 
tuencies of  the  country  in  the  course  of  a 
few  weeks.  ^  That  is  the  question  upon 
which,  I  believe,  your  judgment  even  upon 
this  Bill  itself  ought  to  be  founded.  It  is 
for  that  reason,  and  not  on  account  of  its 
Ihs  Biihoj^  of  Oxford 


own  intrinsic  value — it  is  in  itself  inaigoifi« 
cant,  it  is  a  mere  pilot  balloon  on  a  greater 
subject— and  merely  to  prevent  the  mis- 
chief of  this  Bill  a  bare  majority  against  it 
would  be  sufficient— that  I  desire  to  see, 
as  I  hope  I  shall  see,  its  rejection  insured 
by  a  great  majority  of  your  Lordships' 
House ;  and  I  desire  this  to  be  the  ease 
in  order  that  the  country  may  be  made  to 
understand  that  the  Peers  of  England  are 
not  prepared  to  seculariie  ecclesiastical 
property.  Is  it  possible  to  separate  the  two 
things  ?  It  is  said  that  the  Government 
of  England  may  accept  this  Bill,  and  that 
as  they  intend  to  pass  some  remedial  mea- 
sures  and  to  distribute  things  much  better, 
they  really  ought  to  pass  it,  because  it  will 
come  in  just  in  time  to  save  a  preliminary 
bit  of  legislation  when  they  proceed  to  pass 
their  own  measure.  But  when  I  am  told 
that  this  Bill  is  proposed  in  connection  with 
the  Resolutions  carried  in  "  another  place," 
and  that  those  who  bring  it  in,  bring  it  in 
with  a  view  of  carrying  out  the  ^saola- 
tions,  is  it  possible  that,  as  a  man  of  com- 
mon sense,  I  can  separate  this  Bill  from 
that  intention  ?  Supposing  a  very  good 
and  wise  member  of  the  Society  of  Friends 
wanted  to  get  rid  of  a  "  steeple  house  " 
in  my  diocese,  and  came  to  me  straight 
from  a  meeting  where  it  had  not  only  been 
decided  to  pull  down  the  church,  but  where 
the  very  scaffolding  itself,  necessary  for  the 
purpose,  had  been  determined  upon — would 
it  not  be  absurd  to  imagine  that  I  should 
listen  to  some  such  argument  as  this  — 
'*  Tou  won't,  I  am  sure,  object  to  my  put- 
ting up  a  scaffolding  against  your  church. 
Ton  know  you  have  often  said  that  the 
little  window  near  the  top  wants  repairing, 
and  yon  will  find  this  scaffolding  very  con- 
venient for  the  purpose.  It  is  quite  tme 
that  in  some  quarters  there  is  an  evident 
intention  to  pull  down  the  entire  building, 
but  never  mind  what  they  say — recolleet 
that  your  fane  wants  repairing,  and  let  me 
put  up  the  scaffolding."  But  I  quite  afpree 
m  one  of  the  remarks  that  the  noble  Duke 
made  towards  the  end  of  his  speech— our 
decision  on  this  subject  ought  to  be  die* 
tated  by  the  justice  of  the  case.  And, 
my  Lords,  whatever  may  be  the  other  aina 
of  my  conduct  in  this  House,  I  have  not 
shrunk  from  the  odium  which  my  condoot 
in  many  cases  entailed  npon  me,  because  I 
believed  I  was  voting  for  what  was  joat, 
and  I  believe  that  whatever  is  just  is  ezpe- 
dient. 

Now,  my  Lords,  to  take  one  sbgle  sob- 
jeot  which  was  dwelt  upon  very  much  bj 
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dM  naU«  Bari  (Earl  OninyiHo),  wbote 
epeeeb  in  bringiog  this  Bill  forward  wat 
a  most  tnasterlj  speecb — I  do  not  saj  eon- 
TineiDgy  1  will  not  flatter  my  noble  friend 
BO  far  as  to  aaj  that — but  bis  argument 
appeared  to  be  mucb  like  tbat  oi  the  eoun- 
tel  in  Court,  wbo»  when  the  character  of 
the  unhappj  man  in  the  dock  precluded  the 
idea  of  saying  anything  in  its  favour— when 
the  e?idence  was  so  strong  as  not  to  admit 
of  contradiction,  with  a  skill  which  could 
not  ikil  to  excite  admiration,  went  round 
every  promontory  of  danger,  threaded  each 
troublesome  path,  and  wound  up  by  an 
appeal  to  the  jury,  in  which  be  covered 
the  man,  to  bis  own  wonder  and  astonish- 
ment, with  every  rainbow  hue  of  excellence 
and  prosecuted  virtue,  and  appealed  to 
their  sense  of  truth  and  justice  to  send  him 
back  without  a  stain  to  his  sorrowing 
friends.  Now,  among  other  arguments 
employed  by  my  noble  Friend,  there  was 
tbat  great  argument  about  the  clergy  re- 
serves in  Canada.  First  of  all,  my  noble 
Friend  urged  that  everything  tbat  it  was 
now  proposed  to  do  in  Ireland  had  al- 
ready  been  done  in  Canada ;  that  though 
every  kind  of  evil  bad  been  prophe- 
sied, every  kind  of  good  had  actually 
been  the  result  i  and  that  so  it  would  be 
in  the  case  of  Ireland.  But,  my  Lords, 
the  change  made  in  Canada  with  regard  to 
the  clergy  reserves  was  not  a  disendowing 
of  the  Church.  We  gave  an  independent 
Legislature  to  tbat  country ;  and  the  ques- 
tion was  whether,  having  given  that  Legis- 
lature, we  should  refuse  to  allow  it  to  act 
on  this  subject-matter,  or  leave  it  to  them 
to  form  their  determination.  My  Lords, 
following  as  I  have  always  endeavoured  to 
do  in  the  path  of  justice,  notwithstanding 
the  enormous  obloquy  to  which  I  was  ex- 
posed, I  ventured  to  say  that  I  felt  bound 
to  leave  the  matter  to  that  Legislature. 
But  the  Duke  of  Newcastle,  who  brought 
forvrard  the  subject,  instead  of  assuming 
tbat  there  was  to  be  a  disendowment  of  the 
Church  there,  said  in  the  speech  in  which 
he  introduced  the  measure  that  he  trusted 
the  Legislature  of  that  country  were  too 
wise  and  just  to  use  the  power  we  were 
going  to  give  them  for  the  disendowment 
of  the  clergy.  The  case  was  this — The 
clergy  reserves  consisted  of  an  immense 
extent  of  land,  little  of  it  brought  into  culti- 
vation, and  presenting  a  bar  to  the  cultiva- 
tion of  the  back  settlements ;  the  clergy 
bad  no  means  of  cultivating  the  land  aud 
making  roads,  and  what  the  country  de- 
sired waa  tbat  this  should  not  be  a  con- 


tinned  bar  to  the  progress  of  the  colony* 
And  when  the  measure  was  carried  what 
did  they  do  ?  By  a  liberal  calculation  the 
Canadian  Government  gave  a  large  part  of 
the  value  of  these  reserves  to  a  corporation 
they  founded  to  administer  the  funds  for 
the  beneSt  of  the  clergy  ;  and  so  far  waa 
this  from  being  any  injury  to  them  that  it 
is  a  remarkable  fact->-and  I  mention  it  aa 
greatly  to  bis  honour— -tbe  then  Bishop  of 
Toronto,  one  of  the  most  outspoken  men 
that  ever  lived,  who  sent  his  archdeacon 
over  to  pronounce  almost  a  sentence  of  ex- 
communication upon  me  for  having  sup- 
ported the  Bill,  some  six  years  afterwards 
sent  the  same  man  to  tell  me,  "You  were 
right;  I  was  wrong" — that  was  the  dis- 
establishment— it  gave  ns  an  immediate 
use  of  the  property  that  was  ours  at  a 
small  sacrifice,  which  we  could  not  other- 
wise have  got.  I  ask  your  Lordships  is 
that  a  parallel,  a  precedent,  or  argument 
for  what  you  are  now  proposing  to  do  with 
regard  to  the  Church  of  Ireland  ? 

My  Lords,  this  ia  a  very  important  ques- 
tion. We  have  been  met  with  this  taunt, 
that  if  we  did  indeed  believe  in  the  spiritual 
power  which  belongs  to  the  Church  of  Christ 
we  should  not  cry  out  so  mucb  about  en- 
dowments. My  Lords,  no  one  has  more 
implicit  faith  than  I  have  in  the  power  of 
the  Church  of  Christ  as  a  spiritual  body— • 

S'ven  a  fair  start— to  do  all  that  is  needful 
r  herself  in  this  matter.  But  do  not  be 
deceived  by  these  great  sounding  phrases. 
If  you  now  disendow  the  Church  of  Ireland, 
do  you  put  that  Church  in  a  fair  position 
for  providing  for  her  own  spiritual  needs  i 
The  history  of  all  countriea  and  all  timea 
teacbea  you  this— that  the  time  of  endow- 
ment is  the  time  of  a  nation's  youth  ;  whe- 
ther it  be  for  ecclesiastical  purposes  or  for 
educational  purposes,  for  Universities  or 
for  Churches,  it  belongs  to  a  nation's  youth, 
not  to  a  nation's  age,  to  raise  endowments. 
Ton  might  just  as  well,  when  you  see  a 
man  cutting  from  off  an  ancient  oak  a  cer- 
tain part  of  the  branches,  tell  him  to  go 
and  plant  it  in  the  ground,  and  it  will  grow 
up  another  oak  like  that  which  sprung 
from  an  acorn,  as  say  to  me  now  in  its  agCi 
"  Disendow  the  Irish  Church  and  trust  to 
the  vitality  of  your  religion  to  re-endow  it." 
And  then,  remember,  bodies  of  men,  laity 
as  well  as  clergy,  form  habits,  and  the 
habit  of  an  old  endowed  Church  is  to  look 
at  those  endowments  as  their  right,  aud  not 
to  look  for  money  to  other  sources ;  and  if 
at  this  period  of  the  Church's  history  you 
suddenly  disendow  and  cast  it  free  of  en«  , 
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dowments,  you  are  not  gWing  it  the  ordi- 
nary adrantage  for.maintaining  the  support 
of  her  clergy  that  you  do  at  the  period  of 
starting  a  new  institution.  But,  my  Lords, 
this  is  not  a!!.  We  are  told  that  we  are  to 
disendow  this  Church  because  she  is  con- 
victed in  the  face  of  the  nation  of  a  gloring 
injustice.  We  are  told  eten  that  it  does 
not  matter  what  is  done  with  that  which  is 
taken  from  her.  What  is  that  but  saying 
we  are  dealing  here  with  so  open  and  con- 
victed a  felon  that  it  is  enough  for  justice 
to  take  from  her  all  she  has,  although  we 
cannot  get  the  proper  owner  to  restore  it  to 
— she  must  be  stripped  of  everything  be- 
cause she  is  such  a  convicted  robber  ?  The 
argument  of  voluntaryism  is  a  very  favourite 
one ;  and  a  very  remarkable  statement  has 
'  recently  been  made  on  this  subject,  to 
which  I  would  wish  to  call  your  Lordships* 
attention— made  not  by  the  noble  Duke, 
but  by  one  to  whom  a  great  many  look  up 
—I  mean  Mr.  Spurgeon.  Mr.  Spurgeon 
has  written  this  letter  concerning  it.  He 
was  unable  to  attend  the  meeting  respect- 
ing the  Irish  Church  because — I  mention  it 
because  I  hate  a  sympathy  with  him — of  a 
severe  attack  of  rheumatic  gout ;  but  he 
wrote  a  letter.  He  says — "It  is  in  no 
spirit  of  opposition  to  the  Irish  clergy  '* — 
no,  my  Lords,  nobody  has  any  enmity  to  the 
Irish  clergy  when  they  propose  to  disendow 
them — everybody  has  the  most  wonderfuly 
feeling  of  interest  in  them,  regard  for 
them,  anxiety  for  their  welfare,  and  so  has 
Mr.  Spurgeon.     He  says — 

"  It  is  in  DO  spirit  of  opposition  to  the  Irish 
clergy  that  I  would  urge  upon  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  oarrj  out  the  proposed  Resolution,  for  I 
believe  them  as  a  body  to  be  among  the  best  part 
of  the  Episcopal  clergy  and  to  hold  evangelical 
truths  most  earnestly.  But  because  they  are  the 
best  of  the  clergy  they  should  be  the  first  to  be 
fuTOured  with  the  great  blessing  of  disestablish- 
ment. They  will  only  be  called  to  do  what  some 
of  us  have  for  years  found  a  pleasure  and  advan- 
tage in  doing — namely,  to  trust  to  the  noble  spirit 
of  generosity  which  true  religion  is. sure  to  evoke. 
They  little  know  how  grandly  the  giant  of  volun- 
taryism will  draw  the  chariot  when  the  pitiful 
State  dwarf  is  dismissed." 

Now,  my  Lords,  allow  me  to  set  before 
you  the  other  side  of  the  picture — not  by 
another  writer,  but  by  the  same  writer, 
viewing  the  same  question  from  another 
aspect.  In  An  epistle  addressed  to  the 
Members  of  the  Baptized  Churches  of 
Jesus  Christ,  Mr.  Spurgeon  thus  writes — 

'*  Beloved  Brethren,^ An  exceedingly  great  and 
bitter  cry  has  sone  up  unto  Heaven  concerning 
many  of  us.  U  Is  not  a  cry  from  the  world  which 
hates  us,  nor  from  our  fellow-members  whom  we 
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may  have  offBnded,but  (alas that  it  should  be  ao  !> 
it  is  wrung  from  hundreds  of  poor  but  iaithlul 
ministers  of  Christ  Jesus  who  labour  in  oar  midsi 
in  word  and  doctrine,  and  are  daily  oppressed  by 
the  niggardliness  of  churls  among  us.  Hundreds 
of  our  ministers  would  improve  their  ciream- 
stances  if  they  were  to  follow  the  commoneel 
bandicrafts.  The  earnings  of  artisans  of  but 
ordinary  skill  are  far  above  the  stipends  of  tboee 
among  us  who  are  considered  to  be  comfortaUj 
maintained.  We  are  asked  repeatedly  to  send 
students  to  spheres  where  £40  is  mentioned  as  if 
it  were  a  competence,  if  not  more,  and  tboee  who 
so  write  are  not  always  farm  labourers,  but  fre- 
quently tradesmen,  who  must  know  what  penary 
£40  implies." 

Is  that  the  protision  the  Irish  clergy  are 
to  have  ? 

'*  I  speak  not  without  abundant  cause.  I  am 
no  retailer  of  baseless  scandal.  I  am  no  advo- 
cate for  an  idle  and  ill-deserving  ministry.  I 
open  my  mouth  for  a  really  earnest,  godly,  labo- 
rious, gracious  body  of  men,  who  are  men  <ii 
God,  and  approved  of  His  Church.  Are  fcbeee 
for  ever  to  be  starved  V* 

Now,  my  Lords,  it  is  because  1  do  not  wish 
to  see  the  Irish  clergy  reduced  to  such  a 
state  that  I  protest  against  their  being 
left  to  this  specious  protection  of  vol  an- 
taryism. 

But,  my  Lords,  the  real  point  of  tbe 
question  comes  back — is  the  assertion  tbat 
the  Church  of  Ireland  is  not  in  juattee  en- 
titled to  its  endowments  capable  of  being 
maintained?  I  maintain  that  it  ia  not. 
The  argument  advanced  for  it  will  not  bear 
investigation,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
taking  away  of  this  property  from  tbe 
Church  is  an  injustice.  On  what  poaaible 
grounds  can  you  say  you  are  entitled  to 
take  it  away  ?  Does  it  not  belong  to  tbe 
same  body  to  whom  it  was  originally  given  ? 
Do  they  not  do  the  same  work — honour- 
ably, and  as  far  as  they  could  do  it  ?  If 
that  be  so  the  title  to  this  property  cannot 
be  gainsayed.  If  you  can  show  that  a 
corporation  does  its  duty  no  longer*  joo 
can  only  take  away  the  property  they  enjoj 
where  a  cy  prks  application  is  made  bj  the 
Court,  carrying  out  the  spirit  of  the  tea* 
tator.  Nor  is  the  Church  of  Ireland  tbe 
body  to  which  these  endowments  were  ori* 
ginally  given.  Her  possessions  maj  be 
divided  into  three  portions.  First,  three* 
fourths  of  the  whole  of  the  Irish  Choreb 
property  was  given  between  the  time  of 
St.  Patrick  and  the  conquest  of  Ireland 
by  Henry  II.  to  the  native  Irish  Church. 
Do  they  teach  the  same  doctrine  ?  I 
maintain,  and  I  defy  anyone  to  contradict 
it,  that  the  Church  of  Ireland  at  that  time 
agreed  more  completely  with  the  Hi|fb 
Churchmen  of  England  at  this  time  tbao 
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with  tbe  XJltramontaDists  on  the  other  tide 
the  Channel.  In  the  6r8t  pkoe  they  were 
jealous  of  the  sway  of  the  Church  of 
Rome.  They  boldly  refused  to  come  under 
the  Romish  yoke.  They  were  condemned 
by  the  Chureh  of  Rome  as  schismatics,  if 
not  as  heretics,  because  they  resisted  the 
oppressions  which  were  brought  upon  them. 
The  Church  of  Rome  forbids  the  marrisge 
of  the  clergy;  the  Church  of  Ireland 
allowed  it.  St.  Patrick's  father  and  grand- 
father were  married  clergymen.  Which, 
then,  did  the  ancient  Church  of  Ireland 
agree  with— our  Church  or  the  Church  of 
lUrne  ?  The  errors  of  Popery  have  been 
from  age  to  age  wrong  developments  drawn 
out  of  truth.  There  is  no  original  error 
in  the  teaching  of  the  Church  of  Rome — 
it  is  all  truth  travestied — the  worst  of  all 
error,  because  there  the  savour  of  the  old 
truth  mingles  with  the  poison  of  the  new 
error.  But,  my  Lords,  observe — the  lands 
which  were  given  to  the  Church  of  Ireland 
were  given  when  those  evils  in  the  Church 
of  Rome  had  not  yet  risen  to  their  height ; 
but,  such  as  they  were,  the  Church  of 
France  and  the  Church  of  Ireland  rejected 
them.  St.  Patrick  learnt  his  Christianity 
in  France,  and,  therefore,  you  may  trace 
tbe  tone  he  gave  to  the  Irish  Church  to 
bis  training  in  the  free  Qallican  Church, 
before  be  set  forth  on  his  mission  to  evan- 
gelise Ireland.  The  Irish  Church  as  it 
then  existed  as  a  corporation  is  the  Church 
which  now  exists.  The  Bishops  and  clergy 
of  that  Church,  by  lineal  descent,  have 
come  down  to  the  present  time,  and  my  most 
rev.  Friend,  the  Archbishop  of  Armagh, 
can  trace  up  his  lineage  to  St.  Patrick 
himself,  whereas  the  Bishops  of  the  Roman 
Church  who  claim  that  descent  are  but  the 
pastors  of  an  intruded  branch  of  a  foreign 
communion,  and  are  not  part  of  the  Native 
Irish  Church.  Now,  my  Lords,  how  is  it 
possible  to  deny  these  two  facts — first,  the 
comparative  identity  of  doctrine  at  the 
time  when  the  lands  were  given,  and  next 
tbe  certain  identity  of  body,  the  historical 
onity  of  the  Church  then  with  tbe  Church 
now  ?  How  can  any  man,  therefore,  say 
that  the  Irish  Church  has  not  a  just  claim  ? 
But  the  lands  were  only  one  part  of  their 
possessions;  tithes  were  also  given.  Now, 
when  were  tbe  tithes  secured  to  the  Church? 
I  ask  noble  Lords  who  are  pressing  this 
Bill  to  attend  to  this  argument.  The  tithes 
were  given  when  Henry  IL  conquered  Ire- 
land. They  were  given  to  the  Church  at 
the  Synod  of  Cashel.  which  declared  it  to 
be  an  essential  part  for  ever  of  that  Church 
that  in  iJl  Divine  things  it  should  be  one 


with  the  Church  of  England.  Well,  the 
tithes  were  given  to  a  Church  which  had  a 
two-fold  character — it  was  to  represent  the 
nationality  not  of  what  then  was  a  con- 
quered country,  but  of  the  whole  Empire 
into  which  Ireland  was  then  inserted,  and 
it  was  to  be  governed  by  the  laws  which 
governed  the  English  Church,  and  to  be  in 
full  communion  with  it  in  all  Divine  mat- 
ters. I  ask  you,  therefore,  on  that  prin- 
ciple which  is  the  Church  in  full  commu- 
nion with  the  English  Church  and  with  the 
English  nation — tbe  body  to  which  some 
would  give  these  funds,  or  the  body  to 
which  our  fathers  gave  them,  and  to  which 
I  trust  we  shall  preserve  them  ?  My  Lords, 
I  need  not  trouble  you  with  any  remarks 
about  the  third  part  of  the  possessions  of 
the  Irish  Church,  because  it  is  admitted  by. 
everybody— even  by  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Argjll)— although  the  noble  Duke 
is  only  for  giving  back  a  bit  of  each  glebe 
-«that  all  the  glebes  have  been  acquired 
by  the  Church  of  Ireland  since  the  Refor- 
mation. Therefore,  upon  what  possible 
ground  of  justice  would  you  take  away 
these  glebes  ?  Even  the  noble  Duke  would 
give  the  clergyman  a  bit  of  land  at  which 
he  could  look  out  from  his  cabin  window. 
I  say,  then,  that  the  claim  of  justice  to 
these  possessions  rests  with  the  Church  of 
Ireland,  and  that  it  would  be  an  injustice 
to  take  them  from  her.  But  is  that  all  ? 
That  is  only  justice  for  the  clergy.  What 
of  the  laymen  whom  you  have  allowed  to 
settle  in  different  parts  of  Ireland  ?  What 
of  the  700,000  souls  for  whom  you  as  a 
nation  are  mainly  responsible  that  they  are 
in  Ireland?  What  about  the  poor  man, 
cultivating  the  soil,  and  wholly  unable  if 
you  pass  such  a  Bill  to  obtain  the  minis- 
trations of  a  clergyman?  What  of  the 
farmers  who  sow  the  ground,  and  to  a 
great  degree  have  brought  the  soil  of  Ire- 
land under  cultivation  ?  What  of  the  small 
landed  proprietors  who  have  settled  in 
every  part  of  the  country  ?  Have  they  not 
a  claim  of  justice?  Are  they  not  to  be 
heard  at  your  Lordships'  Bar  ?  Are  you 
going  to  take  away  from  them  the  provi- 
sion which  has  been  made  for  the  souls  of 
themselves  and  of  their  children,  only  be- 
cause you  are  told  that  there  are  people 
who  will  never  be  easy  until  they  abolish 
the  Church?  I  say,  therefore,  quite  as 
much  for  the  lay  people  as  for  their 
clergy,  the  claim  of  justice  is  with  the  Irish 
Church. 

And  now,  my  Lords,  there  is  an  argu« 
ment  with  regard  to  the  Church  of  Ireland 
as  to  which  I  desire  to  say  a  word— as  toTp 
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whether  that  Church  has  done  its  duty.  It 
hat  heen  argued  that  it  waa  the  hoanden 
duty  of  the  Church  to  convert  the  whole 
Roman  Catholic  population  of  Ireland,  and 
that  in  that  duty  it  has  failed.  Now,  no 
one  would  have  more  rejoiced  than  I  had 
the  Irish  Church  succeeded  in  that  great 
enterprise.  But  when  you  proceed  to  allot 
the  hlame^and  if  you  do  not  allot  the 
hlame,  what  right  hare  you  to  allot  the 
punishment  f — you  must  allot  it  to  those 
on  whom  it  ought  to  fall.  And  where  is 
the  hlame  to  fall — upon  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land, or  the  State  of  England  ?  My  Lords, 
I  believe  the  great  and  master-reason  of 
the  failure  of  the  Irish  Church — for  which 
you  DOW  taunt  her — is  because  that  Church 
was  made  the  worst  and  meanest  instru- 
JDcnt  of  English  misrule.  Read,  my  Lords, 
the  burning  words  of  Primate  Boulter— 
or,  I  will  grant  you,  the  exaggerations  of 
the  poet  Spenser-— or  come  down,  if  yon 
like,  to  one  soul  incapable,  as  it  seems  to 
me,  of  a  poetical  idea — come  down  to  Dean 
Swift,  in  all  the  hardness,  the  narrowness, 
and  perhaps  even  the  insanity,  of  his  mind, 
and  you  will  see  who  was  to  blame.  Dean 
Swift  describes  what  used  to  happen.  He 
says— 

**  No  doubt  the  Qaeen's  Government  takes  the 
best  possible  means  of  sending  Bishops  to  Ireland. 
But,  unhappily  for  poor  Ireland,  the  holj  man 
after  his  oonseoration  sets  cat  in  his  chariot  to 
travel  down  to  the  West  Coast.  Bat,  as  by  the 
laws  of  geography  he  has  to  pass  over  Oonnslow 
Heath,  the  highwaymen  beset  his  cattle,  they 
murder  his  serrants,  and  pitch  himself  into  a 
ditch.  The  eaptain  of  the  highwaymen  then  puts 
on  his  small  clothes  and  goes  over  to  Ireland, 
where  he  acts  as  Bishop  in  his  stead." 

My  Lords,  that  is  not  at  all  such  an  over- 
coloured  statement.  If  you  go  to  Primate 
Boulter's  correspondence  you  will  find  that 
if  a  clergyman  lost  his  character  here  he 
was  provided  for  in  Ireland.  That  was 
the  rule  and  not  the  exception.  And  then 
there  were  the  penal  laws  forbidding  the 
Irish  people  to  learn  to  read.  Did  the 
Irish  Church  pass  those  laws  ?  No  ;  the 
Irish  Church  in  those  times  was  unable  to 
do  the  work  of  an  Apostle,  and  now,  when 
she  is  able  to  do  that  work,  men  rise  up, 
and  for  the  ills  that  were  committed  by  our 
forefathers  they  would  visit  her  with  ezter* 
mination. 

But  then  we  are  told  that  the  object  to 
be  gained  is  so  great  that  we  must  not 
look  very  closely  into  the  matter.  My 
noble  Friend  who  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  (Earl  Granville)  indulged  in 
some  exceedingly  useful  lectures  upon  the 
dangers  that  would  result  if  we  did  not 
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assent  to  the  passing  of  this  Bill.  He  told 
us,  when  we  said  that  evil  would  come  to 
the  Church  of  Ireland,  that  we  were  in- 
dulging in  vaticinations  which  we  had  no 
sort  of  right  to  indulge  in,  and  which  would 
be  probably  contradicted  by  time.  Allow 
me  to  remind  my  noble  Friend  that  there 
are  vaticinations,  which  are  not  nn frequent, 
as  to  bright  schemes  of  future  felicity  if 
we  only  make  such  and  such  concessions — 
but  which  not  as  unfrequently  turn  out  to 
be  fallacious.  We  have  been  told  that 
peace  and  concord  will  dawn  upon  Ireland, 
and  that  true  religious  knowledge  will  be 
diffused  over  the  land  when  the  Church  is 
disestablished.  Will  you  allow  me  to  read 
one  of  those  vaticinations,  because  it  ap- 
pears to  me  to  bear  somewhat  on  the  sub- 
ject ?  It  is  a  vaticination  of  a  great  man, 
J.  K.  Z. — I  know  him  best  by  that  name-« 
the  Right  Rev.  Dr.  Doyle.  Dr.  Doyle  was 
asked  on  a  memorable  occasion — 

"Would  the  objection  to  tithes  as  they  now 
stand  be  romoved  in  any  degree  by  giving  admissi- 
bility to  political  power  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
laity?" 

His  reply  was— 

**  Tes,  I  do  conceive  that  they  would  be  greatly 
removed."  "  In  what  way  t— I  conceive  that  the 
removal  of  disqualifioations  under  which  Roman 
Catholics  labour  would  lessen  considerably  those 
feelings  of  opposition  which  they  may  at  present 
entertain  with  regard  to  the  Establishment,  chiefly 
for  this  reason » that  while  we  labour  under  the 
disabilities  which  now  weigh  upon  us,  we  And  that 
the  clergy  of  the  £stablishroeot,  being  rery  nu- 
merous and  Tery  opulent,  employ  their  influenoe 
and  their  opulence  in  various  ways  in  opposing 
the  progress  of  our  claims ;  and  I  do  think  tha^ 
if  those  claims  were  once  adjusted,  and  the  con- 
cessions which  we  desire  granted,  the  country 
would  settle  down  into  a  hi3>it  of  quiet,  and  that 
we  should  no  longer  feel  the  jealousy  against  the 
clergy  of  the  Establishment  which  we  now  feel ; 
because  that  jealousy  which  we  do  feel  arises 
chiefly  from  the  unrelaxed  effiorts  which  they  bare 
almost  uniyersally  made  to  oppose  our  claims. 
We  would  view  them  then,  if  those  chdms  were 
granted,  as  brethren  labouring  in  the  same  vine- 
yard as  ourselves,  seeking  to  promote  the  interests 
of  our  common  country." 
How  far  these  rose-coloured  visions  have 
been  fulfilled  in  nnhappy  Ireland  every 
Member  of  your  Lordship's  House  must 
know.  Whenever,  therefore,  we  are  told 
that  this  or  that  new  concession  is  to  re- 
move those  difficulties,  I  confess  there  arise 
in  my  mind  new  doubts  as  to  the  fulfilment 
of  these  prophecies.  And  when  I  tried  to 
satisfy  my  mind  on  the  comfortable  side  I 
had  recourse  to  what  I  think  is,  perhaps, 
the  best  evidence — that  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergy  of  Ireland — because  they 
are  more  likely  to  know  than  other  people 
what  would  probably  be  the  result.    There 
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was  a  great  meeting  of  tbe  Irish  Roman 
Catholic  clergy,  with  the  Very  Rer.  R.  B. 
O'Brien,  D.D.,  Y.G..  Dean  of  Limerick, 
at  their  head,  at  which  they  drew  up  a  de- 
claration, in  these  words — 

'*  Before  the  &ce  of  Ireland  and  the  whole 
world  we  make  thii  declaration." 

Year  Lordships  may  see  from  that  how 
great  the  gravity  and  solemnity  of  the  de- 
claration is.  The  declaration  goes  on  to  say — 
**  We  solemnly  declare  that  the  only  means  of 
effectually  tranqnillizing  Ireland  is  by  a  restora- 
tion of  her  nationality.  General  legislation  by  the 
Parliament  of  Great  Britain  will  never  be  equal 
to  the  task  of  teaching,  cherishing,  dcTeloping,  and 
raising  Ireland.  Political  economy  will  ncTer  do  for 
a  country  like  Irelnnd,  any  more  than  the  ordinary 
food  of  health  and  Tigour  would  do  for  the  weak 
and  sickly.  The  most  exceptional  legislation  must 
be  employed,  tbe  minutest  knowlege  must  be  ob- 
tained, the  most  persevering  local  inquiry  must  be 
instituted,  and  a  full,  heart-whole,  and  we  would 
say»  exdusiye  attention,  province  by  province, 
must  be  directed  to  discover  and  remedy  Ireland's 
wants  ;  and  these  things  an  English  Parliament 
cannot  perform.  An  English  Parliament  has  al- 
ready too  much  to  occupy  it ;  an  English  Parlia- 
ment will  always  proceed  by  fixed  principles  appli- 
eable  only  to  organized  communities,  and  they 
will  not  do  for  Ireland ;  an  English  Parliament 
will  have  to  command  a  oombination  of  parties 
who  know  little  of  Ireland,  and  cannot  understand 
the  necessity  of  entirely  exceptional  legislation— « 
thing  absolutely  essential  to  Ireland.  And,  above 
all,  sueh  a  Parliament  will  never  satisfy  the  yearn- 
ings of  a  whole  people,  whose  intellects  and  whose 
bcMrts  combine  in  the  cry  for  nationality.  A  land 
tenure  will  accomplish  something ;  removal  of  the 
Prorestant  ascendancy,  by  placing  the  Protestant 
Church  in  tbe  same  position  before  the  State  as 
the, Catholic  Church,  will  accomplish  much." 

[Cheer t.)    Yes,  wait — 

**  Eouality  in  education,  and  the  removal  of  the 
anomaly  of  giving  a  freedom  of  education  on  the 
oondition  of  people  giving  up  freedom,  will  do  its 
share— and  we  will  bail  any  and  all  of  them  with 
thankfulness." 

Now  for  the  cheer — 

"  But  we  feel  bound  to  say  that  when  all  of 
them  have  been  granted,  safety  from  foreign  dan- 
ger, perfect  development  of  home  resources,  and 
we  repeat,  above  all,  the  heart  of  this  country 
will  require  nationality." 

Now,  is  it  not  written  in  a  book  with  which 
the  noble  Duke  is  perhaps  familiar,  '*  Surely 
in  Taio  is  the  net  spread  in  the  sight  of  any 
bird  V*  If  those  whom  yon  are  to  make 
eternal  friends  by  the  sacrifice  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church  of  Ireland  tell  you,  as  they 
hold  out  their  hands  to  receive  the  boon, 
''It  will  do  nothing  ;  it  is  only  an  instal- 
ment ;  it  is  not  what  we  want ;  it  is  valu- 
able to  OS  as  a  means,  as  a  pledge,  as  a 
step  towards  separation  from  England,  but 
withoot  that  separation  it  will  be  worth 
nothing  to  us;'  surely,  I  say,  one  must 
haro  OTen  less  sense  than  is  possessed  by 


a  certain  bird  to  be  deceived  by  these  as* 
surances.  Well,  then,  the  argument  of 
expediency  breaks  down  altogether. 

I  have  been  told  by  on  authority  I  cannot 
doubt  that  certain  words  used  by  me  at  a 
certain  meeting  at  Oxford  will  be  very 
likely  to  be  rudely  handled  by  a  noble  Earl 
opposite  (Earl  Russell),  who  is  to  speak 
presently.  I  suppose  I  must  make  up  my 
mind  to  that,  but  I  adhere  to  those  words, 
and  think  I  can  prove  the  truth  of  them. 
They  were  delivered  under  peculiar  circum* 
stances,  and  when  I  mention  what  these 
were  there  is  not  one  of  your  Lordships  who 
will  not  understand  my  feelings.  I  was 
standing  among  the  youth  of  Oxford  when 
the  news  arrived  of  the  murderous  attempt 
made  upon  the  life  of  our  Royal  Prince. 
The  meeting  was  thrilling  with  excitement 
and  I  did  say,  and  am  not  prepared  to 
withdraw  the  words,  *'  We  are  asked  to 
confiscate  the  revenues  of  our  Church  to 
buy  off  assassins."  [<'0h!"]  I  say  I 
am  not  prepared  to  withdraw  the  words. 
We  have  heard  a  good  deal  about  foreign 
friends  and  their  opinions  on  matters  which 
they,  perhaps,  know  very  little  about ;  but 
there  are  certain  things  as  to  which  it  is 
safer  to  appeal  to  other  men's  judgments 
than  our  own,  and,  as  the  Scottish  poet  so 
earnestly  desired,  *'  see  ourselves  as  others 
see  us.  One  of  the  greatest  of  our  foreign 
friends.  Count  Montolembert,  attributes 
this  movement  against  the  Irish  Church  to 
tbe  Fenian  insurrection.  Is  our  foreign 
friend  to  be  trusted  whenever  he  comes  to 
a  conclusion  based  upon  misrepresentation, 
and  is  be  to  be  cast  aside  when  he  is  judg- 
ing for  himself  what  is  the  temper  of  the 
times  ?  Is  it,  then,  entirely  untrue  that 
this  is  an  attempt  to  buy  off  this  terrible 
and  disgraceful  insurrection  ?  My  Lords,  I 
adhere  to  the  assertion.  Look  at  the 
newspapers  published  in  the  interest  of 
these  unhappy  men.  How  do  they  receive 
the  boon  you  offer  them  ?  One  of  their 
journals  speak  of  this  measure  as  **  Our 
first  victory.'*  They  connect  together  the 
two  movements — their  movements  of  evil, 
your  movements  of  conciliation.  But  sup- 
pose for  a  moment  that  there  was  not  this 
coherence  between  the  two  things — the 
belief  that  such  a  connection  exists  is  still 
most  fatal  to  Ireland,  and  tfrerefore,  eccle- 
siastic as  I  am,  I  say  that  the  bringing 
forward  of  this  measure  at  this  time  was  an 
unstatesmanlike  proceeding,  because  it  was 
so  certain  that  the  sacrifice  of  the  Irish 
Church  would  appear  to  be  a  sacrifice  to  the 
Fenian  insurrection.  If,  then,  the  Irish 
people  will  not  be  satisfied— if  we  are  tohl^ 
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that  nothing  bat  nationality  or  separation 
from  England  will  satisfy  them — is  it  not 
altogether  inexpedient  to  introduce  this 
measure?  Is  it  not  one  of  the  most  un- 
Btatesmanlike  and  unjust  proceedings  that 
a  Legislature  could  devise  ?  Is  it  not  no- 
torious that  you  are  offering  them  a  boon 
in  a  sense  different  from  that  in  which  you 
know  they  are  prepared  to  receive  it?  And 
not  only  will  their  appetite  not  be  satisfied, 
but  they  will  take  it  as  an  attempt  to  de- 
ceive and  cajole  them,  and  will  probably 
turn  upon  the  giver  with  renewed  vigour. 
Therefore,  the  measure  is  most  inexpedient 
and  most  unstatesmanlike. 

But  then,  I  am  told,  we  must  remember 
that  this  is  a  sentimental  grievance ;  that 
the  Irish  are  a  very  sentimental  people,  and 
unless  you  remove  their  sentimental  griev- 
ances you  canuot  get  them  to  be  at  peace 
with  England.  Now,  I  know  something 
about  sentimental  grievances.  They  mean 
this,  either  in  individuals  or  in  States,— >a 
morbid  sensitiveness  as.  to  some  fancied 
wrong  which,  because  it  has  not  a  real  ex- 
istence, is  all  the  more  difficult  to  remove. 
That  is  a  sentimental  grievance,  and  if 
given  way  to  it  becomes  the  most  deadly 
poison.  A  man  has  a  sentimental  griev- 
ance against  his  elder  brother  because  he 
cheats  him  out  of  the  estate  ;  and  if  we 
were  in  the  days,  in  which  mad  passion 
broke  out  into  mad  action,  the  tragedy  of 
Cain  and  Abel  would  be  enacted  over 
again.  Morally,  the  most  dangerous  thing 
a  man  can  do  is  to  cherish  a  sentimental 
grievance.  We  have  sometimes  heard  of 
destroying  a  sentimental  grievance  by 
creating  a  real  grievance,  and  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  has  been  the  attempt 
here,  though  it  has  been  made  in  rather 
an  Irish  way.  A  real  grievance  is  indeed 
to  be  created,  only  it  is  not  in  the  minds 
of  those  who  have  got  the  sentimental 
grievance — it  is  on  the  opposite  side.  In 
old  times,  when  a  Royal  pupil  committed  a 
fault,  a  boy  was  kept  to  be  whipped  for 
him,  and  it  was  supposed  that  the  Royal 
pupil  would  in  that  way  learn  his  lessons 
better  for  the  future  by  seeing  another  boy 
whipped  in  his  stead.  That  practice  was 
not,  I  suppose,  found  to  work  very  well, 
for  it  has  been  abandoned.  But  it  is 
revived"  now,  and  my  most  re?.  Brother 
and  the  rest  of  the  Irish  prelates  and 
clergy  are  to  be  whipped  in  order  to  heal 
the  sentimental  grievances  of  the  Irish 
people.  I  do  not  think  that  is  a  very  wise 
course  to  pursue. 

It  seems  to  me,  indeed,  that  all  the  ar- 
guments advanced  in  favour  of  this  mea- 
Th$  BUho^  of  Oxford 


sure  break  down  when  you  come  to  look  at 
them.  There  is,  to  my  mind,  the  prime 
argument  of  justice,  and  the  argument, 
which  stands  next,  of  expediency.  Then 
there  is  the  fact  that  you  will  not  be  able 
to  support  the  Church  throughout  all  Ire- 
land if  you  deal  thus  rudely  with  it,  and 
that,  in  sweeping  away  from  Ireland  that 
presence,  you  will  be  doing  a  deep  injury 
to  Ireland  itself — not  'only  to  your  co-re- 
ligionists, supposing  that  you  are  Protes- 
tants, but  to  the  Roman  Catholics  who 
reside  in  Ireland  quite  as  much  as  to  the 
English  residents.  I  believe  that  the 
effect  upon  the  whole  of  Irish  society  of 
the  residence  in  that  country  of  the  men 
who  are  acting  as  now  the  Irish  clergy  as 
a  body  are  acting  is  one  which  cannot  be 
easily  calculated.  They  spread  good  around 
them  upon  every  side ;  they  raise  the  tone 
of  honour,  of  truth,  and  of  piety  ;  they 
exhibit  what  it  is  to  have  a  conscience 
capable  of  acting  in  the  concerns  of  a  man 
with  his  God.  I  believe  there  never  was 
a  time  when  the  Irish  Church  was  doing 
its  duty  as  it  is  doing  its  duty  at  this  mo- 
ment. Try  it  by  any  test.  After  the 
Revolution  they  received  100,000  mem* 
hers  of  their  Church ;  there  are  now 
700,000  members  of  that  Church.  And 
of  whom  do  these  consist  ?  I  venture  to 
say  it — they  are  the  salt  of  the  society  of 
Ireland.  They  are,  as  a  body,  the  men 
of  the  greatest  education  ;  they  are  the 
men  who  undertake  the  greatest  labour  ; 
they  are  the  men  who  set  an  example  to 
their  fellow-citizens  in  all  the  relative 
duties  of  social  life.  These  are  the  fruit 
of  the  work  of  the  Church  in  that  land. 
Do  not  tell  me  that  they  would  have  been 
there  equally  if  you  had  not  had  that 
Church.  I  point  to  the  example  of  Croni- 
welFs  soldiers,  who  settled  in  parts  of 
Ireland  where  there  is  no  Established 
Church,  and  whose  descendants  are  now, 
many  of  them,  the  hottest  representatives 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion.  There  is 
not  among  individuals  religious  depth  and 
fidelity  enough  to  maintain  old  impressions 
for  long  if  these  individuals  are  cast  into 
the  midst  of  a  hostile  communion  with 
none  of  the  advantages  of  their  Church. 
Even  in  its  days  of  weakness  you  had  in 
the  Church  of  Ireland  that  which  you 
have  now.  To  whom  did  we  look  in 
troublous  times  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
full  connection  between  the  two  ^islands? 
Was  it  not  to  those,  in  the  main,  whom 
the  Church  of  Ireland  had  leavened  with 
principles  of  order,  loyalty,  and  submis- 
sioo  ?    Is  this  a  time  wbejKjoa  can  afford 
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to  throw  tbese  men  aside,  i?hen  oharches 
are  being  built  every  day,  when  Bohools 
are  being  multiplied^  when  glebe-houses 
are  rising,  when  the  clergy  are  improying 
in  every  one  of  their  moral  characteristics; 
when,  I  venture  to  say,  they  are  becoming 
much  better  Churchmen  and  far  less  Gal* 
Tinistie — is  this  a  time  when  you  should 
torn  round  on  this  Church,  which  has 
done  so  much  for  you,  and  with  nothing  to 
gain  by  the  sacrifice,  to  slay  her  that  you 
may  appease  a  fancied  sense  of  grievance  ? 
I,  my  Lords,  cannot  receive  the  noble 
Duke's  statement  that  we  are  to  regard 
this  mensore  as  a  party  question.  I  feel 
that  if  it  were  propounded  to  this  House 
nakedly  as  a  party  move  it  would  be  re- 
jected with  the  ignominy  which  1  think  it 
would  deserve.  But  I  cannot  believe  that 
it  is  so  proposed.  1  believe  that  noble 
Lords  opposite  have  persuaded  themselves 
that  they  would  promote  the  peace  of 
Ireland  by  such  a  sacrifice  ;  and  therefore 
I  have  endeavoured  briefly,  but  in  the  best 
manner  I  could  do,  to  show  that  justice 
does  not  allow  the  sacrifice,  and  that  ex- 
pediency does  not  counsel  it.  I  have  no 
doubt  how  your  Lordships  will  decide ; 
but  I  ask  you  to  give  your  decision  with 
the  unwavering  voice  of  those  who  are  act- 
ing on  high  Imperial  principles.  I  have 
heard  it  whispered  that  men  have  said  they 
would  vote  for  this  measure,  although  they 
felt  that  it  would  be  an  evil  thing,  because 
they  knew  it  would  not  be  carried.  God 
forbid  that  there  should  be  such  an  utter- 
ance from  any  one !  God  forbid  that  the 
great  moral  issues  involved  in  this  case 
should  be  decided  in  that  way  by  any 
man,  as  though  they  were  the  sport  of 
a  party  move !  No,  my  Lords,  if  you  do 
not  look  as  much  as  I  do  to  the  religious 
aspect  of  the  question,  let  me  ask  you  to 
look  at  it  as  it  affects  the  future  state  of 
England.  It  is  not  a  question  of  the  Re- 
formation only.  For  700  years,  in  Roman 
Catholic  times  as  well  as  in  the  Reformed, 
your  forefathers  have  been  striving  against 
tlie  usurpations  of  Rome  in  a  free  country. 
The  Statutes  of  Frovisors  came  far  before 
the  Reformation.  Your  Plantagenet  mo- 
narehs  carried  them  and  enforced  them 
too.  Henry  III.*s  reign  gives  you  some 
grand  examples  of  them.  They  knew  the 
evil  they  were  keeping  out  of  Ireland.  Are 
you  prepared,  upon  the  darkening  of  a 
summer  cloud,  to  give  up  that  which  your 
Roman  Catholic  forefathers  refused  to  sa- 
crifice to  the  arrogant  demands  of  Rome  ? 
Are  you  prepared  to  give  to  Rome  — to 
give  to  the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  in 


Ireland,  and  through  them  to  the  clergy 
under  them,  the  power  of  nominating  the 
representatives  of  that  country  in  the 
Lower  House  of  Parliament  ?  My  Lords, 
1  heartily  wish  that  all  to  whom  the  Re- 
formed Faith  is  dear  would  carefully  ponder 
this  certain  issue.  What  if  by  driving 
from  the  remoter  parts  of  Ireland  the 
scattered  members  of  your  Church  now 
living  there  you  should  hand  over  the  re- 
presentation of  the  sister  island  to  the 
Bishop  of  Rome  ?  If  he  is  represented  in 
the  Lower  House  of  Parliament  by  a 
serried  phalanx  of  men  bound  above  every 
other  obligation  to  receive  his  commands 
and  to  carry  out  his  will,  what  is  the  worth 
of  the  liberties  of  Great  Britain,  what  the 
worth  of  the  freedom  of  your  Church  of 
England  ? 

The  Earl  op  SHAFTESBURY:  My 
Lords,  I  have  from  the  first  felt  it  quite 
impossible  to  discuss  this  great — this  un- 
speakably great — question  in  all  its  length 
and  breadth  upon  the  immediate  issue  before 
us;  and  that  impression  has  been  confirmed 
by  what  fell  from  the  noble  Duke  who 
opened  the  debate  to-night,  and  who  spoke 
of  the  distinction  between  disestablishment 
and  disendowment.  When  we  were  told 
that  disendowment  was  not  intended,  and 
that  a  compromise  would  be  made,  I  think 
your  Lordships  must  have  felt  that  we  cannot 
properly  discuss  this  question  until  the  whole 
scheme  is  before  us.  We  are  now  all  en- 
gaged in  dealing  with  different  issues  ; 
some  of  us  looking  to  the  Bill  itself,  others 
to  the  consequences  of  disestablishment, 
others  to  the  consequences  of  disendow- 
ment; and  we  cannot  come  to  any  consecu- 
tive and  uniform  treatment  of  the  subject. 
When  I  first  looked  at  this  Bill  I  confess 
it  seemed  to  me  a  measure  of  a  most 
meagre  and  insignificant  character,  and 
one  that  would  do  neither  good  nor  harm. 
No  doubt,  the  argument  of  the  most  re?. 
Prelate  who  presides  over  the  Archdiocese 
of  York  showed  that  certain  inconveniences 
would  result  from  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
if  it  were  continued  in  operation  for  any  con- 
siderable time  ;  but  I  do  not  believe,  after 
the  Reformed  Parliament  has  met,  that  any 
long  time  will  elapse  before  a  substantial 
plan  will  be  submitted  to  this  House.  But, 
be  that  as  it  may,  the  rejection  of  this  Bill 
will  not  retard  or  advance  by  a  single  hour 
the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church. 
Disconnecting  the  Bill  from  all  argument 
as  to  the  extreme  consequences  which  may 
ensue,  and  disconnecting  it  also  from  the 
Resolutions  adopted  by  the  other  House, 
but  which  do  uot  appear  here^  I  confess  I|^ 
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am  at  a  loss  to  conoeiye  why  the  Oppoei- 
tion  shoold  be  so  anxious  to  carry  and  tbe 
Government  so  anxious  to  defeat  this  mea- 
gre and  insignificant  measure — a  Bill  that, 
it  seems  to  me,  derires  its  main  importance 
from  the  resistance  that  has  been  offered 
to  it.  Mj  Lords,  I  am  prepaj^d  to  main- 
tain, as  strongly  as  any  man  can  do,  the 
integrity  of  the  Church  of  Ireland — subject, 
I  mean,  to  all  those  necessary  and  wise 
reforms  which  it  must  undergo ;  and  I 
sincerely  hope  that  whenever  a  full  and 
substantial  plan  shall  be  submitted  to  this 
House,  in  the  next  Session  of  Parliament, 
we  shall  find  your  Lordships  ready  to  main- 
tain the  Church,  even  at  the  hazard  of 
your  own  extinction,  and  that  your  attitude 
will  be  as  bold  and  fearless  as  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion.  But  I  think  the  House 
should  look  at  this  question  in  the  way  in 
which  I  feel  assured  it  is  looked  at  by  the 
country.  Observe  how  the  Bill  has  come 
up  to  this  House.  It  came  up  hocked  by 
a  very  large  majority  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons on  its  second  reading.  All  its  subse- 
quent stages  were  there  passed  almost  in 
silence,  and,  therefore,  it  reaches  us  with 
the  apparent  sanction  of  the  whole  of  that 
House.  I  must  say  we  have  a  right  to 
complain  that  the  House  of  Commons 
should  have  intended  to  throw  upon  us  the 
responsibility  of  rejecting  the  measure. 
Moreover,  it  comes  before  us  in  a  peculiar 
form,  not  only  as  bearing  the  sanction  of 
the  other  House,  but  also  the  sanction  of 
Her  Majesty  herself,  whose  name  and 
authority  are  recited  in  the  Preamble. 
Therefore  we  have  two  branches  of  the 
Legislature  against  one  in  this  matter. 
The  Bill  also  professes,  and  will  go  out  to 
the  country — although  I  do  not  say  it  is 
the  actual  intention-^as  demanding  no 
more  than  a  full  and  fair  opportunity  for 
discussing  this  question.  Its  rejection, 
therefore,  by  this  House  will  be  regarded 
as  a  refusal  of  that  demand — a  demand  in 
itself  legitimate.  That  is  the  light  in 
which  I  am  certain  the  Bill  and  its  rejec- 
tion will  be  viewed  by  the  country.  I  now 
speak  in  the  interest  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  I  solemnly  declare  that  I  view  with 
dismay — on  an  issue  such  as  this,  so 
feeble,  so  powerless,  so  totally  unaffecting 
the  great  issue  to  be  raised  hereafter — 
I  view  with  dismay  its  going  out  to  the 
country,  on  the  eve  of  a  General  Election, 
that  this  House  had  set  itself  against 
giving  the  opportunity  of  a  full,  fair,  and  legi- 
timate inquiry.  I  know  very  well  that  will 
be  the  way  in  which  the  whole  thing  will 
be  perverted.  I  know  that  is  tho  senti- 
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ment  which  is  already  beginning  to  prevail. 
I  am  not  speaking  my  own  sentiments 
alone,  but  that  of  many  persons  out-of- 
doors  who  are  as  anxious  as  your  Lord- 
ships for  the  maintenance  of  the  Church 
of  Ireland.  Thousands  of  those,  who  wish 
well  neither  to  your  Lordships  nor  to  the 
Church  are  panting  with  eagerness  for 
your  Lordship's  decision  to-night,  knowing 
that  it  is  so  liable  to  be  perverted  into  an 
argument  against  you.  If  the  elections 
were  to  be  held  a  twelvemonth  hence  there 
would  be  time  for  public  opinion  to  right 
itself :  but  as  the  elections  will  occur  in 
two  or  three  months,  with  all  this  mis-state- 
ment, calumny,  and  violence  prevalent,  I 
must  say  I  do  not  wish  this  House  to  be 
exposed  to  the  danger  of  misrepresentation 
without  the  possibility  of  explanation.  It 
appears  to  me  that  this  Bill  has  been  con- 
structed with  a  strategical  purpose,  as  if 
with  the  object  of  inviting  your  Lordships 
to  como  down  from  the  strong  position 
you  have  occupied,  and  as  you  are  descend- 
ing the  hill  depend  upon  it  there  are  thou- 
sands of  Cromwells  who  will  say,  "The 
Lord  hath  delivered  them  into  our  hand." 
In  a  party  sense,  I  can  have  no  interest 
in'  the  result  of  this  contest,  but  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment could  ^ot  have  given  to  their  Liberal 
rivals  a  heavier  blow  and  a  sorer  dis- 
couragement than  they  would  have  done  by 
passing  this  measure  without  a  divisiou.  I 
am  aware  it  may  be  said  that  this  is  the 
first  step  towards  the  main  question — the 
disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church.  I 
think  those  who  argue  thus  are  justified 
in  so  arguing;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
I  think  others  may  be  equally  justified 
in  maintaining,  as  I  do,  that  this,  though 
apparently  a  step  in  advance,  is  in 
fact  no  step  at  all,  and  yet  it  is  a  mea- 
sure which,  if  resisted,  will  expose  this 
House  to  no  end  of  censure  and  calumny. 
Most  earnestly  so  I  say,  that  if  wo  are  to 
come  into  collision  with  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  with  the  country,  let  it  be  upon 
some  grand  and  vital  measure ;  let  it  be 
upon  something  that  the  country  can  feel 
and  understand,  and  not  upon  an  issue  so 
paltry,  mean,  and  insignificant  as  this.  I 
readily  admit — indeed,  I  feel  it  intensely, 
that  the  main  question  with  which  we  shall 
have  to  deal  is,  perhaps,  the  most  solemn 
and  most  important  ever  submitted  to  our 
consideration.  It  has  not  only  a  civil,  but 
it  partakes  very  largely  of  a  religious  cha- 
racter. There  are  very  good  men  who  see 
their  way  clearly  and  conscientiously  to 
the    disestablishment    of    the    Protestant 
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ChmA  of  Ireland.    I  Tenture  to  tftke  an 
opposite  Tiew,  and,  perhaps,  in  taking  that 
Tieir  I  run  into  the  opposite  extreme,  he- 
etose  I  do  as  conseientiouftlj  helieve  from 
the  bottom  of  mj  heart  that  if  you  proceed 
to  oTortiirov   the   Protestant   Ohureh    of 
Irehind    bj    aiioh   means  and    for    suoh 
porposee  joo    will    break   up   the    foun- 
dations of    oor    national   existence,    and 
take    the    first    step  towards   a    national 
apostasj.     Now  this  Bill  inTolves  no  prin- 
ciple, and  is  entirely  a  matter  of  polioj  or 
expedienej.     I  had  at  at  one  time  deter- 
miaed,  with  the  view  of  escaping  the  snare 
vbith  I  think  has  been  laid  for  the  House 
of  Lords,  to  Tote  for  it.    But  I  hare  now 
detennxned  to  take  no  part  in  the  difision. 
It  is,  I  know,  a  pnsillaniroons  eonrse,  and 
oae  whieh  I  am  half-ashamed  of ;   but  I 
bafe  taken   it  in  deference  to  the  most 
argent  entreaties  and  to  the  deep  conscien- 
tiooa  feelings  of  many  who  take  a  solemn, 
vital,  and  religions  interest  in  this  question. 
I  eonfees  my  weakness  in  so  doing,  but  I 
am  willini^  to  aarrender  that  portion  of  my 
eoQMstency  in  deference  to  the  deep  and 
eunest  solicitations  of  persons  for  whom 
I  have  so  profound  and  constant  a  regard. 
Tn  DuKB  or  RICHMOND :  My  Lords, 
I  shall  not  detain  your  Lordships  any  long 
time  after  the  lengthened  discussion  that 
bas|taken  place  ;  but,  holding  the  position 
I  do  ss  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  I 
de  not  think  it  wonld  be  right  to  remain 
nlMit  open  so  great  an  occasion — especially 
as  to  do  so  would  be  contrary  to  my  in- 
cKnations.     The  noble  Earl  who  has  just 
addressed  you  (the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury) 
deseribed  this  Bill  as  a  paltry  one,  and  of 
■teh  insignificant    dimensions   that  your 
Lordships  might  have  passed  it  without  op- 
poiitioa ;   whilst  the  noble  Earl  who  in- 
troduced it  to  your  Lordships'  notice  (Earl 
Oraaville)  described  it  as  one  of  the  greatest 
iaportanee.     I  incline  to  take  the  view  of 
ike  latter  noble  Earl.     Since  its  introduc- 
tion to  your  Lordships  I  have  vainly  endea- 
voured to  ascertain  from  the  speeches  of  its 
■apportera  the  character  of  the  measure  and 
the  probable  results  which  may  be  antici- 
fated  should  we  pass  it,  and  what  are  the 
speeiBl  grounds  which  exist  at  the  present 
tiuMtbiUdid  not  previously  exist,  to  induce 
year  Lordships  to  adopt  the  measure.     In 
tttdsavouriag  to  discover  its  objects  and  its 
frobaMe  results,  I  am  somewhat  indebted 
ta  the  noble  Dnke  who  spoke  on  Friday 
**«nog  (the  Dnke  of  Somerset)  with  a 
^'■'•ar  which  is  so  characteristic  of  his 
<^nt  both  in  and  out  of  this  House. 
'  nrt  say  I  qropathiie  with  him  en  the 


exceedingly  uncomfortable  position  in  which 
he  mnst  find  himself  placed — namely,  the 
position  of  supporting  a  Bill  which  be  des- 
cribed as  perfectly  unworkable,  to  be  fol- 
lowed by  measures  of  the  purport  of  which 
he  was  entirely  ignorant.  Nevertheless, 
though  he  had  not  been  asked  to  take  any 
part  in  the  Resolutions  on  which  this  un- 
workable Bill  was  founded,  and  though  he  is 
quite  in  the  dark  as  to  what  is  to  follow,  the 
noble  Duke  with  exemplary  faith  in  the 
party  to  which  he  belongs,  intends  to  give 
it  his  support.  Now  one  of  the  great  objec- 
tions I  have  to  the  passing  of  tlie  present 
Bill  is  that  it  is  the  forerunner  of  some 
scheme  for  the  disestablishment  and  disen- 
dowment  of  the  Irish  Church.  If  any 
such  scheme  be  in  existence  your  Lordships 
have  a  right  to  demand  that  it  be  laid 
before  you.  But  if  there  be  no  such 
scheme  then  that  is  a  sufficient  ground  why 
your  Lordships  should  refuse  your  assent 
to  this  Bill.  I  am  forced  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  Bill  is  brought  forward  merely  in 
order  to  prejudge  and  prejudice  a  question 
which  is  avowedly  remitted  by  common 
consent  to  the  decision  of  a  new  Parlia- 
ment. The  operation  of  the  Bill  extends 
only  to  the  Istof  August  in  next  year  ;  but 
is  there  a  man  in  the  country  who  will  pre- 
tend to  say  that  there  is  any  possibility 
of  a  scheme  for  the  disestablishment  and 
disendowment  of  the  Irish  Church,  and  for 
the  appropriation  of  the  funds  which  will 
accrue  if  such  a  measure  be  carried,  pas- 
sing in  the  meantime  through  this  or  the 
other  House  ?  This  Bill  virtually  says  to 
tho  members  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland, — '*  We  have  in  our  minds  the  dis- 
establishment of  your  Church  ;  we  are  not 
able  at  this  moment  to  say  whether  it  is 
possible  to  carry  such  a  measure  or  not ; 
but  in  the  meantime  and  until  we  can  carry 
it,  we  will  hamper  and  cripple  your  minis- 
trations, and,  if  we  can  do  nothing  else,  we 
will  bring  your  Church  into  such  discredit 
as  to  render  it  powerless  for  good."  It  is 
not  my  intention  to  cite  Hansard  in  order 
to  prove  the  change  of  opinion  which  has 
taken  place  in  many  noble  Lords  on  the 
other  side  the  House  in  reference  to  this 
subject.  I  find  no  fault  with  those  who 
honestly  change  their  convictions,  believing 
that  the  opinions  they  have  held  are  no 
longer  tenable,  and  that  the  progress  of 
events  and  the  force  of  circumstances 
required  the  adoption  of  a  diflPerent  policy. 
What,  however,  I  do  complain  of  is  the 
fiuotuation  of  opinion  which  has  been  ex- 
hibited by  the  other  side  on  this  question,  j 
The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  the  L^ 
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other  evening  quoted  the  speech  of  Sir 
George  Grey  who,  in  1865,  speaking  on 
the  part  of  the  Goyernment  in  opposition  to 
Mr.  Dillwyn's  Resolution  declared  that  no 
practical  grierance  existed,  and  that  in 
attempting  to  redress  the  theoretical  a 
great  shock  would  be  gi?en  to  our  laws 
and  institutions.  He  went  further,  and 
said  that  it  was — 

**  The  firm  belief  of  the  Goyemment  that  the 
Irish  Church  oould  not  he  subTerted  without  revo- 
lution  and  all  the  horrors  that  attend  reyolution." 

It  would  seem,  however,  as  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  one  set  of  opinions 
when  in  Office,  and  another  set  when  out 
of  Office.  In  1844,  when  in  Opposition, 
he  thought  the  Irish  Church  a  grierance, 
and  we  find  him  using  much  the  same  ar- 
guments and  language  as  we  hear  now. 
He  said  in  1844— 

*<  Among  all  the  nations  of  Europe  we  find  that 
Ireland  alone  is  so  peculiarly  circumstanced  that 
while  seren-eighths  of  the  population  are  Roman 
Catholics,  and  the  remainder  divided  between 
Episcopalians  and  Presbyterians,  there  exists  in 
that  country  an  exclusive  Church  Establishment 
for  the  Episcopalian  minority.  This  is  a  griev- 
ance that  comes  Aome  to  every  man  irrespective 
of  the  question  of  payment.  I  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  that  this  question  is  one 
beset  with  difficulty,  but  I  deny  that  it  is  a  diffi- 
culty sufficient  to  deter  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
from  dealing  with  it."— [3  Hansard,  Ixiiv.  841.] 

In  1865,  being  in  Office,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said — 

"  For  these  reasons,  believing  that  the  object 
avowed  by  those  who  have  brought  forward  the 
Resolution  is  one  which  could  not  be  attained 
without  great  mischief,  being  of  opinion  that  no 
practical  grievance  exists,  and  that  in  attempting 
to  redress  the  theoretical  grievance  a  great  shook 
would  be  given  to  our  laws  and  institutions,  I  can 
have  no  hesitation  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
in  opposing  the  Motion." — [3  Hansard,  ebay'm. 
402.] 

My  Lords,  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
these  fluctuations,  these  changes  of  opi- 
nion are  somewhat  traditional  in  the  policy 
of  noble  Lords  opposite.  I  will  remind  jour 
Lordships  of  two  lines  written  some  forty 
years  ago  by  a  famous  poet,  whose  works 
have  been  edited  by  a  noble  Earl,  a  Mem- 
ber of  your  Lordships'  House.  Moore 
tells  us  that— ' 
**  As  bees  on  flowers  alighting  cease  their  hum, 
So  settling  into  places  Whigs  are  dumb." 

During  all  the  years  the  present  Opposi- 
tion were  in  Office,  and  when  they  could 
have  calmly  and  quietly  considered  the 
subject  of  the  Irish  Church,  they  would 
not  entertain  it,  and  I  hope  that  the  poet 
may  prove  in  this  case  a  prophet  also,  and 
that  if  noble  Lords  opposite  succeed  to  our 
places  on  these  Bcnclies  we  shall  hear  no 
Th^JDuho/jRichmoni 


more  of   the  disestablishment    and    dis- 
endowment   of    the   Irish   Church.      My 
noble  Friend   who    introduced    this    Bill 
(Earl  Granfille)  spoke  of  the  Fenian  in- 
surrection as  if  to  show  your  Lordships  the 
necessity  for  adopting  such  a  measure  ; 
but,  my  Lords,  the  grie?ance  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  if  it  be  one,  existed  in  1848, 
when,  during  the  administration  of   the 
Government,  of  which  my  .noble  Friend  was 
a  Member,  an  insurrection  broke  out  in 
Ireland ;  and  yet  that  Government  did  not 
then  propose  any  such  Bill.     They  relied 
on  force — they  trusted  to  the  strong  arm 
of  the  law  ;  but  they  never  suggested  the 
expediency  of  destroying  this  Church  aa  a 
remedial  measure.     There  is  another  argu- 
ment which  my  noble  Friend  made  use  of — 
namely,  that  the  members  of  the  Estah- 
lished  Church  in  Ireland  were  in  a  minority 
as  compared  with   the  whole  popalation. 
But  is  this  new  ?     Why  thuy  have  been 
in  a  minority  ever  since  the  Reformation — 
it  was  so  at  the  Revolution,  it  was  so  at 
the  Union,  it  was  so  at  the  passing  of  Ca- 
tholic Emancipation — and  I  ask  is  there 
any  man  alive  who  thinks  that  if  a  olauae 
had  been  introduced  into  that  measure  for 
disestablishing  and  disendowing  the  Es- 
tablished Church,  on  the  ground  that  the 
Protestants  were  in  a  minority,  there  would 
have  been  the  slightest  chance  of  that  Bill 
passing?     And   it   so   happens  that  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland  are  in  a  leas 
minority  now  than  they  were  at  any  former 
time.     Take  three  periods  during  the  last 
200  years  at  which  the  comparative  nuon- 
bers  of  the  Established  Church  and  the 
Roman  Catholics  have  been  taken.       In 
1672  they  were  as  one  in  eight  to  the 
Roman  Catholics;  in  1824  as  one  in  tweUe; 
and  in  1861  as  one  in  six  and  a  half.  Again, 
my  Lords,  if  you  allow  this  argument  of 
minority  to  prevail  in  respect  of  the  Church, 
I  venture  to  submit  that  you  will  be  ad- 
mitting a  very  dangerous  principle.     I   do 
not  see  how  you  will  be  able  to  limit  it  to 
the  case  of  the  Irish  Church.    Are  not  the 
landlords  in  a  minority  ?  are  not  the  fund- 
holders  in  a  minority  ?  are  not  the  posses- 
sors of  every  kind  of  accumulated  wealth 
in  a  minority  ?     I  do  not  see  why  the  ar- 
gument now  sought  to  be  applied  to  the 
Irish  Church  may  not,  if  it  be  admitted  in 
this  case,  be  applied  to  them.     Then   we 
are  told  that  Ireland  will  be  pacified  by 
this  measure,  or  rather  by  the  great  mea- 
sure which  is  dawning  into  existence,  but 
which  is  still  in  a  haze,  even  for  my  noble 
Friend  who  introduced   this  Bill.     If    it 
would  pacify  Ireland  I  admit  there  would 
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be  someibiDg  gained  by  it ;  but  first  of  all 
will  it  latisfy  anj  one  ?  We  know  pretty 
well  whom  it  will  dissatisfy.  It  will  dis- 
satisfy the  Protestant  population  of  the 
eountry.  The  right  rer.  Prelate  (the  Bishop 
of  Oxford)  read  to  your  Lordships  an  account 
of  a  meeting  held  at  Limerick,  from  which 
it  is  perfectly  clear  that  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy  who  took  part  in  that  meeting  would 
not  be  satisfied  with  the  disestablishment 
of  the  Irish  Chnrch,  because  the  Resolu- 
tions which  were  agreed  to  at  that  meeting 
point  to  the  repeal  of  the  Union  as  the 
measure  which  alone  can  satisfy  them. 
They  will  take  this  and  other  measures  if 
they  can  get  them,  but  they  will  be  satisfied 
with  nothing  short  of  a  repeal  of  the 
Union.  It  may  be  said  that  the  meeting 
in  Limerick  was  held  some  time  ago  ;  but 
I  bold  in  my  hand  a  Resolution  passed  at 
a  meeting  which,  as  it  so  happened,  was 
held  on  the  yery  day  my  noble  Friend 
introduced  this  measure.  It  was  a  meeting 
of  the  National  Association  held  in  Dublin, 
Mr.  Alderman  M'Swiney  in  the  chair.  In 
an  account  of  the  proceedings  I  find  the 
following  statement: — 

••The  Rer.  John  Boylan.  P.P.,  Orosserlongh, 
diocese  of  Kilmore,  proposed  the  following  Resolu- 
tion : — *  That  while  the  action  of  political  parties 
in  the  House  of  Commons  has  brought  into  bold 
prominence,  at  the  present  crisis,  the  Church 
question,  we  are  compelled  to  declare  that  the 
settlement  of  the  land  question — the  primary 
gricTance  of  Ireland— claims  our  earnest  and  un- 
abated attention ;  and  we  are  determined  to  urge 
at  the  forthcoming  elections  the  settlement  of  the 
land  question,  without  which  there  can  be  no  in- 
dustrial progress,  no  permanent  peace,  no  fixity  of 
the  people  on  their  own  soil.' " 

So  that,  my  Lords,  we  find  that  at  one 
meeting  the  clergymen  present  will  be 
satisfied  with  nothing  short  of  a  repeal  of 
the  Union,  while  at  another  we  find  a 
reverend  gentleman  proposing  a  Resolution 
which  declares  that  no  remedy  will  be 
effectual  till  the  land  question  is  settled. 
Tour  Lordships  will  obser?e  that  the  pro* 
poser  of  that  Resolution  attributes  to  ''the 
action  of  political  parties''  the  fact  that 
this  Church  question  has  been  brought  be- 
fore Parliament.  I  made  no  such  accusa- 
tion ;  because,  as  my  noble  Friend  (Earl 
Oranfille)  has  disclaimed  any  party  motife 
in  the  matter,  I  felt  bound  to  accept  that 
disclaimer.  I  merely  refer  to  the  state- 
ment in  the  Resolution  to  show  you  the 
way  in  which  the  question  is  viewed  by 
the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  themselres.  I 
say,  my  Lords,  that  if  you  are  prepared 
for  such  changes  as  this  you  ought  at 
all  erenta  to  he  sure  that  you  are  going 


to  satisfy  those  for  whom  you  intend  to 
legislate.  Another  argument  put  forward  in 
support  of  this  Motion  is  that  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland  has  not  fulfilled 
the  purpose  for  which  she  was  intended*-i 
that  she  has  failed  as  a  Missionary  Church. 
Now,  my  Lords,  whate?er  may  hare  been 
the  ease  in  former  times,  this  reason 
cannot,  with  any  fairness,  be  assigned 
at  present,  I  find  it  stated  that  the 
Society  for  Irish  Church  Missions  has 
raised  within  the  last  nineteen  years,  for 
exclusively  Church  work  in  Ireland,  nearly 
£500,000 ;  and  that  the  operations  of  this 
Society  have  been  carried  on  entirely 
through  the  machinery  of  the  Established 
Church.  It  maintains  54  Sunday  schools 
and  86  week-day  schools,  and  its  mission- 
ary agency  comprises  34  ordained  clergy- 
men, 225  trained  agents  and  Scripture 
readers,  and  160  inferior  teachers.  200 
Sunday  and  193  week-day  services  are 
held  in  each  month,  and  the  Scripture 
readers  make  about  9,700  visits  during  the 
same  period.  Then,  my  Lords,  the  Church 
Temporalities  Act  has  been  frequently  al- 
luded to.  We  are  told  that,  as  Parliament 
dealt  with  the  Church  by  that  Act,  there 
is  no  reason  why  we  should  not  deal  with 
it  now.  But,  my  Lords,  the  Parliament  of 
that  day  dealt  with  the  Irish  Church  on  a 
totally  ppposite  principle  from  that  now 
proposed — the  two  cases  are  entirely  dis- 
tinct the  one  from  the  other,  as  I  shall 
show  your  Lordships  by  referring  to  the 
Preambles  of  the  two  Bills.  The  Bill  now 
before  your  Lordships  has  scarcely  any 
Preamble  in  the  ordinary  form ;  and  ac- 
cordingly when  we  want  to  see  what  its 
clauses  are  founded  upon  we  must  refer  to 
the  Resolutions  which  preceded  it  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  first  of  those 
Resolutions,  which  declares  that  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland  ought  to  cease  to 
exist,  is  the  real  Preamble  to  this  Bill. 
But  here  is  the  declaration  in  the  Preamble 
of  the  Church  Temporalities  Act — 

"  Wbereas  the  number  of  Bishops  in  Ireland 
may  conveniently  be  diminished,  and  the  revenues 
of  certain  of  the  Bishopries  applied  to  building, 
re-building,  and  repairing  of  Churches  and  other 
such  like  eodesiastical  purposes,  and  to  augmenta- 
tion of  small  Livings  and  to  such  other  purposes 
as  may  oonduoe  to  the  advancement  of  religion 
and  the  eflBoienoy,  permanence,  and  stability  of  the 
United  Churoh  of  England  and  Ireland." 

Is  there  any  similarity,  my  Lords,  between 
a  Bill  hafing  for  its  object  "  the  efficiency, 
permanence,  and  stability  of  the  United 
Church  of  England  and  Ireland,''  and  one 
hafing  for  its  object  the  disestablishmentr 
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and  disendowment  of  the  Irish  hranoh  of 
that  Cbureh  ?  Bot»  my  Lords,  what  is  this 
Church  which  you  are  asked  to  disestablish 
and  disendow?  It  is  the  one  Ohurch  estab- 
lished in  England  and  Ireland.  Of  the 
Irish  landowners  it  has  the  support  of 
eight-ninths  ;  and  to  disestablish  a  Church 
which  is  supported  by  eight-ninths  of  the 
landowners  pf  a  country  seems  to  me 
an  exceedingly  unjust  measure.  I  hare 
endeafoured  to  put  before  your  Lordships, 
with  Tory  few  quotations,  the  views  which 
I  entertain  upon  this  subject ;  but  I  must 
ask  your  Lordships'  attention  to  a  few 
words  which  describe,  in  better  terms  than 
I  can  employ,  the  exact  position  of  the 
Irish  Church.  The  passage  is  taken  from 
a  speech  delitered  in  this  Home  many 
years  ago  by  a  former  Bishop  of  Limerick, 
who  described  the  English  and  Irish 
Church  in  this  manner.     He  said— 

^  On  the  whole,  then,  I  would  exhort  those  who 
love  and  venerate  our  Contiitution,  both  in 
Church  and  State,  to  consider  what  we  have  at 
stake — ^the  integrity  of  our  United  Kingdom  and 
the  Protestant  Faith  of  this  Protestant  Empire. 
If  one  portion  of  the  Church  suffer,  all  must  suf- 
fer with  it.  The  Church  in  England  and  the 
Church  in  Ireland  hare  no  separate  interests, 
have  no  separate  being — thej  must  stand  or  fall 
together.  The  united  Church  of  England  and 
Ireland  is  one  and  indivisible.  It  was  made  so 
bj  solemn  national  compact  in  the  Act  of  Union. 
This  identitj  constitutes  the  fundamental  Article 
of  Union ;  we  might  as  properly  speak  of  two 
Houses  of  Commons,  two  Houses  of  Peers,  two 
Sovereigns,  two  complete  Legislatures,  the  one 
for  England,  the  other  for  Ireland,  as  speak  of 
two  distinct  Churches.  The  national  faith  of  both 
countries  is  pledged  equally  to  maintain  one 
Church,  one  King,  one  House  of  Commons,  one 
House  of  Lords.  If  Parliament,  therefore,  were 
to  subvert  or  to  re-model  the  Church  Establish- 
ment in  Ireland  it  would  break  the  Union ;  and  if 
it  break  the  Union  it  will  enact  its  own  destruc- 
tion ;  it  will  enact  a  revolution  ;  and  of  such  a 
revolution  the  fruit  would  be  nothing  else  than 
anarchy  and  public  ruin." 

I  fully  concur  with  the  right  rer.  Prelate 
that  the  compact  so  entered  into  between 
the  Parliaments  of  the  two  countries  has 
up  to  this  time  been  solemnly  and  religiously 
obserred.  I  beliere  the  Church  to  be  a 
bond  of  union  between  the  two  countries  ; 
and  therefore  nothing  upon  my  part  shall 
be  done  to  strengthen  the  hands  of  the 
enemies  of  that  Church  to  proceed  with 
the  work  which  they  have  commenced. 
But  if  this  attempt  upon  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland  be  successful,  it  will  be 
followed  by  other  attempts  to  subvert  the 
Protestant  Constitution  in  England  and 
Scotland.  I  should  be  very  sorry  to  see 
the  balance  of  the  Constitution  thus  de- 
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stroyed  ;  and  I  believe  that  if  this  attempt 
be  successful  such  will  be  the  r^ult.  Re- 
collect,  my  Lords,  if  you  destroy  this  Estab- 
lishment rou  will  by  no  means  have  de- 
stroyed all  Establishments  ;  you  will  be 
left  with  one  great  Establishment  which 
owns  its  allegiance  not  to  the  Queen  of 
England,  but  to  the  Pope  of  Rome, 
against  the  aggressions  of  whom  this 
country  has  successfully  and  manfully 
striven  for  the  last  300  years.  I  believe 
that  this  successful  resistance  has  been 
mamly  owing  to  the  union  in  this  country 
of  a  Protestant  Church  with  a  Protestant 
State ;  and  upon  the  continuance  of  that 
connection  will  mainly  depend  the  perma- 
nence of  the  Constitution  as  by  law  estab* 
lished  in  this  country,  and  the  maintenance 
of  the  rights  and  privileges  of  all  denomi- 
nations of  Her  Majesty's  subjects. 

Lord  HOUGHTON  :  My  Lords,  your 
Lordships,  by  the  long  and  serious  atten- 
tion given  to  this  subject  have  shown,  I 
think,  your  conviction  that  it  is  one  which 
cannot  be  disposed  of  by  an  abstract  vote 
or  by  a  Suspensory  Bill.  It  is  fully  un- 
derstood that  we  are  now  standing  in  the 
vestibule  merely  of  a  great  national  discus- 
sion, without  any  hope  or  desire  to  close  it 
by  our  vote  to-night.  The  greatness  of 
this  question  can  be  only  appreciated  by 
men  who,  having  studied  the  history  of 
their  country,  have  seen  how  this  questiou 
of  the  Established  Church  of  Ireland  has 
mixed  itself  up  with  other  matters,  and 
how,  having  been  discussed  and  thought 
about  almost  during  a  century,  has  burst 
out  in  the  front  rank.  The  question  has 
been  surrounded  with  many  collateral 
issues  ;  but  as  to  the  main  question— that 
of  the  right  of  the  State  to  desl  with  the 
Irish  Church — I  can  have  no  doubt  what- 
ever ;  for  to  entertain  a  contrary  opinion  it 
would  be  necessary,  as  it  seems  to  me,  to 
go  contrary,  not  only  to  the  very  spirit  of 
Protestantism,  but  to  the  course  of  Church 
reformation  of  any  kind.  What  has  been 
the  course  of  reformation  in  all  Churches 
but  to  deprive  them,  to  a  greater  or  less 
extent,  of  properties  received  from  the 
pious  bequests  of  bygone  generations,  but 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  these  times,  can 
no  longer  be  beneficially  applied  to  the 
purposes  for  which  they  were  given  ?  We 
have  seen  in  Spain  —  a  most  essentially 
Catholic  country,  under  the  regency  of 
Queen  Christina,  herself  a  most  devoted 
Catholic — one-third  of  the  land  taken  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  clergy  ;  and  that  has 
been  since  recogniied  as ''an  accomplished 
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hM,"    The  ehaoge  eertainlj  has  not  been 
predaetite  of  the  great  adrantages  which 
were  expected  ;  nerertheleea,  it  has  had 
the  effSeet  of  placing  the  ecelesiaetical  ays- 
tem  of  Spain  on  an  entirely  new  footing. 
The  Mme  process  is  going  on  in  Italy,  and 
is  being  earned  out,  notwithstanding  oppo- 
sition in  Rome.  And  there  are  many  more 
iastaoses  of  a  like  character.     I  cannot 
see,  therefore,  how,  in  a  Protestant  conn- 
try,  and  snrroanded,  as  I  am,  by  so  many 
of  yoor  Lordships,  who  are  possessors  of 
property  whieh  formerly  belonged  to  the 
Ohireh,  it  can  be  contended  that  to  touch 
any  portion  of  the  property  of  the  Irish 
Charek  k  an  act  of  sacrilege.     The  right 
ret.  Preltte  (the  Bishop  of  Oxford)  tried 
to  be  Tery  jocular  on  the  subject  of  what 
be  called  sentimental  grie? ances  ;  and  he 
wttbed  year  Lordahips  to  beliere  that  these 
neaat  nothing  more  than  wounded  ranity, 
or  feelings  worthy  of  no  serious  attention. 
Bat  I  think  that  if  we  pay  heed  to  the 
bktery  of  the  world,  all  the  great  tumults, 
aad   diffiealties,     and    roTolutions,     have 
sprung  from   what  are  called  sentimental 
griefsnces ;  the  line  between  sentimental 
and  raatertal  grieTance  is  so  narrow  that 
yoo  nerer  can  tell  when  one  will  run  into 
tbe  other.     Sentimental  grioTances  ha?e 
tkii  peculiarity — that  if  you  do  not  touch 
dien  in  the  right  way  and  at  the  right 
tisie  they  become  material  grierances,  and 
proTs  tbe  soorce  of  great  danger.     An- 
otber  point  put  forward  is  the   supposed 
identity  of  the  Churches  of  England  and 
Ir^aad,  as  to  whieh  the  noble  Duke  who 
epeke  last  read  a  quotation  in  which  that 
ieeotity  waa  asserted  in  the  baldest  form. 
My  own  opinion  is  that  if  it  is  held  that 
the  few  hundreds  of  thousands  of  Irish 
Protestaata  form  an  integral  part  of  the 
Cbar^  of  England,  then  it  must   with 
foree  be  held   that  the  millions  of 
I  who  do  not  belong  to  that  Church 
be  held  to  form  part  of  the  great 
Hoaeoaformisi  body.     The  Church  of  Ire- 
bad  must,  in  fact,'  be  taken  upon  its  own 
aerits,  and  must  be  r^arded  in  the  light 
of  its  own  political  circumstances.      Dis- 
ateblittbment  will  certainly  not  utterly  de- 
itroj  the  usefulness  of  the  Irish  Church  as 
has  been  alleged.     Let  us  consider  what 
that  Chorth  might  become ;  and  become 
in  consequence  of  her   disestablishment. 
Hate  we  not»  for  instance,  a  Church  in 
I>&  admirably  serred  as  to  all  its  offices, 
^M^g  to  &iglish   Protestants  the  no- 
^|^>*tt7  Uiktrations,  and  yet  it  is  not  a 
^(■te  Chmth  in  the  Irish  sense  of  the 


word,  and  it  exists  in  the  midst  of  a  popu- 
lation, rery  greatly  superior  in  proportion 
of  numbers  to  the  Roman  Catholic  popula- 
tion of  Ireland  ?  I  see  no  reason  why  the 
same  should  not  be  the  case  in  Ireland. 
Take  it  how  you  like,  with  regard  to  the 
Irish  Church,  as  long  as  that  disproportion 
of  numbers  exists  it  must  still  be  the 
Church  of  the  Conqueror — the  Church  of 
the  Garrison.  If  I  am  asked  how  the 
question  comes  before  your  Lordships,  I 
am  told  it  has  been  brought  forward  as  a 
party  morement.  The  noble  Duke  said 
so  to-night ;  but  I  oannot  see  why  that 
should  be  made  an  objection  to  doing  what 
is  in  itself  right ;  those  who  wish  earnestly 
that  a  thing  should  be  done  are  most  likely 
to  find  the  best  way  of  accomplishing  it. 
I  think,  howe? or,  some  injustice  has  been 
done  to  the  Government  in  respect  of  the 
Irish  question.  In  this  I  think  the  effort 
made  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
conciliate  the  Irish  Roman  Catholics— al- 
though I  do  not  think  it  was  made  in  a 
wise  direction*  for  national  education  ought 
not,  in  my  opinion,  to  have  been  the  first 
thing  modified — was,  nevertheless,  and  I 
do  believe  a  good  and  generous  effort,  and 
I  regret  that  it  was  not  appreciated  as  it 
as  it  deserved.  To  apply  a  quotation 
which  must  be  familiar  to  your  Lordships 
— **  Quod  bent  eogitasH  aliquando  laudo; 
quod  non  fecUti  ignosco ;  tnrtim  ilia  rei 
gucBrehat  It  did  require  a  great  man  to 
do  this :  it  required  a  great  man  because 
it  was  necessary  that  he  should  have  the 
courage  and  the  power  to  set  himself  in  a 
great  degree  against  what  I  will  not  eall 
the  common  sense,  but  the  common  non- 
sense of  the  country.  My  Lords,  had  Her 
Majesty's  Government  boldly  avowed  the 
intention,  even  at  the  sacrifice  of  power, 
of  conciliating  the  Roman  Catholics,  as 
Mr.  Pitt  proposed  and  as  George  III.  ap- 
proved, I  verily  believe  they  would  have 
been  successful.  But  I  do  not  mean  to 
say  that  it  would  be  possible  to  introduce 
religious  equality  by  placing  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  in  a  position  of  dignity.  I 
do  not  believe  that  the  Roman  Catholics 
will  |o  against  this  Bill,  because  such  a 
course  would  be  contrary  to  their  history 
and  traditions.  I  believe  that  the  only 
satisfactory  way  of  solving  the  diflBculty 
will  be  to  place  the  Roman  Catholics  and 
the  Protestants  upon  the  same  footing. 
At  the  present  time  no  person  can  say  that 
they  are  upon  a  basis  of  equality.  Your 
Lordships  must  come  sooner  or  later  to  the 
resolution  to  place  the  Protestant  popular  t 
IThird  Ntghtl^S^^ 


228 


MstahUihid  Ohtireh 


ILOBDS) 


(Irelafld)  BM. 


224 


tlon  of  Ireland  on  the  same  footing  as  the 
Roman  Catholics,  among  whom  they  are 
sparsely  scattered.  The  Roman  Catholics 
of  Ireland  have  won  the  respect  of  the 
whole  of  Europe  by  the  tenacity  with 
which  they  hold  to  their  faith,  and  the 
greatness  of  their  sacrifices  to  maintain 
that  faith  inviolate.  I  therefore  trust  your 
Lordships  will  throw  no  impediment  what- 
ever in  the  way  of  this  Bill,  but  will  clear 
the  way  to  a  statesmanlike  solution  of  the 
greatest  difficulty  of  modern  times. 

The  Earl  op  BANDON  :  My  Lords, 
my  apology  for  venturing  to  address  you 
on  this  subject  is  that  I  have  been  called 
upon  to  preside  at  one  of  the  largest  Pro- 
testant meetings  held  in  Ireland  during  the 
last  quarter  of  a  century.  I  hope,  as 
a  layman,  you  will  let  me  put  in  my  plea 
in  support  of  my  claim  to  a  vested  interest 
in  the  Church  of  Ireland.  I  am  merely 
repeating  the  sentiment  of  that  vast  as- 
semblage when  I  declare  my  conviction 
that  the  property  of  the  Irish  Church  can- 
not be  confiscated.  Those  who  attended 
that  meeting  in  no  way  desired  to  curtail 
the  privileges  their  Roman  Catholic  fellow- 
subjects  enjoyed,  but  they  were  determined 
to  maintain  inviolate  the  great  principles 
of  the  Reformation.  They  sought  for  no 
Protestant  ascendancy,  except  that  which 
was  inseparable  from  the  supremacy  of 
their  Queen  and  the  security  of  the  Crown. 
As  a  specimen  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
Suspensory  Bill  would  work  let  me  adduce  an 
example  from  my  own  parish.  The  parish 
is  large,  but  the  income  is  so  small  that 
the  clergyman  would  naturally  not  employ 
more  assistance  that  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary, but  he  has  two  curates ;  and  if  we 
should  happen  to  lose  our  incumbent  in  the 
course  of  this  summer  with  this  Bill  in 
operation  it  would  be  in  the  power  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  to  place  only 
one  clergyman  in  their  stead,  or  even  to 
join  the  parish  to  another.  If  the  Bishop 
were  to  die  the  case  would  be  even  more 
deplorable  ;  the  whole  of  the  clergy  would 
be  without  their  chief.  And  what  does 
this  clergyman  receive  as  his  share  of  the 
enormous  revenues  of  the  United  Ohurch 
of  England  and  Ireland  ?  The  net  reve- 
nue of  the  parish  is  £19  19«.  Zd.  I  have 
inquired  into  our  title  to  this  property, 
"^  and  I  find  it  originally  belonged  to  the 
Knights  of  Jerusalem,  from  whom  it  was 
confiscated  and  given  to  the  Abbey  of 
Mowone,  in  the  county  of  Cork  ;  but  in 
course  of  time  it  was  again  confiscated. 
Well,  you  come  to  the  question  npon  what 
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higher  grounds  does  the  property  of  my  noble 
Friend,  who  receives  the  rectorial  tithes,  de- 
pend than  the  property  of  the  vicar  of  the 
parish — for  both  were  taken  at  the  same 
time  }     But  this  Suspensory  Bill  not  only 
suspended  the  property  of  the  Established 
Church,  but  it  stopped  the  grant  to  May- 
nooth.     Were  the  present  assailants  of  the 
Church  prepared  to  say  thot  all  their  legis- 
lation for  the  last  thirty  years  with  regard 
to  Maynooth  was  totally  wrong?     Such, 
however,  was  the  logical  conclusion  of  their 
proceedings.     Now,  there  was  one  state- 
ment made  by  the  noble  Lord  who  intro- 
duced this  Bill  to  which  I  am  anxious  to 
allude,  inasmuch  as  I  think  some  refutation 
is   necessary.     The  noble  Earl   repeated 
the  accusation  which  has   so  often   been 
made — that  the  Reformed  Church  robbed 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  of  its  revenues 
at  the  time  of  the  Reformation.     But  it  is 
somewhat  extraordinary  that  if  snch  were 
the  case  there  should  be  no  record  of  the 
fact.     By  the  Acts  of  Parliament  of  Henry 
VIII.  the  taking  away  of  the  property  of  the 
monasteries  was  recorded  ;    but  there  was 
no  record  to  be  found  of  any  transfer  of 
property  from  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
to   the    Established   Church.      Now,    my 
Lords,  we  are  told  by  those  who  support 
this  that  the  whole  of  this  Irish  Church 
agitation  is  the  result  of  the  Fenian  con- 
spiracy.   I  happen  to  be  a  resident  in  that 
part  of  Ireland  unfortunately  where   the 
Fenian  boats  lately  landed.    Being  so  near» 
I  listened  with  the  greatest  attention  to  all 
that  occurred  at  the  time,  and  it  struck  me 
as  somewhat  curious  that  the  connection 
between  Fenianism  and  the  Irish  Church 
was  never  discovered  till  the  late  Govern- 
ment lost  power.     The  Attorney  Qeneral 
and  Solicitor  General  of  Ireland  for  the 
late    Government,   while  conducting    the 
trials  against  those  members  of  the  con- 
spiracy who  had  been  arrested,  never  even 
hinted  at  this  alleged  cause  of  Irish  dis- 
content.    It  is  said  we  ought  to  defer   to 
the  feelings  of  the  majority  of  the  people 
in  Ireland,  and  that  it  is  for  them  to  de- 
cide what  should   be  the  established    re- 
ligion.   But,  my  Lords,  how  is  that  opintoa 
to  be  ascertained,  and   to  whom  are  wo 
to  refer  the  question  ?  There  are  more  thaa 
2,000,000   people    in    Ireland    who    caa 
neither  read  nor   write,  and  are   they   to 
have  a  voice  in  the  question,  and  to  decido 
which  Church  shall  be  the  established  one 
of  the  country  ?     I  have  been  a  good  deal 
in  the  habit  of  mixing  with  the  people  oC 
Ireland,  but  I  never  h^ar  a  single  woni 
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said  aboQl  the  Establislied  Chureh.  It  is 
not  until  I  come  to  London  that  I  bear  of 
complaint  as  to  its  existence.  Let  as  pass 
a  decree  for  its  abolition  and  our  difficulties 
only  commence,  for  to  what  purposes  will 
you  apply  the  money  which  you  will  ob- 
tain? The  Roman  Catholics  profess — 
whether  sincerely  or  not  1  do  not  pretend 
to  say — that  they  will  not  consent  to  re- 
ceive any  of  the  emoluments  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church.  Do  you  intend  to  apply 
them  to  the  reduction  of  the  burdens  borne 
by  the  public  Treasury,  or  to  the  erection 
of  harbours  or  other  public  works  ?  And, 
my  Lords,  there  is  this  extraordinary  fact 
in  connection  with  this  Bill — that  this  is 
the  first  time  that  it  has  been  proposed 
to  the  members  of  a  Church  to  destroy 
that  Church  for  its  own  benefit.  It  is  a 
carious  circumstance  that  in  the  time  of 
James  IL  there  was  a  Suspensory  Bill 
brought  forward  for  Ireland,  which  also 
passed  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
there  appears  to  have  been  some  simi- 
larity between  the  Bill  and  one  lately 
brought  up  to  your  Lordships'  House,  for 
Archbishop  Xing  told  us  that  life-interests 
were  to  be  preserved  by  James  IL;  but 
the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  of  that  day, 
not  satisfied  to  wait  their  time,  came,  and 
before  the  livings  were  vacsnt  took  posses- 
sion of  them.  I  might  quote  the  testimony 
of  Lord  Coke,  to  the  effect  that  nobody 
will  bring  up  his  sons  to  study  for  a  pro- 
fession like  the  Church  when  they  would 
have,  after  painful  study,  nothing  to  live 
upon.  I  might  also  quote  from  Sir  Henry 
Bulwer's  HUiorieal  Charcieters  with  refer- 
ence to  the  property  of  the  French  clergy 
during  the  Revolution  when  Prince  Talley- 
rand proposed  to  preserve  the  rights  of  the 
existing  clergymen.  Sir  Henry  Bulwer 
says  that  the  clergy  complained,  not  so 
much  of  the  insuflicienoy  of  the  provision 
made  for  them  as  of  the  grievance  that 
their  income  of  proprietors  was  changed 
into  that  of  life-renters,  and  that  the  Bishop 
of  Autun  had  mis-stated  their  case  and 
justified  this  robbery.  But,  my  Lords,  we 
have  been  told  that  the  Irish  has  failed  as 
a  Missionary  Church.  That  statement  I 
entirely  deny.  It  is  now  thirty-four  years 
since  i  defended  the  Irish  Church  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  ond  its  condition  has 
been  greatly  improved  since  then.  Many 
new  churches  have  been  built,  and  the 
clergy  are  active  and  zealous;  the  Protest- 
ant population  has  enormously  increased  in 
proportion  to  the  Roman  Catholics ;  and 
althoagh  in  some  instances  there  has  been 
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a  slight  diminution  in  the  number  of  the 
Protestants,  and  I  can  state  on  the  authority 
of  the  clergymen,  that  in  the  county  of 
Cork,  with  which  I  am  more  particularly 
connected,  the  seal  of  the  Protestant  por- 
tion of  the  population  and  their  attendance 
at  the  services  of  religion  hns  increased  in 
a  remarkable  proportion.  The  clergy  never 
were  so  active.  The  late  lamented  Primate 
said  he  found  the  Irish  Church  in  difficulty 
and  he  left  her  in  spiritual  efficiency.  Even 
of  Roman  Catholics  there  are  many  who 
regard  the  Irish  Church  as  a  barrier  against 
the  tyranny  of  their  own  clergy.  If  absen- 
teeism is  an  evil,  this  Bill  will  greatly  ag- 
gravate it,  for  its  natural  tendency  must 
be  to  lessen  the  desire  of  the  Protestant 
proprietors  to  reside  in  a  country  in  which 
they  are  deprived  of  tho  services  of  their 
religion.  Are  you  prepared  to  take  away 
that  property  which  has  belonged  to  the 
Irish  Church  from  time  immemorial,  which 
was  secured  by  the  Act  of  Settlement,  and 
guaranteed  by  an  essential  Article  of  the 
Union?  The  very  basis  of  that  Union 
was  that  there  should  be  one  united  Church. 
If  your  Lordships  will  suspend  nothing  else 
by  this  Bill  you  will  suspend  the  future 
peace,  happiness,  and  prosperity  of  Ireland. 
The  result  will  be  that  landlords  will  seek 
to  have  tenants  of  their  own  religion.  I 
do  not  say  that  is  the  right  thing  to  do^ 
but  it  will  be  the  inevitable  result.  We 
are  told  that  the  Church  of  England  will 
not  suffer  if  you  attack  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land. I  think  the  noble  Earl  who  held  the 
Seals  of  the  Foreign  Office  told  us  some- 
thing that  we  should  beware  of.  He  said 
that  to  the  Church  of  England  the  danger 
was  not  from  without  but  from  within.  My 
Lords,  we  know  what  that  danger  is,  and 
will  you  increase  it  by  demolishing  a 
Church,  which,  poor  though  she  may  be  in 
this  world's  wealth,  has  been  always  pure 
in  her  faith  and  true  in  her  adherence  to 
the  glorious  principles  of  the  Reformation. 
Dr.  Jebb,  Bishop  of  Limerick,  says,  **  I 
know  the  State  knows  no  separate  Church 
of  England  or  Ireland.  The  State  knows 
of  one  United  Church  of  England  and  Ire- 
land.'' My  Lords,  I  wish  you  would  read 
a  speech  made  by  the  late  Bishop  of  London, 
(Bishop  Blomfield),  in  which  he  told  this 
House  that  if  the  Opposition  were  to  de- 
stroy the  Church  of  Ireland  they  would  not 
be  content.  He  says,  that  having  once 
gained  a  victory  over  the  weaker  Church, 
they  would  be  only  encouraged  to  go  on 
when  the  prise  before  them  was  so  much 
greater.  I  firmly  believe  that  it  would  b& 
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the  greatest  posBible  evil  for  Ireland  if  you 
were  to  destroy  the  Established  Church. 
If  you  were  to  ask  me  what  I  would  do  in 
a  political  sense  for  Ireland  I  would  implore 
you  to  leaye  her  alone.  If  you  would  ask 
me  what  I  would  have  you  do  to  satisfy 
her  people,  I  would  say  develop  her  re- 
sources, extend  her  railways,  make  her 
great  harbours  available  to  the  shipping 
of  the  world.  That  will  secure  peace,  which 
alone  will  enable  capital  to  be  introduced 
into  the  country.  We  are  told  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  are  disaffected  and  dis- 
loyal. Was  that  found  to  be  so  when  the 
Prince  of  Wales  visited  Dublin  ?  I  do  not 
speak  now  of  the  reception  he  met  with 
within  the  ancient  walls  of  St.  Patrick, 
but  of  the  reception  which  greeted  him 
from  the  people  themselves  in  the  streets 
of  Dublin  and  the  racecourse  of  Punches- 
town.  My  solemn  belief  is  that  if  his 
Boyal  Highness  were  to  visit  Ireland 
again,  be  it  in  the  South,  West,  or  North, 
his  reception  would  be  equally  enthusias- 
tic, and  if  he  were  to  visit  the  beautiful 
scenery  of  Eillarney  the  mountains  would 
be  made  to  echo  with  the  cordial  cheers 
of  a  loyal  people.  My  Lords,  I  would  im- 
plore you  to  reject  this  Suspensory  Bill. 
It  is  ruinous,  mischievous,  and  would  make 
Ireland  miserable.  I  pray  you,  by  the 
martyred  blood  of  the  Reformers,  by  the 
memory  of  your  ancestors,  who  gained  the 
glorious  revolution  of  1688,  by  the  present 
peace  and  the  future  prosperity  of  Ireland, 
to  reject  the  Bill.  I  would  remind  those 
who  are  about  to  appeal  to  the  country 
of  the  oft-repeated  but  true  lines — 

'*  Faoilis  descensus  Avemi ; 
Sed  revooare  gradum  superasque  evadere 

ad  auras, 
Hie  labor,  hoc  opus  est" 

The  Babl  of  GRANARD  :  My  Lords, 
as  one  of  the  Peers  who  signed  the  decla- 
ration of  the  Roman  Catholic  laity  in  fa- 
vour of  ^religious  equality  I  have  some 
right  to  be  heard  upon  this  question.  That 
declaration  was  a  disclaimer  of  the  state- 
ments so  offensively  reiterated  that  in  Ire- 
land there  was  a  feeling  of  apathy  upon 
this  subject.  That  declaration  was  sigued 
by  the  Irish  Roman  Catholic  Peers,  by  all 
Roman  Catholic  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  except  two,  and  by  the  most 
eminent  members  of  the  professional  and 
commercial  classes  in  Ireland  ;  and  such 
a  declaration  must  be  looked  upon  as  re- 
presenting the  opinion  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic laity  of  Ireland,  In  the  course  of 
this  debate  we  have  heard  a  good  deal 
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about  spoliation  of  the  Church.     But  we 
have  not  heard  of  the   alienation  by  the 
Protestant   Bishops   of  so   much  of  the 
landed  property  of  the    Church    for  the 
benefit  of  their  relations,  until  tbe  abuse 
was  checked  some  years  ago  by  an  Act 
of  Parliament,   which  made  it  illegal  for 
Bishops  to  let  see  lands  at  a  lower  rent  than 
two-thirds  of  their  market  value.     Every 
Bishop,  on  appointment,  refused  the  re- 
newal fines ;  and  when  from  this  procedure 
the  existing  leases  expired  at  tbe  end  of 
twenty-one  years,  he  then  let  the  lands  at 
a  merely  nominal  rent  to  some  member  of 
of  his  own  family.  Instances  of  this  aliena- 
tion have  been  frequent  in  most  of  the  Irish 
dioeeses.     For  instance  there  was  a  pro- 
perty worth   £8,000  a  year  sold  in  the 
county  of   Meath,   which   had    been   be- 
queathed by  a  Bishop  of  that  diocese  (Dr. 
Dopping)  to  his  descendants  ;  and  I  believe 
that  a  great  proportion  of  that  property, 
like  many  others  of  a  similar  class,  con- 
sisted of  Church  lands,  which,  being  con- 
verted into  perpetuities,  are  now  lost  to 
the  Church  and  the  State  for  ever — un- 
less, indeed,  the  consciences  of  the  present 
possessors  are  smitten  by  their  own  argu- 
ment, and  they  restore  the  property.     It 
certainly  is  remarkable  that  the  persons 
most  vehement  against  the  spoliation  of 
the    Irish  Church   should  be  those   who 
profited  in  a  great  degree  by  a  similar  line 
of  conduct.     My  Lords,  if  you  throw  out 
this  Bill,  in  what  spirit  will  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the   Irish   people  approach   the 
hustings  next  November  ?     With  feelinga 
of  the  greatest  irritation— feelings,  indeed, 
almost  of  despair  at  ever  obtaining  redresa 
from    the    Imperial    Parliament   for   the 
grievances  from  which  they  have  so  long 
suffered.  Then  there  will  be  the  smoulder- 
ing embers  of  Fenianism.     I  do  not  know 
that  Fenianism  has  mueh  to  do  with  this 
subject;  but  a  passage  from  Mr.  Maguire^s 
book  may  be  usefully  remembered  by  your 
Lordships,  in  which  it  is  stated  that  the 
Fenians  in  America  would  greatly  deplore 
to  see  the  grievances  of  Ireland  redressed, 
because  in  that  case  their  occupation  would 
be  gone.     Lord  Cornwall  is  described  what 
occurred   in    the  days   of  Protestant  as- 
cendancy,  and   the  sort   of  conversation 
which  was   held   at    his  table   about  the 
hanging,  and  shooting,  and  burning  that 
went  on.     He  says-— 

*'  The  conversation  of  the  principal  persons  of 
the  country  all  tends  to  encourage  this  system  of 
hlood ;  and  tbe  conversation  at  my  table,  where 
you  will  suppose  1  do  aU  1  can  to  prevent  it»  al* 
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wajt  tirnt  on  luuigiiig,  ihootiiig,  barning ;  and  if 
a  priest  has  been  put  to  death,  the  greatest  joy  is 
expressed  bj  the  whole  company.  So  much  for 
Ireland  and  tey  wretched  sitaation." 

In  another  be  writes  of  the  principal  per- 
sons of  the  country — 

**  The  words  Papists  and  Priests  are  for  ever  in 
their  months ;  and  by  their  unacoonntable  policy 
they  would  driTO  four-fifths  of  the  community  into 
irreeonoilable  rebellion." 

Snch  were  the  feelings  of  the  ascendancy 
party  in  the  days  of  Lord  Cornwaliis.  And 
that  this  spirit  is  still  rife  in  Ireland  I 
think  the  language  held  at  recent  meet- 
ings of  that  party  sufficiently  prores.  At  a 
meeting  held  in  the  holy  city  of  Orangeism, 
— its  Mecca  Enniskilleny  —  presided  over 
by  the  rector,  resolutions  were  passed  that, 
if  necessary,  the  Protestants  would  shed 
their  blood  as  their  ancestors  had  done  ; 
and  one  rev.  gentleman,  referring  to  the 
Coronation  Oath,  reminded  the  meeting 
that  an  English  monarch  had  lost  his 
crown  at  the  Boyne,  and  warned  Her  Ma- 
jesty of  what  would  happen  if  she  broke 
her  Oath.  I  will  now  qifote  from  one  of 
their  lyrics,  popularly  ascribed  to  an  eccle- 
siastic of  the  Prorince  of  Armagh  ;  it  is 
to  the  tune  of  "  Lisnaglad,"  a  well-known 
party  tune — 

**  Woe  wortli  the  day  that  Erin's  Isle 

To  a  Popish  King  did  bow  ; 
And  Protestants,  without  a  cause, 

Were  hanged  to  feed  the  orow. 
Then  Pope  and  Priest  our  pockets  fleeced, 

And  Protestant  blood  did  flow. 

«*  They  took  our  Churches  from  us, 

And  in  them  mumbled  Mass  ; 
They  cramped  our  feet  in  wooden  shoes, 

And  our  money  they  made  of  brass. 
They  wanted  us  to  cross  ourseWes, 

And  learn  their  Popish  tricks  ; 
To  scrape  and  nod  to  a  wafer  God, 

And  worship  the  Crucifix." 

Is  this  the  language  of  the  mild  and  tole- 
rant almoners—  of  the  gentlemen  who  Hto 
among  us  as  ci?ilisers,  while  the  rest  of 
the  nation,  as  the  right  re?.  Prelate  would 
have  oa  belicTe,  is  a  nation  of  assassins  ? 
["No,  no!*']  The  assertion  that  the 
renoTal  of  such  persons  would  be  a  great 
injury  to  Ireland  is  almost  as  ridiculous 
as  that  if  the  Protestant  Church  were 
disestablished  the  Protestants  of  Belfast 
woold  leave  that  place  in  a  body.  I 
most  say  that  I  regret  that  all  the  past 
history  of  Ireland  cannot  be  buried  in 
oblifion.  But  there  can  be  no  tabula 
Ta$a — these  sad  recollections  affect  the 
Ireland  of  to-day,  and  therefore  we  must 
deal  with  this  question.  Depend  upon 
it  the  Irish  people  will  never  forget  the 


past,  and  the  future  of  Ireland  can  never 
be  one  of  contentment  and  of  peaee  so 
long  as  the  Established  Church  lasts ; 
there  will  be  neither  peace  nor  prosperity 
in  that  country  so  long  as  the  laws  are 
not  administered  equally  for  the  benefit  of 
the  whole  people. 

The  Eabl  op  CLANCARTY:  My 
Lords,  I  am  very  sorry  to  interpose  be- 
tween your  Lordships  and  the  noble  Earl 
who  has  just  given  way  (Earl  Russell); 
but  connected  as  I  am  by  birth,  by  pro- 
perty, and  by  every  tie  of  sympathy  and 
affection,  with  Ireland,  so  often,  as  now, 
selected  as  the  battle-field  for  the  confiict 
of  parties  in  Parliament,  I  am  anxious  to 
address  to  your  Lordships  a  few  words, 
and  they  shall  be  very  few,  arising  out  of 
this  debate.  Although  I  shall  give  my 
vote  with  the  noble  Earl  who  has  moved  to 
defer  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  I  do 
not  concur,  with  him  in  the  view  he  has 
taken  of  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland 
as  an  injustice  or  offence  to  my  Roman 
Catholic  fellow-countrymen.  As  a  con- 
stant resident  in  Ireland,  I  am  enabled 
with  confidence  to  affirm  that  the  Roman 
Catholics  in  general  entertain  no  unfriendly 
feelings  towards  the  Protestant  Establish- 
ment. It  is  undoubtedly  denounced,  and 
in  no  measured  terms,  by  the  Romish 
hierarchy,  who  before  the  Emancipation 
Act  professed  such  different  views  regard- 
ing it,  but  who  now  see  no  occasion  to 
make  such  profession.  By  their  infiuence 
the  signatures  of  many  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic laity  were  procured  to  that  declara- 
tion against  the  Established  Church  to 
which  the  noble  Earl  who  spoke  last  alluded 
as  having  been  signed  by  himself;  but  I 
am  credibly  informed  that  in  the  county 
of  Oalway,  one  of  the  largest  counties  in 
Ireland,  and  in  which  are  very  many  and 
most  respectable  Roman  Catholic  land- 
olmers,  only  two  of  them  would  sign  it, 
others  having  refused  to  do  so,  and  that, 
too,  in  a  county  where  a  great  missionary 
work  has  been  and  is  in  active  prpgress. 
My  Lords,  as  an  Irishman  I  protest  against 
the  wrong  done  to  my  country  in  stirring 
up  religious  dissensions  and  making  her 
highest  interests  the  sport  of  party.  Ire- 
land is  often  reproached  for  her  backward- 
ness in  civilization  and  general  improve- 
ment, and  with  being  a  disunited  nation; 
but  nothing  so  much  tends  to  impede  her 
improvement,  nothing  has  operated  so 
much  to  produce  disunion  and  to  stir  up 
sectarian  animosities  among  the  Irish 
people,  as  the  wanton  and  ignorant  med- 
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dliDg  with  their  religious  intereBts.  As  a 
member  of  the  Established  Church  I  pro- 
test against  this  measure  as  a  first  step 
towards  the  suppression  of  the  Reformed 
Faith  in  Ireland.  Settlers  in  Ireland  have 
been  for  the  roost  part  Protestants,  and 
have  purchased  their  lands  subject  to  a 
deduction  or  rent-charge  for  the  support 
of  the  Protestant  Church,  and  on  the  faith 
of  that  Church  being  maintained — an  as- 
surance fully  warranted  by  the  Act  of 
Union.  Towards  these  the  overthrow  of 
the  Protestant  Establishment  would  be 
manifestly  a  breach  of  faith,  no  less  dis- 
honouring to  the  British  Parliament  than 
the  proposal  of  it  is  to  the  character  of 
British  statesmen.  Individually,  as  amem- 
ber  of  the  proscribed  communion,  I  might 
complain  of  the  wrong  done  to  myself;  but 
what  is  that  compared  to  the  wrong  done 
to  the  humbler  classes  of  Protestants  ? 
I  may  provide  for  my  immediate  depen- 
dants as  in  a  foreign  land,  where  the  pro- 
fession of  the  Reformed  Faith  is  only  recog- 
nized as  an  offence;  but  what  is  to  become 
of  the  Protestant  peasantry,  scattered,  it 
may  be,  in  small  numbers  through  the 
country,  thenceforward  as  sheep  without  a 
shepherd  ?  Thirty-six  years  ago  you  de- 
prived them  of  the  blessing  of  Scriptural 
education  for  their  children  by  the  sup- 
pression of  the  use  of  the  Bible  in  the 
National  schoolrooms  ;  but  you  reserved  to 
the  parson  the  right,  and  yon  imposed  it 
upon  him  as  a  duty,  that,  after  school 
hours,  he  should  give  religious  instruction 
to  such  children  of  his  flock  as  he  could 
get  together.  The  clergy  very  properly 
declined  to  dishonour  their  mission  as 
ministers  of  God's  Word  by  accepting  so 
improcticable  an  arrangement,  and  have 
done  their  best,  without  the  aid  or  coun- 
tenance of  the  State,  to  provide  Scriptural 
education  for  the  poor  of  Ireland.  Carry 
out  the  policy  of  this  Bill,  and  the  Pro- 
testant poor  will  be  for  ever  deprived,  not 
only  of  the  means  of  education  for  their 
children,  but  of  the  means  of  grace  for 
themselves.  Reference  has  been  made  to 
the  shortcomings  and  abuses  of  the  Church 
for  a  long  period  up  to  the  beginning  of 
the  present  century.  They  are  undeniable ; 
and  though  my  most  rev.  Friend  the  Lord 
Primate  of  Ireland,  and  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late who  so  ably  addressed  you  this  day, 
'have  with  historical  truth  pointed  out  how 
much  the  British  Government  was  respon- 
sible for  those  abuses,  I  cannot  consider 
that  the  Church  itself — by  which  I  mean 
not  alone  the  clergy  but  the  educated 
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classes  of  the  laity — was,  therefore,  in  any 
degree  excusable.  When  the  mission  was 
accepted  to  instruct  the  people  in  the  Re- 
formed Faith,  it  was  no  excuse  for  the 
neglect  of  doing  so  that  the  English  Go- 
vernment acted  in  error,  as  they  so  often 
now  do,  with  respect  to  the  requirements 
of  the  Irish  people.  Dealing,  however, 
with  the  Church  Establishment  as  it  now 
is,  it  is  not  in  a  satisfactory  state,  and 
presents  anomalies  that  require  to  be  cor- 
rected ;  but  I  trust  that  remedies  for  these 
may  shortly  be  proposed  as  the  result  of 
the  inquiry  now  before  the  Church  Com- 
mission, and  that  your  Lordships  will  be 
thereby  enabled  to  assist  in  placing  the 
Establishment  henceforward  upon  a  footing 
of  greater  efficiency,  and  that,  instead  of 
severing,  you  will  draw  closer,  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  people  of  Ireland,  no  less 
than  of  the  Empire  at  large,  the  union  of 
Church  and  State.  If  the  friends  of  the 
Constitution  have  seen  with  some  alarm  a 
Bill  of  so  revolutionary  a  kind  as  that  wo 
are  now  considering  sent  up  from  the 
House  of  Commons,  I  think  they  may  find 
comfort  in  the  manifest  growth  of  public 
opinion  in  condemnation  of  the  measure. 
The  discussions  that  have  taken  place 
upon  it,  and  the  influence  of  this  debate, 
but  especially  the  unanswered  and  unan- 
swerable address  of  the  noble  Earl  the  late 
Prime  Minister,  cannot  but  conduce  to  a 
better  understanding  and  appreciation  of 
the  security  afforded  to  our  civil  and  reli- 
gious liberties  by  the  maintenance  of  the 
Protestant  Church  in  connection  with  the 
State.  I  regret  that  this  Bill  should 
have  received  the  support  of  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  who  spoke  third  in  this  debate. 
His  long  residence  in  Ireland,  prior  to  and 
during  the  period  he  held  the  Office  of 
Lord  Lieutenant,  gave  him  a  right  to 
speak  as  one  who  knew  the  country.  I 
was,  therefore,  much  surprised  and  grieved 
to  hear  him  speak  as  he  did  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church  as  an  offence  and  con- 
stant source  of  grievance  to  the  Roman 
Catholics,  and  that  he  should  have  pointed 
to  it  as  among  the  causes  of  the  Fenian 
insurrection.  The  aspersions  cast  upon 
the  Church  by  the  noble  Earl  will  un- 
doubtedly  cause  pain  and  disappointment 
to  many  who  knew  and  respected  him 
while  acting  as  Lord  Lieutenant.  But  the 
noble  Earl  himself  has  happily  spared  me 
the  necessity  of  vindicating  the  character 
of  the  Irish  clergy  ;  for  when  the  fire  of 
his  zeal  in  support  of  this  party  movement 
had  in  some  degree  subsided,  he  appeared 
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to  hare  forgotten  the  stroDg  bat  probably 
uneonBider^  ezpreMions  he  had  uBod;  and, 
prompted  by  his  honest  recollection  of  the 
true  character  of  that  Church  he  had  bo 
condemned,  he  gave  utterance  to  the  fol- 
lowing  just  eulogy  of  its  ministry ,  which 
I  have  copied  from  the  report  of  The 
Times  ;— 

"  I  have  not  lixed  so  long  in  Ireland  without 
baring  learned  to  appreciate  the  signal  yirtneB  of 
the  Inth  clergy,  more  espeoiallj  of  the  working 
clergy.  I  know  there  are  exceptions,  but  8tiU 
the  condaet  of  the  Protestant  clergy  of  Ireland, 
as  a  body,  is  most  exemplary.  To  the  extent  of 
their  means  they  are  Tory  charitable.  They  are 
not  distrusted  by  their  Catholic  neighbours,  and 
their  removal  iirom  the  parishes  in  which  they 
labour  would  give  cause  for  much  regret." 

A  stronger  denial  than  this  there  could  not 
be  of  biB  own  statement  in  the  beginning 
of  his  speech,  that  the  Protestant  Church — 

*^  Is  a  constant  source  of  grievance  to  millions 
of  your  fellow-subjects  whom  it  is  our  interest  to 
conciliate,  and  whom  we  have  no  right  to  offend." 

The  Doble  Earl's  predilectiouB  were,  how- 
ever, more  towards  the  Roman  CatholicB 
than  Protestants.  He  was  accordingly 
among  the  supporters  of  the  Maynooth 
Bill,  and  as  there  is  some  analogy  between 
the  proposal  of  the  present  measure  and 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  Maynooth  College,  I  would 
beg  to  call  jour  Lordships'  attention  to  it. 
Upon  that  occasion  the  country  had  been 
much  disturbed  by  the  agitation  for  the 
Repeal  of  the  Union,  and  the  monster 
meetings  held  in  furtherance  of  that  move- 
ment became  exhibitions  of  physical  force 
imperilling  the  public  peace,  and  manifestly 
designed  to  overawe  the  Government.  Sir 
Robert  Peel  resolved  to  put  them  down, 
and  sacceeded  ;  and,  having  vindicated  the 
law,  he  announced,  and  had  immediate 
recourse  to,  a  policy  of  conciliation.  This 
was  shown  in  measures  for  the  advance- 
ment of  Roman  Catholic  ecclesiastical 
interests,  but  chiefly  in  the  permanent 
endowment  of  Maynooth  College,  and  its 
establishment  as  a  Royal  Institution.  We 
now  have  the  Fenian  conspiracy  nearly  if 
not  quite  put  down  by  the  strong  arm  of 
the  law.  Though  a  movement  essentially 
American,  it  has  been  imputed  to  Ireland, 
to  the  Irish  Roman  Catholics,  and  there- 
fore, as  after  the  Repeal  movement,  it 
seems  in  the  view  of  noble  Lords  opposite 
to  have  entitled  them  to  the  inauguration 
anew  of  a  policy  of  conciliation — a  new 
concession  to  the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy, 
in  the  overthrow  of  the  Protestant  Estab- 
Ibbment.     But  the  noble  Earl   and  the 


Liberal  promoters  of  the  Bill  appear  to 
have  overlooked  a  rather  remarkable  fact 
connected  with  it — namely,   that   it  con- 
tains similar  proyision  for  the  suppression 
of  Maynooth  College  as  for  the  suppression 
of  the  Church  Establishment:    that  this 
act  of  justice  to  Roman  Catholics  of  1868 
cancels  that  act  of  justice  and  conciliation 
to  the  same  body  that  was  voted  by  such 
large  Parliamentary    majorities  in   1845. 
Can    this   have   been    mere  accident,    or 
have  the  friends  of  Maynooth  discovered 
that  the  endowment  of  that  College  was 
not   an  act  of  justice,  and,   though   an- 
nounced by  Sir  Robert  Peel  as  a  message 
of  peace,  has  not  conduced  to  that  end  ? 
If  so,  I  would  suggest  to  noble  Lords  op- 
posite to  pause  and  consider  well,  before 
they  proceed    further    with   their    attack 
upon  the  Protestant  Establishment,  whe- 
ther they  may  not  be  doing,  instead  of  an 
act  of  justice  to  the  Roman  Catholics  of 
Ireland,  an  act  of  dire  wrong  to  the  whole 
country,  by  destroying  what,  to  the  Irish 
no  less  than  to  the  English  people,  is  the 
surest  bulwark  of  our  national  liberties-— 
Protestantism  in  Church  and  State.  But  the 
promoters  of  this  Bill  appear  to  have  over 
looked  also  another  of  its  provisions  of  a  like 
character  —  I  mean  the  arrangement  for 
the  withdrawal  of  the  Regium  Donum  from 
the    Presbyterians  ;    that,    in    fact,    this 
measure  of  so-called  justice  and  liberality 
is  simply  a  Bill  for  the  total  disendowment 
of  all  religious  denominations  in  Ireland, 
and  of  confiscation  to  the  Imperial  Trea- 
sury, not  only  of  all  that  was  chargeable 
upon  the  revenue  of  the  country,  but  of 
the  property  of  the  Church,  deemed  from 
time  immemorial  to  have  been  consecrated 
to  the  purposes  of  religion.    I  do  not  think 
the  interests  of  religion  should  be  trifled 
with.  Demands  upon  the  Church  funds  are 
daily  increasing,  for  carrying  on  the  minis- 
trations of  religion.     I  hold  in  my  hand 
notice   of   a  meeting  of   the  West   Con- 
naught   Church  Endowment   Society,  for 
the  4th  of  next  month,  to  make  arrange- 
ment for  the  endowment  of  three  addi- 
tional churches.     The  practice   has  been 
for  the  subscribers  to  the  endowment  of 
a  parish  or  district  church  to  make  perma- 
nent provision  for  a  salary  of  £75  a  year 
to  the  incumbent,  and  the  Church  Com- 
missioners, in  that  case,  have  augmented 
the  salary  to  £100.      Already   in    West 
Connaught,  nine  churches  have  been  thus 
endowed,  three  are  now  to  be  added,  and 
there  will  still  remain  seven  in  which  con- 
gregations have  been  formed  to  bo  simi- 
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larlj  provided  for.  If  you  pass  this  Bill, 
all  this  must  be  put  a  stop  to.  What  is 
there  to  justify  you  in  arresting  the  pro- 
gress of  truth  —  the  spread  of  the  Re- 
formed Faith  among  the  poor  of  Ireland  ? 
I  trust  your  Lordships  will,  by  a  large 
majority,  condemn  such  a  proceeding,  and 
that  the  encroachments  made  upon  the 
principles  of  our  Protestant  Constitution 
may  be  henceforth  withstood.  Religion  is 
not  a  thing  that  a  nation  should  disregard. 
I  will  conclude  my  address  with  the  words 
of  Mr.  Gladstone,  taken  from  his  cele- 
brated book  on  Ghwrch  and  State,  as  no 
words  could  more  forcibly  enjoin  the  duty 
of  the  State  to  uphold  the  Church— 

'*  The  time  is  now  arrived  when,  with  a  yiew,  if 
to  no  higher  end,  yet  to  deoenoj  and  dignity  of 
oondact,  an  answer  should,  if  possible,  be  had  to 
the  question,  whether  it  be  or  be  not  the  manifest 
ordinance  of  Almighty  God,  that  Goyernments 
have  active  duties  towards  religion  —  Christian 
Governments  to  the  Christian  Church.  As  was 
said  of  oId~<  If  the  Lord  be  God,  serve  Him  ; 
but  if  Baal,  then  serve  him.'  So  it  should  now  be 
said  of  the  English  people — if  there  be  no  con- 
science in  States,  and  if  unity  in  the  body  be  no 
law  of  the  Church,  let  us  abandon  the  ancient 
policy  under  which  this  land  has  consolidated  her 
strength  and  matured  her  happiness  and  earned 
her  fame  ;  but  if  the  reverse  of  both  these  propo- 
sitions be  true,  then,  in  the  sacred  name  of  God, 
to  the  utmost  and  to  the  latest  of  our  power  let 
us  persist." 

Earl  RUSSELL :  My  Lords,  I  will 
endeavour,  in  consideration  of  the  lateness 
of  the  hour,  to  compress  as  much  as  pos- 
sible the  remarks  which  I  wish  to  offer  to 
your  Lordships  on  this  important  question. 
I  have  been  struck  with  two  things  in  the 
course  of  this  debate;  one  is  the  great 
ability  with  which  the  question  has  been 
argued ;  the  other  is  the  great  art  which 
has  been  shown  in  avoiding  the  main  ques- 
tion at  issue,  and  in  diverting  your  Lord- 
ships' attention  to  other  and  irrelevant 
issues.  That  course  was  begun  by  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Derby), 
who.  I  om  happy  to  say,  spoke  with  bis 
usual  talent  and  energy,  but  likewise  with 
some  of  the  unfairness  which  I  think  is 
apt  to  characterize  him.  The  noble  Earl 
was  the  first  speaker  who  attributed  to 
personal  motives  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
Gladstone  and  of  those  who  have  brought 
forward  this  question  ;  for  he  said  it  was 
in  order  to  further  his  ambition  that  Mr. 
Gladstone  had  brought  the  question  for- 
ward. The  noble  Duke  opposite  (the  Duke 
of  Marlborough)  said  likewise  that  it  was 
evident  that  there  was  some  political  dis- 
honesty in  the  course  which  had  been 
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taken  by  the  Liberal  party.      To-night, 
too,  the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of 
Oxford)  said  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to 
buy  off  traitorous  assassins.  Kow  I  confess 
it  appears  to  me  that  this  question  is  grave 
enough  and  important  enough  to  demand 
your   Lordships'   atteotion ;    and  I  think 
noble  Lords  might  believe  that  the  men 
who  bring  so  important  a  question  forward 
do  so  in  the  belief  that  it  is  for  the  benefit 
of  the  country  that  such  a  measure  should 
be  carried,  and  that  they  ought  not  to  em- 
ploy themselves  in  throwing  dirt  upon  those 
who  differ  from  them.      This  might  be  ex- 
pected in  particular  of  the  noble  Earl,  be- 
cause he  is  almost  the  only  man  whom  I 
remember — he  is  the  only  Minister  I  ever 
heard  of — who  brought  forward  a  measure 
avowedly  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining 
his  own  position,  expressing  no  confident 
hope  that  it  would  be  for  the  advantage  of 
the  country.     With  regard  to  the  insinua- 
tions of  the  noble  Duke,  I  perfectly  re- 
member— being,  unfortunately,  old  enough 
to  have  taken  part  in  those  transactions— 
that  when  in  1828  a  proposal  in  favour  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  claims — then  the  ques- 
tion of  paramount  importance — was  carried 
in  the  other  House  by  a  majority  of  6, 
and  being  introduced  into  this  House  by 
the   Marquess   of    Lansdowne,    and  here 
opposed   and    defeated   by   the  Duke    of 
Wellington,  the  Duke  o£  Wellington  had 
far  too  noble  a  mind  to  impute  to  Lord 
Lansdowne  that  he  brought  forward  the 
question  from  any  other   motive  than   a 
belief  that  it  was  for   the  good   of  the 
country  that  the  Catholics  should  be  re- 
lieved  from    the   disabilities  under  which 
they  laboured.     Now,  I  really  do  not  see 
why  the  noble  Duke  should  not  have  fol- 
lowed the  great  example  of  the  Duke  of 
Wellington,  nor  why  noble  Lords  should 
not  have  stated  their  views  of  the  advan- 
tage   or    disadvantoge    of    this    measure 
without  imputing  dishonourable  motives  to 
their   adversaries.     The   noble   Earl,   not 
content  with  imputing  motives,  introduced 
into  the  discussion  what  certainly  did  not 
appear  to  me  to  be  very  pertinent  to  the 
subject — the  grants  which  were  made  to 
the    first  Earl   of    Bedford  —  a    question 
which   was   discussed    long  ago   by    Mr. 
Burke  and   Sir  James   Mackintosh,   and 
which  I  thought,  having  been  treated  by 
those  two  great  writers,  might  have   been 
left  for  the  future  undisturbed.     The  noble 
Earl  having  alluded    to    that   subject,    I 
looked  to  what  I  had  been  lately  reading 
in  a  volume  of  Froude  respecting  the  con- 
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doct  of  the  Earl  of  Derby  at  that  time.  I 
find  that  the  Earl  of  Derby  had  a  gmdge 
against  Lord  Burleigh  and  the  Earl  of  Bed- 
ford*  and  wished  to  clap  them  into  the 
Toirer.  I  find,  also,  that  the  Earl  of 
Derby  was  expected  to  join  in  a  great 
conspiracy,  the  object  of  which  was  to 
depose  Elisabeth  and  put  Mary,  Queen  of 
Scots  in  her  place,  and  to  restore  the  Ca- 
tholic religion  in  this  country.  That  was 
expected  of  the  Earl  of  Derby,  or,  at  all 
e?ents,  of  his  sons.  Unfortunately  there 
have  been  few  families  so  much  opposed  as 
the  Earls  of  Derby  and  the  Earls  of  Bed- 
ford— they  were  as  much  opposed  in  that 
day  as  they  are  at  present.  Another  topic 
which  noble  Lords  have  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  introduce  into  their  speeches,  but 
which  does  not  appear  to  me  at  all 
needed — it  was  especially  the  subject  of 
the  able  speech  of  the  most  re?.  Pre- 
late  who  presides  over  the  Northern  Pro- 
Tince— is  the  question  whether  the  details 
of  this  Bill  effect  the  purpose  for  which  it 
is  intended.  The  object  of  the  Bill,  as 
my  noble  Friend  the  late  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (the  Earl  of 
Clarendon)  stated,  is  that  the  measure 
should  be  a  preliminary  to  the  diaestab- 
lishment  of  the  Irish  Church,  and  its  im- 
mediate effect  is  intended  to  be  to  prevent 
the  filling  up  of  any  vacancies  which  may 
occur  within  the  next  twelve  months,  and 
so  save  some  portion  of  the  funds  of  the 
Church  during  that  preliminary  period.  It 
may  be,  my  Lords,  that  in  the  details  of 
the  Bill  those  objects  are  not  provided  for 
as  they  would  have  been  if  the  Bill  had 
been  brought  forward  by  a  Government  in 
a  majority  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
favourable  to  the  views  of  those  who  have 
framed  this  measure.  But  whether  it  be 
framed  in  the  most  satisfactory  way  or 
not,  that  is  a  subject  entirely  for  the  Com- 
mittee. If  the  most  rev.  Prelate  (the  Arch- 
bishop of  York)  who  objected  so  strongly 
to  the  Bill  on  that  ground,  and  other  Mem- 
bers of  your  Lordships'  House  who  agree 
with  him,  enable  us  to  carry  the  second 
reading,  we  promise  him  —  as  a  noble 
Friend  of  mine  has  already  promised  this 
evening — that  we  shall  be  as  complying  as 
possible  with  regard  to  the  details  of  the 
Bill.  All  their  suggestions  in  Committee 
will  receive  our  most  careful  consideration. 
Well,  my  Lords,  however  that  may  be, 
this  is  a  great  question,  and  one  that  de- 
serves from  your  Lordships  the  utmost 
attention.  You  may  think  it  right  to 
farther  the  Bill^  or  you  may  be  of  opinion 


that  the  prescription  of  many  centuries 
ought  not  to  be  disposed  of  so  hastily,  as 
it  is  said  by  those  who  oppose  the  Bill  that 
we  are  asking  your  Lordships  to  deal  with 
it ;  but,  at  all  events,  you  will  admit  that 
the  question  is  a  great  one,  and  one  that 
deserves  the  consideration  of  Parliament. 
It  has  been  said  by,  I  believe,  all  authors 
who  have  written  on  the  subject,  that  the 
use  of  an  Established  Church  is  to  promote 
morality  and  religion,  and  thus  to  further 
the  great  ends  of  society.  The  Church  of 
England  does  promote  that  object.  If  one 
goes  into  a  village  church  he  will  see 
there,  in  the  first  place,  the  chief  land- 
owners of  the  parish  ;  and,  further,  he  will 
see  all  grades  of  people  in  the  village, 
down  to  the  labourers,  attending  there, 
listening  to  thanks  being  returned  to  God 
for  His  mercies— listening  to  the  reading 
of  the  Holy  Scriptures — and  hearing  spi- 
ritual instruction  from  the  parish  clergy- 
man. We  see,  therefore,  that  in  this 
country  the  Church  fulfils  the  ofiSoe  of  an 
Established  Church — it  promotes  religion 
and  morality.  But  if  we  go  to  Ireland  and 
enter  a  church,  will  you  find  there  the 
population  of  a  parish  ?  You  will  find  on 
the  average,  perhaps,  12  per  cent  of«hem. 
You  may  find  a  larger  proportion  in  some 
churches,  but  you  will  find  a  much  smaller 
proportion  in  others.  The  people — the 
real  people  of  Ireland — are  attending  in 
other  places  of  worship,  where  they  are 
attending  the  services  of  a  different  re- 
ligion and  joining  in  a  form  of  prayer 
different  from  that  used  in  the  Established 
Church.  Therefore,  in  Ireland  the  Estab- 
lished Church  fails  in  the  object  of  pro- 
moting religion  and  morality  among  the 
great  bulk  of  the  population.  Well,  then, 
there  is  another  duty  discliarged  by  the  Es- 
tablished Church  in  England.  The  clergy- 
man of  the  parish  visits  the  inhabitants,  at- 
tends the  bedside  of  the  sick,  and  exhorts 
them  to  repentance  and  administers  religious 
consolation  to  them — he  holds  out  to  them 
the  promise  of  peace  in  this  world  and  sal- 
vation in  the  next.  But  in  Ireland  in  simi- 
lar circumstances  the  people  never  think 
of  sending  for  the  parish  clergyman — they 
look  for  spiritual  consolation  toother  sources. 
It  is  true  that  in  time  of  any  general  cala- 
mity— in  any  misfortune  of  a  temporal  kind 
—the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  extend  words  and  acts  of  kindness 
to  people  of  all  religious  persuasions,  and 
in  this  way  they  are  useful  in  that  country. 
But  is  an  Established  Church  intended  for 
that  purpose  ?  According  to  Paloy,  Bishop 
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WarbartoB,  Hallam,  and  other  authors,  its 
office  is  to  promote  religion,  morality,  and 
order  among  the  people  ;  and  in  this  re- 
spect the  Established  Church  in  Ireland 
has  failed — failed  almost  from  the  begin- 
ning. In  this  country  the  people  joined 
the  Reformed  Church.  We  introduced 
that  Church  in  Ireland,  where  the  people 
did  not  change,  but  remained  constant  to 
the  Roman  Catholic  religion.  Well,  but 
if  the  Church  is  no  good  in  Ireland,  does 
it  not  do  some  harm  ?  It  is  obvious  that 
the  Roman  Catholics  in  that  country  are 
placed  in  a  position  of  inferiority  as  com- 
pared with  the  Protestants.  It  is  singular 
that  throughout  this  debate  the  fact  of 
there  being  4,500.000  of  Roman  Catho- 
lics in  Ireland  has  scarcely  been  alluded 
to.  Scarcely  any  speaker  on  the  other  side 
has  taken  noticeof  that  proportion.  They 
ha?e  commented  on  the  fact  of  the  clergy 
of  the  Established  Church  doing  their 
doty  towards  the  700,000  members  of  "that 
Church,  as  if  the  fact  that  the  4,500,000  re- 
ceived no  benefit  from  their  ministrations 
was  not  one  worthy  of  notice.  I  think  it 
fair  to  say  that  nothing  can  be  higher, 
both  as  regards  their  education  and  their 
mora^qualities,  than  the  character  of  the 
clergy  of  the  Established  Church  in  Ire- 
land ;  but  when  the  clergy  of  one-eighth 
of  the  people  are  placed  in  a  position  of 
superiority  over  the  clergy  of  the  majority 
— when  they  have  all  the  titles  and  digni- 
ties of  an  Establishment,  it  must  be  galling 
to  the  people  to  see  inequality  established 
among  them.  Of  course,  if  the  Roman 
Catholic  priests  have  any  influence —and  it 
is  well  known  that  they  have  great  influ- 
ence— it  must  be,  in  some  degree  at  least, 
exercised  in  showing  the  Irish  people  that 
they  are  considered  to  be  degraded,  that 
this  Church  has  been  introduced  among 
them  in  the  spirit  of  conquest,  and  that 
they  are  not  in  a  position  of  spiritual 
equality.  There  is  a  third  argument 
against  the  continued  establishment  and 
endowment  of  this  Church — namely,  that 
the  promise  made  by  Mr.  Pitt  at  the  time 
of  the  Union  has  not  been  kept.  Mr. 
Pitt  promised  over  and  over  again  when 
introducing  the  Act  of  Union  that  he  would 
carry  out  that  Act  on  equal  terms— that 
there  should  be  equality  as  regarded  all 
religions  in  Ireland.  In  1805,  on  Mr. 
Fox's  Motion,  he  explained  what  he  meant 
by  that  declaration.  He  said  that  the 
Roman  Catholics  should  have  an  endow- 
ment, and  that  this  endowment  would  be 
given  in  such  a  way  as  that  there  shoold 
EarlRtm$U 


be  equality.  That  promise  of  Mr.  Pitt, 
on  the  faith  of  which  the  Roman  Catholics 
agreed  to  and  promoted  the  Union,  has 
never  been  fulfilled.  I  think  it  would  be  a 
relief  to  Ireland  at  the  present  day  to  have 
the  priests  paid  by  the  State,  so  that  the 
people  should  not  be  liable  for  those  so- 
called  voluntary  payments  now  made  to 
those  clergymen,  but  we  find  that  to  be 
impracticable.  My  noble  Friend  who 
moved  the  Amendment  (Earl  Grejr)  would 
not  concede  that  it  is  impracticable  ;  but  I 
own,  from  what  I  have  heard  for  months 
past,  that,  desirable  as  I  think  it  would  be 
that  the  Irish  Roman  Catholic  priests 
should  be  endowed,  and  the  Established 
Church,  though  very  much  diminished, 
should  still  exist,  I  nevertheless  con- 
sider that  the  project  is  now  entirely 
impracticable,  and  that  the  only  way  by 
which  equality  can  now  be  produced  is  by 
disendowing  and  disestablishing  the  Irish 
Church.  Then  why  is  this  equality  not  to 
be  thought  of  ?  It  could  not  but  happen 
if  you  were  to  introduce  a  plan  of  thii 
sort  that  there  would  be  many  difficuUiei 
in  the  way  of  disendowment — that  disen- 
dowment  would  require  adequate  prepara- 
tion ;  but  the  question  of  disestablish- 
ment is  entirely  different.  Disestablish- 
ment might  be  effected  without  any  great 
trouble  or  delay  ;  and  thus  the  people 
of  Ireland  would  feel,  and  the  clergy  es- 
pecially would  feel,  that  the  ministers  of 
all  creeds — the  clergy  of  the  Protestant 
Episcopalian  Church,  the  clergy  of  the 
Presbyterian  Church,  and  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic clergy — were  all  upon  equal  terms. 
I  have  read  with  great  interest  the  speech 
of  Lord  Mayo  on  the  subject  of  Ireland. 
It  appears  a  very  fair  speech — a  speech 
very  well  considered  and  only  failing  in 
one  point,  and  that  the  most  important — 
namely,  the  conclusions  at  which  he  ar- 
rives. It  is  evident  Lord  Mayo  thought 
— and  I  dare  say  the  Government  to  which 
he  belonged  thought  —  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Session  that  it  was  possible  to 
establish  equality  in  Ireland  by  what  Lord 
Mayo  called  ••  levelling  up  " — namely,  by 
providing  State  incomes  for  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergy,  and  so  placing  them  on 
equal  terms  with  the  clergy  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church.  That,  perhaps,  was  not  an 
unnatural  impression.  I  am  only  sorry  to 
see  that  Lord  Mayo,  instead  of  saying  that 
the  Ministry  were  now  convinced  that  the 
attempt  is  impracticable,  utterly  deniei 
having  said  anything  of  the  kind.  He 
now  says  that  all  which  the  Gofemment 
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have  in  yiew  is  to  gife  tome  salaries  to 
chaplains  of  gaols  and  so  forth — that  is  to 
say,  perhaps,  one-tenth  or  one-twentieth  of 
what  is  given  to  the  Established  Church  ; 
and  that  he  calls  equality  in  the  treatment  oJP 
the  different  classes.  It  is  evident  this  is  no 
remedy  at  all — this  is  no  fulBlment  of  the 
promise  which  he  gave.  As  to  what  has 
been  said  on  the  question  of  disendowment 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  in  many  cases 
the  clergy  would  retain  their  glebes  and 
glebe-houses  ;  in  many  cases  also  there 
would  be  gifts  of  land  to  the  Presbyterians 
and  to  the  Roman  Catholics.  But  these 
are  questions  of  detail,  which  can  only  be 
settled  as  part  of  a  great  scheme.  In 
former  days  it  was  the  custom  with  your 
Lordships  to  inaugurate  in  this  House 
measures  of  great  public  advantage.  One 
noble  Lord  belonging  to  the  party  which 
sits  upon  this  side  of  the  House  introduced 
a  measure  for  "  for  the  furtherance  of  pub- 
lie  liberty  ;  "  a  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of 
the  Tory  party  introduced  another  great 
measure  called  the  Toleration  Act.  These 
were  two  great  measures  introduced  in  and 
carried  through  the  House  of  Lords  agree- 
ably to  the  wishes  of  the  people,  and  re- 
flecting great  credit  upon  this  House.  In 
the  present  century  your  Lordships  have 
taken  another  course  ;  I  will  not  say  whe- 
ther it  is  as  dignifled  or  as  safe  as  regards 
your  Lordships,  or  as  beneficial  in  the  pub- 
lic interest.  The  Catholic  claims  were 
brought  forward  in  1805  by  Lord  Granville, 
and  defeated  by  a  majority  of  129  ;  in 
1828  they  were  again  brought  forward  by 
Lord  Lansdowne,  and  rejected  by  a  ma- 
jority of  45.  But  the  very  next  year  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  brought  forward  the 
subject,  and  carried  his  measure  by  over 
100  majority.  So  likewise  with  regard  to 
the  Corn  Laws.  In  1843  a  mere  inquiry 
into  the  operation  of  those  laws  was  de- 
feated by  a  majority  of  128  ;  while  a  few 
years  later  the  measure  for  their  abolition 
was  brought  from  the  House  of  Commons 
and  carried.  With  regard,  therefore,  to 
the  Catholic  Relief  Bill,  tho  repeal  of 
the  Corn  Laws,  and  conspicuouely,  also, 
with  regard  to  the  Reform  Bill,  this  House 
nntformly  resisted,  and  then  gave  way. 
We  may  therefore  expect — and  we  shall 
expect— that  if  the  pending  election  pro- 
duces in  the  House  of  Commons  a  majo- 
rity equal  to  or  greater  than  that  which 
now  appears  in  that  House  in  favour  of 
this  Bill,  your  Lordships  will  then  yield  to 
the  public  voice  and  disestablish  and  dis- 
endow the  Church  which  so  many  of  your 


Lordships  now  are  actively  supporting. 
From  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl  and  of 
the  noble  Marquess  who  spoke  late  on  Fri- 
day (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  I  conclude 
that  such  is  the  course  which  they  would 
recommend ;  and  if  they  find  by  the 
working  of  the  Reform  Bill,  of  which  the 
noble  Earl  is  the  author,  that  there  is 
a  great  majority  in  favour  of  disestab- 
lishment and  disendowment,  they  will  be 
willing  to  give  effect  to  that  decision.  But, 
if  this  be  so,  is  it  wise  to  throw  out  this 
Bill  ?  Is  it  wise  to  refuse  to  suspend  ap- 
pointments which  would  facilitate  the  con- 
sideration of  the  subject  hereafter  ;  and  in 
order  simply  to  present  an  appearance  of 
strength  and  force,  to  do  an  act  with  which 
you  yourselves  are  not  satisfied  ?  It  is,  of 
course,  quite  uncertain  what  the  Govern- 
ment will  do.  The  strongest  declamations 
have  been  made  by  the  Premier  ;  accord- 
ing to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  whole 
foundations  of  the  civil  and  religious  liber- 
ties of  the  kingdom  will  be  destroyed  if 
Church  and  State  are  separated  in  Ireland, 
and  results  worse  than  foreign  conquest 
will  ensue.  But  we  remember  the  speech 
of  the  Queen  in  Hamlet — 
**  Methinkf  the  lady  doth  protest  too  much." 

Strong  words  and  declarations  are  quite 
reconcilable  with  the  design  of  poisoning 
the  object  of  such  exaggerated  affection. 
I  am  not  surprised,  though  I  am  much 
grieved,  that  my  noble  Friend  on  the  cross* 
Benches  (Earl  Grej),  who  is  in  favour  of  a 
complete  re-arrangement  of  the  Church  in 
Ireland,  should  have  been  the  person  to 
move  this  Amendment.  It  is  quite  true, 
as  he  says,  that  I  did  not  favour  his  Motion 
in  1866.  And  I  think  if  I  had  come  for- 
ward as  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  and 
told  your  Lordships,  or  if  Mr.  Gladstone 
had  come  forward  and  told  the  House  of 
Commons  that  we  had  two  measures  in 
contemplation — one  for  the  reform  of  the 
representation  from  top  to  bottom,  and  the 
other  for  the  reform  of  the  Irish  Church, 
persons  would  have  concluded  that  we  were 
quite  mad.  But  I  did  not  conceal  at  that 
time,  and  I  never  have  concealed,  that  I 
thought  the  existence  of  the  Irish  Church 
was  felt  as  a  grievance  by  the  majority  of 
the  Irish  people.  My  noble  Friend  (Earl 
Grey)  had  a  scheme  for  dealing  with  the 
Irish  Church  which  I  did  not  approve  in 
1866,  and  which  I  do  not  approve  at  the 
present  time,  because  it  is,  in  point  of  fact, 
impracticable.  But  during  the  time  that 
he  and  I  were  in  Office  together,  and  when  . 
he  conducted,  with  great  ability,  the  ad- 
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ministration  of  the  Colonies,  we  did  not 
think  it  advisable  to  bring  forward  the 
Irish  Church  question,  and  we  ne?er  did 
bring  it  forward  ;  and  I  do  not  remember 
that  my  noble  Friend  e?er  insisted,  during 
those  ^ve  or  six  years,  that  the  proper  time 
had  come  for  bringing  forward  the  question. 
Measures  ought  to  be  brought  forward  at 
a  time  when  public  opinion  will  support  a 
Goyernment  or  an  Opposition  with  regard 
to  them  ;  for  it  is  obvious  that  a  Minister 
may  think  a  particular  measure  would  be 
useful,  but  may  see  no  possible  chance  of 
carrying  it.  Sir  Robert  Walpole  chose 
his  own  time  for  bringing  forward  proposals 
which  he  desired  to  carry  ;  and  Mr.  Pitt, 
in  his  second  Ministry,  did  not  bring  for- 
ward the  Catholic  claims.  In  1833,  im- 
mediately after  the  Reform  Bill  had  passed, 
the  state  of  Ireland  was  taken  into  con- 
sideration ;  and  now  having  again  passed 
a  Reform  measure — it  matters  not  under 
what  Ministry — the  time  is  again  appro- 
priate for  dealing  with  the  Irish  Church. 
I  may  be  asked  to  what  I  looked  forward 
as  the  result  of  disestablishment  and  dis- 
endowment.  What  I  trust  will  happen, 
and  what  I  think  is  the  tendency  not  only 
in  England  and  in  Ireland,  but  on  the 
Continent  of  Europe  and  throughout  the 
world,  is  that  the  differences  which  sepa« 
rated  m0n  belonging  to  the  different  divi- 
sion! of  Christianity  will  cease  to  have  so 
much  effect ;  and  that  men,  call  themselves 
by  what  names  they  may,  will  combine 
for  great  purposes,  like  those  of  charity, 
and  will  assist  in  their  mutual  relations 
only  upon  those  great  points  of  doctrine 
which  they  hold  in  common.  My  belief  is 
that  when  the  Church  of  Ireland  has  been 
abolished  as  an  Establishment  we  shall  see 
among  Christians  of  all  sects  a  greater  and 
more  general  love  for  one  another.  It 
has  been  said  that  the  splendour  of  the 
Crown  will  be  dimmed  if  the  Church  be 
disestablished.  I  do  not  believe  it ;  on 
the  contrary,  I  believe  that  the  Crown 
will  possess  no  brighter  gem  than  the 
country  of  Ireland  pacified  and  drawn  to 
us  by  a  large  measure  of  justice ;  I  be- 
lieve, moreover,  that  the  three  kingdoms 
will  be  joined  by  this  act  in  stronger  bonds 
of  union,  and  the  people  of  England,  of 
Scotland,  and  of  Ireland  would  vie  with 
each  other  in  the  exhibitions  of  lojalty  to 
the  person  and  to  the  Throne  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty. 

The    lord    CHANCELLOR*:    My 
Lords,  it  has  been  my  fortune  to  attend  to 
the  course  of  this  debate  more  closely  than 
Sm-l  Ru9$ell 


most  of  your  Lordships,  and  I  must  say, 
that  however  widely  the  views  expressed 
may  have  differed,  I  think  it  cannot  fail  to 
be  a  satisfaction  to  your  Lordships  that 
the  general  current  of  the  debate  has  pro- 
ceeded with  a  fulnesss,  an  energy,  and  an 
ability,  worthy  both  of  the  question  and  of 
the  reputation  of  your  Lordships'  House. 
My  Lords,  if  with  regard  to  so  much  that 
has  been  excellent,  I  might  venture  to 
express  anything  of  regret,  it  would  be 
that  there  appeared  to  be  in  the  minds  of 
some  of  the  speakers  something  of  a  doubt 
as  to  what  was  the  precise  significance  of 
the  Bill  now  before  your  Lordships.  That 
such  a  doubt  should  exist  is,  I  think,  not 
to  be  attributed  to  us,  but  rather  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  measure  has  come 
before  the  House.  My  Lords,  in  the  House 
of  Commons  it  was  stated  on  one  side  of 
the  House,  and  accepted  as  correct  upon 
the  other,  that  this  BiU  was  merely  a 
**  corollary."  A  •*  corollary"  signifies  an 
inference  from  a  preceding  proposition.  In 
the  other  House  the  preceding  proposition 
had  been  discussed,  and  had  become  the 
subject  of  a  Resolution.  That  Resolution 
assumed  this  form — 

"That  it  is  neoessary  that  the  Established 
Ohuroh  of  Ireland  should  cease  to  exist  as  an 
Establishment,  due  regard  being  had  to  all  per- 
sonal interests  and  to  all  individaal  rights  of 
property.*' 

My  Lords,  if  I  understand  the  meaning  of 
words,  that  Resolution  involves  two  con- 
sequences; it  involves  and  implies  the  dis- 
establishment of  the  Irish  Church,  and  it 
involves  and  implies  also  its  diseudow- 
ment ;  beoanse  if  it  does  not  imply  its  dis- 
endowment,  I  would  ask,  what  was  the 
meaning  of  the  reservation  of  one  par- 
ticular kind  of  property,  the  only  property 
that  was  to  be  reserved  —  namely,  indi- 
vidual property  ?  The  course  adopted  in 
the  other  House  was  convenient  and  dis- 
tinct, because  when  the  time  came  for  the 
Suspensory  Bill  to  be  introduced  it  would 
have  been  vain  in  the  face  of  this  Resolu- 
tion for  those  who  promoted  the  Bill  to 
have  offered  it  to  the  House  as  anything 
but  a  Bill  designed  to  promote  the  dises- 
tablishment and  disendowment  of  the 
Church.  And  accordingly  in  that  sense, 
and  in  that  sense  only,  was  it  treated. 
But,  my  Lords,  what  have  we  seen  in  the 
course  of  the  present  debate  ?  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Qranville)  who  moved  the  second  reading 
of  the  measure,  in  a  speech  to  the  great 
ability  of  which,  if  it  were  not  presump- 
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tuous  for  me  to  do  sO;  I  would  venture  to 
offer  mj  linoere  tribute  of  admiration,  the 
noble  Earl  frankly  stated  that  the  Resolu- 
tions of  the  House  of  Commons  were  in- 
ToWed  in  the  present  Bill;  but  to-night  we 
ha?e  bad  new  ground  broken.  The  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  who  opened  the 
discussion  this  evening,  and  who  oame  for- 
ward, taking  upon  his  own  shoulders  the 
responsibility  of  this  measure,  and  putting 
himself  forward  almost  as  the  originator 
of  the  measure,  and  certainly  as  the  ex- 
positor of  the  motifes  and  designs  of  those 
who  introduced  it  before  the  public  ;  that 
noble  Duke,  speaking  as  one  of  the  authors 
of  the  Bill,  stated  it  had  not  a  word  of  dis- 
establishment in  it;  and  as  to  disendow- 
ment  it  was  the  greatest  mistake  to  sup- 
pose, not  merely  that  this  Bill  had  anything 
to  say  to  disendowment,  but  that  disen- 
dowroent  had  ever  been  gravely  or  actually 
considered  or  discussed  even  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  Now  I  want  to  ask  the 
noble  Duke,  as  he  appears  before  your 
Lordships  as  one  of  the  coadjutors  in  the 
preparation  and  launching  of  this  Bill, 
does  he  mean  to  maintain  that  this  Bill 
was  not  proposed  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons as  a  measure  of  disendowment? 
That  question  can  easily  be  put  beyond 
the  possibility  of  doubt.  The  noble  Duke 
was  somewhat  severe  as  to  the  use  of  quo- 
tations from  debates  in  Parliament;  and 
speaking  of  my  noble  Friend  lately  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  (the  Earl  of  Derby) 
with  a  courtesy  which  I  think  might  be 
disputed,  and  a  good  taste  that  some  per- 
sons might  be  disposed  to  challenge,  he 
said  that  there  was  no  person  in  the  House 
who  required  to  be  more  watched  than  my 
noble  Friend.  I  beg  the  noble  Duke  will 
watch  me  in  the  quotation  I  am  about  to 
make,  and  I  beg  he  will  compare  what  I 
read  with  the  report  he  will  find  of  his 
own  expressions  to-night  in  the  usual 
organs  of  information.  !Mr.  Gladstone 
thus  expressed  himself  on  the  30th  of 
March,  in  introducing  the  Eesolutions  to 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons— 

"  I  think  the  tithe  is  not  paid  bj  the  landlord ; 
and  as  for  the  assurance  of  the  Catholic  party,  I 
cannot  consent  that  any  such  assurance "  [that 
vas  the  assurance  in  1829]  '^  should  bind  me  to 
uphold  what  I  conceiye  to  be  unfair  to  the  Ca- 
tholics and  injurious  to  the  Empire.  In  this 
matter  I  say  we  should  exercise  our  own  free- 
dom, and  judge  what  is  for  the  common  good  ; 
and  it  is  on  the  ground  of  the  common  good,  I 
aik  yon  to  consent  to  the  disendowment  of  the 
EstaUisbed  Ofauroh  in  Ireland."  — [3  Hansard, 
•xeL  478.] 


My  Lords,  I  only  regret  the  course  which 
has  been  taken  because  I  think  it  has  led 
to  a  confusion  of  which  we  have  seen  some 
fruits  to-night.  The  noble  Earl  who 
generally  sits  above  the  gangway  on  this 
aide  of  the  House  (the  Barl  of  Shaftesburj), 
induced,  I  suppose,  by  the  blandishments 
of  the  noble  Duke,  and  the  way  jn  which 
he  described  this  measure,  has  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  Bill  now  before 
your  Lordships  is  a  "meagre  and  insig« 
niticant  Bill,"  and  one  which  involves  none 
of  those  important  principles  which  the 
noble  Earl  who  moved  its  second  reading 
candidly  admitted  to  be  involfod.  My 
Lords,  that  the  actual  provisions  of  this 
Bill  fall  far  short  of  the  principles  which 
are  involved  in  it  I  freely  admit  ;  but  in 
what  way  the  noble  Earl  has  satisfied  him- 
self that  a  support  of  the  Bill  would  not 
imply  a  support  of  those  principles  I  am 
unable  to  understand. 

My  Lords,  I  nm  very  much  disposed  to 
agree  with  was  said  by  one  of  your  Lord- 
ships, that,  although  it  will  be  proper  to 
consider  the  provisions  and  the  working  of 
the  Bill,  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  are 
trifling  compared  with  the  greater  and 
larger  question,  which  was  the  subject  of 
the  first  of  the  Resolutions  passed  by  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  I  think  we  ought  not  to  con- 
ceal from  ourselves  what  the  effect  of  the 
working  of  this  measure  would  be,  sup- 
posing it  were  to  receive  your  Lordships' 
assent.  The  mode  in  which  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  have  been  dealt  with  upon  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  has  been 
somewhat  singular.  The  most  rev.  Pre- 
late who  presides  over  the  northern  Pro* 
vince  (the  Archbishop  of  York),  pointed 
out  on  a  former  night  various  consequences 
that  would  ensue  from  the  passing  of  this 
Bill.  He  was  replied  to  by  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  the  Master  of  the  Rolls 
Lord  Romilly),  from  whom,  if  from  any- 
one, I  should  have  expected  an  answer  to 
the  objections  which  had  been  made.  What 
answer,  however,  did  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  make?  He  said  he  had  listened 
to  the  objections  which  had  been  made, 
and  was  of  opinion  that  they  could  all  be 
removed  in  Committee.  But  if  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  fully  appreciated  the 
character  of  these  objections,  and  had  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  borne  in  mind 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  he  must  have 
seen  that  the  only  manner  in  which  these 
objections  could  have  been  removed  in 
Committee  would  have  been  by  striking 
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out  every  claase  in  the  Bill.  Bat  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  was  followed  by 
A  noble  Duke  formerly  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (the  Duke  of  Somerset).  The 
noble  Duke  spoke  late  in  the  efening,  and 
with  a  frankness  and  freedom  which  left 
nothing  to  be  desired.  He  said  the  Bill 
was  on^  of  those  things  which  nobody 
could  understand.  He  said  he  had  listened 
to  the  objections  of  the  most  rev.  Prelate, 
and  he  concurred  in  most  of  them.  He 
said  that,  for  his  part,  he  was  not  respon- 
sible for  the  Bill,  and  he  could  not  for  the 
life  of  him  see  how  it  would  work.  He 
said  further,  that  on  the  whole,  he  was 
disposed  to  look  upon  it  as  almost  impos- 
sible. But,  although  it  was  unintelligible, 
although  it  was  impracticable,  and  although 
it  was  almost  impossible,  yet,  notwith- 
standing, the  noble  Duke  was  prepared  to 
vote  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  in 
order  that,  through  the  medium  of  an  un- 
intelligible, impracticable,  and  impossible 
Bill,  we  might  convey  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land the  conviction  that  we  meant  to  deal 
with  them  in  a  spirit  of  conciliation.  Well, 
now,  perhaps  your  Lordships  will  forgive 
me,  if  as  briefly  as  possible,  and  as  simply 
as  possible,  I  point  out  exactly  what  I 
believe  will  follow  from  this  Bill. 

I  must,  at  the  oustet,  refer  to  a  matter 
which,  though  small  in  itself,  I  should  be 
sorry  to  suppose  had  not  been  noticed  by 
your  Lordships.  The  title  of  the  Bill,  as 
it  comes  before  your  Lordships,  is,  '*  To 
prevent  for  a  limited  time  new  appoint- 
ments in  the  Church  of  Ireland."  Now, 
my  Lords,  I  am  not  acquainted  with  any 
Church  that  bears  that  name.  I  know  of 
one  Church  in  Ireland,  which  is  described 
in  an  Act  of  Parliament  which  has  not 
been  repealed  in  a  very  different  manner. 
The  Act  of  Union  says — 

'*The  Ohorohes  of  England  and  Ireland,  as 
now  by  law  established,  shall  be  united  into  one 
Protestant  Episcopal  Oharoh,  to  be  called  The 
United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland." 

That  is  the  Parliamentary  name  of  the 
Church  now  sought  to  be  dealt  with.  And, 
my  Lords,  I  cake  the  misnomer,  which  the 
Church  has  received  in  the  title  of  this 
Bill,  only  as  an  indication  that  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll),  and  the  other 
compositors  of  the  measure,  were  afraid  to 
state  boldly  and  broadly  thai  the  Church 
they  were  about  to  destroy  by  their  legisla- 
tion was  the  United  Church  of  England 
and  Ireland. 

Well  now,  my  Lords,  this  Bill  proposes 
to  suspend  for  one  year— though,  as  was 
iu  Lord  Chanc$lhr 


well  said  by  the  noble  Earl  on  the  eross- 
Benches  (Earl  Grey),  we  knew  from  paat 
experience  that  that  suspension  will  last 
considerably  longer — the  appointment  of 
Bishops  and  incumbents  of  this  Church. 
There  are  objections  to  this  which  lie 
upon  the  very  face  of  this  measure.  In 
the  first  place,  I  object  to  it  because  jou 
have  at  present  a  Church  which  is  entitled 
by  law  to  the  service  of  Bishops  and  clergy 
appointed  in  a  continual  succession,  and 
you  interrupt  that  succession  and  deprive 
the  Church  of  those  services,  not  becaDse 
anything  has  been  determined  by  Parlia- 
ment, but  because,  at  some  future  period, 
something  may  perchance  be  determined 
by  Parliament  with  regard  to  that  Church. 
My  Lords,  what  does  the  Resolution  which 
is  said  to  be  embodied  in  this  Bill  itself  saj 
upon  this  point  ?^ 

"  That,  subject  to  the  forej^oing  considerations, 
it  is  expedient  to  prevent  the  creation  of  new  per- 
sonal interests,  pending  the  final  decision  of  Par- 
liament." 

Now,  my  Lords,  the  final  decision  of  Par- 
liament  is   the  decision    of    Parliament. 
The  decision  of  Parliament  is  not  the  de- 
cision of  the   House  of  Commons.     It  is 
the  decision  of  the  Three  Estates  of  Parlia- 
ment, resulting  in  a  legislative  measure  ; 
and  therefore,  what  is  proposed  by  the  Bill 
is  this — that  the  functions  and  the  working 
of  the   Church   should  be  suspended    and 
placed  in  abeyance,  in  order  to  see  whether 
an  attack  to  be  hereafter  made  npon  the 
Church  should  prove  successful.     But  that 
is  not  all.     I  object  to  it  also  because,  at 
the  same  time  that  it  paralyzes  the  Church, 
it  renders  it  impossible  for  voluntary  action 
to  step  in  and  supply  the  vacuum,  even  if 
voluntary  action   was  at  hand.     The  epis- 
copal and  parochial  action  of  the  Church 
is  regulated  by  law,  and  can  proceed  only 
through  legal  channels.     So  that,  during 
this  intermediate  period,  the  Church  would 
be  placed  in  a  position  worse  than   that  of 
any  voluntary  society  in  the  kingdom.      I 
object  to  it,  in  the  next  place,  by  reason 
of  its  unequal   working.     This  is  a  mea- 
sure which  proposes  to  suspend  the  appoint- 
ment of  incumbents  where  the  patrons  are 
Bishops,  but  to  leave  the  appointments  free 
where  the  patrons  are  laymen.     So  you 
will  have  two   parishes    sidc-by-sidc,     the 
same  in  area,  the  same  in  population »  the 
same  in  spiritual  exigency.    They  will  both 
become  vacant  in  the  course  of  the  year. 
In   the  one  of   them  the  Bishop    is    the 
patron  ;  in  the  other  a  layman.     The  lay- 
man  can   appoint    an   incumbent.       The 
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parish  whioh  is  in  the  gift  of  the  6i|^op 
will  be  deprifed  of  its  inoumbent.  On 
what  possible  principle,  on  what  rational 
or  plausible  ground,  ean  you  state  to  the 
laity  of  Ireland,  that  of  the  two  parishes 
I  have  supposed,  one  is  to  be  deprired  of 
its  incumbent,  and  the  other  is  to  continue 
to  have  its  incumbent  ?  But  at  the  same 
time  that  the  measure  works  in  this  way,  I 
object  to  it  because  it  works  blindly.  It 
strikes  at  one  and  the  same  time  at  the 
parish  which  has  the  smallest  population, 
and  the  smallest  need  for  endowment,  and 
it  strikes  equally  and  at  the  same  time  at 
the  large  and  popolous  parish,  where  the 
Church  population  is  already  overgrown, 
and  where  the  Church  with  all  its  present 
appliances  is  unable  to  keep  pace  with  the 
wants  of  the  people.  Observe,  my  Lords, 
the  difference  between  this  measure  and 
that  which  it  professes  to  follow — the  mea- 
sure of  1833.  The  measure  of  1833  dealt 
with  those  parishes  —  and  with  those 
parishes  only — in  which  there  had  been 
no  service  performed  for  three  years.  It 
suspended,  as  well  it  might  do,  those 
parishes  until  arrangements  were  made 
for  incorporating  them  with  other  parishes. 
Under  this  Bill  the  populous  parishes  of 
Ulster,  where  there  is  the  greatest  diffi- 
eulty  in  providing  the  ministrations  of  the 
Church  to  meet  the  demands  upon  them, 
may  some  of  them  become  vacant  during 
the  year  to  which  the  Bill  will  apply,  and 
it  will  be  impossible  to  supply  the  vacaciesn 
when  they  occur. 

My  Lords,  these  being  the  general  ob- 
jections which  lie  on  the  surface  of  the 
measure,  let  me  ask  your  Lordships  to 
observe  some  other  consequences  that 
would  follow  from  its  working,  which  have 
not  received  the  attention  they  deserve. 
I  take  the  first  stage  of  the  Bill,  which 
suspends  the  appointment  of  successors  to 
Bishops  and  incumbents.  Have  your 
Lordships  considered  the  effect  of  the 
measure  on  the  families  of  a  deceased 
Bishop  or  incumbent  f  There  is  hardly 
any  see  in  Ireland,  and  there  are  still 
fewer  parishes,  where  the  incumbent  has 
not,  upon  entering  on  the  incumbency,  paid 
a  heavy  charge  to  his  predecessor ;  and 
the  security  given  him  for  this  payment  by 
Parliament  is,  that  he  may  in  turn  recover 
this  charge  against  his  successor.  I  have 
got  before  me  a  statement  with  regard  to 
the  position  of  seven  Episcopal  sees  in 
Ireland,  where  the  sums  recoverable  from 
successors  amount  to  nearly  £30,000. 
But  when  I  turn  to  the  position  of  the 


incumbents,  I  find,  in  one  diocese  alone, 
that  of  Armagh  and  Clogher — taken  not 
because  it  is  more  favourable  to  the  argu- 
ment, but  because  circumstances  led  to 
the  return  being  easily  obtained,  the 
charges  amount  to  £45,000.  Your  Lord- 
ships may,  therefore,  imagine  to  how  con- 
siderable a  sum  these  charges  amount 
over  the  whole  of  Ireland.  You  have 
authorized  and  secured  these  building 
charges  :  you  have  them  registered  by  Act 
of  Parliament :  they  have  become  a  Par- 
liamentary security.  In  almost  every 
instance  in  Ireland  the  incoming  incumbent 
has  paid  the  charges  out  of  his  little 
savings,  and  that  charge  has  become  the 
provision  for  his  family  in  case  of  his  death. 
I  have  before  me  an  instance,  taken  out  of 
many,  in  which  an  incumbent  had  to  pay 
this  charge  on  taking  possession  of  the 
benefice.  He  had  not  the  money  of  his 
own,  but  the  trustees  of  his  marriage  set- 
tlement had  £1,000  belonging  to  his  wife, 
which  was  laid  out  on  this  building  charge, 
and  that  has  now  become  the  only  means 
of  providing  for  his  widow  and  children  in 
case  of  his  death.  At  present  that  is  not 
only  a  charge  on  the  benefice,  but  it  is  a 
personal  debt  due  from  the  successor.  A 
clergyman  in  Ireland,  when  he  is  appointed 
to  a  living,  inquires  into  the  charge  upon 
it,  and  considers  whether  he  has  the  means 
to  pay  it  off,  and  if  he  is  prepared  to  pay 
it  off,  he  accepts  the  living.  The  course  I 
have  described  will,  I  am  sure,  be  attested 
by  the  right  rev.  Bench.  The  incoming 
inoumbent  pays  it  off  by  four  instalments 
to  the  family  of  his  predecessor.  Now  I 
am  quite  aware  that  the  incumbency  will 
be  handed  over  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
mission, as  the  Bill  provides,  "  subject  to 
the  charge."  I  quite  admit  the  charge 
will  remain  a  charge  on  the  benefice  ;  but 
how  will  the  family  of  the  deceased  incum- 
bent, to  whom  it  is  a  matter  of  life  or 
death,  be  paid  their  little  pittance  ?  How 
will  they  be  paid  ?  The  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  have  no  funds  wherewith 
to  pay  it.  There  is  no  successor  personally 
liahle  to  pay  it.  The  Bill  remains  in 
operation  for  a  year,  and  is  renewed  for 
one  year  or  two  years  ;  the  charge  con- 
tinues unpoid,  and  there  will  be  the  greatest 
difficulty  in  recovering  the  charge,  that 
which  ought  to  be  paid  without  difficulty 
and  to  the  day. 

So  much,  my  Lords,  with  regard  to  the 
action  of  the  Bill  in  relation  to  incumbents  ; 
but  let  me  now  ask  your  attention  to  a  few 
facts,  as  to  the  effect  it  will  have  on  a 
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olasB  well  worthy  jour  Lordsbipi'  oon« 
siperation  — >  the  elass  of  curateB.  The 
author  of  this  Bill  (Mr.  Gladstone)  pro- 
fessed at  the  outset  a  tender  and  solici- 
tous regard  for  the  case  of  the  curates. 
Let  us  see  how  that  regard  is  manifested 
by  this  Bill.  The  average  vacancies  of 
preferments  in  the  year  throughout  Ireland 
are  about  ninety.  Take  it  that  the  mea- 
sure remains  in  force  only  one  year,  ninety 
▼acancies  will  occur.  Of  the  preferments 
in  Ireland  one-fifth  are  in  lay  hands  and 
four-fifths  in  the  hands  of  the  Bishops. 
Therefore,  seventy-two  of  these  vacancies 
will  be  in  Episcopal  patronage.  The  dif- 
ference between  the  incumbencies  in  the 
hands  of  laymen  and  those  in  the  hands  of 
Bishops  is  very  important.  The  layman 
is  perfectly  free  to  appoint  whom  he  likes ; 
he  has  no  ties  on  him  but  the  claims  of 
friendship,  or  personal  preference.  But 
with  respect  to  the  Bishop  it  is  altogether 
a  different  matter.  The  Bishops  are  the 
patrons  in  Ireland,  to  whom  the  curates 
may  fairly  look  for  the  reward  of  their 
labours,  and  if  they  do  not  receive  that 
reward  from  the  Bishops  they  are  not 
likely  to  receive  it  from  anybody.  I  am 
happy  to  say,  from  my  knowledge  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelates  of  Ireland,  that  this 
olaim  of  the  curates  has  on  all  occasions 
been  fully  acknowledged.  I  hold  in  my 
hands  a  very  sorrowful  list  of  names— a 
a  list  which  is  at  the  service  of  any  of 
your  Lordships  who  may  desire  to  see  it — 
of  seventy-fife  curates  In  Ireland,  who 
have,  for  upwards  of  twenty  years,  on 
their  little  pittance  of  £75  or  £100  a  year, 
been  serving  the  Church  in  their  curacies 
in  the  various  dioceses  in  tliat  country, 
where  it  is  proposed  during  the  next  year 
to  suspend  the  appointments  to  the  incum> 
bencies.  Therefore,  virtually  and  prac- 
tically, the  whole  effect  of  the  preseut  Bill 
would  be — because  it  is  the  incumbencies 
to  which  the  Bishops  have  the  right  of 
presentation  that  the  Bill  will  suspend — 
that  some  seventy  out  of  these  sefenty-five 
eurates  will  fail  to  receive  their  preferment 
in  the  course  of  the  year  which  otherwise 
they  might  certainly  expect.  That,  my 
Lords,  is  the  glorious  r^ult  of  the  first 
portion  of  this  Bill,  suspending  the  ap- 
pointment to  the  vacant  benefices. 

Now  let  me  go  a  step  further.  The 
next  portion  of  the  Bill  is  the  provision 
providing  for  vacancies  in  sees.  I  confess 
that  I  hardly  know  the  exact  meaning  of 
this  portion  of  the  Bill,  and  I  expected  to 
hear  some  explanation  of  it  from  the  noble 
Thi  Lord  Chanerilor 


Eai4  (Earl  Granville),  but  as  he  did  not 
think  fit  to  enter  into  the  point,  I  must 
take  the  explanation  of  it  which  was  given 
by  the  author  of  the  Bill  in  "  another 
place."     Mr.  Gladstone  says — 

*'  The  measures  taken  with  respect  to  the  sus- 
pended bishoprics  are  the  same  as  those  proposed 
by  Lord  Derbj  in  1888.  Those  meMures  will 
serve  the  purpose  now." 

That  is  the  statement  of  the  author  of  the 
Bill,  who  must  be  supposed  to  know  some- 
thing about  it.  My  Lords,  no  bishoprics 
were  suspended  for  an  hour  by  the  legisla- 
tion of  1833.  The  bishoprics  whidi  were 
then  abolished  were  abolished  upon  the  death 
of  the  Bishops  who  held  them,  and  were  im- 
mediately, without  the  delay  of  a  second, 
transferred  to  the  other  bishoprics  to  which 
they  were  joined.  It  is  therefore  a  pure 
mistake  to  suppose  that  there  is  any  pro- 
vision in  the  Act  of  1833  that  will  serve 
as  a  precedent  for  what  the  Bill  proposes 
to  do.  But  that  is  not  all.  Tiie  Act  of 
1833  did  nothing  whatever  with  respect  to 
the  spiritualities  of  the  Church  ;  it  was  a 
Bill  dealing  with  the  temporalities  of  the 
Church  only.  Here  is  a  Bill  which  ap- 
points certain  persons — we  shall  see  pre- 
sently who  they  are — the  "  Guardians  of 
the  Spiritualities,''  and  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment passed  in  1833,  which  did  not  men- 
tion spiritualities  from  beginning  to  end, 
is  invoked  as  a  precedent  for  the  arrange- 
ment. But,  in  the  next  place,  this  Bill 
provides  that — 

"  The  persons  designated  by  the  Act  of  1888  to 
execute  the  powers  of  that  Act  shall  be  the 
guardians  of  the  spiritualities  under  this  Bill."' 

But  no  persons  were  designated  by  the 
Act  of  1833  to  guard  the  spiritualities, 
and  no  persons  were  by  that  Act  ''de- 
signated "  for  any  purpose.  This  is  a 
strange  mistake  to  have  been  made,  but 
it  ought  to  be  poiuted  out.  What  that 
Act  did  was  this — it  allowed  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners  to  select  out  of 
certain  persons  (the  archdeacons  of  the 
diocese,  the  dean,  and  vicars  general)  some 
one,  not  to  act  as  guardian  of  the  spiritu- 
alities, but  to  make  certain  official  Returns, 
which  had  to  be  made  from  time  to  time, 
not  with  reference  to  bishoprics  then  sus- 
pended, but  with  reference  to  any  bishopric 
which  might  at  any  time,  even  down  to  the 
present  day,  be  vacant.  The  duties  of 
these  persons  so  selected  were  merely  me- 
chanical duties  connected  with  the  making 
up  these  Returns.  But  ^that  is  not  all. 
The  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  are  by 
the  present  Bill  to  appoint  the  guardians 
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of  the  BptritoalitieB  in  efory  f aoant  diocese. 
At  the  present  time  the  Archbishop  is  the 
goardian  of  the  spiritualities  of  a  Tacant 
diocese,  and  why  is  he  to  be  displaced  for 
some  person  said  to  be  designated  in  the 
Act  of  1833,  but  who  is  not  designated  in 
that  Act  ?     But  the  climax  of  all  this  re- 
mains.     The  framers  of  this  Bill  were  un- 
acqaaioted  with  the  ecclesiastical  law  of 
Ireland.     They  were  not  aware  that  the 
gnardians   of  spiritnalities,    even  if    ap- 
pointed, could  not  exercise  those  peculiar 
and  statutory  powers  which  are  required 
for  the  goTcrnment  of  a  diocese  in  Ireland 
— powers  as  regards  residence  or  non- resi- 
dence  of  incumbents  —  as   regards    the 
licencing  and  regulating  of  curates,   and 
other  matters  of  the  same  kind,  which  are 
conferred,  not  by  the  general  ecclesiastical 
law,  but  by  the  Act  of  Parliament  passed 
in  1825,  which  makes  the  Bishop  of  the 
diocese   personally,  and   not  through   his 
Consistory   Court,  the  judge    in   all    the 
ordinary    questions  arising    between   the 
Bishop  and    his  clergy.      Therefore,  the 
appointment  of  guardians  of  spiritoalities 
would  simply  leafo  the  Church  where  a 
bishopric  fell  vacant  in  a  state  of  anarchy 
and    confusion,   because    none    of    those 
powers  to  which  I  have  referred  as  belong- 
ing to  the  Bishops  personally  could  be  ex- 
erciied  by  the  guardians  of  the  spiritualities. 
My  Lords,  these  are  objections  to  the 
Bill  which  I  challenge  the  noble  Earl  to 
answer.     But  I  will  go  a  step  further,  and 
ask.  What  is  the  pro?ision  made  for  filling 
vacant  incumbencies  ?     It  is  proposed  by 
the  Bill  that  vacant  incumbencies  shall  be 
filled  by  stipendiary  curates.  I  take  leave, 
in  the  first  place,  altogether  to  deny  that 
it  would  be  possible  in  Ireland  to  obtain, 
in  the  course  of  a  year,  ninety  stipendiary 
curates  who,    for  an  engagement   which 
might  terminate  within  a  year,  would  un- 
dertake to  move  bouse  and  home,  and  take 
possession  of  one  of  these  incumbencies, 
for   the    purpose    of   performing  a  duty 
during  a  certain  number  of  months.     But 
I  say  further,  that,  even  if  this  were  pos- 
sible, it  would  ruin  an  incumbency  to  ap- 
point a  stipendiary  curate  under  these  con- 
ditions.    It   is  impossible  that  he  could 
have  any  sympathy  with,  or  interest  in, 
the  institutions  or  in  the  laity  of  the  parish. 
To  fill  up  a  vacant  incumbency  in  this  way 
would  be  most  fatal  to  its  permanent  in- 
terest.    Take,  for  instance,  the  case  of  a 
vacancy  occuring  in  an  incumbency  in  a 
populooa  town,  where  a  stipendiary  curate 
b  appointed  under  the  conditions  I  have 


named.  It  would  he  impouibla  to  supply 
the  place  of  the  former  incumbent  under 
these  conditions  with  a  man  equal  in  power 
to  himself,  and  the  result  would  be  that  the 
congregation  would  be  broken  up.  But, 
here,  again,  your  Lordships  will  hardly  be- 
lieve it  when  I  tell  you,  that  in  many 
coses  the  stipendiary  curate  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill  could  never  come  into 
existence.  The  proposal  in  this  Bill  which 
relates  to  the  subject  is,  that  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Act  of  1833  for  supplying  the 
spiritual  wants  of  suspended  benefices  shall 
apply  to  the  benefices  becoming  vacant 
under  this  Act.  But  what  are  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  of  1833  as  to  supplying 
the  spiritual  wants  of  suspended  benefices  ? 
They  are  to  this  effect  —  It  is  to  be  law- 
ful for  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
and  for  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese  asso- 
ciated with  them  to  make  the  necessary 
provision.  But  there  may  be  no  Bishop  of 
the  diocese,  and  thus  you  leave  no  means 
of  appointing  the  miserable  substitute  in 
the  shape  of  a  stipendiary  curate  that  may 
be  required. 

And  now,  my  Lords,  passing  on  from 
this,  I  come  to  the  mode  in  which  this 
Bill  proposes  to  deal  with  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners.  When  the  subject  was 
first  mooted  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, a  very  frightful  story  was  told  about 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners.  Mr. 
Gladstone  said  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
something  should  be  done,  because  these 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  were  in  the 
habit  of  manufacturing— -of  "  erecting  "— 
benefices  ;  and  that  within  a  very  short 
period  two  benefices  had  been  manufac- 
tured, in  each  of  which  there  were  to  be 
found  only  four  specimens  of  a  class  which 
he  denominated  "  Anglicans."  That  pro- 
duced a  great  effect  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  and  thereupon  it  was  said. 
We  must  have  a  Resolution,  not  merely 
against  Bishops  and  incumbents,  but  also 
against  these  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners. 
A  few  weeks  passed  away,  and  it  turned 
out  that  the  whole  story  was  an  entire  de- 
lusion. The  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
have  no  more  power  to  create  benefices  in 
Ireland  than  any  of  your  Lordships.  Some 
person,  no  doubt,  had  told  Mr.  Gladstone 
this  story.  The  truth,  I  believe,  was,  that 
two  old  benefices  had  been  joined  together 
under  the  Act  of  1833,  or  eome  Act  of 
that  kind,  by  order  of  the  Privy  Council. 
The  incumbent  happened  to  die  ;  the  union 
could  not  be  continued ;  the  Bishop,  I 
have  no  doubt  for   very    good  reasons. 
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refosing  to  coDtinne  it :  and  thus  Mr. 
Gladstone  was  given  to  understand  that 
the    Ecclesiastical     Commissioners     had 
created  two  new  henefices.     Accordingly, 
the  idea  of  restraining  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  from  creating  henefices  has 
not  appeared  in  the  BilK     But  what  are 
the   Ecclesiastical    Commissioners   to    he 
restrained  from  doing,  and  what  will  be 
the  eflFect  ?    They  are  now  to  be  restrained 
from  making  "grants"  and  "augmenta- 
tions."   Now  I   want  your  Lordships   to 
obserye  what  the  consequences  of  that  will 
be.     Your    Lordships    are   probably   not 
aware  of  the  manner  in  which  grants  are 
made  by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners. 
They  are  made  in  pursuance  of  the  Act 
of  1833,  and  the  way  of  making  them  is 
this — If   there    is  a  church  wanted  in  a 
neighbourhood,    and  the   inhabitants   are 
willing  to  contribute,  the   Commissioners 
are  known  to  be  ready  to  make  a  grant 
oorrelative  to  the  sum  raised  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood.   The  usual  course,  therefore,  is, 
in  the  first  instance,  to  collect  money  in 
the  neighbourhood,  to  purchase  a  site,  and, 
perhaps,  begin  to  build.   When  the  money 
18  subscribed,  the  subscribers  go  to  the 
Commissioners   and   have   a   grant  made 
them.     Now,  so  largely  is  this  course  fol- 
lowed, that  I  find  that  in  the  last  thirty 
years  subscriptions   were    paid   into    the 
EcolesiaBtical  Commissioners  to  the  amount 
of  £196,000,  to  set  against  corresponding 
grants,    and  during  the  last   eight  years 
this    "  slumbering   Church   of    Ireland," 
which  the  noble  Earl  below  the  gangway 
(the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  contrasted  so  un- 
favourably with  the  Church  of   England, 
has  paid  to  the  Commissioners — altogether 
apart   from  sums    expended    without  re- 
ference  to  the   Commissioners  —  no   less 
than  £103,706.     Now  observe,  my  Lords, 
you  suspend  by  this  Bill  the  power  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  to  make  grants 
during  the  next  year.     And  what  will  be 
the  effect  ?     It  will  be,  that  in  those  eases 
where  money   has   already   been  given — 
where,  perhaps,  sites  have  been  obtained, 
but    the  grants  have  not    been  actually 
made,   you   stop    the  power   of  the  Ec- 
clesiastical   Commissioners    to   fulfil    the 
expectations  which  have  been  held  out  to 
those  who  have  contributed  on  the  faith 
of  Parliament,  and  you  compel  the  Eccle- 
siastical   Commissioners    to    break    faith 
with  them.     But  that  is  not  all.     What 
about  the  augmentations  ?     The  case  with 
regard  to  them  is  still  more  singular.  The 
work  of  augmentation  has  also  been  pur- 
Th$  Lord  Chanalhr. 


sued  by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
since  1833.     I  think  it  was  Mr.  O'Connell 
who  said  that  this  system  of  augmentation 
was  the  best  feature  in  the  Aot  of  1833. 
That  Act  provides  that  all  livings  in  Ire- 
land over  £300  a  year  shall  be  taxed  in 
order  to  collect  funds  to  augment  all  livings 
below  £200,  and  bring  them  up  to  that 
amount.     Now  that  process  of  augmenta- 
tion has  been-^oing  on  slowly  indeed,  aa 
the  funds  have  not  been  available  to  any 
large  amount,  but  every  year  a  certain 
number  of  these  small  livings  have  been 
augmented  and  brought  up  to  £200.  Now 
I  have  got  a  list  of  those  whose  turn  would 
come  next  year,  and  I  will  just  mention 
four  of  them,  in  order  to  siiow  the  sort 
of   cases    they    are.      There    is   Christ's 
Church,  Lisburn,  the  net  income  of  which 
is  £125,  the  Church  population  estimated 
at  5,000  ;    there  is  St.  PauFs,    Belfast, 
the   net  income  of  which  is   £125,  and 
the     Church    population    6,000  ;     there 
is  Newtonards,  the  net  income  of  which 
is    £135,    and   the    Church    population 
2,500  ;  and  there  is  Miltown.  ArmHgh,the 
net  income  of  which   is   £128,  and  the 
Church    population,    2,340.       These  are 
samples  of  the  cases  which   would    come 
next   for   augmentation.      But  remember 
that  the  faith  of  Parliament  is  pledged  to 
these  augmentations,  because  the  Act   of 
Parliament,  which  you  have  not  repealed, 
holds  out  this  promise  to  the  incumbents 
under  £200   a  year.      Remember,    also, 
that  here  you  have  got  two  vested  interests 
to  consider,  not  merely  the  interest  of  the 
smaller  incumbents,  but  also  that  of  those 
larger  incumbents,  who  have  been  taxed 
and  whom  you  are  going  to  tax  for  the 
next  year.      But  you  have  no  right  under 
the  sun  to  tax  the  larger  livings   unless 
you  augment  the  smaller  ones  ;    yet  here 
you  are  asked    to    continue   taking   the 
money  from  the  larger  incumbents  without 
applying  it  to  the  benefit  of  the  smaller 
livings.     My  Lords,  looking  at  the  dauaea 
of  this  Bill,  which  some  of  your  Lordships 
appear  disposed  to  see  passed  into  a  law, 
this    would   be    its  operation   and  effect. 
And  I  cannot  avoid  congratulating  the  noble 
Earl    (Earl    Granville),  perhaps    I  should 
say  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll), 
and     his    coadjutors,    upon    the    spirited 
form  which  their  first  effort  at  legislation 
upon   this    subject  has   assumed.      Tliej 
have  been  ingenious  to  infiict  pain  at  the 
points  at  which  it  would  be  most  keenlj 
felt.      The  conscientious  convioUona  which 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  ad- 
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mitted  had  for  thirty  years  of  Office  been 
80  discreetly  smothered  by  the  Leaders  of 
the  Liberal  party,  have  at  last  burst  forth, 
and  a  noble  crusade  has  been  formed — a 
crusade  not  to  rescue  or  protect,  but  to 
overthrow  all  that  is  sacred  ;  and  the  first 
victims  selected  by  the  gallant  band  of  war- 
riors are  the  expectations — based  on  the 
faith  of  Parliamentary  promises — of  miser- 
able and  underpaid  incumbencies  waiting 
for  their  long- delayed  augmentations, — 
the  preferments,  anxiously  looked  for  and 
now  almost  within  his  grasp,  of  the  hard- 
working and  ill-requited  curate,  and  the 
little  patrimony  of  the  widow  and  the 
orphan,  whose  pittance  is  abstracted  if  its 
payment  is  endangered  or  delayed. 

My  Lords,  before  passing  from  this  Bill, 
there  is  one  other  subject  to  which  I  would 
ask  the  earnest  attention  of  your  Lord- 
ships. I  am  not  going  now  to  argue  the 
bearing  of  the  Act  of  Union  upon  the  great 
question  of  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Church.  That  is  a  subject  which  is  much 
too  long  to  be  considered  to-night,  and 
which  may  well  be  considered  at  some 
future  period  ;  but  I  do  ask  jou  to  consider 
the  effect  of  the  Act  of  Union  with  refer- 
ence to  the  present  Bill.  Upon  the  con- 
struction and  bearing  of  the  Act  of  Union, 
I  will  enter  into  no  points  of  dispute,  but 
will  take  the  construction  put  upon  it  in 
words,  for  which  the  promoters  of  the  pre- 
sent Bill  are  in  the  fullest  dogree  respon- 
sible. It  was  only  in  1856 — which,  I 
suppose,  is  within  the  Parliamentary 
Statute  of  Limitations — that  a  Motion  was 
made  in  the  House  of  Commons  by  Mr. 
Dillwyn,  for  the  disestablishment  and  dis- 
endowment  of  the  Irish  Church.  Lord 
Palmerston  was  then  Prime  Minister.  The 
noble  Earl  who  moved  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill  (Earl  Granville)  was  a  Member 
of  the  Government ;  so  was  the  noble  Earl 
near  him  (Earl  Russell) ;  so  was  the  noble 
Duke  who  spoke  to-night  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll) ;  so  were  the  noble  Earls  beyond 
him  who  were  formerly  Lords  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  ;  so  was  Mr.  Gladstone  himself. 
We  have,  therefore,  the  collected  opinion 
and  determination  of  the  Government  of 
that  day.  Now,  the  only  ground  upon 
which  Lord  Palmerston  opposed  the  Motion 
of  Mr.  Dillwjn,  was  the  Act  of  Union. 
I  do  not  say  that  he  had  no  other  objec- 
tions, but  that  was  the  ground  he  selected 
as  the  answer  to  Mr.  Dillwyn.  Speaking 
for  all  the  distinguished  statesmen  who  com- 
posed his  Cabinet,  Lord  Palmerston  said — 
'*  If  that  5th  Article  has  any  meaning  at  all— 
VOL.    CXCIII.    [tHIW)  SEBIB8.] 


and  it  is  preposterous  to  suppose  that  it  is  a  yain 
deluBion,  and  that  it  has  no  real  and  substantiye 
intention — it  mnst  mean,  in  the  common  sense  of 
mankind,  that  the  Church  of  Ireland  in  harmony 
with  the  Church  of  England  is  to  be  maintained. 

Parliament  is  competent  to  deal  either 

with  the  Church  of  England  or  the  Church  of 
Ireland  according  to  varying  circumstances ;  but 
it  must  deal  with  those  Churches  not  in  order 
to  destroy  them,  but  for  the  purpose  of  render- 
ing them  more  effootiye  in  their  operation."-— 
[3  Hansard,  cxlii.  766-7.] 
I  observe  that  Mr.  Gladstone  voted  with 
Lord  Palmerston  upon  this  ground.  Well, 
that  is  a  fair  construction  to  put  upon  the 
Act  of  Union,  and  it  is  quite  sufficient  for 
my  purpose.  I  do  not  enter  into  the  ques- 
tion whether  it  is  competent  to  Parliament 
to  vary  or  repeal  the  Act  or  Treaty  of 
Union.  That  has  not  yet  been  done,  and 
I  ask  you  this  question, — Do  yoo  suppose 
it  would  be  tolerated — would  it  be  attemp- 
ted— that  the  Church  of  England  should 
be  the  subject  of  a  Suspensory  Bill  of  this 
kind  for  a  year,  or  any  other  period,  be- 
cause it  was  intended  at  a  future  period  to 
alter  its  constitution  or  stop  its  existence  ? 
If  you  will  not  so  deal  with  the  Church  of 
England,  I  ask  how  is  it  possible,  consis- 
tently with  any  adherence  to  the  Act  of 
Union,  that  you  can  deal  in  a  different 
spirit  with  the  Church  of  Ireland  ?  My 
Lords,  I  asked  would  this  be  attempted 
with  the  Church  of  England.  But  I  am 
bound  to  mention  one  occasion  on  which 
the  attempt  was  made.  The  ancestor  of 
the  noble  Earl,  formerly  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  (the  Earl  of  Clarendon),  in  his 
History  of  the  Great  Rebellion,  has  given 
us  an  interesting  account  of  the  negotiations 
with  the  King  at  Newport,  in  1648,  and  of 
the  Convention  which  was  extorted  from 
the  King  at  that  time  by  the  Commission- 
ers who  represented  the  opinions  and  policy 
of  the  Leaders  of  the  Parliamentary  party. 
It  is  a  curious  thing,  and  one  would  almost 
suppose  that  the  proposers  of  this  Bill  had 
resorted  to  that  precedent,  that  I  find  that 
the  2nd  Article  of  that  ill-omened  Con- 
vention is  in*  its  wording  almost  the  same 
as  that  of  a  Suspensory  Bill.  The  consent 
of  the  King,  sajs  Clarendon,  was  extorted 
magna  inter  mspiria,  to  a  measure  for 
suspending  for  three  years  the  functions  of 
the  Established  Church  in  England,  and 
for  alienating  and  selling  for  the  benefit  of 
the  State  the  lands  of  the  Church,  resery- 
ing  only  the  ancient  rents.  That  is  the 
only  precedent  I  can  find  for  this  measure, 
and  as  such  I  place  it  unreservedly  at  the 
disposal  of  the  noble  Earl. 

1  have  detained  your  Lordships  too  long 
K  [Third  Mght.  j 
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upon  this  Bill.  Allow  me  now,  to  make 
some  obserrations  upon  those  great  prin- 
oiples  to  which,  under  the  guise  of  this 
Bill,  your  Lordships  are  asked  to  assent. 
Mj  Lords,  in  dealing  with  the  question  of 
the  disestablishment  and  disendowment  of 
the  Church  in  Ireland,  it  will  be  convenient, 
I  think,  at  this  period  of  the  debate,  to  get 
rid  of  some  points  that  hare  been  referred 
to,  which  seem  to  me  to  have  no  real  bearing 
on  the  argument,  and  which  rather  tend  to 
introduce  perplexity  and  irrelevancy  as 
soon  as  they  are  mentioned.  I  think  we 
may  assnme  that  we  are  not  going  to  hear 
anything  more  of  the  "  intelligent  fo- 
reigner''and  his  opinions.  I  think  we  may 
also  entirely  put  aside  any  observations — 
of  which  only  a  few  have  been  made— on 
what  are  called  the  inequolities  of  the  Irish 
Church,  as  regards  the  amount  of  emolu- 
ment received  comp<ired  with  the  extent 
of  the  duty  performed.  My  Lords,  upon 
that  head  I  have  taken  the  opportunity  of 
asserting,  and  I  think  the  warmest  friends 
of  the  Church  have  always  asserted,  an 
anxious  desire  to  see  every  subject  of  in- 
equality of  this  kind  carefully  examined 
and  completely  redressed.  I  believe  the 
Irish  Church  has  suffered  much  from  this 
cot  having  been  done  before  ;  and  for  my 
part,  I  shall  be  better  pleased  the  sooner 
that  work  is  done.  I  think  we  may  like- 
wise put  aside  the  reference  which  has  been 
made  once  or  twice  to  the  case  of  Scot- 
land, and  the  course  taken  with  respect  to 
the  establishment  of  Episcopacy  in  that 
country.  That  case  has  no  analogy  what- 
ever to  the  present.  In  Scotland  there 
was  an  Established  Church.  That  Church 
had  endowments.  No  person  proposed  to 
disestablish  that  Church  ;  no  person  pro- 
posed to  take  away  its  endowments  ;  but 
the  question,  the  only  question  agitated 
between  England  and  Scotland  in  the  reign 
of  William  III.  was  this— whether  the  Par- 
liament and  the  Government  of  England 
ahould  coerce  that  Established  Church  of 
Scotland  to  receive  a  form  of  Church  go- 
Temment  to  which  it  conscientiously  ob- 
jected ?  I  think  we  may  also  put  aside  this 
question — What  would  it  be  judicious,  just, 
or  expedient  to  do,  supposing  we  were  now 
dealing  with  Ireland  as  a  new  country,  and 
were  considering  for  the  first  time  the  ques- 
tion of  religious  establishments  t  That, 
my  Lords,  unfortunately,  is  not  the  ques- 
tion with  which  we  have  to  deal.  That 
was  the  question  with  which  the  colony  of 
Australia,  which  has  also  been  referred  to, 
had  to  deal.  It  was  also  the  question, 
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though  not  perhaps  in  so  pure  a  form,  with 
which  the  colony  of  Canada  had  to  desi, 
when  we  left  the  disposal  of  the  elergy 
reserves  to  the  Legislature  of  Canada. 

One  other  reference,  and  one  only,  has 
been  made  to  a  case  supposed  to  be  an 
analogy.     I  mean  the  case  of  Jamaica. 
That  was  alluded  to  by  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl   of  Carnarvon)  who   sits  below  the 
gangway,  and  who  was  lately  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies.     That  noble  Earl 
made  a  speech  which  was  addressed  partly 
to  the  subject  of  the  Irish  Church,  and 
partly  to  the  subject  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment.      With    regard    to  the    Irish 
Church  the  noble  Earl  appeared  to  me  to 
say  about  as  much  evil  and  as  little  good 
as  he  possibly  could  do.     But  with  regard 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  I  am  bound 
to  say  he  said  nothing  except  what  was 
evil.     The  noble  Earl  appears  to  think  that, 
since  the  occurrences  which  happened  in 
the  spring  of  last  year,  virtue  and  hononr 
have  retreated  from  the  public  service  and 
have  retired  into  private  life.     The  noble 
Earl  even  proceeded  to  make  a  suggestion 
that  the  Government,  under  the  guise  of  de- 
fending the  Irish  Church,  were  really  only 
seeking  to  prolong  her  existence  fora  short 
time,  in  order  that  they  might  have  the 
satisfaction  of  destroying  her  theroaelvea 
hereafter.     Now,  my  Lords,  if  that  is  an 
hypothesis  which  presents  itself  to  the  un- 
derstanding of  the  noble  Earl  as  rational 
and  intelligent,  I  do  not  know  that  there 
are  any  means  of  preventing  him  from  en- 
tertaining it.     But  I  venture  to  think  that 
the  Irish   Church  will    hardly  thank  the 
noble  Earl,  entertaining  as  he  does  this 
theory,  for  the  advice,  which   in  conse- 
quence of  his  opinion  he  tenders  to  her» 
and  for  the  course  he  is  about  to  pursae 
in  respect  to  this  Bill  ;  because,  as  I  nn- 
derstood  his  advice  to  the  Church,  it  was 
this,  that  in  order  to  save  herself  from  thia 
apprehended  annihilation  hereafter  at  the 
hands  of  her  friends,  she  ought  immediately 
to  surrender  herself  to  be  destroyed  by  her 
enemies.    And  the  noble  Earl,  as  I  un- 
derstood him,  is  perfectly  willing  to  aaaisi 
her  in  this  operation  by  his  vote  on  the 
present  Bill.     The  noble  Earl,  bowoTer, 
said  that  nothing  could  be  so  grossly  in- 
consistent as  the  conduct  of  the  Gorern- 
ment  in  defending   the   Irish  Chureh  at 
the  time  when  they  were  disestabliahing 
the  Church  in  Jamaica.     He  said  that  the 
case   of   Jamaica  was  exactly    parallel  ; 
that  the  case  of  the  Enelish  Chureh  was 
not  the  same  as  that  of  J^e  Irish^Chureh, 
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but  thai  the  ease   of  Jamaica  was  the 
same,  and  there  the  QoYernment  was  dis- 
endowiDg  and  disestablishing  the  Church. 
Now,  mj  Lords,  what  are  the  facts  ?     I 
am  sorry  to  have  to  state  them  to  a  noble 
Earl  who  was  Secretary  for  the  Colonies. 
In  Jamaica  and  other  West  Indian  islands 
there  are  Bishops  appointed  bj  the  Crown; 
there  are  parishes  in  those  islands  with 
archdeacons  and  parochial  ministers*   Now, 
nothing  whaterer  has  been  done,  nothing 
whateTor  is  proposed  to  be  done  altering 
in  any  manner  the  establishmentof  Bishops, 
archdeacons,  and   clergy  in  the   way    in 
which  it  has  subsisted  erer  since  it  had 
any  eiistence.     From  a  very  early  period 
the  dignitaries  of  the   Church  were  sup- 
ported by  the  colonies.     The  distress  in 
the  islands  arising  from  emancipation  was 
so  great  for  the  time,  that  the  Parliament 
of  England,  as  a  matter  of  charity  and 
as  an  eleemosynary  gift,  was  content  to 
pay  out  of  the  funds  of  the  mother  country 
a  sum  of  £20«000  a  year  in  order  to  eke 
out  and  complete  the  salaries  of  some,  not 
all,  but  of  a  certain  number  of  the  Bishops 
and  archdeacons  in  those  islands.      That 
payment  has  gone  on  for  some  time.     It 
has  attracted  from  time  to  time  the  atten- 
tion of  Parliament,  and  as  the  temporary 
pressure  of  the  islands  was  passing  over, 
and  as  the  subject  moreover  of  the  appli- 
cation of  the  resources  of  the    Imperial 
Exchequer  for  colonial  purposes  was  better 
understood,  a  strong  feeling  was  expressed 
by  Parliamentthat  this  contribution  ought 
to  cease,  but  to  cease  only  so  far  as  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  is  concerned  ;  that  is 
to  say,  that  the  colonies  which  have  the 
Bishops,  the  archdeacons,  and  the  paro- 
chial incumbents   should  be  left  to    take 
this  payment  on  themselves.     This  grant 
of  £20,000  had  been  placed  on  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  instead  of  on  the  Estimates, 
and  therefore  an  Act  of  Parliament  was 
necessary.     The  colonists  are,  I   believe, 
perfectly  ready  to  make  provision  for  the 
payment   of    the  Bishops   and   parochial 
clergy ;  and  the  whole  of  this  great  ques- 
tion of  the  disendowment  of  the  Church  in 
Jamaica  turns  out  to  be  simply  this—the 
transfer  of  the  burden  of  £20,000  from 
the  Imperial  Exchequer   to   the  Colonial 
Exchequer.      Now  I  must  express  my  re- 
gret that  the  9oble  Earl,  in  his  anxiety  to 
make  a  thrust  at  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, should  have  allowed  his  judgment 
to  be  so  blinded  with  regard  to  a  simple, 
commonplace  transaction  of  that  kind  as  to 
magnify  it  in  his  own  mind  into  a  case 


parallel  with  that  of  the  present  Bill,  and 
with  the  disendowment  and  disestablish' 
ment  of  the  Irish  Church. 

The  Eakl  op  CARNARVON :  May  I 
be  allowed  to  ask  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  this  question,  whether  the  colonists 
have  undertaken,  either  directly  or  in- 
directly, to  substitute  any  payment  for  the 
endowment  for  this  country  ? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  My  an- 
swer to  the  question  is  this  —  I  believe 
the  colonists  are  ready  to  make  provision 
for  the  payment  of  the  clergy  of  the 
Church  ;  and  as  soon  as  the  Act  receives 
the  Royal  Assent,  communications  will  be 
made  to  them  by  the  Colonial  Office,  invit- 
ing them  to  put  themselves  in  motion  for 
this  purpose.  Whether,  however,  they  do 
this  or  not  does  not  signify  a  pin's  point 
in  the  argument.  There  was  no  endow- 
ment to  which  we  ever  pledged  ourselves. 
There  was  no  contract  whatever  upon  the 
subject.  There  was  simply  an  eleemosy- 
nary donation  of  £20,000  originating  in 
the  distressed  state  of  the  island  ;  and  out 
of  tenderness  for  the  circumstances  under 
which  that  donation  was  made,  the  measure, 
to  which  I  have  referred,  contains  a  clause, 
providing  that  none  of  those  persons  who 
have  gone  out  to  Jamaica,  upon  the  faith 
of  this  donation  from  the  Imperial  Exche- 
quer, are  to  suffer  during  their  incumben- 
cies ;  and  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  during 
their  incumbencies,  will  make  good  the 
sums  they  have  been  receiving.  The  noble 
Earl,  however,  who  moved  the  second  read- 
ing (Earl  Granville)  referred  to  Jamaica  for 
another  purpose.  He  said  he  understood 
the  Qovernment  had  consented,  in  the 
case  of  Jamaica,  to  a  suspensory  measure 
analogous  to  this  Bill.  The  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  told  the  noble 
Earl  he  did  not  know  how  strong  the  case 
really  was,  for  that  it  was  perfectly  parallel. 
Now,  what  is  the  fact  with  regard  to  this 
suspensory  measure,  which  is  a  different 
matter  from  the  Parliamentary  grant  of 
£20,000  a  year.  There  is  in  Jamaica  a 
very  singular  colonial  law,  which  is  this — 
that  all  the  parochial  arrangements  of  the 
island  are  made  for  a  term  of  years  only. 
They  all  come  to  an  end  next  year  (1869); 
the  incumbents  and  curates  of  the  whole 
island  hold  their  preferments  for  a  term, 
which  will  then  expire ;  and  the  whole  of 
the  salaries  and  of  the  work  to  be  done 
will  then  be  subject  to  a  revision.  In  this 
state  of  things.  Governor  Grant  sent  a  des- 
patch to  the  Colonial  Office,  in  which  he 
thus  expresses  himself — 
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**  The  second  meaiure  is  mainly  of  preparatory 
character,  though  it  will  also  have  the  effect  of 
prodacing  an  immedJate  laying  to  the  rerenne,  of 
considenUile  importance  in  the  present  state  of 
the  finances  of  the  colony.  Under  a  colonial 
statute,  the  tenure  of  the  cures  of  all  the  clergy  of 
Jamaica  expires  with  the  close  of  the  year  1869. 
At  that  time  it  will  he  legitimate  to  make  any 
changes  of  system,  and  any  reductions  in  number 
and  pay,  which  may  be  thought  proper  on  general 
principles.  Great  reductions  in  pay  were  made 
by  the  late  Colonial  Legislature  at  the  expiry 
of  the  last  temporary  statute,  by  which  the  eccle- 
siastical establishment  was  regulated  ;  and  it  has 
been  perfectly  understood  by  all  parties  here,  that 
the  re-arrangement  of  the  ecclesiastical  establish- 
ment after  1869  would  be  treated  practically  as 
an  open  question.  For  this  reason  I  have  pro* 
posed  to  the  Bishop  that  no  vacancy,  occurring  in 
the  ecclesiastical  establishment,  shall  be  filled 
until  a  new  scheme  for  supplying  the  religious 
wants  of  the  island  shall  have  bron  determined 
upon  by  Her  Majesty's  Government ;  and  in  this 
proposal  his  Lordship  has  acquiesced.  I  now 
submit  this  recommendation  for  your  Lordship's 
decision.  Already  by  the  provisional  introduction 
of  this  principle,  an  immediate  saving,  which  I 
estimate  roughly  at  about  £2,000  a  year,  has  be- 
come feasible,  without  public  inconvenience  or 
personal  loss  to  any  one :  the  details  of  which 
arrangement  I  hope  to  be  able  to  send  to  your 
Lordship  by  next  mail.  I  cannot  too  strongly 
express  to  your  Lordship  the  obligation  I  am 
under  to  the  Bishop  of  Kingston  for  the  kind  and 
liberal  support  I  have  received  from  him  in  my 
endeavour  to  improve  the  embarrassed  financial 
condition  of  this  colony,  by  economy  in  this  de- 
partment of  aflEairs." 

The  facts  are  thus  yery  simple.  All  ap- 
pointmenta  mast  come  to  an  end  in  1869  ; 
and  it  would  be  yerj  foolish  to  appoint, 
merely  for  a  year  or  two,  when  an  entire 
change  in  the  ecclesiastical  arrangements 
of  the  island  is  already  appointed  by  statute 
to  be  made.  The  Colonial  Secretary  sent 
a  despatch  in  reply,  in  these  words — 

**  I  have  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your 
despatch,  No.  57  of  the  24th  of  November,  re- 
porting the  reduction  effected  by  you  in  the  eccle- 
siastical expenditure  in  Jamaica,  and  the  steps 
taken  hy  you  with  a  view  to  a  further  reduction  of 
it.  I  concur  in  your  views  on  this  subject,  and 
approve  your  proceedings  for  giving  effect  to 
them.  I  have  observed  with  satis5iction  the  cor- 
dial co-operation  which  you  have  met  with  from 
the  Bishop. 

Now  I  think  all  this  was  a  very  ordinary 
and  yery  natural  transaction.  Both  the 
Gorernor's  letter  and  the  Secretary  of 
State's  despatch  appear  to  me  to  be  ex* 
ceedingly  proper.  I  believe  the  arrange- 
ment has  nothing  on  earth  parallel  with 
the  suspension  of  appointments  proposed 
by  the  present  Bill.  If,  however,  my 
Lords,  I  am  mistaken  in  this  view,  if  it  is 
the  case  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
do  not,  as  was  said  by  the  noble  Earl 
The  Lord  Chancellor 


(the  Earl  of  Carnarvon),  come  into  Court 
with  clean  hands  upon  this  subject,  if  they 
are  guilty  of  the  flagrant  and  glaring  in- 
consistency to  which  he  referred,  if  that  is 
the  case,  then,  at  least,  it  may  not  be 
unfitting,  that  in  the  presence  of  the  accuser 
of  the  Government,  I  should  remind  your 
Lordships  that  the  hand  which  is  appended 
to  that  despatch  is  the  hand  of  the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon. 

Now,  my  Lords,  as  regards  the  dises- 
tablishment and  disendowment  of  the  Irish 
Church,  which  is  the  real  principle  of  this 
Bill,  there  are  two  questions  which  have  to 
be  considered — ^justice  and  policy.  It  has 
been  repeatedly  said  that  the  endowment 
and  establishment  of  the  Irish  Church  are 
an  injustice.  If,  however,  anything  is 
unjust,  there  can  never  be  much  difficulty 
in  putting  your  finger  upon  that  which 
constitutes  the  injustice,  and  I  listened  to 
this  debate  with  some  interest  to  know 
whether  we  should  be  informed  by  any  of 
the  speakers  what  the  injustice,  as  regards 
the  position  of  the  Irish  Church  and  its 
endowments,  was  said  to  be.  Well,  my 
Lords,  what  is  the  injustice  ?  If  these 
endowments  belonged  to  any  other  Church 
or  body,  I  should  admit  at  once  that  it 
was  a  great  injustice,  and  that  the  Church 
ought  not  to  have  them.  But  is  it  con- 
tended that  these  endowments  belong  to 
any  other  Church  ?  Is  it  contended  that 
they  belong  to  the  Eoman  Catholic  Church  ? 
Do  you  intend  to  give  them  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  ?  Why,  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Church  say  that  they  do  not  claim 
them,  that  they  do  not  want  them,  and 
that  they  would  not  have  them.  There  is  no 
case,  therefore,  of  a  rival  claimant  de- 
manding these  endowments,  and  asserting 
that  they  properly  belong  to  them.  Then 
is  the  injustice  this,  that  wherever  you 
have  an  Established  Church,  with  endow- 
ments, that  is  of  itself  an  injustice  and  an 
inequality  as  regards  every  person  who  is 
not  a  member  of  it  ?  My  Lords,  depend 
upon  it,  we  must  face  this  question  and 
must  make  up  our  minds  how  to  answer  it 
if  that  is  said  to  be  the  injustice.  Is  the 
existence  of  the  Irish  Church,  with  its  en- 
dowments, an  injustice  to  everyone  who 
does  not  belong  to  it?  If  this  is  the 
theory  we  are  to  adopt,  then  I  maintain 
that  it  does  not  matter  whether  those  who 
do  not  belong  to  it  are  5,000  or  5,000,000. 
The  injustice,  if  injustice  there  be  as  re- 
gards individuals,  is  the  same.  There  can 
be  no  greater  injustice  as  regards  each 
individual  of  the   5,000,000  than  there 
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would  be  towards  each  indifidaal  of  the 
dyOOO.  Therefore,  if  that  principle  is  to 
be  laid  down  in  support  of  this  measure,  it 
is  one  which  applies  to  this  country  as  well 
as  to  Ireland.  A  petition  was  presented 
the  other  night  by  a  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Lyttelton),  which  I  am  desirous  of  treat- 
ing with  eyery  respect.  The  petitioners 
stated  that  the  Irish  Church  was  an  injus- 
tice, and  that  they  could  not  support  an 
injustice.  I  said  to  myself  *'  Here  are  phi- 
losophers,  literary  men,  men  of  reputation  ; 
I  shall  now  hear  what  the  injustice  is."  I 
read  the  petition  and  found  the  usual  dog- 
matic statement,  that  the  Irish  Church, 
with  its  endowments,  was  an  injustice,  but 
I  found  nothing  more.  The  question  was 
thus  left  just  where  it  had  been.  But  the 
noble  Lord  who  presented  the  petition  took 
the  trouble  of  giving  your  Lordships  an 
explanation  on  the  subject.  If  I  am  wrong 
he  will  correct  me.  He  said  that  he  did 
not  understand  that  all  those  who  bad 
signed  the  petition,  or  the  greater  number 
of  them,  approved  the  scheme  brought  for- 
ward in  connection  with  the  present  Bill. 
Many,  or  some  of  them,  were  in  favour  of 
a  plan  for  dividing  the  endowments  of  the 
Irish  Church  among  the  yarious  denomina- 
tions in  Ireland.  Now,  if  these  petitioners 
have  adopted  the  view  that  these  endow- 
ments belong  to  all  the  different  religious 
denominations  in  Ireland,  I  agree  with  them 
that  the  present  appropriation  of  these 
endowments  is  an  injustice.  I  do  not  ogree 
with  them  in  their  first  proposition,  that 
these  endowments  do  belong  to  all  the  re- 
ligious persuasions,  but  if  they  have  arrived 
at  that  view,  I  can  see  what  they  mean  by 
an  injustice,  and  the  conclusion  at  which 
they  arrive  is  what  might  be  eipected  from 
logical  men.  But,  then,  my  Lords,  that 
petition  is  not  one  in  favour  of  this  Bill, 
and  the  petitioners,  on  the  contrary,  are 
contending  for  a  principle  disowned  by  the 
promoters  of  this  Bill.  Well,  but  then  it 
is  said  that  the  majority  in  Ireland  do  not 
accept  the  services  of  the  Established 
Church,  but  profess  a  different  religion,  and 
that  in  this  lies  the  injustice  of  the  Estab- 
lishment. Now,  my  Lords,  if  that  is  the 
principle  we  are  to  adopt — if  what  is  just 
when  those  who  have  the  endowments  are 
in  the  majority  is  unjust  when  those  who 
have  them  are  in  the  minority,  then  the 
logical  consequence  must  be  that  the  ma- 
jority are  entitled  to  the  endowments.  I 
ask  the  noble  Earl,  who  moves  the  second 
reading  (Earl  Granville),  is  it  his  proposal 
that  the  endowments  of  the  Irish  Chureb 


should  be  transferred  to  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics ;  or  is  it  that  they  should  be  divided 
among  all  denominations;  or  is  it  that  the 
mnjority,  whoever  they  may  be,  should 
have  these  endowments  ?  If  he  repudiates 
each  of  these  three  proposals,  then  I  am 
unable  to  see  what  is  the  injustice  which 
he  is  going  to  remedy. 

Now,  my  Lords,  one  word  about  num- 
bers—  a  difficult  and  delicate  subject  to 
enter  on.  The  point  to  be  considered 
seems  to  me  to  be  this.  Is  the  connection 
between  Church  and  State  an  Imperial 
question,  or  a  local  queetion  ?  If  it  is  an 
Imperial  question,  I  apprehend  that  the 
numbers  you  have  to  look  to  are  the  num- 
hers  of  the  Empire.  If  it  be  a  local  ques- 
tion, I  want  to  know  how  far  are  you  going 
to  localize  it  ?  Are  you  going  to  stop  at 
localizing  it  in  Ireland  ?  Why  should  not 
a  proposition  be  made  to  localize  it  in 
Wales  ?  You  may  depend  that  if  you 
treat  this  as  a  local  question,  you  must  be 
prepared  to  carry  out  that  principle  far 
beyond  the  case  of  the  Irish  Church.  If 
the  question  of  Church  and  State  is  to  be 
dealt  with  according  to  the  exigencies  of 
different  localities,  you  cannot  stop  short 
at  Ireland.  Let  me  take  a  question  which 
is  analogous.  You  have  ifow  a  Protestant 
Sovereign,  a  Protestant  Head  of  the  State, 
laws  to  secure  that  the  Head  of  the  State 
shall  always  be  a  Protestant.  Is  that  an 
Imperial  principle  ?  I  apprehend  it  is. 
That  law  is  enacted  and  maintained  be* 
cause  the  great  majority  of  the  people  of 
the  Empire  hold  it  to  be  a  good  law.  But 
I  want  to  know,  if  the  question  of  the 
connection  between  Church  and  State  is  a 
local  question,  why  the  principle  that  the 
Head  of  the  State  should  be  a  Protestant 
should  not  also  be  a  local  question  ;  and, 
if  so,  why  should  not  the  people  of  Ireland 
express  an  opinion  upon  it  ?  Why  should 
not  an  agitation  be  got  up  in  Ireland  to 
treat  this  principle  as  an  Irish  and  not  an 
Imperial  question  ?  My  Lords,  this  is  not 
so  chimerical  a  supposition  as  some  of  your 
Lordships  might  be  inclined  to  suppose. 
At  a  meeting  of  the  Defence  Association, 
of  which  Cardinal  Cullen  is  the  President, 
it  has  been  made  a  subject  of  complaint 
that  a  law  of  this  country  inflicts  the 
grievous  hardship  on  Romon  Catholics  of 
entailing  a  forfeiture  of  the  Crown  on  any 
Sovereign  of  the  United  Kingdom  who 
should  be  converted  to  what  is  termed  in 
the  Resolution  ''genuine  Christianity." 
More  than  that.  My  Lords,  a  supporter 
of  this  Bill  in   the  House  of  CommonSi 
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more  advanced  or  more  candid  tban  his 
fellowB,  has  made  a  proposition,  which,  I 
believe,  has  not  yet  been  considered,  that 
the  declaration  which  secures  that  the  So- 
vereign should  make  a  profession  of  the 
Protestant  religion,  should  be  wiped  out  of 
the  Coronation  ceremony. 

My  Lords,  I  have  thus  tried,  and  tried 
in  vain,  to  find  out  what  is  the  injustice 
complained  of  by  the  advocates  of  this  Bill; 
and  now  let  me  ask  you— for  this  question 
of  injustice  has  two  aspects — to  consider 
what  is  the  injustice  on  the  other  side  ? 
The  subject  is  too  broad  to  take  in  all  its 
details ;  but  let  me  refer,  in  order  to  show 
the  working  of  a  measure  of  disendowment, 
to  two  important  elements  of  the  property 
of  the  Irish  Church.  I  will  take  first  the 
glebe  lands.  I  do  not  mean  the  glebes 
themselves,  for  they  are  comparatively 
small  matters,  nor  do  I  speak  of  the  small 
patches  round  the  residences  of  the  clergy; 
I  speak  of  the  glebe  lands  constituting  a 
large  item  in  the  property  of  the  Church 
in  Ireland.  The  glebe  lands  in  Ireland 
amount  in  round  numbers  to  133,000 
acres.  In  the  province  of  Armagh  alone 
they  amount  to  about  112,000  acres.  I 
do  not  supposp  I  over-state  the  yalue  of 
those  lands — they  are  said  to  be  about  the 
best  in  Ireland— when  I  say  that  they  are 
worth  considerably  more  than  £100,000  a 
year.  Now,  what  is  the  title  to  that  pro- 
perty, and  how  were  these  glebe  lands 
given  ?  Let  me  read  to  your  Lordships  a 
very  short  extract  from  Mr.  Hallam's  ac- 
count of  the  settlement  of  Ulster  by 
James  I.     He  says — 

"  From  a  sense  of  the  error  committed  in  the 
Queen's  time,  by  granting  vast  tracts  to  single 
persons,  the  lands  were  distribnted  in  three  classes, 
of  2,000, 1,600,  and  1,000  English  acres  ;  and  in 
every  county  one-half  of  the  assignments  was  to 
the  smallest,  the  rest  to  the  other  two  classes. 
Those  who  received  2,000  acres  were  bonnd  with- 
in four  years  to  build  a  castle  and  bawn, or  strong 
ooart-yard  ;  the  second  class  within  two  years  to 
build  a  stone  or  brick  house  with  a  bawn ;  the 
third  class,  a  bawn  only.  The  first  were  to  plant 
on  their  lands  within  three  years  forty-eight  able 
men,  eighteen  years  old  or  upwards,  born  in  Eng- 
land or  the  inland  parts  of  Scotland  ;  the  others 
to  do  the  same,  in  proportion  to  their  estates.  All 
the  grantees  were  to  reside  within  five  years,  in 
person  or  by  approved  agents,  and  to  keep  suffi- 
cient store  of  arms.  They  were  not  to  alienate 
their  lands  without  the  King's  licence,  nor  to  let 
them  for  less  than  twenty-one  years.  Their  te- 
nants were  to  live  in  houses  built  in  the  English 
manner,  and  not  dispersed,  but  in  Yillages." 

Thai  was  the  scheme  of  settlement  gene- 
rally; but  the  instructions  with  regard  to 
assigning  glebes  were  in  these  words — 
The  Lord  Chancellor 


*  The  Commissioners  are  to  assign  to  the  in- 
cumbent of  each  parish  a  glebe,  after  the  rate  of 
threescore  acres  for  every  thousand  acres  within 
the  parishes,  in  the  most  conyenient  places,  or 
nearest  to  the  churches  ;  and,  for  the  more  cer- 
tainty, to  give  such  glebe  a  certain  name,  whereby 
it  may  be  known." 

My  Lords,  the  Commissioners  proceeded 
under  that  Order  to  allot  the  glebe  lands; 
and  if  your  Lordships  have  the  curiosity 
to  look  into  the  matter  you  will  find  in 
your  Library,  through  the  recent  publica- 
tion of  the  Patent  Rolls,  the  terms  of  the 
grant  of  every  one  of  those  glebes.  I  will 
take  the  limitations  of  two  of  these,  by  way 
of  example— 

'<  To  hold  for  ever  to  the  incumbent  and  his 
successors  in  free,  pure,  and  perpetual  alms  for  all 
services  " — a  title  in  frankalmoign,  as  good  a  title 
as  a  fee-simple — "  with  a  covenant  for  the  build- 
ing of  glebe  houses ;  and  in  default  His  Majesty 
reserves  permission  to  enter,  and  by  the  hands  of 
the  dean,  archdeacon,  and  two  justices  of  the 
peace,  to  collect  the  issues  and  profits  of  the 
lands  until  the  buildings  shall  be  finished  ;  and  no 
person  shall  let  or  set  any  of  the  glebes  contrary 
to  His  late  Majesty's  instructions,  upon  pain  of 
forfeiture  of  five  shillings  an  acre." 

In  another  grant,  the  only  other  example 
that  I  shall  give — 

*^  All  the  preceding  lands  are  to  be  held  by 
the  incumbents  and  their  successors  for  ever,  in 
free,  pure,  and  perpetual  alms,  on  condition  that 
they  shall  build  substantial  residences." 

Now,  my  Lords,  observe  what  the  conse- 
quences were.  This  was  the  Plantation 
and  Settlement  of  Ulster.  Not  only  did 
tho  incumbents  settle  and  comply  with  the 
conditions  imposed,  not  only  did  they  re- 
claim the  lands  allotted  to  them,  but  the 
settlers  who  took  the  1,000  acres,  less  the 
sixty,  induced  by  this  grant  for  the  main- 
tenance of  their  religion,  imported  or  immi- 
grated with  other  Scotch  and  English  set- 
tiers.  They  reclaimed  the  lands  of  Ulster, 
and  that  province,  which,  according  to  Sir 
John  Davis,  was  immediately  before  one 
waste  and  desolate  wilderness,  became  tho 
garden  of  Ireland.  Money  was  laid  out 
upon  it,  men  came  into  the  country  and 
settled  there  with  their  families,  and  if  you 
now  touch  these  glebe  lands,  which  were  so 
granted,  you  unsettle  the  settlement  of 
Erister.  You  take  away  that  which  was 
the  most  important  element  of  the  settle- 
ment ;  you  interfere,  not  merely  with  the 
interests  of  the  incumbent  and  his  succes- 
sors, but  those  rights  and  interests  of  the 
laity  who  staked  their  fortunes  in  Ulster 
and  made  Ulster  what  it  is,  you  entirely 
confiscate.  I  need  not  remind  your  Lord- 
ships that  the  greatest  amount  of  wealth, 
prosperity,    and    energy   that    waa    ever 
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brought  into  Ireland  was  introduced  by 
means  of  that  very  settlement.  So  much 
/or  the  glebe  lands,  and  for  the  £100,000 
or  £200,000  a  year  of  the  income  of  the 
Irish  Cburoh  which  the  glebe  lands  repre- 
sent. Now,  my  Lords,  turn  for  a  moment 
to  the  tithe  rent-charge.  I  cannot  at  this 
hour  go  into  the  history  of  that  portion  of 
the  possessions  of  the  Church,  and  after 
the  speech  of  my  right  re?.  Friend  this 
e?ening,  what  I  can  say  must  fall  far  short 
of  what  you  have  already  heard.  But  I 
ask  you  to  take  one  short  and  simple  view 
of  the  results  of  confiscating  the  tithe  rent- 
charge.  Eight-ninths  of  the  laud  in  Ire- 
land belongs  to  Protestants.  The  pur- 
chasers in  the  Incumbered  Estates  Court 
were,  it  is  well  known,  as  to  the  great  ma- 
jority, Protestants  also.  Now,  let  me  ask 
your  Lordships  to  take  the  case  of  a  single 
one  of  these  purchasers,  for  we  shall  ne?er 
understand  the  bearing  of  the  question  till 
we  look  at  individual  cases.  Let  me  sup- 
pose the  case  of  a  purchaser  of  land  who 
buys  a  whole  parish.  He  is  a  Protestant; 
he  naturally  looks  for  the  enjoyment  and 
instruction  of  his  religion,  and  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  having  a  parochial  clergyman 
upon  bis  estate.  He  knows  that  in  some 
way  or  other  tins  parochial  clergyman  must 
be  provided  for,  and  he  knows,  when  he 
buys  or  inherits  the  land,  that  there  will 
be  payable  out  of  it  a  sum  (say)  of  £500 
a  year  tithe  rent-charge,  which  will  be  ap- 
plicable to  the  support  of  that  minister 
whose  ministrations  he  values.  Now,  if 
you  confiscate  the  rent-charge  and  apply 
it  to  secular  purposes,  what  is  the  practical 
effect  on  the  layman?  Never  mind  the 
clergyman;  let  him  take  care  of  himself 
for  the  present.  Tou  thereby  require  this 
Protestant  owner,  the  purchaser  of  a  whole 
parish,  to  provide  another  £500  a  year,  in 
order  therewith  to  provide  for  the  minister 
whoae  former  means  of  support  you  have 
confiscated.  That  brings  us  face  to  face 
with  tlie  character  of  this  measure.  It 
is  not  a  measure  in  which  the  vested 
interests  of  the  clergy  are  really  so  much 
at  stake.  And  I  can  conceive  no- 
thing more  nearly  approaching  to  mockery 
than  a  Resolution  which  says  that  the 
Irish  Church  is  to  cease,  doe  regard  being 
had  to  all  personal  interests  and  individual 
rights  of  property — that  being  afterwards 
interpreted  as  meaning  the  individual  in- 
terests and  rights  of  property  of  the  clergy. 
I  am  very  anxious  for  the  clergy  and  their 
well-being  ;  but  they  appear  to  me  to  be 
of  all  persons  the  least  interested  in  this 


question,  because  their  interests  for  life 
are  to  be  secured.  The  persons  whose  in- 
terests are  overlooked  are  the  laity.  I 
have  given  your  Lordships  an  instance — a 
proprietor  buys  a  parish  knowing  that  there 
are  certain  outgoings  intended  to  provide 
for  a  clergyman  ;  having  bought  the  parish, 
he  finds  these  outgoings  confiscated  by 
your  legislation  to  some  wholly  foreign 
purpose,  and  is  by  that  means  compelled 
to  suppl/  the  deficiency  by  another  pay- 
ment of  equal  amount  which  he  never 
reckoned  upon  at  all.  Let  me  put  a 
homely  illustration — here  is  a  parish  hos« 
pital  with  ample  endowments  for  its  sup- 
port ;  let  us  suppose  that  an  enlightened 
legislator  resolves  to  apply  its  endowments 
to  some  other  purpose,  providing  at  the 
same  time  that  all  vested  interests  shall  be 
respected.  The  hospital  is  full  of  patients, 
and  it  has  a  good  staff  of  medical  and 
other  officers.  An  actuary  is  brought  in 
to  value  the  amount  of  interest  which  each 
patient  may  be  supposed  to  have  for  his 
sojourn  in  the  hospital,  and  to  value  the 
life-interests  of  the  staff.  The  amount  of 
this  valuation  is  secured,  and  then  it  is 
said  that  all  vested  interests  are  respected. 
No  doubt  all  interests  are  respected,  except 
the  not  unimportant  interest  of  the  parish 
for  which  the  hospital  was  originally  in- 
tended. And  then,  my  Lords,  if  this  en- 
lightened legislator  were  to  find  that  the 
compensation  took  up  two-fifths  of  the  en- 
dowment, he  would,  accoHing  to  the  views 
of  the  promoter  of  this  Bill,  tell  us  that  he 
preserved  for  the  hospital  two- fifths  of  its 
property  !  Now,  this  is  exactly  what  you 
propose  to  do  with  the  Church  ;  the  clergy 
are  all  to  be  compensated  with  money,  the 
parishes  are  to  be  simply  robbed  of  their 
endowments. 

Now,  my  Lords,  let  us  turn  to  the  po* 
licy  of  the  question — the  pacification  of 
Ireland.  That  was  a  question  dealt  with 
somewhat  summarily  by  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Clarendon).  The  noble  Earl 
who  has  had  some  experience  of  Ireland, 
said,  ^'  I  never  supposed  that  this  measure 
would  do  anything  for  the  pacification  of 
Ireland.  I  donH  think  it  will,  but  at  all 
events,"  he  said,  '*  if  we  pass  this  measure 
we  shall  have  satisfied  our  own  con- 
sciences." That  was  the  view  of  the  noble 
Earl.  Now,  my  Lords,  I  am  quite  sore 
that  your  Lordships  would  be  quite  willing 
to  do  anything  in  reason  to  bring  ease  to 
the  conscience  of  the  noble  Earl ;  but  at 
the  same  time  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
when  one  considers  the  number  of  years 
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daring  which  the  nohle  Earl  haB  been  in 
Office,  and  daring  which  he  never,  that  I  am 
aware,  opened  hia  mouth  open  this  Bubject,  I 
cannot  help  tliinking  that  this  chronic  state 
of  uneasiness  of  conscience  has  not,  upon  the 
wliole,  caused  him  much  discomfort.  But, 
my  Lords,  I  think  your  Lordships  would  do 
well  to  consider  whether  this  Bil],  which 
you  are  asked  so  suddenly  to  pass  to  the 
great  injury  of  one  class  of  the  population, 
will  ha?e  any  good  effect  in  proaucing  that 
harmony  we  all  so  much  desire  to  see? 
Now  what  is  the  foundation  for  the  idea 
that  this  measure  will  lead  to  the  pacifica- 
tion of  Ireland  ?  In  the  first  place,  is  it 
the  case  that  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  has  been  the  cause  of  the  antago- 
nism of  races  which  has  bo  undoubtedly 
and  so  long  prevailed  ?  I  should  like  to 
answer  that  question  in  the  words  of  a 
Roman  Catholic  historian,  also  a  great 
poet,  who  gives  UB  a  statement  from  the 
Roman  Catholic  point  of  view,  as  to  the 
history  of  the  Church  of  Ireland.  Mr. 
Moore  says — 

*'  At  the  period  when  all  were  of  one  fiiith,  the 
Church  of  the  GoverDment  and  the  Church  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  almost  as  much  separated 
from  each  other  hy  difference  in  race,  language, 
political  feeling,  and  even  ecclesiastical  discipline, 
as  they  have  been  at  any  period  since  by  differ- 
ence of  creed.  Disheartening  as  may  be  some  of 
the  conclusions  deducible  from  this  fact,  it  clearly 
shows  that  the  establishment  of  the  Reformed 
Church  in  that  kingdom  was  not  the  first  or  sole 
cause  of  the  bitter  hostility  between  tho  two 
races." 

Now  take  the  present  time,  and  I  ask* 
what  reason  is  there  for  supposing  that  any 
of  these  Fenian  movements,  which  we  all 
look  on  with  abhorrence,  are  in  any  shape 
or  form  connected  with  the  Established 
Church  ?  Has  any  member  of  that  body 
ever  suggested  anything  of  the  kind  ?  On 
the  contrary,  have  not  the  whole  of  the 
attempts  of  Fenianism  been  designed  to 
obtain  possession  of  the  land  in  Ireland, 
to  effect  a  separation  of  the  two  kingdoms, 
and  to  establish  what  has  been  called  the 
nationality  of  Ireland  ?  Well,  my  Lords, 
what  as  to  the  Roman  Catholic  laity  of 
Ireland  ?  It  is  impossible  not  to  observe 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  laity  of  Ireland 
hafe  discovered  that  the  measure  which 
has  been  so  temptingly  held  out  to  them, 
and  which  they  have  been  asked  to  sup- 
port, does  in  reality  give  them  nothing, 
and  may  deprive  them  of  much  which 
they  now  have.  Every  day  I  read  in 
Roman  Catholic  organs  appeals  to  the  laity, 
upbraiding  them  for  being  utterly  indif- 
The  Lord  Chancellor 


ferent  to  the  gpreat  work  being  conducted 
in  England  by  their  great  apostle.  Mr. 
Gladstone.  Then,  is  there  any  foundation 
for  imagining  that  the  Roman  Catholic 
priesthood,  with  their  great  influence  over 
the  laity,  would,  upon  receiving  a  measure 
of  this  kind,  induce  the  laity  of  Ireland  to 
be  satisfied,  and  influence  them  to  ask  for 
nothing  further?  If  your  Lordships  be- 
lieve that,  you  will  act  in  entire  opposition 
to  the  declared  position  and  opinion  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  priesthood.  Your  Lord- 
ships have  heard  of  the  circular  issued 
from  a  meeting  of  the  Tenant-right  So- 
ciety in  the  county  of  Meath,  the  meeting 
being  attended  by  the  Roman  Catholic 
Bishop  and  Vicar  General,  and  the  circular 
being  signed  by  two  Roman  Catholic 
priests.     In  tjiat  circular  they  say — 

**  The  one,  the  great,  the  sole  question  for  Ire- 
land, is  the  land  question  ;  other  agitations,  such 
as  that  against  the  Established  Church,  are  got 
up  for  party  purposes,  would  infuse  an  element  of 
bigotry  into  the  already  sufficiently  disturbed  re- 
lations between  landlord  and  tenant,  would  effect 
the  ruin  of  thousands  of  tenants,  and  precipitate 
that  social  catastrophe  we  are  anxious  to  avert." 

My  Lords,  I  could  not  help  being  struck 
the  other  day  by  a  pamphlet  which  was 
sent  to  me,  purporting  to  be  written  by  the 
Rev.  Mr.  Malone,  a  parish  priest  of  Bel- 
mullet  in  Ireland,  and  who  writes  to  my 
noble  Friend  lately  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  (the  Earl  of  Derby).  He 
sums  up  the  case  of  Ireland  against  Eng- 
land in  these  words^  and  your  Lordships 
will  see  that  he  does  not  even  mention  the 
EstabliBhed  Church.  His  propositions 
are — 

*'  First,  that  Ireland,  by  Divine  right,  belongs 
to  the  Irish  race  ;  second,  that  England  never 
had  a  right  to  dispossess  the  people  of  Ireland  ^ 
third,  that  England  does,  nevertheless,  dispos* 
sess,  extirpate,  and  indirectly  put  to  death  the' 
people  of  Ireland  ;  and,  fourth,  it  will  be  a  ques- 
tion for  consideration  whether  the  people  of  Ire 
land  have  a  right  to  resist  and  overthrow  any 
Government  that  thus  violates  the  fundamentid 
principles  of  right  and  justice  in  her  regard." 

My  Lords,  if,  as  I  am  convinced  is  the 
case,  this  agitation  against  the  Church  is 
not  an  Irish  but  an  English  question,  and 
an  English  anti-Church  agitation,  let  me 
ask  you  to  consider  what  will  be  the  pro- 
bable effect  upon  the  Protestant  population 
of  Ireland  ?  I  do  not  claim  for  the  Pro- 
testant population  of  Ireland  any  indul- 
gence, I  do  not  claim  for  them  any  privi- 
lege, I  do  not  claim  for  them  ascendancy 
of  any  kind ;  but  I  do  claim  for  them  this 
—  I  claim  that  it  shall  be  recollected  that 
they  represent  by  far  the  greatest  amount 
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of  the  edaeatioot  of  the  energy,  and  of  the 
prosperitj  of  Ireland  ;  and  that  bo  far  as 
thej  haTo  been  introduced  into  and  settled 
Id  Ireland,  thej  haTo  been  introduced  and 
Mttled  to  ciTilize,  and  to  cement  the  union 
between  the  two  countries,  and  to  plant  in 
Ireland  the  seed  of  that  freedom  of  thought, 
and  speech,  and  action,  which  are  among 
the  most  glorious  fruits  of  the  Keforma- 
tioo.     What,  then,  I  ask,  do  you  suppose 
will  be  the  feeling  of  the  Protestant  popu- 
Ution  of  Ireland,  if  dealt  with  in  the  man- 
ner that  this  Bill  proposes  to  deal  with  the 
endowments  of  their  Church  ?     I  do  not 
mean  to  say,  as  has  been  said  by  others, 
that  the  effect  will  be  to  produce  anything 
like   resistance    by    physical    opposition. 
Baft,  my  Lords,  I  do  say  this^that  legis- 
latioo  of  this  kind,  viewed  by  them,  as  it 
rooit  be  Tiewed,  with  resentment  and  a 
sense  of   injustice,  cannot  fail  to  induce 
in  therr  minds  feelings  which  must  in  the 
highest  degree  be  detrimental  to  the  reali- 
sation of  diat  close  connection  which  we 
all  vtsh  to  see  prevail  between  this  and  the 
sister  country.      Upon  this  point   I    am 
anxious  to  refer  to  testimony  which  the 
promoters  of  this  measure  will  regard  with 
greater  favour  than  my  own.     Sir  George 
Grey,  when  a  Colleague  of  all  the  noble 
Lords  who  sit  on  the  front  Opposition  Bench, 
and  speaking  in  the  House  of  Commons  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  of  which  they 
were  Members,  said,  no  later  than  1863 — 

"Wbatever  I  maj  think  of  the  wisdom  and 
po&7  of  artabliahipg  an  ezelaslTO  Churoh  of  the 
nlij^  of  a  mioority  in  a  country,  without 
aaluiig  aoy  pronsion  for  the  religion  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  inhabitants,  it  is  impossible  to  get 
rid  of  tbe  fact  that  this  Church  has  existed  for 
eestsries,  has  beeome  interwoven  with  the  insti- 
tctioas  oftbe  country,  and  could  not  be  subverted 
viUoot  a  roTolatioD.  That  revolution  I,  for  one, 
am  aoC  prepared  to  recommend."  —  [3  Hansard, 
•ixxL  1714.] 

My  Lords,  in  the  same  debate  a  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  represents  perhaps  more 
tkaa  any  other  Member  of  Parliament  the 
^Uman  Catholic  opinion  of  Ireland — I  mean 
Mr.  Monsell^said— - 

*  He  diseiaimed  all  idea  of  supporting  the  Mo- 
tioa  from  a  desire  to  overthrow  the  Established 
Chareh  of  Ireland.  That,  he  admitted,  could  not 
be  aeeomptished  without  a  revolution,  and  he  was 
*ot  pcepired  to  face  a  revolution  for  suoh  an 
o6ject.''-{J6«.  1716.] 

The  noble  Earl  (Earl  Bussell)  seems  sur- 
l'^^  at  that  opinion  ;  tho  noble  Earl  will 
thttefore  allow  me  to  quote  bis  own  words. 
1  ftj**^  ^^^  venture  to  go  so  far  back  as 
*^  if  the  noble  Lord  hf^  not  referred  to 
^  ^piakms  at  that  time^  and  endorsed 
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them  in  the  pamphlet  he  published  only 
last  year.     He  said — 

**  I  believe  that  with  respect  to  what  some  have 
proposed — namely,  the  destruction  of  the  Pro- 
testant Church  in  Irehind,  there  could  be  no 
worse  or  more  fatal  measure  sanctioned  by  Par- 
liament. I  believe  that  it  would  be  politically 
injurious,  because  I  believe  that  many  of  the  most 
loyal  in  Ireland,  many  of  those  the  most  attached 
to  the  connection  with  this  country,  would  be 
alienated  by  the  destruction  of  that  Church  to 
which  they  are  fondly  attached.  I  believe  that, 
in  a  religious  point  of  view,  it  would  be  the  com- 
mencement of  a  religious  war ;  that  there  would 
be  that  which  does  not  at  present  prevail,  the 
most  violent  and  vehement  attack  upon  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church,  and  that  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics themselves  would  be  the  first  to  complain 
of  the  destruction  of  the  Protestant  Churoh." 

My  Lords,  I  believe  these  opinions  are  not 
overstrained,  and  that  the  effect  of  this 
policy  on  the  population  of  Ireland  will  be 
either  to  perpetuate  the  war  of  races, 
which  was  rapidly  dying  out,  or  else — and 
this  is  a  result  to  which  some  agitators 
look  forward  with  avowed  pleasure — to 
unite  them  in  a  common  hostility  to  Eng- 
land. 

Now,  my  Lords,  for  its  effect  on  the 
social  well-being  of  Ireland.  That  is  dis- 
posed of  in  a  word.  There  is  no  evil  in 
Ireland,  by  the  admission  of  everyone,  so 
great  as  the  evil  of  absenteeism.  Dises- 
tablish the  Irish  Church,  and  you  produce 
two  classes  of  absentees,  which  have  hitherto 
not  existed — one  class,  the  Bishops  and 
clergy,  who  have  been  the  roost  numerous 
and  most  useful  of  the  resident  gentry  of 
the  country.  The  other  will  be  that  class 
of  those  laymen,  who,  having  no  longer 
the  services  of  the  Church  to  which  they 
belong,  will  have  every  temptation  held 
out  to  them  to  cease  to  reside  in  the  coun- 
try. And  here^  again  I  am  happy  to  be 
able  to  quote  the  words  of  the  noble  Earl 
in  his  pamphlet  this  year.  He  says,  speak- 
ing of  the  destruction  of  the  Protestant 
Chureh — 

**It  would  manifestly  check  civilization,  and 
arrest  the  progress  of  society,  in  the  rural  parts 
of  Ireland.  In  connection  with  education  it  would 
deprive  Ireland  of  the  Parliamentary  grants  which 
now  flow  from  the  Imperial  Exchequer." 

My  Lords,  I  turn  next  to  the  effect  on  the 
welfare  of  the  Church  itself.  I  admit  that, 
as  a  member  of  the  United  Church  of  Eng- 
land and  Ireland,  I  look  with  great  anxiety 
to  this  part  of  the  subject*  My  Lords,  I 
do  not  wish  to  enter  into  any  theological 
argument.  I  certainly  should  be  very  sorry 
to  reciprocate  the  announcement  in  the 
recent  Encyclical  from  Rome,  that  one  of 
the  dogmas  of  the  present  day,  which  are 
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to  be  reprobated,  ia  the  iciea  that  ProteBt- 
antism  is  a  form  of  Christianity.  I  am 
willing  to  extend  the  most  perfect  respect 
to  the  sincere  opinions  and  convictions  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  though  [  do 
not  agree  with  them  ;  but  I  may,  at  the 
same  time,  be  excused  for  preferring  the 
doctrines  maintained  by  my  own  Church, 
and  for  feeling  alarm  and  jealousy  at  any 
policy  which  would  be  injurious  to  the 
spread  of  those  doctrines.  Now,  the  noble 
Earl,  in  moving  the  second  reading,  as- 
sured us  that  he  was  perfectly  satisfied 
that  if  this  Bill  passed  the  Church  would 
be  amply  supported;  that  she  might  safely 
rely  on  her  own  exertions,  and  would  even 
rise  to  higher  prosperity  and  grealer  vigour 
than  she  has  ever  yet  enjoyed.  My  Lords, 
even  if  this  view  of  the  results  of  disen- 
dowment  were  true,  still  if  the  endowments 
are  the  property  of  the  Church,  the  obser- 
vations of  the  noble  Earl  would  be  but  little 
to  the  purpose.  It  is  very  much  the  same 
thing  as  if  some  person,  surveying  the 
ample  rent-roll  and  possessions  of  the 
noble  Earl,  and,  being  led  by  circum- 
stances, to  take  what  the  noble  Earl 
terms  a  "  calm  and  dispassionate  view  "  of 
the  great  inequalities  in  the  division 
of  property,  should  go  to  the  noble  Earl 
and  say  to  him,  "You  are  committing  a 
great  mistake ;  with  your  commanding 
eloquence,  your  unrivalled  tact  and  great 
abilities,  if  you  would  only  be  content  to 
give  up  any  reliance  on  these  adventitious 
sources  of  wealth  which  you  possess, 
and  launch  forth  upon  the  strength  and 
support  of  your  own  powers,  you  would 
not  feel  in  the  slightest  degree  the  want 
of  what  you  surrender ;  and  in  a  few  years 
you  would  come  back  to  me  and  tell  me 
how  much  happier,  how  much  richer,  how 
much  more  influential  you  are,  and  how 
much  you  find  your  general  welfare  im- 
proved by  having  taken  my  advice."  I 
doubt  very  much  whether  the  noble  Earl 
would  think  that  a  persuasive  or  consola- 
tory mode  of  argument  in  his  own  case. 
But,  my  Lords,  I  deny  that  the  assump- 
tion is  true.  I  fully  admit — I  am  thankful 
to  believe — that  the  spread  of  the  great 
truths  of  revealed  religion  has  taken  place, 
and  will  take  place,  notwithstanding  the 
want  of  endowments.  But  I  apprehend  it 
is  an  entirely  different  thing  where  you 
have  the  case  on  the  one  hand  of  a  Church 
that  never  has  possessed  endowments ; 
which  has  taken  root,  and  extended  its 
branches,  and  pushed  itself  forward,  from 
time  to  time,  just  as  its  strength  and  num- . 
2%€  Lord  Chancellor  ' 


hers  enabled  it,  and  as  means  were  sup- 
plied to  allow  its  efforts  to  be  made ;  and 
where  you  are  dealing,  on  the  other  hand, 
with  a  Church  which  has  grown  up  and 
grown  old  in  the  possession  of  endow- 
ments, and  where,  by  a  sudden  and  hostile 
wrench,  you  propose  to  tear  away  its  sup- 
ports. I  know  that  it  is  the  fashion  to 
say,  **  Look  at  the  case  of  the  Free  Church 
of  Scotland,  how  it  has  repudiated  endow- 
ments, and  has  provided  for  the  sustenance 
of  its  own  ministry."  There  is  no  kind  of 
analogy  between  the  two  eases.  In  Scot- 
land you  had  a  Church,  which,  under  the 
stress  and  pressure  of  conscientious  con- 
viction, was,  by  its  own  action,  rent  asun- 
der into  two  parts ->  one  of  which  retained, 
and  the  other  of  which  for  conscience'  sake, 
surrendered  those  endowments  which  had 
belonged  to  the  body  as  a  whole.  That 
same  conscientious  conviction — that  same 
pressure  which  brought  about  this  sever- 
ance, became,  as  it  always  will  become, 
a  source  and  motive  of  liberal  action,  am- 
ply sufficient  to  supply  the  place  of  those 
endowments,  which,  for  conscientious  rea- 
sons, were  given  up.  It  is  a  very  different 
matter  with  regard  to  a  Church  in  which 
there  is  no  desire  to  give  up,  no  conscien' 
tious  scruple  which  demands  the  surrender 
of,  its  endowments;  but  whose  endowments 
the  State  forcibly  carries  away.  My  Lords, 
it  is  said  that  the  Church  of  Ireland  ought 
to  rest  'upon  the  support  of  the  members 
of  the  Church  of  Ireland.  I  have  not  the 
least  doubt  that  in  the  large  towns  in  that 
country  the  Church  would  continue  to  be 
supported.  It  would  be  supported  at  a 
sacrifice,  but  the  sacrifice  would  be  made, 
and  the  Church  maintained.  But  what 
would  happen  in  the  country  parts  of  Ire- 
land, inhabited  by  a  sparse  and  scattered 
population,  amid  the  wilds  and  amid  the 
agricultural  districts  of  the  country  ?  I 
apprehend  that  this  would  happen — that 
thinly  sprinkled  Protestant  population  of 
those  parts  would  either  emigrate,  or  in 
time— and  that  no  distant  time — be  ab- 
sorbed into  the  religion  of  those  by  whom 
they  are  surrounded — the  religion  of  the 
Church  of  Rome,  and  become  subject  to 
all  the  political  influences  connected  with 
that  Church. 

And  now,  my  Lords,  I  turn  to  the  con- 
nection between  the  Church  in  Ireland  and 
the  Church  in  England.  I  do  not  wish  to 
over-state  this  part  of  the  argument.  I 
admit  that  there  are  large,  very  largo,  dif- 
ferences between  the  Church  in  Ireland 
and  the  Church  in  England,  as  regards  the 
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ciroumstances  of  the  tvro  eonniries  and  the 
oircumstaDces  of  the  two  Churches.  Bat 
yoar  Lordships  mast  hear  in  mind  what 
jou  are  asked  to  do.  Ton  are  asked  to 
deal  with  this  qnestion,  not  in  reference  to 
circamstanoes,  but  upon  principles— upon 
the  principles  of  justice  and  equality  ;  and 
if  JOU  lay  down  the  principle  that  the  ex- 
istence in  Ireland  of  an  Established  Church 
having  endowments  is  an  injustice  and  in- 
equality as  regards  anyone  who  does  not 
belong  to  it — and  that  is  the  principle  upon 
which  you  are  now  asked  to  act  —  then  I 
want  to  know  why  the  principle  is  not  to 
be  applied  to  England  ?  Supposing  this 
was  to  happen,  supposing  the  Church  in 
Ireland  were  to  be  disestablished,  and, 
several  years  hence,  some  statesman  were 
to  get  up  and  say,  "  Let  us  look  back  at 
the  debates  that  occurred  upon  the  Bill 
for  the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church 
in  1868,  and  we  shall  find  it  laid  down  that 
the  Irish  Church  was  an  inequality  and  a 
hardship  upon  those  who  did  not  agree  with 
it,  and  are  we  now  to  have  this  inequality 
maintained  in  England  ?  "  What  answer 
could  we  give  ?  I  do  not  see  how  the 
principle  of  equality  can  be  applied  to  one 
country  and  not  to  the  other.  Is  there  to 
be  equality  and  justice  for  Ireland  and 
inequality  and  injustice  to  England  ?  Bear 
in  mind,  my  Lords,  that  we  have  had 
ample  warnings  upon  this  point.  These 
opinions  are  not  mine  ;  we  have  had  warn- 
ings on  the  subject  from  every  body  of 
men,  who,  as  far  as  I  am  aware,  are  anx- 
ious for  the  passing  of  this  Bill.  As  re- 
gards the  Roman  Catholic  body,  do  they 
say  that  they  are  anxious  only  for  the  dis- 
establishment of  the  Church  in  Ireland,  and 
that  they  do  not  suppose  that  anything  that 
is  done  in  Ireland  will  become  a  precedent 
for  dealing  with  the  Church  in  this  coun- 
try ?  I  was  much  struck  by  reading,  only 
the  other  day,  in  the  Westminster  Qazette, 
a  prominent  organ  of  the  Roman  Catholics 
of  England,  an  article  headed  ''  The  Ca- 
tholics of  England  and  the  coming  Elec- 
tion"— 

"  The  independency  of  the  Nonoonforniists  is  a 
less  unclean  thing  in  our  eyes  than  the  Royal  Su- 
premaoy.  We  have  suffered  less — England  has 
suffered  less,  by  it  than  by  the  fatal  principle  in- 
troduced by  the  Tudor  religion.  In  the  work  of 
disestablishing,  first  the  Irish,  then  the  Anglican 
Church,  we  can,  though  without  sharing  their 
principles,  join  hands  with  the  earnest  and  reli- 
gious Dissenters  of  England." 

That  is  what  the  Roman  Catholics  of  this 
country  say  of  the  matter.  Now  let  us 
see  what  the  Dissenters  say.  Do  they  say, 


''We  want  to  abolish  this  anomaly  in 
Ireland,  but  to  leave  it  untouched  in  this 
country  ?"  I  take  the  words  of  Mr.  Miall 
on  this  point — 

"  The  Irish  Ohuroh  question  will  not  be  finally 
disposed  of  before  the  public  mind  will  be  pre- 
pared to  entertain  proposals  in  reference  to  the 
Scotch  Kirk  and  the  Church  of  England.  As  it 
has  heen  with  one  Establishment,  so  probably  will 
it  be  with  the  others.  Their  time  is  fixed.  An 
impulse  will  come  unexpectedly  and  from  an  un- 
anticipated quarter.  The  ordinary  barriers  will 
be  broken  down.  What  is  taking  place  now  is 
full  of  encouragement  to  such  as  are  content  to 
labour  and  to  wait.  They  need  not  ask,  *  Who 
will  roll  us  away  the  stone  from  the  sepulchre  f ' 
In  the  appointeid  hour  they  will  be  relieved  of 
their  perplexity  by  the  intervention  of  some  un- 
looked-for messenger  from  heaven.  Mr.  Gladstone 
is  but  now  treading  on  the  verge  of  a  wide  region 
of  change.  He  knows  not  whither  his  convic- 
tions will  ultimately  impel  him.  He  may  be  re- 
garded as  raised  up  and  qualified  by  Divine  Pro- 
vidence for  great  and  beneficent  purposes.'' 

But  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville)  said 
that  those  who  foreboded  any  danger  on 
this  score  to  the  English  Church  were 
'*  prophets  of  evil."  Well,  one  of  these 
prophets  of  evil  is  now  sitting  beside  the 
noble  Earl  and  has  just  addressed  your 
Lordships  in  support  of  this  Bill.  The 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Russell)  said  no  later 
than  last  Session  (1867),  in  moving  for  the 
Commission  on  the  Irish  Church  which  is 
now  sitting — 

*'  A  third  course  would  be  to  '  secularixe '  the 
Church  fiands ;  that  is,  to  adopt  the  voluntary 
principle  in  regard  to  the  Church  in  Irehind ;  to 
establish  no  new  Church  and  to  abolish  the  Es- 
tablishment which  at  present  exists,  giving  to 
education,  or  to  any  other  ohject  of  general  uti- 
lity, the  revenues  which  are  now  absorbed  by  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland.  Of  course  this 
proposal  contemplates  securing  a  life-interest  to 
the  present  holders  of  benefices  in  the  Church, 
This  is  a  plan  which  I  have  often  thought  might 
be  realized,  but  it  has  very  great  defects  in  it.  In 
the  first  place,  you  immediately  destroy,  as  far  as 
Ireland  is  concerned,  the  principle  of  Establish- 
ment. Such  an  example  would  hardly  be  lost  on 
the  Dissenters  of  this  country.  Although  the 
cases  might  be  very  dissimilar,  those  who  strove 
for  the  destruction  of  the  Church  Establishment  • 
in  England  in  favour  of  the  voluntary  principle, 
would  avail  themselves  of  the  precedent  to  over- 
throw the  Established  Church  here.  I  therefore 
think  it  would  be  unwise  in  us  to  assent  to  a  Bill 
embodying  that  view,  even  if  it  came  from  the 
House  of  Conmions." 

My  Lords,  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  there 
was  much  of  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl 
to-iiight  which  I  was  unable  to  catch,  but 
I  suppose  I  ought  not  to  doubt  that  he 
means  to  act  by  voting  against  this  Bill,  as 
he  said  he  would  not  quite  twelve  months 
ago  for  he  then  held  the  opinion  that  it 
would  be  unwise  to  assent  to  a  Bill  em- 
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bodjing  the  policy  he  then  condemneJ, 
that  is,  the  policy  of  disestablishing  the 
Church  in  Ireland,  even  if  that  Bill  came 
up  to  us  from  the  House  of  Commons. 
Well,  my  Lords,  but  then  the  noble  Earl 
the  late  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Co- 
lonies (the  Earl  of  Carnarron),  says  that 
for  a  Government  to  assert  that  danger 
may  accrue  to  the  English  Church  from 
the  destruction  of  the  Irish  Church  is  a 
wanton — nay  more,  is  a  reckless  —  nay 
most,  is  a  eriminal  thing;  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  wanton  and  reck- 
less and  criminal  for  attempting  to  bind 
up  the  fate  of  the  English  with  that  of  the 
Irish  Church.  Now  I  want  to  know,  if 
my  house  adjoins  my  neighbour's  and  both 
stand  under  the  same  roof,  am  I  guilty  of 
a  wanton,  of  a  reckless,  of  a  criminal  act 
when,  even  although  my  foundations  are 
deeper  and  my  walls  thicker,  and  my 
beams  broader  and  my  joists  more  fire- 
proof than  my  neighbour's,  I  venture  to  sug- 
gest that  if  a  fire  breaks  out  in  his  house 
it  may  possibly  extend  to  and  injure  mine? 
But  then  we  are  told  that  the  Church  of 
England  need  not  have  any  fear  because 
she  is  firm  in  the  affections  of  the  people. 
My  Lords,  I  believe  she  is  firm  in  the 
affections  of  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
England,  and  I  should  be  very  hopeful  of 
her  safety  if  those  who  had  to  decide  it 
were  the  people  of  England.  But  those 
who  say  so,  assuredly  forget  how  any  ques- 
tion affecting  the  Church  of  England  will 
come  to  be  decided.  Will  it  be  decided  by 
the  people  of  England  ?  My  Lords,  it 
will  not.  It  will  be  decided  by  Parliament, 
by  the  House  of  Commons.  And  whom 
will  the  House  of  Commons  represent? 
My  Lords,  do  not  imagine  you  will  have  all 
at  once  a  gross  and  open  measure  proposed 
in  the  House  of  Commons  to  disestablish 
and  disendow  the  Church  of  England. 
There  will  be  nothing  of  this  kind,  but  you 
will  have,  year  after  year,  measure  after 
.  measure  proposed,  bit-by-bit  legislation, 
all  having  the  same  tendency,  and  all  going 
to  impair  in  some  way  or  other  the  stand- 
ing and  coherence  of  the  English  Church. 
And  who  will  vote  upon  these  questions  ? 
The  people  of  England  ?  No.  There 
will  be  the  representatives  of  Ireland  ; 
rather  more  than  one- half  of  them  repre- 
senting constituencies  flushed  with  the  re- 
cent triumph  over  the  Church  in  their  own 
land,  and  eager  to  add  to  that  triumph. 
We  know  how  they  will  vote.  Then  there 
will  be  the  remainder  of  the  Irish  represen- 
tatives, returned  by  constituencies  stung 
Th$  Lord  Ghmc$Uor 


with  resentment  and  grief  and  pain  at  the 
way  in  which  they  have  been  treated  and 
betrayed.  We  can  imagine  how  they  too 
will  vote.  Then  you  will  have  the  Scotch 
Members,  at  present  almost  all  returned  by 
constituencies  holding  voluntary  opinions, 
and  who,  if  as  Mr.  Miall  says,  the  Scotch 
Kirk  is  to  be  the  next  victim,  will  have  no 
establishment  of  their  own  left  to  defend. 
Tou  will  have  them  added  to  the  Irish 
Members.  Then  there  will  be  the  repre- 
sentatives of  English  constituencies,  no 
small  number,  who  are  influenced  by  volun- 
tary opinions  ;  and  in  that  state  of  things, 
will  the  affections  of  the  people  of  England 
be  able  to  preserve,  inviolate,  the  safety  of 
the  English  Church  ? 

I  must  now,  with  your  Lordships'  per- 
mission, add  a  few  words  on  the  effect 
which  these  proposals  will  have  on  the  se- 
curity of  property.  I  think  it  is  very  im- 
portant that  we  should  understand  upon 
what  principle  we  are  invited  to  act  as 
regards  ecclesiastical  property.  The  pro- 
position now  is  to  secularize,  for  the  first 
time,  property  which,  from  time  immemo- 
rial, has  been  devoted  to  ecclesiastical  pur- 
poses. Remember,  in  the  course  of  our 
Parliamentary  history,  this  has  never  yet 
been  done.  What  is  the  true  view  of  the 
position  and  nature  of  ecclesiastical  pro- 
perty ?  The  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll)  says  it  is  perhaps  a  technical  view 
to  take,  but  thai  there  is  no  corporation  of 
the  Church  ;  that  there  are  individual  cor- 
porations, such  as  Bishops  and  incumbents, 
but  that  the  Church  itself  is  no  corporation. 
My  Lords,  this  is  indeed  a  technical  view, 
because  it  is  one  which  wholly  fails  to  com- 
prehend and  to  appreciate  the  broad  and 
substantial  view  of  the  question.  No 
doubt,  a  lawyer  will  tell  you  that  you  have 
in  the  Church  individual  corporations,  such 
as  Bishops,  and  rectors,  and  incumbents. 
But  for  whom  do  they  hold  the  property 
they  possess  ?  Is  it  for  their  own  enjoy- 
ment and  benefit  ?  Can  they  do  what  they 
please  with  it  ?  Certainly  not.  They  hold 
it  as  trustees  for  the  whole  Church,  for  the 
laity  and  the  clergy  alike;  and  in  that 
sense,  in  that  larger  and  wider  view,  in 
that  comprehensive  and  corporate  capacity, 
the  Church,  and  not  the  individual  corpora- 
tions are  the  persons  entitled  to  the  benefit 
of  the  property.  Now,  it  is  said  that  there 
is  a  great  distinction  between  ecclesiastical 
and  private  property.  I  never  said  there 
was  not.  The  distinction  is  this — with 
regard  to  private  property,  every  owner  of 
it  hat  a  right  to  do  with  it  what  he  likes. 
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With  regard  to  eoolesiaitieal  property,  be- 
canse  it  is  held  in  trust  for  others,  that 
trust  has  to  be  protected,  and  therefore,  as 
to  property  of  this  description,  the  State 
has  a  duty  to  perform.  But  the  only  duty 
which  the  State  has  to  perform,  and  the 
only  power  which  the  State,  morally  speak- 
ing, possesses,  is  the  duty  and  the  power 
to  see  that  the  trusts  are  executed,  and 
that  a  proper  object  of  the  trust  remains. 
And,  my  Lords,  provided  the  trust  is  exe- 
cuted, and  the  object  of  the  trust  remains,  I 
maintain  that  Parliament  is  no  more  compe- 
tent, morally,  to  deal  with  property  of  that 
kind  than  it  is  to  deal  with  prirate  property. 
That  is  the  whole  principle  applicable  to 
the  case,  and  the  only  question  is,  as  to  an 
abuse  of  the  trust  or  a  failure  of  the  ob- 
ject. Now,  as  to* any  abuse  of  the  trust, 
we  have  had  every  speaker  admitting  that, 
whatever  may  have  been  the  case  in  times 
past,  the  clergy  of  the  Church  in  Ireland 
are  now  performing  their  duty  in  a  manner 
worthy  of  all  praise.  Well,  then,  has  there 
been  a  failure  in  the  object  of  the  trust  ? 
The  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville)  contended 
there  was,  and  he  made  it  out  in  this 
way  —  He  said  that  when  Queen  Elisa- 
beth confirmed  these  possessions  to  the 
Irish  Church,  she  had  a  full  expecta- 
tion  that  the  whole  country  would  be- 
come Protestant,  and  that  the  endow- 
ments would,  therefore,  be  for  the  benefit 
of  the  whole  country.  Now,  I  do  not  in 
the  least  know,  nor  I  think  does  the  noble 
Earl  know,  what  Queen  Elisabeth  may 
have  thought  with  regard  to  Ireland  ;  but 
it  is  certain  that  when  Queen  Elisabeth 
confirmed  the  English  Church  in  its  pos- 
sessions, she  intended — for  she  made  her 
intent  extremely  dear^that  there  should 
be  no  nonconformity,  and  that  the  whole  of 
England  should  conform  to  the  English 
Church.  Therefore,  you  might  as  well 
say  that  because  the  expectation  and  in- 
tention of  Queen  Elisabeth  were  defeated 
in  England,  there  was  a  failure  of  the 
objects  in  their  entirety  which  she  had  in 
view.  But  it  has  been  said  that  there  are 
no  converts  made  in  Ireland.  I  should  be 
prepared  to  controvert  that  statement,  but 
It  is  not  possible  in  this  House  to  examine 
into  the  case  of  individual  converts.  But 
let  us  take  a  broader  view  than  the  view 
of  individual  instances.  We  are  told  now 
that  the  great  statistical  authority  as  to 
the  Irish  Church  in  the  days  subsequent 
to  Queen  Elizabeth  is  Sir  William  Petty. 
I  will  accept  his  authority,  although  it  is, 
I  think,  Mr.  Hallam  who  says  that  Sir 


William  Petty's  conjectures  are  ^^prodi. 
giously  vague.''  Well,  Sir  William  Petty 
says  that  at  the  time  he  writes,  at  the  close 
of  the  17th  century,  there  were  100,000 
Churchmen  in  Ireland  out  of  a  whole  popu- 
lation of  1,100,000.  That  is,  one  in 
every  eleven.  There  are  700,000  now. 
If  you  multiply  700,000  by  11,  you  get 
a  population  of  something  like  7,500,000, 
whereas  the  population  of  Ireland  is  only 
5,500,000.  Therefore  you  have  a  Church 
in  Ireland,  according  to  Sir  William  Petty's 
calculation,  increasing  in  a  very  much 
greater  ratio  than  any  other  denomination 
since  the  time  of  which  he  wrote.  If 
that  be  so,  then  there  is  no  failure  of  the 
object  of  the  trust.  Tou  have,  therefore, 
neither  of  the  grounds  which  would  justify 
the  interference  of  the  Legislature  with 
ecclesiastical  property.  Then,  my  Lords, 
are  we  right  or  are  we  not,  in  saying  that 
the  security  of  property  must  be  affected 
by  legislation  of  this  kind  ?  My  Lords, 
what  must  happen  ?  The  next  time  there 
is  a  Government  to  be  attacked,  the  next 
time  that  some  device  has  to  be  discovered 
for  organising  a  "  calm  and  dispassionate" 
attack  on  something  that  excites  the  envy 
of  those  who  do  not  possess  it,  what  more 
easy  than  to  say, — taking  a  case  which  at- 
tracts considerable  attention — "  Let  us  deal 
with  private  endowments?"  I  understood  the 
noble  Duke,  who  began  the  debate  tonight, 
(the  Duke  of  Argyll)  to  lay  down  broadly 
as  his  opinion,  that  "  any  money  given  to 
Churches  the  State  might  deal  with  as  it 
thought  fit."  Well,  between  the  esse  of 
private  endowments  and  the  case  of  cor- 
porate property  the  transition  is  quite  easy. 
And  how  will  private  property  be  dealt 
with  ?  Not,  probably,  by  some  proposition 
to  confiscate  it,  but  by  measures  to  interfere 
with  entails  and  with  settlements,  and 
with  descents  and  successions  and  wills, 
and  thus  to  establish  the  principle  that 
the  State  has  a  right  to  change  the  dispo- 
sition of  private  property;  and  for  such  a 
proceeding,  legislation  like  the  present  will 
become  a  precedent.  In  the  pamphlet  of 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Russell)  he  refers  to 
the  estates  of  the  Bedford  family.  The 
noble  Earl  says  the  case  of  those  estates 
is  different  from  those  of  the  Church,  inas- 
much as  the  heir  of  the  Duke  of  Bedford 
succeeds  to  the  Bedford  estates  as  a  matter 
of  course  ;  whereas  with  regard  to  a 
bishopric,  the  new  Bishop  does  not  succeed 
as  a  matter  of  course.  My  answer  to  that 
is,  that  the  heir  of  the  Duke  of  Bedford 
succeeds  as  a  matter  of  course  as  long  as 
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joa  maiDtain  the  pretent  law  ;  die  ioe- 
eoMor  of  the  Bishop  tueoeeds  as  a  matter 
of  course  as  long  as  joa  maintain  the 
present  law  ;  but  if  you  alter  the  present 
law  as  regards  the  one,  I  want  to  know 
what  security  you  have  that  the  law  may 
not  be  altered  also  as  regards  the  other  ? 
I  will  not  enter  into  the  anecdote  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Russell)  has  told  us  to- 
night, when  he  said  an  Earl  of  Derby 
of  an  earlier  date  had  shut  up  the  then 
Earl  of  Bedford  in  a  castle.  But  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  tell  us  what  that  Earl  of 
Bedford  had  done. 

Earl  RUSSELL:  The  then  Earl  of 
Derby  wished  to  shut  him  up. 

Thb  lord  chancellor  :  Oh,  he 
only  wished  to  shut  him  up  !  The  noble 
Earl,  I  tbink,  suggested  that  the  Earl  of 
Derby  did  this  because  the  Earl  of  Bedford 
would  not  join  the  conspiracy  to  dethrone 
Queen  Elizabeth.  I  only  referred  to  the 
subject  in  order  to  remind  the  noble  Earl 
that  there  is  another  version  of  that  story, 
which  states  that  the  Earl  of  Derby  of  that 
day  was  supposed  to  ha?e  been  poisoned  by 
the  Jesuits  because  he  would  not  enter 
into  the  conspiracy  himself. 

But,  my  Lords,  how  will  this  measure 
bear  upon  the  supremacy  of  the  Crown  ? 
Ton  hare  now  a  Protestant  head  of  the 
State.  Tou  haye  in  each  country  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  in  close  connection  with 
the  State,  a  form  of  the  religion  of  the 
Sovereign.  You  have  this  secured  by  a 
tripartite  contract  between  the  three  king- 
doms. For,  my  Lords,  it  is  an  error  to 
suppose  that  the  contract  on  this  subject  is 
in  the  Act  of  Union  with  Ireland  alone. 
In  the  Act  of  Union  with  Scotland,  in 
1706,  it  is  made  a  ''fundamental  term" 
of  the  Union  with  Scotland,  that  the 
Soyereign  of  Great  Britain  shall  undertake 
to  maintain,  and  preserve  inviolately,  the 
settlement  of  the  Church,  as  by  law  estab- 
lished, "  within  the  kingdoms  of  England 
and  Ireland."  The  same  stipulation  is 
again  made  a  ''fundamental*'  term  of  the 
Union  with  Ireland  a  century  later.  Tou 
have  thus  in  Ireland  the  Sovereign  of  the 
United  Kingdom  the  legal  and  recognized 
head  in  matters  ecclesiastical  as  well  as 
civil.  But  you  have  in  Ireland,  side  by 
side  with  the  Royal  Supremacy,  an  eccle- 
siastical supremacy  asserted,  which  ignores 
and  sets  aside  the  supremacy  of  the  Sove- 
reign. And  if  you  withdraw  and  termi- 
nate that  part  of  the  Royal  Supremacy 
which  the  connection  of  the  Church  with 
the  State  asserts  and  recognizes,  you  leave 
The  Lord  Chanoelhr 


the  rival  and  antagonistio  supremacy  in 
undisputed  possession  of  the  field. 

My,  Lords,  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words 
about  the  origin  of  this  measure.  I  never 
wish  to  inquire  into  the  motives  for  the 
course  of  action  of  publio  men.  But  we 
have  had  the  consideration  of  that  ques- 
tion thrust  upon  us.  We  have  been  told 
by  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville),  repeat- 
ing what  has  often  been  said  before,  that 
what  led  to  the  proposal  of  this  Bill  was 
a  statement  which  is  alleged  to  have  been 
made— but  which  never  was  made  in  the 
sense  or  meaning  which  is  alleged — by  the 
Government  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment with  reference  to  their  policy  towards 
Ireland.  My  Lords,  I  think  the  noble 
Earl  has  himself  shown  that  this  measure 
was  determined  on  by  its  author  long  be- 
fore. He  told  us  that  in  a  conversation 
he  had  with  Mr.  Gladstone  at  the  com- 
mencement of  last  year,  Mr.  Gladstone 
stated  to  him  that  one  of  the  first  duties 
of  the  Liberal  party  would  be  to  undertake 
the  question,  in  the  sense  in  which  it  has 
now  been  undertaken,  of  the  Established  . 
Church  in  Ireland.  And,  my  Lords,  in  the 
pamphlet  to  which  I  have  already  referred 
of  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Russell)  who  sits 
beside  him,  which  I  cannot  suppose  was 
given  to  the  world  without  some  consulta- 
tion with  the  party  with  which  he  al^irays 
acts,  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Russell)  an- 
nounced that  it  was  not  for  one  moment 
to  be  endured  that  this  Session  should 
pass  without  a  proposition  being  made  in 
Parliament  by  the  Liberal  party  through 
Mr.  Gladstone,  with  regard  to  the  Irish 
Church.  If  that  be  so— when  it  was  Mr. 
Gladstone's  conviction  expressed  to  his 
Colleague  last  year— and  when  it  was  the 
conviction  of  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Russell) 
at  the  commencement  of  the  present  Ses- 
sion, I  want  to  know  how  it  can  be  pre- 
tended that  this  attack  upon  the  Irish 
Church  was  occasioned  by,  or  was  the  con- 
sequence of,  the  statement  erroneously 
attributed  to  the  Government  in  the  House 
of  Commons  ?  But  that  is  not  all.  That 
conversation  with  Mr.  Gladstone,  we  are 
told,  occurred  at  the  beginning  of  last 
year.  Now,  in  the  summer  of  1865,  Mr. 
Gladstone,  then  a  candidate  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford,  wrote  to  one  of  his 
constituents  who  was  seeking  for  some 
explanation  of  his  views  on  the  Irish 
Church  ;  and  at  that  time  he  said — 

"  The  question  of  the  Irish  Church  is  remote, 
and  apparentlx  out  of  all  bearing  on  the  practical 
polities  of  the  day.     I  ^ink  I  have  marked 
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fllroBglf  my  aenmo  of  the  res]NHii3>Uity  altaehing 
to  ih9  opoDing  of  suoh  a  ^neition.  One  thing  I 
maj  A<ld,  becaoM  I  thinli  it  ii  a  dear  landmark, 
in  any  measnre  dealing  with  the  Irish  Chnroh,  I 
think — I  aoaroely  expect  OTer  to  be  called  upon 
to  share  in  saoh  a  meaiare^tbe  Act  of  Union 
mnatbe  reoognised." 

Now,  this  was  in  ibe  summer  of  1865, 
And  there  having  been  in  tbe  interval  no 
Parliamentary  discnssion  on  tbe  subject 
wfaaterer,  it  is  perhaps  a  pardonable  cu- 
riosity which  leads  me  to  atk  how  it  came 
to  pass  that  within  eighteen  months  Mr. 
Gladstone,  in  consultation,  we  are  told, 
with  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville),  an- 
Donneed  to  him  that^  in  his  opinion,  it  was 
the  first  step  in  the  policy  of  the  Liberal 
party  to  proceed  to  destroy  the  Irish 
ChuTch  ?  Tbe  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll),  with  that  happy  view  which  he 
erer  takes  of  the  failings  and  imperfec- 
tions of  OTery  creature  in  the  horizon, 
except  the  one  who  himself  pronounces 
the  criticism  and  the  condemnation,  re- 
ferred to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  First 
Minister  of  the  Grown,  and  spoke  of  the 
euaning  of  animals  who  could  not  protect 
themselves  by  strength.  Now  I  should 
be  sorry  to  use,  with  reference  to  this  letter 
of  Mr.  Gladstone,  the  term  ''cunning," 
I  believe  it  was  written  in  perfect  since- 
rity, according  to  what  Mr.  Gladstone  at 
the  time  believed.  But  what  I  do  say  is 
this,  that  the  most  cunning  of  all  the  cun- 
Dtag  animab  to  which  the  noble  Duke  re- 
ferred, if  he  had  desired  to  bsffle  and  mis- 
lead the  innocent  and  unsuipecting  person 
who  made  the  inquiry,  could  not  have  been 
more  happy  or  adroit  in  the  expressions 
he  need  than  was  the  author  of  this  letter. 
My  Lords,  the  noble  Duke  says  the 
great  oflSee  of  party  discipline  and  party 
warfttre  in  this  country  is  to  identify  the 
iortooea  of  a  party  with  great  public  mea- 
aares.  I  agree  generally  in  that  view.  But 
I  ask,  is  this  measure  a  great  public  mea- 
•ore  in  the  proper  sense  of  that  term? 
That  It  will  have  a  great  effect  upon  the 
Cksrefa  which  is  to  be  the  subject  of  it  I 
entirely  admit,  but  by  a  great  measure  I 
mean  a  measure  well-considered  in  all  its 
patta,  and  as  to  no  part  of  which  there  ia 
any  retieence  or  desire  to  conceal  the  whole 
scope  of  its  effect  and  operation  from  the 
party  who  makes  it  their  political  pro- 
gramme. Now,  can  that  be  said  of  this 
neasore  ?  Yon  propose  to  disestablish  and 
Meadow  the  Irish  Church  ;  what  do  you 
propose  to  do  with  the  funds  of  the  Church? 
Ton  are  gmog  to  applr  them  to  Irish  pur- 
poses ;  1  ask  to  what  Irish  purposes  ?  Are 


yon  going  to  apply  them  to  the  relief  of 
the  poor?  I  apprehend  not;  that  would 
be  simply  taking  the  burden  off  property 
which  now  bears  it.  Are  you  going  to 
apply  them  to  the  primary  education  of 
the  people  ?  If  you  do,  it  will  be  a  strange 
benefit  to  Ireland  that  simply  deprives  Ire- 
land of  some  £300,000  or  £400,000  a 
year,  which  at  present  flows  there  from 
the  Imperial  Exchequer.*  Are  you  going 
to  apply  them  to  the  higher  or  middle 
class  education  of  the  country?  Do  you 
not  know  that  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
distinctly  and  uniformly  refuses  to  have 
any  participation  in  donations  of  that  kind, 
unless  they  have  them  on  their  own  terms, 
and  upon  a  system  of  education  which  you 
have  always  refused  to  admit  ?  You  ob- 
ject to  those  who  would  alter  the  arrange- 
ments of  the  Church  by  taking  the  endow- 
ments of  one  parish  and  carrying  some 
part  of  them  to  another.  Are  you  going 
to  apply  these  funds  to  Irish  purposes  in 
the  particular  parish  from  which  the  en- 
dowments emanate  ?  1  want  to  know  how 
that  is  to  be  done  ?  What  is  the  reason 
why  there  is  this  concealment  as  to  what 
the  intention  is  with  regard  to  these  funds? 
My  Lords,  there  is  one  explanation,  and 
one  only,  that  I  can  give,  and  that,  I  am 
sorry  to  say,  whatever  in  other  respects  I 
might  think  of  the  measure,  deprives  it, 
to  my  mind,  of  the  character  of  a  great 
measure — I  say  the  object  of  the  conceal- 
ment which  has  been  practised  as  to  the 
appropriation  of  these  funds  is  to  render 
possible  the  temporary  concurrence  of  the 
votes  of  those  whom  you  know  perfectly 
well  it  would  be  impossible,  if  you  were 
at  once  to  reveal  the  appropriation  you  are 
about  to  make  of  these  funds,  to  combine 
for  any  united  course  of  action. 

My  Lords,  I  feel  I  owe  your  Lordships 
a  very  sincere  apology  for  having  so  long 
delayed  you  in  my  comments  on  this  Bill, 
and  on  the  policy  of  its  promoters.  Let 
me,  however,  say  one  word  with  reference 
to  the  advice  you  have  received  from  va- 
rious noble  Lords  who  sit  on  the  front 
Opposition  Bench  as  to  the  principle  on 
which  you  should  perform  your  duty  with 
regard  to  this  Bill.  Several  noble  Lords 
sitting  on  the  Opposition  Benches  have 
referred,  I  thought  with  some  bitterness, 
to  the  effect  which  the  Bill  of  last  year 
will  have  on  the  constituencies  of  the  coun- 
try. My  Lords,  it  appears  to  me  a  strange 
thing  that  these  noble  Lords  who  have  al- 
ways professed  to  be  such  very  ardent  re- 
formers, should,  whenever  they  oome  to 
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speak  of  the  legiBlation  of  last  year,  never 
fail  to  oommunicate  to  joar  Lordships  the 
impression  that  thej  look  on  that  legisla- 
tion with  apprehension  and  regret.  The 
nohle  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Clarendon)  spoke 
of  the  leap  in  the  dark  which  you  had 
taken.  I  know  the  noble  Earl  is  not  the 
author  of  that  saying,  but  he  made  it  part 
of  his  argument.  He  said  you  did  not 
know  what  the  new  constituencies  would 
be,  and  he  recommended  you  to  pass  this 
Bill,  because  the  future  was  so  much  in 
uncertainty.  I  must  confess,  my  Lords, 
that  the  noble  Earl's  reasons  would  ha?e 
led  me  to  a  different  conclusion.  This  Bill 
has  passed  the  present  House  of  Commons 
which  is  about  to  come  to  an  end.  That 
House  itself  said  that  the  ultimate  decision 
as  to  the  fate  of  the  Irish  Church  was  not 
matter  for  them — that  it  ought  to  be  re- 
mitted to  a  future  Parliament.  The  noble 
Earl  does  not  know  what  that  future  Par- 
liament will  be— "he  does  not  know  whether 
it  will  approve  or  disapprove  the  disestab- 
lishment and  disendowment  of  the  Irish 
Church.  Now,  these  to  my  mind  are 
reasons  why  the  whole  question  should  be 
allowed  to  go  to  the  new  Parliament  un- 
affected by  this  Bill,  in  order  that  it  might 
deal  with  that  question  with  full  freedom. 
But  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville)  who 
moved  the  second  reading,  not,  I  agree,  in 
any  words  of  menace,  but  in  more  of  bland- 
ishment and  entreaty,  asked  your  Lordships 
to  take  no  course  which  would  bring  you  into 
collision  with  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. My  Lords,  I  value  the  honour  of  your 
Lordships'  House,  and  the  harmonious  ac- 
tion of  the  two  Branches  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, as  much  as  any  of  your  Lordships  ; 
but  I  maintain  that  the  way  to  promote 
this  harmony  is  for  each  House  frankly, 
fairly,  and  respectfully,  to  discuss  on  its 
own  merits  every  question  which  comes 
before  them,  and,  if  necessary,  on  every 
question  to  pronounce  their  opinion  by 
their  votes.  My  Lords,  if  the  day  should 
ever  come  when  a  measure  carried  in  haste 
through  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and 
brought  up  and  presented  to  your  Lord- 
ships for  the  first  time,  shall  be  accepted 
by  your  Lordships,  not  because  you  ap- 
prove of  it — nay,  while  you  disapprove  of 
it — but  merely  because  it  has  been  carried 
by  a  majority  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
the  influence,  the  independence  of  your 
Lordships'  House,  the  respect  of  the  coun- 
try for  your  Lordships — nay,  more — the 
respect  of  yourselves  for  yourselves,  will 
be  at  an  end.  My  Lords,  differing  there* 
The  lord  Chancellor 


fore  from  the  noble  Earl  as  to  the  duty 
now  devolving  upon  you,  I  ask  you  to  re- 
ject this  Bill.  I  might  well  be  content  to 
do  this  on  the  score  of  the  vices  and  de- 
fects of  the  Bill  itself,  and  of  the  perverse 
and  blundering  ingenuity  with  which  it 
endeavours  to  accomplish  the  worst  pos- 
sible thing  in  the  worst  possible  way.  But 
I  ask  you  to  reject  this  Bill  on  higher 
grounds.  I  ask  you  to  reject  it  because 
it  is  the  commencement  of  a  policy  upon 
which  your  Lordships  have  not  even  yet 
been  consulted,  but  which  policy  you  will 
be  taken  to  have  accepted  if  you  approve 
this  Bill.  That  policy  is  nothing  short  of 
the  devotion  to  secular  purposes  of  the 
funds  hitherto  held  sacred,  the  severance 
of  the  Union  of  Church  with  the  State, 
and  the  curtailment  of  the  supremacy  of 
the  Crown.  The  fruits  and  consequences 
of  that  policy,  in  our  opinion,  will  be,  not 
the  pacification  of  Ireland,  but  the  per- 
petuation of  the  conflict  of  races — the  un- 
dermining of  the  security  of  property — the 
arrestment  of  the  progress  of  social  im- 
provement and  toleration — and  the  quench- 
ing— so  far  as  it  is  in  the  power  of  legisla- 
tion to  quench  it— of  the  light  of  the  Re- 
formation in  that  country.  My  Lords, 
these  are  the  vast  issues  involved  in  this 
Bill.  These  are  the  issues  involved  in 
your  Lordships'  decision  now,  and  they  are 
the  issues  yet  to  be  presented  to  the  coun- 
try in  the  great  appeal  to  its  enlarged  con- 
stituencies. My  Lords,  in  that  appeal — 
for  I  agree  with  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke 
of  Argyll)  that  it  is  fitting  that  a  Govern- 
ment should  uphold  a  standard  of  political 
faith — in  that  great  appeal  the  Govern- 
ment will  stand  as  the  defenders  of  all  that 
this  Bill  and  the  policy  of  its  promoters 
would  seek  to  overthrow.  By  the  result 
of  that  appeal  we  are  prepared  to  abide ; 
and,  my  Lords,  be  that  result  what  it  may 
— and  I,  for  one,  have  confidence  in  the 
true  heart  and  faith  of  the  country — a 
nobler  cause  for  which  to  fight — a  fairer 
field  in  which  to  stand  or  fall — no  Minister 
and  no  statesman  need  desire. 

The  Earl  of  CARNARYON,  who 
spoke  amid  cries  of  *•  Spoke,"  "Order," 
was  understood  to  say  :  After  the  charge 
of  inconsistency  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  has  brought  against  me,  I 
trust  the  House  will  not  refuse  me  one 
moment  for  personal  explanation.  There 
are  two  cases  to  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  has  referred — the  suspension 
of  certain  ecclesiastical  o£Bces  in  Jamaica, 
and  the  disendowment  wholly  of  the  Church 
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in  the  West  IndieB,  as  far  as  this  ooantry 
18  concerned.  I  admit  that  upon  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Government  and  the 
Bishop  of  Jamaica  I  sanctioned  the  Bill 
for  the  suspension  of  certain  ecclesiastical 
o£Bces  in  Jamaica.  But  where  is  the  in- 
consistency ?  I  sanctioned  a  Suspension 
Bill  and  1  am  prepared  to  TOte  for  a  Sus- 
pensory Bill  this  erening.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  sanctioned  a  disendow- 
ment  scheme  to  the  extent  of  £20,000. 
{Cries  of  "  Order  "  and  "  Spoke"  eon- 
tinuing,  the  noble  Earl  sat  down,] 

Earl  GRANVILLE,  rising  to  reply, 
said  :  My  Lords,  I  like  to  beliere  that  it 
was  partly  out  of  personal  kindness,  though 
chiefly  from  the  obligation  to  give  the 
utmost  latitude  to  an  advocate  of  a  preju- 
diced cause,  that  made  your  Lordships  so 
indulgent  to  me  on  the  first  night  of  this 
debate.  I  wish  I  could  make  a  return  for 
that  indulgence  by  complete  silence  to- 
night. But  there  are  a  few  observations 
I  feel  bound  to  make,  and  I  am  afraid 
that  the  feeling  of  your  Lordships  will  he 
somewhat  similar  to  that  of  the  Earl  of 
Derby  so  often  referred  to  in  the  course  of 
this  debate  upon  the  score  of  "shutting 
up."  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  was,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  uninten- 
tionally, inaccurate  in  his  reference  to  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  on 
the  Woolsack  said  that  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  admitted  that  there 
were  several  objections  to  the  measure.  I 
asked  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  what 
objections  he  had  admitted,  and  he  replied, 
"None  whatever," 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  I  beg 
the  noble  Earl's  pardon.  What  I  said 
was  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  after 
listening  to  a  good  many  objections,  in 
reply  said  that  they  could  be  removed  in 
Committee. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  Well,  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  then  said  that  a  noble 
Duke  sitting  by  my  side  (the  Duke  of 
Somerset)  had  stated  that  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  were  impracticable.  I  asked 
my  noble  Friend  if  he  had  said  that  the 
Bill  was  impracticable,  and  he  replied  that 
he  had  not. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  :  The 
noble  Duke's  words — I  have  them  by  me 
— were  "  I  cannot  conceive  myself  how  it 
is  to  work." 

The  Dukb  op  SOMERSET,  amid  con- 
siderable laughter,  rose  to  explain,  but  his 
remarks  were  inaudible. 

VOL.  CXCill.  [thisd  bbbiss.] 


Barl  GRANVILLE  :  Now,  my  Lords, 
I  quite  agree  with  that  noble  and  learned 
Lord  who  argued  that  the  great  question 
was  that  of  the  disestablishment,  or,  as  he 
put  it,  that  of  the  disendowment  of  the 
Irish  Church.  That  question  is  one  which 
it  is  very  diflScult  to  deal  with  at  all,  and  . 
yet  we  find  one  of  our  most  distinguished 
Parliamentary  and  forensic  advocates,  in 
speaking  for  two  hours  and  three-quarters 
on  this  great  question,  throwing  away  just 
one  hour  by  London  clock  in  discussing  the 
minutest  and  the  most  trifling  details,  and 
then  throwing  away  another  quarter  of  an 
hour  in  an  attack  upon  a  late  Colleague  of 
his  Colleagues,  exhibiting  an  evident  re- 
luctance in  approaching  the  core  of  the 
subject.  Now,  with  regard  to  this  Bill 
and  its  provisions,  I  have  in  my  pocket 
two  briefs — one  for  an  English  and  the 
other  for  an  Irish  lawyer  of  considerable 
eminence — which  would  explain  any  one 
point  on  which  I  could  not  give  an  off- 
hand answer.  If  this  Bill  had  gone  into 
Committee  I  could  have  shown  your  Lord- 
ships that  there  was  no  real  ground  for  all 
those  difficulties  which  have  been  conjured 
up.  But,  as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
occupied,  I  believe,  an  entire  hour  in 
elaborating  that  technical  argument,  I  sup- 
pose I  should  take  about  three  in  going 
over  the  same  point,  and,  therefore,  I  pre- 
sume your  Lordships  will  give  me  the  be- 
nefit of  the  doubt,  and  prefer  that  1  should 
go  on  to  some  other  point.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord's  argument  reminded  me  of 
what  was  said  to  me  by  a  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  a  political  opponent,  who  always 
treated  me  with  the  greatest  personal  re* 
speot.  I  remember  asking  Lord  Lyndhurst 
whether  the  singular  manner  in  which  he 
condemns  what  he  had  to  say  was  a  work 
of  nature,  or  whether  he  took  much  trouble 
about  it.  In  his  cheerful  manner  he  said, 
*<  We  must  take  a  little  trouble,  eh  ?  " 
and  then  he  added,  "  The  great  difficulty 
lawyers  have  is  that  at  the  Bar  we  are 
always  obliged  to  use  all  our  arguments, 
and  in  Parliament  we  can  only  use  our 
good  ones."  I  think  it  would  have  been 
better  if  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  had 
omitted  that  long  disquisition  on  property, 
and  for  my  part  1  shall  decline  to  occupy 
your  Lordships'  time  in  discussing  the  case 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  put  to  me  which 
was  in  every  part  of  it  so  purely  hypothe- 
tical. I  wish,  however,  to  say  one  word 
regarding  what  fell  from  the  noble  Earl  on 
the  cross- Benches.  The  noble  Earl,  who, 
disliking  a  motley  crew,  is  the  Leader  ofj 
L  VThMrdmahL    li^ 
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this  opposition  to  the  attack  qpon  tbe  Irish 
Church,  finds  fault  with  us  for  two  reasons. 
We  ought  to  have  adopted  his  proposal 
made  a  few  months  after  the  fir^t  suspen- 
sion of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act.  But  if 
we  had  done  so  we  should  h^ve  i|tter1y 
failed,  and  anj  change  in  the  Irish  Church 
might  have  been  delayed  for  twenty  years. 
He  also  complains  that  now,  when  we  do 
so  with  almost  pertain  prospects  of  success, 
we  do  not  adopt  his  plan  ;  but  we  believe 
his  plan  is  not  acceptable  to  the  Catholics, 
and  is  against  tbe  conviction  and  feelings 
of  the  English  and  the  Scotch.  I  have 
hopes,  however,  of  again  fighting  in  the 
same  ranks  with  the  noble  Lord,  since  he 
has  declared  that  he  prefers  disestablish- 
ment to  the  present  state  of  the  Church. 
Now,  perhaps,  the  noble  Lord  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  will  allow  me  to  say 
one  word  about  his  speech.  The  noble 
Lord  repeated  the  arguments  I  attempted 
to  answer,  he  has  appealed  to  us  to  believe 
in  his  sincerity,  and  has  urged  us  to  use 
plain  words  in  expressing  what  we  think. 
I  desire  to  express  in  the  plainest  words  of 
the  English  language  my  belief  that  my 
noble  Friend  is  one  of  the  most  honourable, 
most  sincere  men  and  politicians  I  know, 
the  least  likely  to  say  one  thing  and  to  do 
another  to-morrow ;  but  if  I  am  asked  to 
say  in  plain  words  what  I  think  of  certain 
portions  of  his  speech,  I  must,  with  all 
respect  to  your  Lordships  and  to  my  noble 
Friend,  acknowledge  that  I  had  rather  do 
DO  such  thing.  I  prefer  quoting  from  a 
modern  poet  to  describe  that  speech — 

'•  In  holy  horror,  in  pious  grief, 
He  solemnly  cursed  the  rascally  thief; 
Never  was  heard  such  a  terrible  curse ; 

But  what  gave  rise 

To  no  little  surprise, 
Nobody  seemed  one  penny  the  worse." 

Any  of  your  Lordships  who  know  how 
serious  a  matter  it  is  to  have  an  intellee- 
tual  encounter  with  one  right  rev.  Prelate 
(the  Bishop  of  Oxford)  must  sympathise 
with  me  in  having  to  meet  the  whole 
Bench.  But  it  is  in  their  numbers  that  I 
look  for  safety.  I  must  first  thank  the 
Bishop  of  this  diocese  for  having  given 
me  such  complete  reparation  as  to  the 
motives  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  and  his  Friends.  Tbe  most  rev. 
Prelate  the  Archbishop  of  York,  the  Bi- 
shop of  London,  and  the  Bishop  of  Oxford, 
feeling  how  strongly  the  colonial  eases  bear 
upon  the  Church  of  Ireland,  have  brought 
forward  arguments  to  prove  that  these 
Churches  were  still  in  connection  with  the 
JEW-/  OranvilU 


State.  The  Archbishop  gave  at  reasons 
the  participation  of  the  Bishops  in  the  acts 
of  the  Legislature  and  the  Church  Assem- 
blies under  local  Acts.  I  believe  that  if 
the  facts  were  as  stated  they  would  not 
support  this  argument.  The  noble  Earl 
the  late  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  (the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon)  showed  that  he  was 
wrong,  and  I  can  vouch  for  the  accuracy 
of  the  answer  which  he  gave  in  manner 
and  in  substance.  The  Irish  Prelates 
have  approached  the  subject  with  a  dig- 
nified melancholy,  as  men  who  fear  an 
injury  to  themselves,  their  clergy,  and 
their  flocks,  but  my  right  rev.  Friend  who 
spoke  to-night  (the  Bishop  of  Oxford) 
spoke  with  a  merriment,  a  lightheartedness, 
and  cheerfulness  which,  while  it  jarred  on 
his  Irish  Brethren,  must  have  acted  as 
balm  on  those  of  his  English  Friends  who 
had  persuaded  themselves  there  was  danger 
for  the  English  Church.  But  there  is  as 
great  discrepancy  between  the  right  rev. 
Prelates  themselves ;  and  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  the  Bishop  of  London  says  that  if 
the  Church  is  disestablished  the  Catholic 
clergy,  decked  out  with  foreign  honours, 
will  have  such  a  social  superiority  that  the 
Anglican  clergy  will  be  crushed.  Another 
right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Killaloe) 
says  that  the  measure  will  give  no  satisfac- 
tion, because  circumstances  make  it  impos- 
sible that  the  Catholic  clergy  would  ever 
be  raised  to  the  social  position  of  the 
Anglicans.  Which  are  we  to  believe? 
I  must  say,  at  this  point,  that  I  feel  some 
little  hesitation  to  proceed.  I  do  not  know 
whether  your  Lordships  perceived  that  if 
there  was  perhaps  a  slight  amount  of 
theological  hatred  which  tainted  some  of 
the  speeches  with  regard  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergy,  they  all  treated  the  Roman 
Catholic  laity  with  great  delicacy  and  con- 
sideration. While  the  other  right  rev. 
Prelates  have  contradicted  each  other  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  appears  to  have  contra- 
dicted himself,  and  wishing  to  prove  the 
sacred n ess  of  Church  property  and  the 
necessity  of  the  connection  between  Church 
and  State,  he  proved  conclusively  by 
figures  that  the  Church  has  continuously 
had  taken  from  her  portions  of  her  revenue 
till  only  about  ono'eighth  remained  of 
them,  and  by  a  long  historical  statement 
that  the  State  thwarting  and  impeding  the 
Church  in  every  direction  had  been  her 
bane  and  the  cause  of  her  miserable  failure. 
I  hope  the  most  rev.  Primate  will  not 
think  it  personal  or  disrespectful  of  me  if 
I  say  that  it  is  impossible  to  approach  him 
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wHluiiit  seeing,  througli  his  dignified  de- 
porimeni  at  a  great  Prelate,  Nature  has 
given  him  a  warm  and  kind  heart.  Tet 
Bach  is  the  pernicious  influence,  not  of  the 
Church,  hut  of  its  invidious  position  in 
Ireland,  that  the  Head  of  that  Church  was 
the  only  lay  or  spiritual  Peer  that  repro- 
duced the  famous  allusion  to  hlood,  lan- 
guage, and  religion  as  distinguishing  the 
Catholics  ^m  the  Protestants.  I  rememher 
as  if  it  was  jesterday,  though  it  is  thirty- 
six  years  ago,  hearing  the  passionate  protest 
almost  screamed  hy  a  great  Irish  orator 
against  this  insult  to  his  countrymen.  He 
adied  an  enthusiastic  British  House  of  Com- 
moBS  whether,  from  Assaye  to  Waterloo, 
those  aliens  in  hlood,  language,  and  religion 
bad  shoim  Jess  heroic  valour  than  our  own 

florions  England,  and  alluding  to  the  last 
ecisjve  day,  he  asked,  amid  the  peals  of 
approving  indignation,  whether  the  hlood  of 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland  had  not 
flowed  in  the  same  stream  and  drenched 
the  same  field,  and  turning  suddenly  to 
the  brave  and  generous  father  of  a  noble 
Lord  here  present,  and  forgetful  of  Parlia- 
mentary forms,  he  exclaimed,  "Tell  me, 
for  you  were  there  ?"  I  own  I  then  thought 
the  phrase  had  ceased  to  exist.    The  right 
rer.  Prelate  and  the  President  of  the  Conn- 
eil  seemed  to  think  it  unpatriotic  and  un- 
English  of  Lord  Clarendon  and  myself  to 
quote  the  opinion  of  foreigners,  although  it 
was  on  my  part  an  answer  to  a  foreign 
argument  of  the  Prime  Minister.     So  the 
nii^e  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bnry),  who  objects  to  catchwords,  does  not 
like  what  he  has  christened  the  "  Foreign 
friends'  arguments" — arguments  brought 
by  Bs  from  foreign  drawing-rooms.     If  he 
means  by  such  only  the  places  were  the 
meet  frivolous  of  fashionable  society  meet, 
I  deny  the  fact.     If  be  means  places  where 
my  Boble  Friend  and  I  have  met  states- 
Ben,  great  lawyers,  literary  men,  and  emi- 
nent persons  belonging  to  the  aristocracy 
and  middle  classes  of  some  of  the  great 
s^tals  in  Europe,  we  admit  and  rejoice 
IB  the  fact     Now,   my  Lords,  I  cannot 
tlmk  that  a  little  intercourse  with  foreign- 
eta  wovld  deteriorate  the  beneficial  eha- 
raetCT  of  the  great  influence  which  the 
noble  Marqness  is  sure  to  exercise  in  this 
eevotry.     The  noble  Marquess  has  lately 
made  aeqnatntanee  with  the  railway  world, 
which  most  have  at  first  appeared  almost 
1^  a  foreign  eountrj  to  him.     I  trust  it 
was  not  thwe  that  he  learnt  to  take  so 
black  a  riew  of  hnman  nature  as  he  de- 
ssribed  himself  to  entertain.  But  one  great 


lesson  he  has  certainly  learnt — that  powers 
are  given  to  railway  companies  properly, 
and  for  the  public  good,  to  take  land  for 
which  money  is  no  compensation  to  some 
owners,  to  destroy  oharchyards  consecrated 
to  God,  and  in  which  have  been  placed  the 
ashes  of  dead,  to  destroy  homes  where  the 
poor  live  and  factories  where  they  work, 
with  compensations  to  those  who  are  pro- 
prietors, but  with  none  to  those  who  have 
to  seek  other  homes  and  other  workshops. 
And  the  result  of  the  lesson  has  been 
shown  in  this  debate.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess entirely  abandons  the  high  property 
argument  of  the  noble  Earl  below  him. 
He  recommends  compromise,  and  with  the 
word  compromise  all  the  high-flown  argu- 
ments that  have  been  used  of  sacred  pro- 
perty, sacrilege,  d^c,  go  out  by  the  win- 
dow. I  admit  that  the  hulk  of  foreigners 
know  as  little  of  us  as  in  many  instances 
we  know  of  them  ;  hut  I  will  say  that  there 
are  Frenchmen,  Germans,  and  Italians  by 
whom  I  should  shrink  from  being  examined 
on  some  nice  points  of  our  constitutional 
history  and  law.  Of  course,  when  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal  tells  us  that  the  Irish 
Church  is  the  most  sacred  portion  of  the 
British  Constitution,  and  that  it  is  one  of 
the  legs  of  the  Church  of  England  ;  and 
when  the  President  of  the  Council  says 
that  the  House  of  Lords  represents  the 
innermost  mind  and  the  will  of  the  nation, 
while  the  House  of  Commons— I  do  not 
know  whether  any  Members  of  that  House 
now  hear  me — only  represents  the  impulses 
and  declamatory  power  of  the  nation,  of 
course  that  makes  an  end  of  the  matter. 
Again,  if  M.  Guizot  or  Professor  Rancke 
and  others  —  not  fashionable  dandies,  as 
the  noble  Marquess  may  think,  but  sincere 
Protestants — were  to  tell  you  they  object 
historically  to  the  Irish  Church,  because 
while  the  English  Church  has  every  claim 
to  call  itself  self-reformed,  the  Irish  Church 
was  forced  upon  Ireland  in  opposition  to 
the  wishes  of  the  people ;  if  they  said  that, 
ont  of  deference  to  the  laws  of  language, 
they  objected  to  a  Church  being  called 
national  which  only  ministered  to  the  wants 
of  a  small  fraction  of  the  population,  and 
lastly,  for  political  reasons,  that  they  believed 
there  must  he  some  cause  why  Poland  and 
Ireland  were  the  only  countries  where  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergy  were  not  ultra- 
Conservatives  ;  if  they  objected  morally  to 
the  Irish  Church  because  the  foreign  Pro- 
testants belicfed  it  was  a  duty  to  do  to 
others  as  they  would  wish  to  be  done  by, 
and  that  we  should  certainly  not  submit  ii 
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England  for  a  month  or  a  week  to  lucb  a 
state  of  things — of  course  we  should  recog- 
nise the  wisdom  of  our  Gorernment  and 
the  ignorance  of  the  foolish  foreigners ;  but 
still  the  noble  Marquess  might  admit,  with 
Charles  Fox,  that  you  might  get  some  in- 
formation in  conversing  even  with  the  stu- 
pidest man  ;  and  he  might  even  learn  that 
when  he  describes  what  has  been  proposed 
as  the  most  complete  form  of  spoliation — 
that  more  masterly  completeness  of  spo- 
liation has  been  shown  elsewhere.  I  will 
now  say  a  few  words  on  what  fell  from  the 
nohle  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby) ;  but  any 
objections  I  may  have  felt  to  the  tone  of 
*•  No  surrender"  in  the  greater  part  of  the 
noble  EarFs  speech  vanished  when  I  heard 
two  sentences  towards  the  close.  He  said 
— I  quote  from  the  report  in  The  Time$, 
which  I  cannot  doubt  is  accurate,  for  it  is  so 
like  language  which  I  have  heard  before— > 

**  Tour  Lordships  are  always  disposed  to  yield 
OS  far  as  yoa  can  to  deliberately  expressed  and 
well-ascertained  opinions  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons." 

And  he  added — 

'*  And  it  must  be  a  very  decided  ezpreision  of 
opinion  to  alter  my  judgment  on  suoh  a  ques- 
tion." 

I  do  not  know  whether  the  noble  Earl  will 
contradict  me.  « 

The  Earl  op  DERBY :  Yes;  I  am 
sorry  to  correct  my  noble  Friend.  What 
I  referred  to  was  the  ascertained  opinion 
of  the  country,  not  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  The  fault  is  not 
mine,  it  is  that  of  the  very  accurate  reporter 
of  Ths  Times;  but  the  correction  suits  my 
purpose  as  well.  But  there  are  other  points 
which  have  given  me  pain.  In  my  first 
speech  I  protested,  and  I  think  rightly,  as 
to  the  introduction  of  the  name  of  the  So- 
vereign and  the  Coronation  Oath  into  this 
question.  I  stated  what  was  the  construc- 
tion put  upon  the  Coronation  Oath  by  great 
lawyers  and  great  statesmen.  I  stated — 
what  nobody  can  attempt  to  deny — that 
whatever  the  construction  of  that  Oath  may 
be»  it  applies  equally  to  the  colonies  and 
to  the  mother-country.  I  also  reminded 
your  Lordships  that  the  present  Sovereign 
has  on  several  occasions,  by  the  advice  of 
different  Ministers,  and  on  one  occasion  by 
the  advice  of  a  Committee  of  Privy  Council, 
specially  summoned  for  the  purpose,  given 
her  assent  to  Bills  disestablishing  various 
Churches  in  the  colonies.  I  might  have 
added  that  it  was  done  with  the  full  con- 
sent and  approbation  of  one  who  well  knew 
Sari  Oranvtlle 


the  rights  and  duties  of  the  British  Crown 
— the  most  sagacious  and  most  beloved 
councillor  and  guide  that  any  Sovereign  or 
woman  ever  had.  Well,  the  noble  Earl 
after  this,  referring  to  my  having  depre- 
cated any  discussion  on  this  point,  made  a 
declaration  which  if  he  had  been  a  novice, 
instead  of  the  greatest  debater,  perhaps, 
in  the  world,  would  have  convinced  me  he 
was  unable  to  deal  with  facts,  and  had 
preferred  making  his  speech  as  he  had 
originally  prepared  it.     He  said^- 

"Ton  cannot  relieve  the  Sovereign  from  the 
obligations  of  the  Oath.  She  is  bound  to  protest 
when,  in  acting  on  Her  Minister's  advice,  she 
takes  a  step  in  direct  violation  of  her  solemn  de- 
claration and  Oath  that  she  will  maintain  inviolate 
the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland." 

The  noble  Earl  goes  on  to  add  that — 

<'The  Oath  would  be  violated  if  Her  Majesty 
endorsed  a  proposal  to  disendow  or  disestablish 
that  which  she  has  sworn  to  maintain  impll- 
citly." 

My  Lords,  I  do  not  understand  this  argu- 
ment. Either  one  thing  or  another.  Does 
the  noble  Earl  deny  the  statement  I  have 
quoted  ? 

The  Eabl  of  DERBY  :  I  certainly  do 
not  recognize  my  speech  in  that  state- 
ment. 

Earl  GRAFVILLE  :  It  is  a  very  sin- 
gular thing  that  the  noble  Earl  should  not 
recognise  his  speech,  of  which  I  believe 
every  noble  Lord  on  this  side  remembers, 
if  not  the  words,  at  least  the  substance  ; 
and  it  has  been  reported  by  accurate  re- 
porters in  the  morning  papers.  I  say  I  do 
hot  understand  his  argument.  Either  there 
must  be  that  which  I  have  described— 
namely,  an  obligation  on  the  part  of  the 
Sovereign  to  adhere  to  the  law  as  it  Is  now, 
or  as  it  may  be,  or  it  is  an  Oath  to  God 
from  which  no  earthly  power  can  absolve 
her.  The  noble  Earl  repeated  twice  that 
there  were  some  persons  who  seemed  to 
think  the  Queen  could  have  no  opinion, 
and  had  no  personal  obligations.  I  do  not 
know  to  whom  he  could  allude— -not,  I 
think,  to  any  Peer  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  for  we  are  as  zealous  as  himself  of 
the  Queen's  Prerogative,  and  as  devotedly 
loyal  to  Her  Mojesty's  person.  The  Queen 
has  exercised  during  a  long  and  successful 
reign  a  beneficial  influence  on  the  course 
of  public  affairs.  It  has  been  great  and 
beneficial  in  consequence  of  Her  Majesty's 
intimate  knowledge  both  of  the  principles 
and  details  of  our  Constitution,  and  be- 
cause her  people  believe  and  know  that 
she  never  has  moved,  and  never  will  move, 
even   under   injudicious  advice,  one  inoh 
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from  the  path  which  she  belieyei  the  Con- 
ititotion  preseribea.  The  noble  Earl,  on 
a  former  oceaaion,  pledged  the  majority  of 
this  Honse — greatly  increased  by  the  chi- 
falrona,  though,  I  think,  mistaken,  feelings 
which  have  animated  the  Episcopal  Bench, 
and  not  inconsiderably  increased  by  the 
onmerons  creations  of  the  last  two  years — 
to  reject  this  measure  before  it  had  seen 
the  ligbt^  and  before  it  was  known  by  what 
majorities  in  the  other  House  it  would  come 
recommended  to  your  Lordships.  I  boHeve 
the  effect  of  that  threat  was  to  give  strength 
and  spirit,  if  it  did  not,  as  some  positively 
assert,  increase  the  numbers  of  the  ma- 
jority in  the  other  House ;  and  I  have  al- 
ways felt  that  the  mention  of  that  threat 
might  have  the  same  effect  upon  the  coun- 
try. If  there  was  no  qualification,  I  feared 
an  exciting  and  dangerous  effect ;  but  the 
words  which  I  have  already  quoted  from 
the  noble  Earl's  speech  will,  I  hope,  induce 
the  people  to  see  that  all  that  is  required 
is  for  the  constituencies  to  enable  the  next 
Parliament  to  give  a  very  decided  opinion 
in  order  to  destroy  opposition  in  this  House, 
and  that  it  will  offer  no  stolid  obstacle  to 
their  wishes.  With  this  feeling  I  trust 
tbey  will  calmly  and  dispassionately— for  I 
Eke  the  words,  though  they  grate  upon  the 
noble  Marquess's  ears  —  that  they  will 
ealffllj  and  dispassionately  examine  the  ar- 
gomeota  to  which  I  believe  the  debate  in 
your  Lordships'  House  has  made  such 
Talnable  additions.  I  have  little  doubt  of 
the  result.  There  will  be  great  difficulty 
in  settling  some  of  the  details  for  the  dis* 
eatablishment  of  the  Irish  Church  ;  much 
time  will  be  taken  to  make  the  preliminary 
arrangementa ;  but  in  a  Tery  few  months 
the  battle  of  justice  and  religious  equality 
against  an  ascendancy  which  is  politically 
wrong,  and  is  injurious  to  the  Protestant 
rel>f(k>n  will  be  fought  and  will  be  won. 

Thk  Abchbishop  op  ARMAQH  :  In 
explanation,  I  beg  to  say  that  there  is  a 
wide  differenoe  between  the  application  of 
&e  words  which  fell  from  me  the  other 
efreniog,  and  of  those  which  the  noble  Earl 
haa  referred  to.  The  words  "  The  Irish 
are  aKeoa  in  blood,  language,  and  reli- 
ftioo,"  were  taken  np  aa  an  offence  to  the 
Xriah  nation.  The  words  I  used  were  used 
in  m  sMse  very  different.  They  were  not 
intended  to  be  offensive.  What  I  said  was 
that  the  700,000  Irish  Churchmen  were 
not  aliens,  but  were  of  the  same  blood  as 
joarselTes,  and  I  aaid  ao  because  I  wanted 
to  riiow  our  elaiai  to  your  consideration 
aadtojastice. 
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Wilton,  E. 

Winchiliea    and    Nofc- 
iingham,  £. 

Bangor,  V, 
Bolingbroke    and     St. 

John,V, 
Canterbury,  V. 
Olancarty,  V.  (E.  Clat^ 

ccarty,) 


De  Veaoi,  V. 
Donaraile,  V. 
Exmouth,  y. 
Hardinffe,  V. 
HawardenjV. 
Hereford,  V. 
HUI,  V. 
Hood,  V. 
Sidmouth,  V. 
Strathallan,  V. 
Templetown,  V. 

Bangor,  Bp. 
Carlisle,  Bp. 
Durham,  Bp. 
Ely,  Bp. 
Gloucester  and  Bristol » 

Bp. 
Killaloe,  dra.,  Bp. 
Kilmore,  So.,  Bp. 
Lincoln,  Bp. 
Litchfield,  Bp. 
Llandaff,  Bp. 
London,  Bp. 
Manchester,  Bp. 
Meath,  Bp. 
Oxford,  Bp. 
Ripon,  Bp. 
Rochester,  Bp. 
Salisbury,  Bp. 
Worcester,  Bp, 

Abinger,  L. 

Aveland,  L. 

Bagot,  L. 

Berwick,  L. 

Blayney,  L. 

Bolton,  L. 

Boston,  L. 

Brancepeth,     L.      ( F. 
Boyne,) 

Braybrooke,  L. 

Brodrlck,L.(F.i/»(i?#- 
ton,) 

Castlemaine,  L. 

Chaworth,  l,.{EM€aih) 

Chelmsford,  L. 

Churston,  L. 

Clarina,  L. 

Clements,  L.  (E,  Lei' 
trim.') 

Clinton,  L. 

Ck>nbrock,  L. 

Cloncurry,  L. 

Colchester,  L. 

Colonsay,  L. 

CoWille  of  CulroM,  L. 

[Teller.] 
Congleton,  L. 
Conyers,  L. 
Crewa,  L. 
Crofton,  L. 
Delamere,  L. 
De  L'Isle  and  Dudley,  L. 
Denman,  L. 
DeRosf,  L. 
De  Saumarex,  L. 
Digby,  L. 
Dunboyne,  L. 
Dunmore,  L.  {E.  Dun- 
more.) 
Egerton,  L. 
Elphinttone,  L. 


FarnhABi,  L. 
Feyersham,  L. 
Fitxwalter,  L. 
Gage,  L.  ( V,  Gage.) 
Crantley,  L. 
Grinstead,  L.  (E.  En- 

rUikHlen.) 
Hartismere,     L.      (L, 

Henniker.) 
Hay,  L.  {E.  Exnnoul.) 
Hylton,  L. 
Inchiquin,  L. 
Kesteyen,  L. 
Kilmaine,  L. 
Kingston,  L.  {E.  King" 

iUm.) 
Lilford,  L. 
Loyel  and  Holland,  L. 

(E.  EgmmU.) 
Lytton,  L. 
Moore.    L.    (Jf.    Dro» 

gheaa.) 
Northwick,  L. 
O'Neill,  L. 

Oriel,  L.  ( V.MdstereeM) 
Ormathwaite,  L. 
Ormonde,  L.    {M.  Or^ 

monde.) 
Penrhyn,  L. 
Raglan,  L. 
Rayensworth,  L. 


Rayleigh,  L. 

Redes&e,  L. 

Riyers,  L. 

SaltersfordyL.  (E.  Cour* 
toum.) 

Saltoun,  L. 

Soarsdale,  L. 

Sheflield,  L.  <B.  Shef- 
field.) 

Sherborne,  L. 

SUchester,  'L.(E.Long' 
ford.) 

Skelmersdala,  L. 

Sondes,  L. 

Southampton,  L. 

Stewart  of  Garllea,  L« 
{E.  Galloway.) 

St.  John  of  Bletso,  L. 

Strathnaim,  L. 

Strathspey,  L.  (E.  Sea- 
fieUi.) 

Templemore,  L. 

Thurlow,  L. 

Tredegar,  L. 

Tyrone,  L.  (M.  WeOer* 
ford.) 

Vernon,  L. 

Walsingham,  L. 

Wemyss,  L.  (B, 
Wemiyst.) 

WharnoUlliB,  L. 


Besohed  in  the  Negaii'M,  and  Bill  to  be 
read  2*  on  this  Day  8i»  MotUhi. 

JLDiaRALTZ  SUITS  BILL  [h.L.] 
A  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Proceed- 
ings instituted  by  the  Admiralty,  and  for  other 
Purooses  connected  therewith  —  Was  preienied 
by  The  Lord  Silohsstxr  ;  read  IS  (No.  182.) 

CONTAGIOUS  DI8EA8BS  ACT     (1866)     AlCVKD- 

MBirr  BILL  [h.L.]  (ho.  185) -.a  Bill  to 
amend  the  dbntagtous  Diseases  Act,  1806; 
Also, 

LODOBRS  FROPEBTT  FBOTBCTION  BILL  [h.L.] 
(no.  186)  —A  BiU  to  protect  the  Property  of 
Lodgers :  And  also, 

CHILBBEN,  &C.  PEOTECTION  BILL  [h.L.] 
(no.  187)— a  Bill  for  the  better  Protection 
of  Children.  Senrants,  and  Apprentices : 

Were  teienXlj  pruentedhj  The  Marquess  Towk- 
BBxif]) ;  read  l\ 

House  a^jonmed  at  Three  o'clock,  kM., 
to  half  past  Ten  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Mondasfi  Juns  29,  1888. 

MtK  UTKS.}— Svmr— «mmti^r0i  in  CcnmitUe 

— CommittM  BJ. 
PirBUo  Ejus — Ordered  —  Portpatrick  and  Bel* 

£ut  and  Conntj  Down  RaQway  Companies  * ; 

Libel  (Ireland)  * ;  Tnrnpike  Tmsts  Arrange- 


FirH  Seadinff—Uhel  (Ireland)*  [109];  Turn- 
pike Tmsta  Arrangements  *  £200] ;  Port- 
Patrick  and  Belfitst  and  County  bown  Railway 
COmpaniM*  [201];  Colonial  Gofemors' Pen- 
BODS  Aflt  Ameodment  *  [802]. 

S^ond  ReadiHg  —  Metropolitan  Police  Funds 
1132];  Poor  ReUef*  [186];  Municipal  Elec- 
tions (Scotland)*  [180] ;  Contagious  Diseases 
Act  (1666)  Amendment*  [103];  Medway  Re- 
nlatioo  Aei  Continuance*  [196];  Sale  of 
Pobons  and  Pharmacy  Act'  Amendment* 
[181} 

CMmtOM—EcclesiasUoal  Commissioners  *  [69] ; 
Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland)  (r0-0osnm.)* 
[Ill];  RegoUtionofRaUways*  [U2]  — bj».  ; 
1  Government  Supplemental  ( No.  3)  (r»- 
».)*  [191];  Cnrragh  of  KUdare  {re- 
n.)*[192];  University  Elections  (Voting 
Papers)*  [187];  Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle 
Macket  (re-^cmm,)*  [139],  debate /tirtAtfr  ad- 
jammed;  Bank  of  Bombay*  [178];  New  Zea- 
land (LegialatiFe  Council)*  [186];  Prisons 
(ScetUand)  Administration  Acts  Amendment 
Xrt-comm.)^  {19T\  —  b.p.  ;  Bankruptcy  Act 
(1861)  Amendment*  [145]— r.p. 

Riport  —  Ecelesiastieal  Commissioners  *  [69] ; 
Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland)  {re-camm, )  * 
[111];  Local  Government  S upplemental  (No.  3) 
{re^etmtmk.)  *  [191] ;  Curragh  of  Kildare  (re- 
com)*  [192];  University  Elections  (Voting 
Papers)*  IIST];  Bank  of  Bombay*  [178]; 
2lew  Zealand  (Legislative  Council)*  [186]. 

Cemmdered  a»  amended  —  Consular  Marriages  * 
[188]  ;  Bank  Holidays  and  Bills  of  Exchange* 

JI86J. 

TSard  Reading —  Local  (government  Supple- 
BMiial  (No.  3)  (re-<WMn\  *  [191] ;  Courts  of 
Law  Fees  d(c.  (Scotland)*  [168];  County 
OcnenlAiiessment  (Scotland)*  [172]. 


ARMY— SHORNCLIFFE  CAMP. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  YANDBRBYL  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ttk  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  a  Notiee  which  was  given  by  his 
Departmeot  to  terminate,  as  on  the  Ist  of 
Afffil  last,  the  monopoly  which  has  for 
BMDj  years  eiisted,  and  still  preyails,  in 
the  aopply  of  Malt  Liqnors  to  the  Troops 
St  Sbometiffe  Camp  has  been  withdrawn ; 
md  wbecfaer  it  is  intended  to  continue  such 
menepoly? 

aim  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  in  re- 
ply,  thai  the  Notice  giren  to  terminate  the 
MflBopdy  in  the  supply  of  Malt  Liquors  to 
die  Tmpa  at  Shomcliffe  had  not  been 


withdrawn,  and  it  was  not  intended  that 
the  monopoly  should  be  continued.  Nego« 
tiations  were  in  progress  for  purchasing 
the  rights  of  the  person  ha?ing  the  mono- 
poly, but  some  little  time  would  probably 
elapse  before  the  question  would  be  settled. 

ARMY— THE  86th  REGIMENT. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  HARVEY  LEWIS  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
The  number  of  Lieutenant  Colonels  who 
have  commanded  the  86th  Regiment  since 
January,  1862  ;  the  number  of  diflferent 
Stations  at  which  the  86th  Regiment  has 
been  quartered  during  the  last  three  years, 
including  remo?a1s  at  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope  and  Mauritius  ;  whether  it  be  true 
that  the  sum  of  five  shillings  o-day,  allowed 
for  sixteen  days  to  the  Officers  of  the  86th 
Regiment  on  arrival  at  Algoa  Bay,  to 
compensate  for  unavoidable  expenses  and 
loss  of  mess,  has  been  since  stopped  out  of 
the  pay  of  the  Officers  by  Orders  from 
home ;  whether  the  Colonial  allowance  of 
1«.  6d.  per  diem  allowed  at  the  Cape  of 
Good  Hope  has  been  since  stopped,  and 
Officers  compelled  to  re-fond  that  sum  ; 
whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  the  admis- 
sions into  the  Hospital  in  1868,  of  Men, 
Women,  and  Children  of  the  86th  Regi- 
ment were  in  January  370  men,  45  women, 
68  children ;  February,  320  men,  39  wo- 
men, 61  children  ;  March,  257  men,  35 
women,  47  children;  April,  175  men,  27 
women,  38  children :  whether  he  has  any 
objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  Copy  of  the  Correspondence  of 
Medical  Officers  at  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope 
and  Port  Elizabeth,  shadowing  forth  what 
would  happen  if  the  Regiment  was  sent 
to  the  Mauritius  ;  and  all  Correspondence 
between  the  Medical  Officers  and  the  au- 
thorities at  the  Mauritius  regarding  the 
landing  of  the  Regiment  during  the  epi- 
demic ;  and,  whether  it  be  true  that  it  is 
contemplated  sending  the  86th  Regiment 
to  India  in  its  present  reduced  and  sickly 
state? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON,  in  reply, 
said,  he  would  giye  the  best  Answer  to  the 
seven  Questiona  that  he  could.  The  num- 
ber of  Lieutenant  Colonels  who  had  com- 
manded the  86th  Regiment  in  the  term 
specified  was  five  ;  and  the  Stations  at 
which  it  had  been  quartered  in  the  last 
three  years  were  Gibraltar,  the  Cape,  and 
the  Mauritius.  It  was  not  the  case  that  the 
allowance  of  5«.  per  day  had  beeoMitopped 
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from  the  Officers'  pay,  but  a  smaller  al- 
lowance,  known  as  the  Field  allowance, 
had  been  stopped,  and  that  was  probably 
the  origin  of  the  hon.  Member's  Question. 
The  Colonial  allowance  of  If.  6(2.  per  day 
at  the  Cape  was  stopped  under  a  misap- 
prehension, but  it  was  now  to  be  re-com- 
menced. With  respect  to  the  admissions 
into  hospital,  he  regretted  to  say  that  he 
belie?ed  the  numbers  gi?en  in  the  Question 
to  be  substantially  correct.  He  should  be 
Tery  unwilling  to  produce  the  Correspond- 
ence referred  to  in  the  latter  part  of  the 
Question,  and  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
would  not  press  for  it.  In  answer  to  rari- 
ous  Questions  that  had  been  put,  he  had 
always  stated  the  exact  position  of  affairs 
with  respect  to  this  Regiment  at  the  Mau* 
ritius,  and,  amongst  other'  things,  that  in 
consequence  of  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  Regiment  landed,  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief had  sent  out  an  Order  for 
a  Report  of  the  circumstances  to  be  for- 
warded. That  Report  had  been  received 
and  submitted  to  him  (Sir  John  Pakington), 
but  he  was  reluctantly  obliged  to  concur 
in  the  opinion  of  his  Royal  Highness,  that 
that  Report  was  not  satisfactory.  In  con- 
sequence of  that  decision,  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  had  communicated  to  the  General 
commanding  at  Mauritius,  his  opinion  on 
the  subject.  Justice  had  been  done,  and 
he  thought  no  good  effect  would  be  pro- 
duced by  rcTif  ing  the  subject.  There  was 
no  intention  of  sending  the  Regiment  to 
India,  nor  did  he  believe  that  such  an  in- 
tention had  ever  existed. 

CLERKS  IN  THE  CUSTOMS  DEPART- 
MENT.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  O'BEIRNE  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Commission  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  grievances  complained  of  by  the  Clerks 
in  the  various  Departments  of  the  Customs 
have  concluded  their  labours  ;  and,  whether 
the  result  of  the  comparison  which  they  have 
instituted  between  the  duties  performed  by 
the  Clerks  in  the  Departments  of  Account 
in  the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  De- 
partments respectively  has  been  such  as 
to  prove  that  the  duties  performed  by  the 
Clerks  in  the  former  are  as  arduous  and 
important  as  those  performed  by  the  Clerks 
in  the  latter  Department ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther it  is  proposed  to  place  the  Clerks  in 
the  several  Offices  of  Account  in  the  Cus- 
toms on  the  same  footing  as  to  salary  as 
the  Clerks  in  the  Inland  Revenue  ? 
Sir  John  PdkingUn 


Mb.  SCLATER- booth,  in  reply, 
stated  that  the  Commission  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  alleged  grievances  of  the 
Clerks  in  the  Customs  had  concluded  a 
portion  of  their  inquiry,  and  he  hoped  that 
the  Report  would  be  in  the  hands  of  the 
Treasury  before  the  close  of  the  Session. 

IRELAND— RECORDS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  O'BEIRNE  said,  be  also  wished  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther the  Government  intend  taking,  during 
the  present  Session,  any  and  what  steps 
for  rendering  available  to  the  Irish  public 
the  numerous  and  very  important  Publio 
Records  relating  to  Ireland,  which  are  prci 
served  at  the  Record  Office,  London,  and 
to  which  the  attention  of  the  Government 
was  directed  four  years  since  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  ? 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  in  reply, 
that  he  was  not  aware  what  were  the  im- 
portant Public  Records  to  which  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  referred.  He  was 
informed  that  there  were  no  Records  re- 
lating to  Ireland  in  the  Record  Office,  but 
there  were  entries  in  the  Rolls  of  Chancery 
and  other  Courts,  which  it  had  been  pro- 
posed to  transcribe,  in  order  to  their  being 
deposited  in  the  Dublin  Office.  This  was 
merely  a  question  of  expense,  and  might 
be  postponed  until  the  other  questions  re- 
lative to  the  Irish  Records,  were  decided 
by  the  Master  of  the  Rolls. 

THE  LEOMINSTER  MAGISTRATES. 
QtJESnOK. 

Mb.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  report  stating  that  the 
Leominster  Magistrates  have  recently  fined 
some  boys  It.  and  costs,  or  in  default  seven 
days'  imprisonment,  for  plajing  cricket  on 
Sunday  ;  and,  whether  he  considers  such 
conviction  in  accordance  with  the  Law  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  clerk  to  the  justices  at 
Leominster  had  written  to  him  to  explain 
that  there  had  been  no  conviction  before 
them  of  boys  for  playing  at  cricket  on 
Sundays.  A  great  number  of  boys  had 
been  in  the  habit  of  playing  at  cricket  in  a 
field  of  growing  grass,  and  some  were 
brought  before  the  magistrates  and  fined 
1#.  and  costs,  which  fines  were  immediately 
paid.  The  offence  had  nothing  to  do  with 
its  being  Sunday,  for  they  would  have  been 
equally  summoned  for  playing  in  this  field 
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on  any  other  day.  With  regard  to  aueh  a 
oon?iction  being  contrary  to  lav,  the  hon. 
Member  would  find  in  the  71  at  volume  of 
Hansard^  third  series,  an  opinion  given 
bj  Sir  Frederick  Pollock  on  this  subject. 

INDIA— THE   MUTINY  MEDAL. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  ADAM  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  When  the 
Correspondence,  moved  for  on  the  22nd 
March  1867*  relative  to  the  grant  of  the 
Medal  to  Troops  and  Police  engaged  in 
suppressing  the  Mutiny  and  Eebellion  in 
the  Bombay  Presidency  during  the  years 
1857,  1858,  1859,  &o.  will  be  laid  upon  the 
Table ;  and,  whether,  taking  into  eon*- 
tideration  the  services  performed  by  the 
Troops  and  Police  so  engaged,  it  is  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
order  the  Grant  of  the  Medal  to  them  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB,  in 
reply,  said,  the  Papers  alluded  to  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  been  received  from 
Bombay.  They  formed  three  very  large 
Tolumes,  which  it  would  be  impossible  to 
produce  to  the  House  in  full ;  but  Mr. 
Lushington,  the  late  Commissioner  of  Po- 
lice at  Bombay,  had  now  the  volumes  in 
his  possession,  and  had  undertaken  to  mark 
the  despatches  which  it  would  be  desirable 
to  produce.  He  might  inform  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  had  written  a  despatch 
by  the  last  mail  to  India,  with  respect  to 
the  question  of  extending  the  grant  of  the 
Indian  Mutiny  Medal.  He  had  resolved 
that  it  should  be  given  to  all  persons  who 
had  performed  service  against  the  mutineers 
or  rebels,  including  amongst  the  latter  all 
who  had  made  common  cause  with  them. 
The  word  persons  would  include  Police, 
and  he  hoped  the  settlement  of  the  question 
would  be  satisfactory. 

REHNING  OF  SUGAR  AT  COLOGNB. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
a  statement  of  the  particulars  and  results 
of  the  experiments  iu  the  Refining  pf  Sugar 
conducted  at  Cologne  previous  to  the  Con- 
yention  of  November  1864,  the  same  hav- 
ing been  already  published  by  authority 
in  Holland  ? 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVE said,inreply,  that 
no  publication  of  the  details  of  these  experi- 
ments had  been  sanctioned  by  the  Commis- 
sion ;  nor  was  anyone  authorised  by  them  to 


make  experiments.  He  heard  that  a  Mr. 
Lottman,  who  was  employed  by  the  Dutch 
to  watch  the  proceedings,  did  make  private 
experiments  and  had  published  the  results; 
but  he  understood  that  these  were  per- 
formed and  published  entirely  on  his  own 
responsibility  and  not  on  that  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  Holland.  A  blue  book  would 
shortly  be  issued  by  the  Foreign  Office, 
which  would  afford  all  the  information  that 
could  be  given  in  regard  to  the  experiments 
at  Cologne. 

ARMY— QUEEN'S  REGULATIONS,  1868. 

QXTESTION. 

Mr.  O'REILLT  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  paragraph  165,  of  the  Queen's 
Regulations,  1868,  **  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  will  in  all  cases  select  the  senior 
officer  who  may  have  qualified  for  promotion 
to  the  higher  grade,"  will  in  all  oases 
be  complied  with  ? 

Sia  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  in 
reply,  that  if  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
would  refer  to  the  paragraph  in  question, 
he  would  find  it  applied  only  to  the  cases 
of  the  promotion  of  officers  who  had  neg- 
lected to  pass  the  necessary  examination. 
He  had  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief would  carry  out  the  regu- 
lation. 

RELIGIOUS  SERVICES   IN  THE  INDIAN 
ARMY.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  O'REILLY  said,  he  would  beg  also 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
in  reference  to  his  statement  that  a  room 
had  been  provided  in  quarters  in  India  to 
be  used  by  the  Protestant  soldiers  for  read- 
ing and  prayer,  but  that  the  Order  in  ques- 
tion did  not  apply  to  Catholic  soldiers  as 
they  had  not  asked  for  anything  of  the 
kind  and  were  not  likely  to  do  so.  Whe- 
ther he  can  state  what  applications  had 
been  made  on  the  subject  by  Protestant 
soldiers  ;  and,  whether  there  will  be  any 
objection  on  the  part  of  the  Military  autho- 
rities on  the  ground  of  discipline  or  the 
regulations  of  the  service  to  Catholic  sol- 
diers in  Her  Majesty's  service'  signing 
petitions  or  making  other  written  applica- 
tion asking  for  similar  privileges  ? 

SiB  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
in  reply,  that  he  thought  the  most  satis- 
factory way  of  dealing  with  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  to  forward  a 
copy  of  it  to  the  Governor  General,  and 
call  his  attention  to  the  matter. 
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of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Worfct  to  the 
BQcceBBful  results  of  these  experiments* 
with  a  fiew  to  the  remedy  of  the  enls 
oomplaioed  of  at  Barking  as  arising  from 
the  system  of  Metropolitan  Drainage  ;  and, 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  any  Report  of  these  experiments, 
and  Copy  of  any  Correspondence  which  has 
taken  place  upon  the  subject  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  in 
reply,  that  the  experiments  at  Tottenham 
had  been  carried  on  by  the  local  autho- 
rities who  had  sent  him  a  letter,  from 
which  he  gathered  that  the  experiments 
had  not  been  so  satisfactory  as  bis  hon. 
Friend  seemed  to  suppose.  He  thought  he 
should  be  going  out  of  his  way  if  he  were 
to  express  an  opinion  on  the  subject.  Two 
experiments  had  been  made  by  different 
persons,  and,  as  far  as  he  could  gather, 
they  had  not  been  so  successful  as  experi- 
ments made  with  lime.  At  present  the 
fertilizing  properties  of  the  residuum  had 
not  been  ascertained.  No  Report  on  the 
subject  had  come  before  the  6o?ernment. 

IMPORTATION  OF  FOREIGN   RIBBONS. 

QXJEsnoir. 

Mr.  EATON  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If 
his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  a  state- 
ment lately  published  calling  in  question 
the  accuracy  of  the  Board  of  Trade  Returns 
of  Foreign  Ribbons  imported  into  this 
country  ;  what  is  the  system  pursued  bj 
the  Customs  House  authorities  in  order  to 
ascertain  the  net  weight  of  silk  and  satin 
ribbons  imported  ;  and,  whether  the  Re- 
turns of  those  articles,  as  published  by  the 
Statistical  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  are  to  be  looked  upon  as  substan- 
tially correct  or  not  ? 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVE  in  reply,  said, 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  this  state- 
ment by  the  hon.  Member  for  CoTontry, 
and  he  had,  in  consequence,  caused  inqai- 
ries  to  be  made  at  the  Customs.  He  foond 
that  the  Customs  authorities  obtained  their 
information  with  regard  to  silks,  as  in  the 
case  of  other  articles  free  of  duty,  from  the 
person  who  cleared  the  goods  for  the  mer- 
chant and  passed  the  entry.  The  net  weight 
was  taken  from  the  gross  weight,  allowance 
being  made  for  tare.  When  duty  was 
charged  this  computation  was,  of  course, 
accurate,  and  in  the  case  of  Telvets,  where 
the  same  method  of  packing  continued,  the 
Returns  were  still  rery  correct.  They  were 
io,  too,  when  made  by  some  one  acquainted 
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PATENTS  OP  QUEEN'S  COUNSEL  AND 
OF  PRECEDENCE.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  would  ob- 
ject to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  a 
Return  from  the  time  when  the  late  Lord 
Chancellor  Brougham  became  Lord  Chan« 
oellor  of  the  number  of  Barristers  who 
have  receifod  Patents  of  Precedency  and 
Patents  constituting  them  of  Council  to 
the  Crown,  commonly  called  Queen's 
Counsel  or  King's  Counsel,  distinguishing 
in  such  Return  the  number  of  Barristers 
receiving  such  Patents  respectively  during 
the  holding  of  the  Great  Seal  by  each  Lord 
Chancellor  respectively,  and  stating  the 
date  of  the  call  to  the  Bar  of  each  such 
Barrister  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
would  request  the  hon.  Member  to  move 
for  a  Return  on  the  subject. 

METROPOLIS— ORNAMENTAL  WATER 
IN  REGENTS  PARK,— QUESTION. 

Mr.  THOMSON  HANEET  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  way  in  which  the  work  con- 
nected with  the  Ornamental  Water  in  the 
Regent^s  Park  is  being  carried  out,  and 
whether  the  gradients  have  not  been  made 
at  an  angle  extremely  dangerous  in  the 
event  of  any  persons,  especially  children, 
slipping  into  the  water  ? 

^  Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  in  reply,  said, 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  the  way  in 
which  the  works  connected  with  the  Orna- 
mental Water  in  the  Regent's  Park  was 
being  carried  out.  There  was  a  difference 
of  opinion  as  to  whether  it  was  likely  to  be 
dangerous  io  children  who  might  slip  into 
the  water  ;  but  the  question  was  under  his 
consideration,  and  if  it  should  appear  that 
any  serious  danger  wss  likely  to  occur,  he 
should  consider  whether  some  protection 
could  not  be  afforded. 

DISINTEGRATION   OF   SEWAGE. 

QTTESnON. 

Mr.  LIDDELL  said,  he  wotild  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  certain  experiments  recently 
conducted  on  a  large  scale  at  Tottenham, 
for  disintegrating  the  impurities  of  Sewage 
Water  by  an  admixture  of  alum  ;  whether 
the  Goremment  haye  called  the  attention 
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with  tbe  custom  of  the  trade,  but  when  made 
bj  mere  carriers  thej  were,  no  doubt,  less 
accurate.  It  did  not,  howerer,  follow  that, 
because  two  parcels  of  the  same  gross 
weight  were  returned  at  different  net 
weights,  there  was  necessarily  inaccuracy, 
because  some  were  packed  in  wood,  others  in 
paper.  The  Customs  did  their  best  to  ob- 
tain precision,  and  sometimes  opened  parcels 
and  insisted  on  amended  entries.  When 
the  unit  of  entry  system  prcTailed  Eetorns 
were  more  accurate,  on  account  of  the 
penny  stamp,  but  this  had  been  giren  np, 
as  an  impediment  to  trade.  The  inToice 
was  of  no  assistance,  as  silks  and  ribbons 
were  not  sold  by  weight,  but  by  the  piece 
or  length.  These  Returns  were  so  far 
useful  that  they  enabled  a  pretty  accurate 
comparison  to  be  made  between  the  im- 
ports of  different  years.  The  Statistical 
Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade  could, 
of  course,  only  be  responsible  for  compiling 
correctly  the  Returns  in  the  Customs  re- 
gistry, the  accuracy  of  which  they  had  no 
means  of  testing. 

LOCAL   GOVERNMENT    ACT   FOR 
IRELAND.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  PIM  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  it 
is  his  intention  to  lay  npon  the  Table, 
before  the  end  of  the  present  Session,  the 
Bill  for  extending  to  Ireland  the  principle 
of  the  Local  Government  (England)  Act, 
1858,  and  the  General  Police  and  Improve- 
ment (Scotland)  Act,  1862  ? 

The  Eabl  op  MAYO  in  reply,  said,  he 
hoped  within  the  present  week  to  lay  on 
the  table  a  Bill  for  extending  to  Ireland 
the  prinoiple  of  the  two  Acts  alluded  to  by 
the  non.  Member. 

CEYLON— LIGHTHOUSE  ON  THE  GREAT 
BASSES.—QUESTION. 

Mb.  HANBURY  -  TRACY  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  erect  a 
Lighthouse  on  the  Great  Basses,  for  which 
the  shipping  of  the  commerce  of  the  East 
have  for  years  been  subject  to  a  charge 
without  any  return  or  advantage  whatever; 
and,  whether  the  Ceylon  Government  have 
not  offered  to  construct  and  maintain  this 
Lighthouse ;  and,  if  so,  what  objection 
exists  to  the  proposal  ? 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVE  :  It  is  not  the 
fact,  Sir,  that  tbe  shipping  of  the  oommerce 


of  the  East  has  been  subject  to  a  charge 
for  a  Lighthouse  on  the  Great  Basses 
without  any  return  or  advantage.  No 
charge  has  been  made  in  respect  of  any 
Lighthouse  there.  In  1863  a  Light  Ship 
was  placed  at  the  Little  Basses,  and  since 
then  a  toll  of  Id.  per  ton  has  been  im- 
posed on  all  ships  passing  the  Light  which 
enter  or  leave  British  ports.  The  net  re- 
ceipts from  this  toll  are  about  £7,500  a 
year.  Out  of  this  has  to  be  paid  interest 
on  the  construction  of  the  Light  Ship,  and 
of  a  spare  Light  Ship,  and  the  expenses 
of  maintenance,  including  the  crew  and 
tender.  As  regards  the  erection  of  a  Light- 
house on  the  Great  Basses,  the  Ceylon 
Government  have  sent  home  certain  pro- 
posals which  are  totally  inadequate.  Care- 
ful plans  and  estimates  have,  however,  been 
prepared  by  Colonel  Frazer,  who  erected  a 
Lighthouse  on  the  Alguada  Reef,  Bay  of 
Bengal,  and  by  Mr.  Douglas,  engineer  of 
the  Trinity  House,  and  these  are  now  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Colonial  Office, 
Board  of  Trade,  and  Trinity  House.  There 
are  considerable  difficulties  both  as  to  the 
work  itself  and  the  mode  of  providing 
funds.  A  Correspondence  on  this  subject 
will  be  found  in  a  Return  laid  on  the  table 
in  1863. 

ARMY— VOLUNTEER  REVIEW  AT 
WINDSOR.— QUESTION. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther, in  justice  to  the  whole  Volunteer 
Force,  any  inquiry  has  been  made,  or  will 
be  made,  to  ascertain  what  Volunteer 
regiments  or  Volunteers  showed  a  want  of 
discipline  at  Windsor  on  Saturday  week 
last ;  and  who  are  the  officers  that  left 
their  regiments  on  that  occasion?  He  wished 
to  put  this  further  question,  it  being  stated 
that  one  or  two  companies  of  some  ad- 
ministrative battalions  showed  great  want 
of  subordination,  and  conducted  themselves 
with  impropriety  towards  the  General  in 
command.  If  that  were  proved  was  it 
intended  to  wipe  these  companies  out  of 
the  Volunteer  Army  LUtl  There  was  a 
strong  feeling  that  such  a  course  should  be 
pursued,  and  that  no  other  would  be  satis- 
factory. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON :  Sir,  on 
the  Monday  after  the  review  I  had  a  con- 
versation with  General  Lindsay  with  regard 
to  the  occurrences  to  which  the  Question 
of  the  noble  Lord  relates.  Since  that 
time  General  Lindsay  has  been  absent  from 
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London  engaged  in  iospeoiinff  some  regi- 
ments of  Militia  in  Scotland;  but  I  am 
daily  expecting  a  Report  from  General 
Lindsay  of  what  occurred  on  the  day  of 
the  re? ieir,  and  I  shall  probably  receire  it 
to-morrow.  I  bare  also  taken  steps  to 
ensure  General  Lindsay's  early  return  to 
London.  Until  I  hare  had  an  opportunity 
of  personal  conference  with  General  Lindsay 
I  do  not  think  I  shall  be  justiGed  in  an- 
nouncing the  measures  I  intend  to  adopt. 
I  intend  to  confer  Tory  fully  with  bim  on 
the  subject,  and  whaterer  may  be  the 
course  which  I  ultimately  think  it  right 
to  adopt,  I  hope  I  shall  be  able  to  take 
measures  that  will  tend  to  prevent  for  the 
future  any  repetition  of  such  conduct. 

SURGEON  IN  CHIEF  OF   THE    POLICE 
FORCE.— QUESTION. 

VisoouNT  ENFIELD  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
upon  the  retirement  of  the  late  Surgeon 
in  Chief  to  the  Metropolitan  Police  Force 
the  candidates  for  that  office  were  informed 
that  the  restrictionsi  debarring  the  holder 
of  that  appointment  from  pursuing  any 
private  or  hospital  practice,  would  continue 
in  force  ;  that  within  a  few  months  of  the 
present  Surgeon,  Mr.  Holmes,  being  nomi- 
nated such  restrictions  were  suddenly  re- 
moved ;  and  whether  he  is  aware  that  such 
a  rule,  though  afterwards  relaxed,  pre- 
vented many  distinguished  men  in  the 
medical  profession  from  offering  themselves 
as  candidates  for  that  appointment  ? 

Sm  GEORGE  GREY  :  Sir,  as  this 
Question  refers  to  an  arrangement  made 
by  me  three  years  ago,  I  had,  perhaps, 
better  answer  it.  On  the  resignation  of 
Sir  John  Fisher,  the  Chief  Surgeon  to 
the  Metropolitan  Police,  a  question  was 
raised  as  to  the  necessity  or  expediency 
of  continuing  the  prohibition  of  private 
practice.  I  consulted  Sir  John  Fisher  upon 
it,  and  his  opinion  was  that  it  would  be 
advantageous  to  the  police  that  the  Chief 
Surgeon  should  have  hospital  practice;  but 
he  thought  extensive  private  practice  would 
interfere  with  the  duties  of  the  office.  I 
acted  on  this  opinion.  The  office  was  first 
offered  to  Mr.  Pollok,  an  eminent  surgeon, 
of  St.  George's  Hospital,  who  bad,  besides, 
extensive  private  practice.  He  was  un- 
willing to  relinquish  this,  and  therefore 
declined  the  appointment.  It  was  then 
offered  to  and  accepted  by  Mr.  Holmes,  an 
assistant-surgeon  at  St.  George's  Hospital, 
Bir  John  Pahington 


a  gentleman  also  of  the  highest  reputation 
in  bis  profession,  and  of  whose  qualifica- 
tions for  the  office  no  doubt  could  be  enter- 
tained. After  some  months'  experience  he 
found  that  the  duties  of  the  office  did  not 
nearly  occupy  the  whole  of  his  time,  and 
it  was  represented  with  great  foroe  that 
no  man  in  the  prime  of  life  and  devoted  to 
bis  profession  would  permanently  retain  aa 
office  which  did  not  fully  occupy  him.  Da 
a  re-consideration  of  all  the  facts  of  the 
case  I  decided  that  the  restriction  might 
be  relaxed  by  allowing  the  Chief  Surgeon 
to  practise,  subject  to  the  condition  that 
there  should  be  no  such  absence  from 
London  as  to  interfere  with  his  primary 
duty  in  connection  with  the  Police,  and 
that  the  salary  was  to  be  reduced  from 
£500  to  £300,  the  amount  at  which  it 
bad  been  fixed  before  the  restriction  was 
originally  imposed.  I  have  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  any  inconvenience  has  arisen 
from  the  relaxation  of  the  rule;  but  if  the 
experience  of  the  last  two  years,  with  re- 
spect to  which  I  have  no  information,  has 
shown  that  private  practice  has  in  any  de- 
gree interfered  with  the  efficient  discharge 
of  Mr.  Holmes's  duties,  I  am  sure  that  he 
would  himself  feel  that  he  should  either 
give  np  his  practice  or  resign  the  office. 


IRELAND  —  ERECTION    OF  MILITARY 
STORES  AND  BARRACKS. 

QUESTION. 

COLONBL  GRBVILLB-NUGENT  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  If  the  Treasury  have  the  power 
to  authorize  the  granting  of  Loans  to  Grand 
Juries  on  the  security  of  the  County  Ceas 
for  the  erection  of  Militia  Stores  and 
Barracks ;  and,  if  not,  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  apply  to 
Parliament  for  such  powers  ? 

Mr.  SCL/LTER-BOOTH  said,  in  reply, 
that  it  appeared,  by  a  recent  Report  from 
the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland,  that  there 
was  no  power  to  advance  money  for  tho 
erection  of  Militia  Stores  and  Barracks 
by  presentments  from  the  Grand  Juries  ia 
Ireland,  as  there  was  for  the  erection  of 
Court  Houses.  He  was  not  aware  that  any 
inconvenience  had  arisen  from  this  dis- 
ability ;  but  as  he  found  it  was  a  matter  of 
considerable  interest  and  importance,  he 
should  inquire  whether  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  amend  the  law  in  that  respect. 
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a  charter  for  a  Oatholio  Uniyersitj  in  Ire- 
land ;  and,  of  hit  reply  thereto  ? 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  it  was  his 
intention  to-morrow  to  lay  on  the  table  of 
the  House,  a  copy  of  the  letter  of  Arch- 
bishop Leahy  and  Bishop  Dorey,  and  of 
his  reply  thereto. 


EXEMPTION   OF  SCHOOLS    AND  CHA- 

RITIES  FROM   POOR   RATES. 

QX7S8TION. 

Mb.  BAINES  said  he  would  beg  to  ask 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
the  Government  ha?e  come  to  a  decision 
as  to  the  exemption  of  schools  and  charities 
from  the  recently  declared  liability  to  the 
payment  of  poor  rates,  on  which  subject 
the  present  and  the  late  Government  have 
received  important  representations,  and  to 
which  they  have  promised  attention  ? 

TnB  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  in  reply,  that  this  matter  had 
been  under  the  consideration  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  they  had  come  to  the  con- 
elusion  that  they  could  not  treat  it  as  an 
isolated  question.  *  The  whole  subject  must 
be  dealt  with  if  any  question  were  raised 
respecting  the  exemption  of  charitable  pro* 
perty.  The  subject  would  give  rise  to  a 
great  deal  of  discussion,  and  it  would  be 
impossible  to  deal  with  it  in  the  present 
Session. 

ARMY— OFFICERS   OF  DEPOT  BAT- 
TALIONS.—QUESTION. 

Colonel  FRENCH  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If 
his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  fact 
that  Circular  900,  December  15, 1866,  has 
practically  withdrawn  from  the  Officers  of 
Depot  Battalions  the  privileges  of  exchange 
and  promotion  by  purchase  which  up  to 
that  date  they  enjoyed ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
it  is  proposed  to  make  any  compensation 
for  the  loss  they  have  thus  sustained  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON,  in  reply, 
■aid,  he  could  only  repeat  the  Answer 
which  he  had  given  to  a  similar  Question 
on  a  former  occasion.  The  greatest  care 
and  tenderness  had  been  exercised  to- 
wards existing  interests,  but  there  was  no 
intention  to  make  such  compensation  as 
the  right  hon,  and  gallant  Gentleman  in- 
dicated. 


IRELAND-PROPOSED    CATHOLIC 
UNIVERSITY.— QUESTION. 

Sir  JOHN  GRAT  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  If  he 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the. House,  a 
Copy  of  the  Letter  of  Archbishop  Leahy 
and  Bishop  Dorey,  addressed  to  him  during 
the  present  month  in  relation  to  the  nego- 
tiations opened  by  the  Government  with  the 
Irish  Catholic  prelates  for  the  granting  of 


STRAY  DOGS.^QUESTION. 

Mr.  BENTINCE  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  Commissioner  of  the  City  Police  has, 
under  the  18th  section  of  the  Metropolis 
Streets  Act,  fixed  the  1st  of  July  next  as 
the  date  for  detaining  dogs  unprovided  with 
rouxzles,  instead  of  the  22nd  of  June  last, 
the  date  adopted  by  the  Commissioner  of 
the  Metropolitan  Police  under  the  same 
section ;  whether  such  want  of  unity  of 
action  between  the  Police  authorities  is  not 
a  serious  evil,  and,  whether  he  will  address 
a  remonstrance  to  the  City  authorities  as  to 
the  folly  and  impolicy  of  their  proceedings 
in  this  respect  ? 

Mr.  GATHOBNE  HARDT  said,  in  re- 
ply,  he  was  not  aware  until  his  attention 
had  been  called  to  the  matter  a  short  time 
ago,  of  the  existence  of  the  state  of  things 
to  which  his  hon.  Friend  referred.  He 
had  no  control  over  the  City  Police  ;  but 
the  Metropolitan  Police  had  seized  a  very 
large  number  of  dogs,  and  great  difficulty 
had  been  experienced  in  disposing  of 
them. 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

EMPLOYMENT  OF  DISCHARGED 
SOLDIERS.— RESOLUTION. 

Sir  CHARLES  RUSSELL  in  rising  to 
move,  That  it  is  expedient  to  employ  in 
Government  situations  non-commissioned 
officers  and  privates  discharged  from  the 
Army  with  good  character,  said,  he  laid 
claim  to  no  originality  in  making  such  a 
proposal.  He  found  that  a  Royal  Com- 
mission which  had  sat  in  1861,  and  had 
been  presided  over  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
the  Member  for  the  East  Riding  (Lord 
Hotham)  had  reported  as  follows  : — 

"  It  might  also  be  a  great  encouragement  to 
reomiting  and  to  good  oonduct  while  serring,  if  a 
preferenoe  were  given  to  pensionen  diioharged 
with  good  oharaoters,  in  flUlDg  up  such  situations 


Digitized  by 


Google 


815  Mmphymmiiif 

M  porUrs  and  mMfengiirf  in  pabllo  oiBoM,  and 
any  of  the  subordinate  appointments  in  the  Ex- 
cise, Customs,  Post  Office,  and  other  civil  Depart- 
ments, for  which  they  might  be  qualifled." 

Again,  a  oiroular  had  been  issued  from 
the  War  Department  in  1858,  which  aet 
forth  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  as  to  the  advantages  of  employing 
Buoh  men  in  the  War  Bepartmenti  and 
laid  down  rules  and  regulations  under 
which  they  might  he  so  employed.  He 
wished  the  present  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  would  furnish  the  House  with  the 
results  of  his  experience  as  to  the  working 
of  that  system,  which  he  believed  had 
been  very  successful,  both  in  point  of 
efficiency  and  economy.  It  was  only  fair, 
he  might  add,  that  he  should  refer  to  two 
societies  of  an  independent  character  which 
had  oonferred  great  benefits  on  persons 
discharged  from  the  army.  The  one  was 
the  Army  and  Navy  Pensioners'  Employ- 
ment Society,  who  gave  the  following 
account  of  their  operations  :— 

**  In  the  year  1855,  in  conseauence  of  the  war 
with  Russia,  men  of  all  ages,  in  large  numbers, 
were  daily  discharged  from  the  serrice,  disabled 
by  wounds,  or  from  broken  health  and  other 
causes  unfitted  for  military  duty.  Those  men 
experienced  the  greatest  difficulty,  almost  amount- 
ing to  impossibility,  in  obtaining  any  employment 
to  enable  them  to  support  themseUes  and  fiimilies. 
The  arrangemenM  of  the  public  service  did  not 
permit  them  to  receive  pensions  in  any  degree 
adequate  to  their  support,  nor  was  it  desirable  on 
sound  social  principles  that  they  should  be  placed 
beyond  the  general  necessity  of  industrial  occupa- 
tion. In  cases  of  limited  service  the  pensions 
awarded  were  generally  from  6<2.  to  Bd,  per 
diem,  and  seldom  rose  to  I#.  The  discharged 
soldier  became,  in  consequence,  idle  and  half  des- 
titute, and  rapidly  lost  his  military  instincts  and 
habits  of  discipline  and  order.  The  Council  con- 
sidered that  in  peace,  as  in  war,  such  a  society 
would  be  a  means  of  raisins;  the  character  of  the 
services,  by  showing  to  the  soldier  and  sailor 
that  in  the  decadence  of  his  powers,  whether 
from  wounds,  climate,  accident,  or  long  service, 
he  was  still  cared  for,  and  could  come  with  his 
good  character  in  his  hand  and  claim  the  aid  of 
the  institution.  From  the  re-constitution  of  the 
society  in  1859,  to  the  present  date,  nearly  4,766 
pensioners  of  good  character  have  been  registered, 
and  3,081  provided  with  employment.  The 
situations  vary  in  value  from  £80  to  £100  or 
more  per  annum ;  the  men  are  recommended  only 
for  such  places  as  their  antecedents  qualify  them 
for,  and  it  is  gratifying  to  the  Council  to  be  able 
to  state  that,  from  the  fovourable  reports  received 
both  from  employers  and  the  pensioners  them- 
selves, the  operations  of  the  society  continue  to 
give  general  satis&ction.  The  Council  is  now 
most  anxious  to  extend  to  pensioners  in  other 
large  cities  the  same  advantages  afforded  by  the 
three  offices  now  established  in  London,  Dublin, 
and  Edinburgh.  Though  a  large  amount  of  good 
is  at  present  being  done,  great  disappointment 
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is  caused  to  many  pensioners,  who,  aware  of  the 
existence  of  the  society,  or  recommended  by  oft- 
cers  to  apply  to  it,  still  come  in  large  numbers  to 
London,  seeliing  its  aid,  which,  under  the  circum- 
stances stated,  all  cannot  obtain.  The  Council 
feel  sure  that  officers  in  Her  Majesty's  service 
cannot  be  aware  of  the  difficulties  which '  pen* 
sionors  '  meet  with  on  re-entering  into  civil  life  ; 
and  in  how  many  instances  some  of  the  best  men 
are,  with  their  fiimilies,  in  a  short  period  alter 
their  discharge,  reduced  to  a  state  bordering  on 
destitution." 

In  1859  the  Corps  of  Commissionaires  was 
formed  by  Captain  Walter,  who  deserved 
the  cordial  thanks  of  every  person  feeling 
an  interest  in  the  army  for  the  pains  he 
had  bestowed  in  the  formation  of  that 
oorps,  upon  which  object  he  had  expended 
much  money  and  time.  Captain  Walter^ 
imagining  that  it  would  be  well  to  hand 
over  the  corps  to  those  who  from  their 
peonliar  position  miffht  be  better  qualified 
to  carry  out  the  objects  for  which  it  waa 
organised  transferred  its  administration  to 
an  executive  committee,  composed  of 
Colonel  C.  R.  Egerton,  Colonel  J.  N. 
Sargent,  Rear  Admiral  J.  W.  Tarleton, 
Colonel  Sir  E.  Wetherall,  and  Major 
General  H.  D.  White.  This  was  done 
with  the  view  of  representing  the  War 
Department,  the  Horse  Guards,  and  the 
Admiralty.  It  appeared  that  1,448  men 
had  passed  through  the  corps.  The  total 
strength  at  present  was  360,  and  the 
amount  deposited  by  the  men  in  the 
savings  bank  of  the  corps  was  jS2,349. 
The  number  of  the  men  belonging  to  the 
corps  employed  in  Government  Departmenta 
was  35,  and  the  average  wages  of  first- 
class  men  were  22#.  6d.  a  week.  The 
wages  paid  by  Government  to  Commia- 
sionaires  were  from  18i.  to  20s.  per  week. 
The  wages  in  the  country  were  about  14t. 
a  week.  Every  Commissionaire  employed 
by  Government  was  required  by  the  corps 
to  put  If.  per  week  into  the  savings* 
bank,  and  was  thus  able  to  provide  for  his 
family  or  against  old  age,  and,  as  he  had 
his  pension  besides.  Government  was  not 
called  upon  to  make  him  any  further  pro- 
vision or  retain  him  when  really  beyond 
work.  The  yearly  average  number  of 
men  discharged  from  the  army  for  three 
years  ending  on  the  3l8t  of  December, 
1867,  was  13,735.  Of  these  6,381  were 
discharged  with  pensions,  and  7,354  with- 
out pension ;  atid  these  men  laboured 
under  great  difficulty  in  obtaining  situations. 
A  letter  written  by  an  old  soldier,  a 
corporal  in  the  Engineers,  who  had  been 
discharged  after  twenty-one  yean'  serviee, 
expressed  the  disappointment  he  had  ex- 
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periencdcl  from  ioability  to  obtain  employ- 
ment. There  were  a  vast  number  of 
Bitaations  in  the  Post  OffieOi  Gottoma,  Ez- 
eise,  and  other  GoTornroent  Departments 
which  might  be  well  filled  bj  discharged 
soldiers.  The  Postmaster  General  bad 
30,00Q  persons  employed  under  himi  and 
some  of  the  other  Departments  were  equally 
extensive.  Ample  opportunity  was  thus 
afforded  for  carrying  out  the  plan  he  pro- 
posed, and  the  adoption  of  such  a  system 
would  be  a  great  blessing  to  men  dis- 
charged from  the  army.  They  had  pro- 
Tided  first-rate  schools  and  reading  rooms 
for  soldiers ;  but  the  troops  did  not  fully 
ftTail  themseWes  of  these  advantages,  be- 
eaose  they  did  not  see  of  what  use  it 
would  be  to  them  to  do  so.  If,  however, 
they  knew  that  they  would  have  a  chance 
at  the  end  of  their  service  of  obtaining  a 
Government  appointment  they  would  fit 
themselves  for  such  a  position.  He  sin- 
cerely trusted  that  some  effort  would  be 
made  to  hold  out  an  inducement  to  soldiers 
to  fit  themselves  to  hold  such  situations. 
At  present  one  of  the  greatest  checks  to 
any  such  employment  was  the  age  which 
the  Civil  Service  Commissioners  had  fixed 
as  the  limit  for  applicants  entering  the 
aervice,  and  when  men  applied  they  were 
told  that  they  were  just  beyond  the  age  at 
which  they  could  enter  the  service.  If 
this  role  was  modified,  and  a  portion  of  the 
minor  appointments,  as  messengers,  porters, 
and  third  class  clerks,  given  to  discharged 
soldiers,  a  great  boon  would  be  conferred 
upon  that  class,  and  he  believed  that  great 
benefit  would  also  accrue  to  the  State. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '<  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  it  it  expedient  to  employ  in  Government  litns- 
tione  uon-oommisaioned  otBoen  and  privates  dii- 
•harged  from  the  Army  with  good  obaraeter/'— 
(Sir  CharUi  RmteU,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'' 

Captain  VIVIAN  cordially  endorsed 
all  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  had 
said  on  this  matter.  Encouragement  to 
the  soldiers  in  this  way  was  the  principal 
mode  in  which  they  could  hope  to  induce 
a  better  class  of  men  to  enlist  in  the  army. 
Hen  in  the  army  were  now  offered  only 
the  inducement  of  promotion  to  the  non- 
commissioned ranks,  with  the  addition, 
after  a  great  many  years'  good  service,  of 


a  pension  which  barely  kept  body  and  soul 
together,  and  a  good  conduct  medal.  In 
some  few  cases  a  commission  was  also 
offered.  But  in  the  present  constitution  of 
the  army  a  commission  given  to  a  non- 
commissioned officer  was  a  very  question- 
able advantage,  and  he  should  be  very 
sorry  to  see  the  constitution  of  the  army 
materially  altered.  That  beiqg  the  case, 
he  looked  to  the  employment  of  discharged 
soldiers  in  the  various  grades  of  the  public 
service  for  which  they  were  qualified  as 
one  of  the  greatest  inducements  that  could 
be  held  out.  In  some  of  the  public  De« 
partments  he  was  aware  there  was  a  great 
objection  to  the  employment  of  soldiers  as 
clerks.  He  had  received  several  letters 
from  persons  employed  in  those  Depart- 
ments urging  objections ;  but  he  could  not 
concur  in  them,  because  he  knew  that 
many  of  the  discharged  soldiers  were  ex- 
cellent penmen  and  accountants,  very  me- 
thodical, and,  he  believed,  quite  as  capable 
of  discharging  the  duties  in  civil  Depart- 
ments as  the  ordinary  third  class  clerks. 
He  hoped  that  the  system  of  employing 
them  which  had  been  commenced  in  the 
War  Office  would  be  elaborated  in  other 
Departments;  for  there. was  no  doubt  that 
if  it  became  known  that  such  posts  would 
be  filled  up  by  military  men,  it  would  be  a 
great  inducement  not  only  to  good  beha- 
viour in  the  army,  but  to  a  superior  class 
of  men  entering  the  service. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  he  would  beg  to 
remind  the  House  that  when  the  subject 
of  the  purchase  of  commissions  in  the  army 
was  before  the  House,  he  had  read  a  letter 
from  a  sergeant  in  his  own  regiment,  point- 
ing out  that  the  greatest  boon  to  the  soldier 
would  be  to  offer  him  employment  in  the 
Civil  Service  after  his  term  of  military  ser- 
vice had  expired.  He  was  far  from  im- 
plying that  the  duties  performed  by  civil 
clerks  were  not  admirably  performed,  but 
he  was  perfectly  certain,  from  the  training 
which  men  received  in  the  army,  and  from 
what  he  had  seen  of  military  clerks  at 
Wimbledon  and  Hytbe,  that  they  would 
perform  the  duties  equally  well,  and  their 
employment  in  thai  capacity  would  not 
only  be  most  economical  to  the  State,  but 
would  add  to  the  efficiency  of  the  army  by 
attracting  to  it  the  best  men  in  the  coun- 
try. He  saw  no  reason  why  the  superior 
clerkships  should  not  be  open  to  retired 
officers.  As  regarded  the  men,  giving  com- 
missions was  no  inducement ;  but  it  would 
be  a  great  inducement  to  offer  situations 
in  the  public  service  from  £5(X4o  £150.  a 
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year.  In  France  and  Prassia  the  dutiei 
of  the  War  Department  were  performed 
entirely  by  military  men,  and  be  did  not  see 
why  the  example  of  those  countries  could 
not  be  followed  in  this.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
that  with  either  party  in  power,  the  Go- 
yernment  would  turn  their  attention  to 
this  question,  as  he  belie?ed  that  not 
only  efficiency  in  the  army  but  economy 
in  the  public  service  would  result  from 
elaborating  the  scheme  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet. 

Colonel  BARTTELOT  said,  the  thanks 
of  the  army  were  due  to  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Berkshire  (Sir  Charles 
Bnssell)  for  bringing  this  subject  forward, 
because  there  was  an  acknowledged  diffi- 
culty on  the  part  of  soldiers,  even  when 
discharged  with  the  best  character,  in  ob- 
taining employment  of  any  kind.  In  the 
course  of  last  week  a  soldier  formerly  in 
his  own  regiment,  who  possessed  admirable 
business  qualifications,  and  bad  been  dis- 
charged with  a  first  class  character,  had  come 
to  him  in  a  state  of  absolute  starvation  and 
bad  implored  him  to  procure  him  some  em- 
ployment. If  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  were  assented  to,  it 
would  prove  one  of  the  greatest  boons  that 
could  be  conferred  upon  the  non-commis- 
sioned officers  and  the  privates  of  the  army, 
who  at  the  present  time  formed  a  very 
superior  class  of  men. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  presumed 
it  was  not  the  intention  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  to  press  his  Motion  upon 
the  House  for  present  acceptance,  as  it 
would  be  a  great  mistake  to  endeavour  to 
bind  the  judgment  of  the  House  or  of  the 
Government  with  regard  to  the  contents  of 
such  a  Motion.  If  that  was  the  intention, 
be  could  not  concur  in  the  Motion  now 
being  put;  but,  subject  to  that  reservation, 
he  could  not  help  saying  how  much  justice 
he  thought  there  was  in  the  general  desire 
that  had  been  expressed  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet.  It  was,  however,  a  very 
large  subject.  He  confessed  he  thought 
it  desirable  that  a  larger  scope  should  be 
given  to  the  consideration  of  this  subject, 
which  was  by  no  means  free  from  difficulty, 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  of 
the  barrier  of  age.  Now,  that  l;»arrier  was 
one  which  had  not  been  fixed  precipitately 
but  really  did  represent  in  a  great  degree 
the  result  of  the  experience  of  the  autho- 
rities in  the  Civil  Service  Departments 
themselves.  Now,  he  was  by  no  means 
disposed  to  say  that  no  modifications  should 
take  place  with  reference  to  this  barrier. 
LordJSlcho 


With  respect  to  the  civilians  generally  we 
might  suppose  that  it  had  been  judiciously 
arranged,  and  how  far  it  could  be  modified 
in  the  case  of  persons  who  had  served  in 
the  army  was  a  very  nice  question.  It 
was  not  only  a  question  as  to  the  dis- 
charged soldiers,  but  also  a  question  as  to 
what  would  be  fair  to  civilian  canditlates. 
So  far  as  prepossession  was  concerned, 
there  was  no  proposal  he  should  look  upon 
with  greater  favour  than  that  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet.  He  thought  it  would 
be  well  worth  the  while  of  the  Government 
to  take  measures  for  a  careful  review  of 
most  of  the  lower  branches  of  the  Civil 
Service  to  see  how  far  it  would  be  possible 
to  make  them  the  means  of  affording  an 
honourable  and  useful  career  for  discharged 
soldiers  and  non-commissioned  officers.  As 
regarded  the  effect  of  such  appointments 
on  the  composition  of  the  army,  and  the 
inducements  they  would  offer  to  enlist,  that 
was  a  very  large  question,  which  went  even 
to  the  extent  of  the  term  of  service  in  the 
army.  It  was  possible,  if  the  House  should 
see  fit  to  carry  out  the  view  supported  by 
men  of  great  weight,  of  introducing  a 
shorter  term  of  service  in  the  army,  that 
it  might  greatly  facilitate  the  views  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet.  He  only  touched 
the  surface  of  a  question  which  he  thought 
well  worthy  of  examination  to  its  very  root 
and  foundation.  It  would  not  be  difficult 
to  suggest  the  means  at  any  rate  of  a  pre- 
liminary examination.  A  commission  would 
not  be  desirable,  but  if  the  Government 
were  disposed  to  appoint  a  mixed  official 
committee  of  practical  men,  including  mili- 
tary men  and  an  intelligent  officer  of  the 
Treasury,  to  make  an  investigation,  the 
result  though  not  necessarily  final  would 
be  useful ;  because  it  was  not  to  be  ex- 
pected or  desired  that  rapid  progress  should 
be  made.  He  suggested  this  as  a  means 
of  breaking  ground  in  a  direction  that  was 
of  great  importance,  and  he  joined  in  ac- 
knowledging the  services  of  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  brought  the  matter 
before  the  House. 

General  PERCY  HERBERT  said,  be 
was  not  sanguine  about  such  a  scheme  in- 
ducing a  different  class  of  men  to  enlist ; 
but  he  believed  it  would  be  valuable  in 
inducing  men  in  the  army  to  behave  them- 
selves, and  to  educate  themselves  so  as  to 
be  qualified  for  appointments  in  the  Civil 
Service  on  their  discharge.  Where  soldiers 
were  employed  in  some  of  the  Departments 
at  the  Horse  Guards  he  believed  that  the 
duties  were  performed  most  satisfactorily! 
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and  with  a  great  safiDg  of  expense  to  the 
eountry.  Within  bis  own  knowledge,  there 
were  two  clerks  in  a  public  office  receiving 
Balaries  between  them  of  £500  a  year  to  do 
the  duties  which  any  ordinary  clerk  could 
discharge  efficiently  for  £120,  and  which 
he  knew  a  discharged  soldier,  of  excellent 
character  and  abilities,  wonld  be  delighted 
to  perform  equally  well  at  5«.  a  day. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  said,  he  should 
support  the  Motion.  He  considered  that  the 
Government  did  not  look  after  discharged 
soldiers  as  they  ought  to  do.  He  deemed 
it  desirable  that  Government  should  en- 
deavour to  employ  to  the  end  of  their  lives 
men  who  hod  served  out  their  time  in  the 
army. 

Genebal  DUNNE  said,  that  about  ten 
years  ago  he  brought  the  question  under 
the  attention  of  the  House,  and  the  diffi- 
culty  with  which  he  had  been  met  was  the 
age  before  which  men  were  required  to 
enter  the  Civil  Service.  But  he  thought 
they  ought  not  for  a  moment  to  contem- 
plate reducing  the  term  of  service  in  the 
army  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the 
scheme.  In  the  War  Department  dis- 
charged soldiers  were  specially  qualified  for 
employment  in  consequence  of  the  peculiar 
training  they  had  undergone. 

Colonel  STEES  said,  the  scheme  was 
necessary  to  make  service  in  the  army 
popular.  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
age,  he  would  point  out  that  as  men  gen- 
erally entered  the  army  at  eighteen  for 
twenty  years'  service,  when  they  were  dis- 
charged they  were,  as  a  rule,  in  good  health 
and  quite  able  to  discharge  their  duties  in 
any  Government  situation  to  which  they 
might  be  appointed.  His  experience  of 
soldiers  taken  from  the  ranks  for  civil  em- 
ployments in  India  had  given  him  the  very 
highest  opinion  of  the  qualifications  of  the 
men  who  would  be  eligible  for  the  public 
service.  He  trusted,  therefore,  that,  as  a 
matter  of  economy,  policy,  and  justice,  the 
scheme  would  be  carried  out. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he 
thought  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Berkshire  (Sir  Charles 
Bnssell)  had  taken  a  very  judicious  course 
in  the  interest  of  the  solaier  in  pressing  the 
question  on  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
He  could  not  doubt  that  the  more  extensive 
adoption  of  the  principle  of  employing  dis- 
charged soldiers  of  good  character  in  the 
Ciyil  Service,  would  be  a  great  encourage- 
ment to  good  conduct  in  the  ranks  of  the 
army  and  a  legitimate  reward  to  those  who 
left  the  service  with  good  characters.     He 
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had  been  referred  to  as  a  witness,  because 
it  was  in  his  Department  that  the  ex- 
periment had  been  most  extensively  tried. 
The  object  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
was  to  elicit  from  the  Government  some 
declaration  in  favour  of  a  more  extensive 
adaptation  of  that  principle.  It  was  im- 
possible, however,  for  him  to  say  how  far 
the  Government  might  be  disposed  to  adopt 
the  principle,  or  how  far  the  heads  of  the 
different  Departments  might  be  inclined  to 
apply  it.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
had  under-rated  the  number  of  soldiers  em- 
ployed in  the  Civil  Service  in  saying  there 
were  only  thirty- five. 

Sir  CHARLES  RUSSELL  explained 
that  he  had  said,  or,  at  any  rate,  meant  to 
say,  that  only  thirty-five  of  the  Corps  of 
Commissionaires  had  been  employed  in 
Government  situations.  He  did  not  refer 
to  the  employment  of  soldiers  in  the  War 
Department,  beyond  appealing  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  to  make  a  statement  on  the 
subject. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  was 
glad  to  have  elicited  that  explanation,  be- 
cause it  would  be  undesirable  that  an  im- 
pression should  go  forth  that  only  thirty- 
five  soldiers  were  employed.  He  held  in 
his  hand  a  statement  of  the  ages  at  which 
soldiers  were  taken  into  the  public  service 
as  messengers  in  the  several  Departments, 
employment  which  he  was  happy  to  say  was 
not  limited  to  the  army,  but  had  also  been 
extended  to  the  naval  service.  In  the 
War  Department  no  less  than  thirty- three 
old  soldiers  were  employed,  and  be  was 
glad  to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  express  a  general  concurrence 
in  the  propriety  of  such  appointments,  for 
they  not  only  conferred  a  boon  upon  the 
well-conducted  soldier,  but  also  tended  Tory 
much  to  the  economy  of  the  public  service. 
There  were  no  doubt  many  duties  dis- 
charged by  clerks  in  the  public  offices  for 
which  soldiers  upon  leaving  the  army  would 
be  unfit,  but  on  the  other  hand,  there  were 
many  functions  for  which  they  were  well 
suited,  and  they  had  performed  such  func- 
tions with  entire  satisfaction  in  the  Depart- 
ment where  he  was  best  able  to  form  a 
judgment.  He  therefore  saw  no  reason 
why  the  same  system  should  not  be  intro- 
duced in  the  other  Departments. 

Lord  HOTH  AM  said,  that  as  the  aystem 
proposed  was  one  which  had  been  recom- 
mended by  a  Royal  Commission  over  which 
he  presided  some  nine  or  ten  years  ago, 
it  was  natural  he  should  take  a^Jnterest  in 
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it.  His  hoD.  and  gallani  Friend  (Sir 
Charles  Russell)  bad  erery  reason  to  be 
satisfied  with  the  discussion.  Several 
Members  had  given  an  opinion  favourable 
to  the  object  he  had  in  view,  and  although 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Soutb  Lanca- 
shire  (Mr.  Gladstone)  took,  as  was  natural 
and  proper  for  him  to  do,  a  Treasury  yiew 
of  the  subject,  jet,  at  the  same  time,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  looked  at  it  with  the 
greatest  possible  fairness,  and  gave  an 
opinion  favourable  to  the  general  principle 
of  the  proposal.  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  had  also  stated  that  the  thing 
worked  well  in  the  War  Office,  and  be 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  en- 
deavour to  enlist  the  sympathy  of  bis  Col- 
leagues in  favour  of  doing  something  in  the 
same  way  in  the  Departments  over  which 
they  presided.  He  was  not  one  of  those 
who  expected  that  they  could  very  mate- 
rially change  the  condition  of  the  men  who 
entered  the  army  ;  but  be  thought  that  by 
holding  out  inducements  of  this  kind  they 
might  make  soldiers  better  conducted,  and 
thus  improve  the  discipline  of  the  army 
and  iucrease  its  efficiency. 

Mr.  H.  BAILLIE  said,  be  was  glad  the 
question  had  been  brought  before  the 
House.  It  was  the  abominable  practice 
which  prevailed  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
'  of  placing  ail  the  small  situations  in  the 
gift  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  at 
the  disposal  of  Members  of  the  House,  for 
distribution  among  their  constituents  that 
prevented  the  employment  of  deserving  men 
of  the  class  referred  to.  He  believed  that 
among  the  many  thousands  of  persons  in 
the  employment  of  the  Post  Office  not  one 
discharged  soldier  was  to  be  found,  although 
there  were  many  quite  capable  of  discharg- 
ing the  duties.  He  trusted  the  Govern- 
ment would  take  the  matter  into  their 
serious  consideration. 

Amend menti  by  leave,  wUhdravm, 

IRISH  CHURCH  COMMISSION. 
QUESTION. 

Sir  JOHN  GRAY  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Hereford, 
What  progress  has  been  made  with  the  in- 
quiry entrusted  to  tbe  Irish  Church  Com- 
missioners; has  the  inquiry  been  concluded, 
and,  if  not,  what  subjects  have  been  inves- 
tigated, and  what  yet  remain  to  be  inves- 
tignted  ;  if  the  inquiry  has  been  concluded, 
why  the  Report,  which  the  House  was  led 
to  expect  would  be  presented  in  the  early 
Lord  Hotham 


part  of  tbe  Session,  has  not  been  presented 
before  this  ;  is  it  intended  to  present  the 
Report  in  such  time  as  to  admit  of  ita 
being  printed  and  circulated  amongst  the 
Members  of  tbe  present  House  of  Com- 
mons ? 

Mr.  CLIVE  :  The  delay,  where  there 
has  been  delay  in  London,  has  been  en- 
tirely caused  by  the  necessity  for  several 
of  the  Commissioners  sitting  in  Dublin, 
there  to  get  up  the  statistics.  The  Report 
has  been  completed,  and  it  is  not  necessarj 
for  me  to  go  into  the  subjects  that  have 
been  investigated  and  the  subjects  that 
have  not  been  investigated ;  for  none  re- 
main to  be  investigated.  The  Schedulet 
of  this  Report — the  draft  of  which  I  bold 
in  my  hand — are  very  voluminous  and  com- 
plicated, and  require  extensive  examina- 
tion and  close  revision.  That  examination 
and  revision  have  been  going  on  within  the 
last  few  weeks  in  Dublin.  That  aeoonnta 
for  the  Report  not  being  issued,  and  there 
is  reason  to  hope  that  in  less  than  a  fort- 
night the  Report  will  be  in  the  hands  of 
Members.  Two  more  sittings  are  all  that 
will  be  necessary ;  the  Commissioners  will 
be  in  London  to-morrow,  and  in  a  fortnight 
from  that  time  I  have  reason  to  expect 
the  Report  and  Schedules  will  be  presented 
to  hon.  Members. 

In  reply  to  Sir  John  Grat, 

Mr.  CLIVE  added :  The  Report  has 
not  been  conclusively  adopted,  and  there 
must  be  one  or  two  more  sittings  of  the 
Commissioners,  but  there  is  hardly  any- 
thing to  be  done. 

Mr.  CHICHESTER  FORTE S C UE  : 
Has  any  fresh  inquiry  been  taken  ap  bj 
the  Commissioners  within  the  last  two 
months  that  has  tended  to  prolong  their 
labours  ? 

Mr.  CLIVE  :  I  am  not  aware  that  any- 
thing new  has  taken  place  since  that  time. 
Tbe  delay,  as  I  have  already  stated,  it 
almost  entirely  due  to  the  voluminona  na- 
ture of  the  Schedules. 

THE   NEW    COURTS    OF    JUSTICE. 
MOTION  FOR  A  SELECT  OOIOOTTEB. 

Mr.  GOLDSMID  :  Mr.  Speaker— Sir, 
in  rising  to  call  attention  to  the  recent 
appointment  of  Architects  for  the  New  Poh- 
lic  Buildings  in  the  Metropolis  I  make  no 
apology,  as  the  question  has  heen  alreadj 
considered  in  **  another  place,"  and  as  the 
buildings,  when  completed,  will  either  be 
amongst  the  greatest  eyesores  or  the 
greatest  ornaments  of  the  metropolis.     It 
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U  well  therefore  that  tfae  House  of  Com- 
mons sboold  koovf  what  is  going  od  ;  it  is 
well  it  sboald  consider  tbe  application  of 
the  public  monej*  and  sbould  see  that  faith 
has  beeu  l^ept  with  the  competing  archi- 
tects. Ad  announcement  was  made  in  The 
JiflMs  a  few  dajs  ago  that  Mr.  Street 
bad  been  appointed  architect  to  the  New 
Law  CoQrti,  Mr.  Barrj  to  the  National 
Gallerj,  Mr.  Scott  to  the  continuation 
and  completion  of  the  Pnhlic  Offices  in 
Downing  Street,  and  Mr.  Waterhouse  to 
the  new  erections  at  South  3l!ensington. 
Last  jear  I  brought  the  result  of  the 
competition  for  the  National  Gallery  to 
tbe  noUce  of  the  House ;  now  I  desire  to 
direct  attention  to  that  for  the  Law  Courts. 
Tbe  history  of  the  proceedings  with  regard 
to  them  IS  shortly  this  —  By  the  Courts 
of  Justice  Building  Act  1865,  the  duty  of 
anpenatending  the  building  was  assigned 
to  the  Treasury  with  the  advice  and  as- 
siatanee  of  certain  Commissioners  who  were 
appointed  in  the  same  year,  and  who  were 
a  mixed  body  some  fifty  in  number.  The 
next  step  was  that  in  February  1866,  the 
Treaaory,  with  tbe  consent  of  the  Com- 
miasiion  appointed  fire  Judges  of  Design, 
Sir  Alexander  Cockburn,  Sir  Roundell 
Palmer,  Mr.  Gladstone,  Sir  William 
Stirlrng-Mazwell,  and  Mr.  Cowper.  But 
at  the  same  time  the  Commission  laid 
down  this  condition— that  *'  the  plans  ulti- 
mately adopted  should  receive  the  final 
eoofirmation  of  the  Commission  by  the 
aignattire  of  the  Chairman  being  attached 
to  tbem  when  the  contracts  should  be 
CBtered  into."  And  this  condition  was 
confirmed  by  a  Treasury  Minute,  dated 
December  23rd,  1865.  Further,  Messrs. 
Shaw  and  Fownall,  surrey ors,  were  ap- 
pointed by  tbe  Comipission  to  report  upon 
tbe  designs,  and  to  see  whether  they  com- 
plied with  the  Instructions  as  to  internal 
arrangement,  rentilation,  access,  ^.,  &c. 
At  a  moch  later  period  those  two  gen- 
tleneo  were  added  to  the  number  of 
Judges ;  in  fiict,  it  was  after  they  had 
prqiared  tbeir  Report.  Another  surveyor 
(Mr.  Gardiner)  was  named  to  test  the  esti- 
m«tca  of  cost  given  by  the  competing 
arcbiteeu.  Such,  then,  shortly  were  the 
ari:^geiBeota  inade  to  judge  of  the  de- 
aigsa.  The  ne^t  question  to  consider  is— > 
vkat  were  tbe  condition^  of  the  competi* 
tk»  f  The  Judges  of  Design  decided  that 
it  tbeoU  be  limited  to  six  architects  whom 
tbej  aamcd ;  but  by  a  Resolution  of  the 
Hoaae  of  Commons  the  uumher  was  in- 
creased to  twelfe.  Of  tbe  twelve  requested 


to  compete  one  subsequently  retired  ;  so 
that  eleven  actually  entered  the  lists.  This 
matter  settled,  the  Treasury  issued  In- 
structions, which  had  heen  most  carefully 
prepared  by  the  Commission,  and  which 
entered  minutely  into  all  important  details. 
Therein  it  is  laid  down  that — 

**  The  arraogement  of  the  Courts  and  Offloes  is 
of  vital  moment ;  on  it  mainly  depends  the  socoess 
or  failure  of  their  concentration,  and  its  import- 
ance cannot  he  over-estimated." — [Sec.  21,  p.  7.] 

Further,  they  state  at  Sec.  41,  p.  12, 
that— 

«  The  chief  points  to  be  kept  constantly  in  view, 
and  to  be  treated  as  superseding,  so  far  as  they 
may  conflict,  all  considerations  of  architectural 
effect,  are  the  accommodation  to  be  provided,  and 
the  arrangements  to  be  adopted,  so  as  in  the  great- 
est degree  to  &oilitate  the  despatch  and  the  aoociF 
rate  transaction  of  the  law  business  of  the  ooon- 
try." 

And  Sec.  54  that — 

«  The  comparative  cost  of  carrying  out  each 
design  will  be  an  important  element  in  determin- 
ing the  competition." 

And  finally  it  is  declared  that  each  unsuc- 
cessful competitor  is  to  receive  £800,  and 
that  tbe  successful  one  is  to  be  employed 
to  erect  the  building.  Everything  in  these 
Instructions  appears  so  careful  and  accurate 
that  one  might  hope  that  there  could  be  no 
difficulty  in  deciding  clearly  the  relative 
positions  of  the  contending  architects.  But 
the  result  did  not  prove  this  to  be  the  case  ; 
for  on  the  30th  July,  1867,  Mr.  Cowper, 
on  behalf  of  the  Judges,  informed  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  that— 

"  The  design  of  Mr.  Barry  was  the  best  in 
regard  to  plan  and  distribution  of  the  interior, 
and  that  the  design  of  Mr.  Street  was  the  best  in 
regard  to  merit  as  an  architectural  composition." 

Thereupon  Lord  John  Manners  consulted 
the  Commission,  who  recommended  him  to 
refer  the  matter  back  to  the  Judges  of 
Design  as  they  had  decided  without  con- 
sidering the  question  of  cost,  and  before 
receiving  Mr.  Gardiner's  Report.  This  ad- 
vice was  followed  ;  but  the  Judges  replied 
that  Mr.  Gardiner's  Report  contained  no- 
thing to  affect  tbeir  previous  decision,  lu 
accordance  with  a  recommendation  of  the 
Commission,  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown  was  then  taken  upon  the  points 
arising  under  the  original  Instruotionsin  con- 
sequence of  tbe  double  award,  to  which  seve- 
ral of  tbe  architects  had  objected  on  the 
ground  that  they  had  been  invited  to  compete 
against  each  other  singly,  but  not.  against 
any  two  conjointly.  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral held  that,  fw  no  competitor  bad  gained 
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pre-eminence  and  been  named  singlj,  the 
competition  bad  failed,  and  the  Go?ern- 
ment  were  at  liberty  to  appoint  any  archi- 
tect they  chose.      And»  accordingly,  by  a 
Trenftury   Minute,   dated   the  30th    May, 
1868,  they  appointed  Mr.  Street— an  ap- 
pointment to  whiclii  for  TorionB  reasons, 
Bome  of  the  com peti tore  objected.      One 
would  have  thought  that  this  was  compli- 
cation enough,  but  there  was  more,   for 
other  tribunals    had   been   appealed     to. 
The    Commission     had     appointed     two 
sub-Committees,    one    of    barristers    and 
the   other   of   solicitors,  to  consider   the 
designs.      They  soon   amalgamated   and 
presented  a  joint  Report  which  was  sub- 
stantially   in  favour  of  Mr.  Waterhouse, 
and  which  gave  the  next  place  to  Mr.  Scott. 
This  Report  was  subsequently  confirmed 
by  the  Commission.     Moreover,  the  Com- 
mission passed  a  Resolution  in  favour  of  a 
central  hall,  such  as  Mr.  Waterhouse  and 
Mr.  Street  had  provided  ;  whereas  Messrs. 
Shaw  and  Pownall,  who  first  drew  up  a 
Report  as  mere  ordinary  assistants,  and 
were  subsequently  appointed  professional 
Judges,  disogreed   with   this   Resolution, 
and   especially   found   fault   with  Messrs. 
Waterhouse's  and  Street's  central  hall.  Nor 
was  this  all.  There  was  yet  a  further  compli- 
cation ;  for  the  Judges  and  Officers  of  the  dif- 
ferent Courts  and  Departments  to  be  lodged 
in  the  new  building  had  been  requested  by 
the  Commission   to  report  on  the  accom- 
modation   provided    for    them,    and    out 
of    sixty-four   such    Departments,    forty- 
three   reported.      They   gave   in  twenty- 
eight  cases  the  first  or  second  place  to  Mr. 
Scott,  and  in   twenty-nine    the    first    or 
second  to   Mr.    Waterhouse  ;  whereas   to 
Mr.  Lock  wood  they  gave  sixteen,  to  Mr. 
Street  nine,  and  to  Mr.  Barry  also  nine. 
Now  twenty-one   offices   did   not  report ; 
and  Messrs.  Shaw  and  Pownall  gave,  in 
seventeen   out   of    these   twenty-one,   the 
palm  to  Mr.  Barry,  which  is  most  extraor- 
dinary, considering  the  relative  numbers  he 
obtained  in  the  other  offices.     And  it  must 
be  added  that  subsequently  the  Commis- 
sion refer  to  the  decision  of  Messrs.  Shaw 
and    Pownall   only   to  disogree  with    it. 
Moreover,    in    two    remarkable   instances 
the  opinion  of  the  Judges  and  their  offi- 
cers  was  decidedly  against  all  the  com- 
petitors except    Mr.    Waterhouse.      The 
oases  were  those  of  the  Probate  and  Divorce 
Courts  and  the  Courts  of  Appeal.     With 
regard  to  the  former  Sir  J.  Wilde  says 
that    the    only    admissible    plan    is   Mr. : 
Waterhouse's.     Now,  Sir,  I  think  I  have  I 
Mr,  Qoldemid 


shown  by  this  statement  that  the  task  the 
Government  had  to  perform  was  one  of  no  or- 
dinary difficulty,  and  that  though  dictated  by 
the  most  conscientious  desire  to  do  justice 
their  decision  could  not  fail  to  cause  much 
heartburning.  There  was  an  embarrassing 
number  of  different  awards — namely,  that 
of  the  Judges  and  Officers  of  the  Courts,  in 
favour  of  Messrs.  Waterhonse  and  Scott ; 
that  of  the  Commission  and  its  sub-Com- 
mittees, in  favour  of  Mr.  Waterhouse;  and 
that  of  the  Judges,  in  favour  of  Messrs. 
Barry  and  Street.  And,  finally,  there  was 
a  Report  of  Messrs.  Shaw  and  Pownall, 
drawn  up  before  they  were  appointed  pro- 
fessional Judges,  which  was  strongly  in 
favour  of  Mr.  Barry.  Doubtless  the  Go- 
vernment, on  looking  into  the  cases  of  the 
four  gentlemen — Messrs.  Barry,  Street, 
Waterhouse,  and  Scott  —  observed — 1. 
That  Mr.  Barry's  deeigns  exceeded  the 
given  area,  had  no  system  of  ventilation, 
and,  according  to  Mr.  Gardiner's  Report, 
immensely  exceeded  his  own  estimate  of 
cost — namely,  by  some  £400,000;  and 
that  his  claims  rested  on  the  award  of  the 
Judges,  which  was  well-known*not  to  have 
been  unanimous,  and  on  Messrs.  Shaw  and 
Pownall's  Report,  of  which  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor had  said — 

"  That  it  was  disagreed  with  by  all  the  various 
bodies  of  the  profession,  who  after  all  were  those 
best  qualified  to  decide  with  respect  to  intemid 
acoommodation. " 

2.  That  Mr.  Street's  design  was  not  want- 
ing on  the  points  just  referred  to  ;  that 
his  internal  arrangements  were  defective  ; 
and  that  his  claims  also  rested  on  the 
award  of  the  Judges.  3.  That  Mr.  Water- 
house's  designs  were  approved  by  the 
Commission  and  its  Committees,  and  by 
the  Judges  and  Officers  of  the  various 
Courts  ;  that  his  estimate  of  cost  was  ex- 
ceedingly accurate  ;  and  that  he  had  shown 
his  powers  by  building  the  Manchester 
Assise  Courts.  4.  And  lastly,  that  Mr. 
Scott's  plans  were  commended  by  the  Offi- 
cers of  the  Courts  ;  and  that  he  had  been 
successful  in  much  former  public  work. 
Now,  as  [  have  stated,  the  Government 
must  have  been  greatly  perplexed,  actuated 
as  I  am  sure  they  were  by  an  earnest  de- 
sire to  act  fairly  towards  all  the  competi- 
tors. As  a  way  out  of  their  difficulties, 
they  adopted  what  would  appear  to  the 
public  to  be  a  system  of  compensation,  by 
making  the  four  appointments  I  mentioned 
at  the  commencement  of  my  statement. 
But  the  announcement  of  these  appoint- 
ments was  not  correct ;  for  that  of  Mr. 
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with  reference  to  the  difficult  question  with 
which  thej  had  to  deal,  and  he  could  onlj 
express  his  regret  that  he  and  those  who 
acted  with  him  had  so  entirely  failed  in 
rendering  effective  aid  to  the  Go?ernment 
in  this  matter.  He  was  persuaded  that, 
upon  the  whole,  the  GoTernment  had  come 
to  a  recommendation  which  the  House 
would  do  no  good  in  endeavouring  to  dis- 
turb. The  House  in  this  matter  was,  if 
he  might  so  speak,  a  rude  instrument  for  a 
delicate  process.  To  appoint  a  Committee 
upon  this  subject  would  be  to  re-open  from 
the  beginning  an  operation  which  had  been 
found  to  be  extremely  laborious  and  com- 
plicated, and  to  re-commence  the  labour 
with  even  less  chance  of  arriving  at  a 
satisfactory  conclusion  than  they  had  when 
the  matter  was  first  started.  The  only 
prudent  course  was  to  leave  the  matter  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government,  for  them  to 
act  upon  their  own  responsibility. 

Mb.    LOWE  said,   he   wished,   in   the 
first  place,  to  state  that  he  had  not  the 
honour  of  the  acquaintance  of  Mr.  Barry, 
except  with  respect  to  this  matter,  and  he 
had  no  intention  of  expressing  himself  or 
of  asking  the  House  to  express  any  opinion 
upon  the  respective  merits  of  the  different 
Gentlemen  whose  names  had  been  connec- 
ted with  this   subject.      He  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
spoken   (Mr.   Gladstone)  that  it  would  be 
most  improper  to  re-open  this  question  from 
its  commencement  by  appointing  a  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  it.      The  only  charge 
that  he  intended  to  make  against  the  Go- 
vernment was  that  under  very  difficult  cir- 
cumstances  they  had   missed   their  way, 
and  had  not  adopted  the  best  course  which 
was  open  to  them.     They  had  put  too  vio« 
lent  a  construction  upon  the  failure  of  the 
Judges  to  make  an  award,  and  they  seemed 
to  think  that  the  whole  proceedings  were 
rendered  void  ab  initio,  and  they  therefore 
set  at  nought  the  contract  which  they  had 
entered  into  with  the  architects.     In  mak- 
ing this  statement  he  had  no  desire  to  cast 
reproach  or  blame  upon  the  Government, 
his  object  being  simply  to  point  out  to  the 
House  that  there  was  a  course  now  before 
the  Government  which  they  might  adopt 
without  re-opening  the  question  from  the 
beginning.      It  had   been   stated  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor  in  ''another  place"  that 
Messrs.  Shaw  and  Pownall  were  not  ap- 
pointed Judges,  but  in  making  that  state- 
ment the  noble  and  learned  Lord  was  in* 
accurate.      There   was  no  dispute  about 
the  facts  of  the  case.     There  was,  most 


Waterhouse  was  made  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment in  1866.  Consequently,  at  far  as 
he  was  concerned,  it  was  no  compensa- 
tion. Mr.  Barry  says,  through  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Calne,  that  he  has  an 
equitable  claim  to  build  the  new  Law 
Courts  ;  and  others  will  doubtless  through 
other  friends  in  this  House  put  forward 
their  rights.  Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  quarrel 
with  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Street ;  but 
as  it  has  been  stated  that  the  public  faith 
hat  not  been  kept,  I  think  it  is  a  question 
the  House  of  Commons  ought  to  investi- 
gate ,-  and  if,  as  I  believe,  the  Government 
have  endeavoured  to  act  fairly  between 
the  competitors,  they  can  only  court  such 
an  inquiry.  In  whose  favour  soever  may 
he  the  result,  I  hope  that  a  building 
worthy  to  be  called  our  great  Palace  of 
Justice  and  one  of  the  greatest  ornaments 
added  in  modern  times  to  the  metropolis 
may  be  erected ;  and  at  the  same  time, 
that  there  may  be  no  well-grounded  reason 
for  complaining  that  the  public  faith  has 
not  been  kept  with  the  competing  archi- 
tects.    For  these  reasons  I  beg  to  move — 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  in- 

2 aire  into  the  recent  appointment  of  Architects  for 
tie  New  Public  Buildings  in  the  MetropoUi." 

Mb.  GREGORY  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  «  That  **  to  the  end 
of  the  ^estion,  in  order  to  add  the  words  **  a 
Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  recent  appointment  of  Architects  for  the  New 
Public  Buildings  in  the  Metropolis/'— (Jfr.  Oold- 

—instead  thereof. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  having 
been  one  of  the  Judges  of  Design,  he  was 
not  disposed  to  give  a  vote  on  the  Motion, 
but  he  could  not  absolve  himself  from  the 
duty  of  expressing  an  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject. His  hon.  Friend  had  stated  the  case 
Tory  luminously  and  impartially,  but  he  was 
inclined  to  demur  to  the  proposition  of  his 
hon.  Friend  that  there  was  sufficient  reason 
why  a  Select  Committee  should  inquire 
into  the  matter.  His  hon.  Friend  had 
pointed  out  the  great  difficulty  the  Govern- 
ment were  placed  in  with  respect  to  the 
decision  they  arrived  at,  and  every  one 
must  admit  that  it  was  impossible  for  the 
Government  to  arrive  at  any  decision  which 
would  not  be  open  to  plausible,  and  even 
more  than  plausible,  objections.  In  his 
opinion  the  Government  were  perfectly  free 
from  blame  in  the  course  they  had  taken 
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undoubtedly,  a  contract  of  some  kind  or  an- 
other entered  into  between  the  Goyernment 
and  the  competing  architects,  and  when  it 
was  found  that  the  Government,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  course  taken  bj  their  agents, 
could  not  carry  into  effect  the  terms  of 
that  contract,  the  Goyernment  should  do 
all  in  their  power  to  carry  into  effect  the 
spirit  of  that  contract.  The  Treasury  de- 
termined to  appoint  certain  eminent  per- 
sons as  Judges,  and  caused  Instructions  to 
be  prepared  for  the  competing  architects, 
the  number  of  whom  was  limited  to  twelve. 
Out  of  these  tweWe  one  was  to  be  selected 
on  account  of  the  design,  and  not  upon 
any  other  consideration.  The  Government, 
however,  were  not  pledged  to  adopt  the 
design,  but  the  successful  architect  was  to 
prepare  another  for  actual  use.  A  copy 
of  the  Instructions,  signed  by  Lord  Cran- 
worth,  the  then  Lord  Chancellor,  was  sent 
to  each  of  the  competing  architects.  One 
of  the  provisoes  in  the  rough  draft  of 
these  Instructions  was  that,  in  the  event 
of  none  of  the  designs  being  adopted  by 
the  Judges,  the  Government  would  be  quite 
unfettered  in  the  selection  of  an  architect, 
and  though  this  was  subsequently  with- 
drawn, in  consequence  of  an  objection 
raised  by  Mr.  Barry,  the  fact  of  its  being 
originally  inserted  was  a  proof  that  the  In- 
structions constituted  a  contract  of  some 
nature  or  other  between  the  Government 
and  the  architects.  lie  maintained  that 
the  Judges  were  not  arbitrators,  but  rather 
agents  and  delegates  of  the  Government, 
exercising  a  duty  which  the  Goyernment 
oould^  if  it  had  chosen,  have  exercised  it- 
self. The  Judges  could  not  ogree  upon 
an  award,  and  they  therefore  certified  to 
the  Government  that  Mr.  Barry's  design 
was  the  best  as  regarded  the  interior,  and 
Mr.  Street's  the  best  as  regarded  the  ele- 
vation. The  Attorney  General  was  there- 
upon consulted,  and  advised  the  Goyern- 
ment that  the  Judges  were  not  authorized 
to  appoint  two  architects,  and  that  conse- 
quently no  architect  had  been  appointed  at 
all.  This  opinion  being  communicated  in 
due  course  to  the  Judges,  they  replied 
that,  unhappily,  they  could  come  to  no 
other  conclusion,  and  so  the  matter  termi- 
nated. Now,  as  far  as  the  Government 
were  concerned,  he  had  no  fault  whatever 
to  find  with  their  conduct  up  to  this  point, 
and  he  believed  the  Attorney  General  had 
given  them  good  advice  ;  but  it  seemed  to 
him  that  they  were  wrong  in  arriving  at 
the  conclusion  that  they  were  set  perfectly 
at  liberty  by  the  failure  of  the  Judges  to 
Mr.  Lowe  ' 


make  an  award,  and  that  the  whole  pro- 
ceedings had  been  rendered  yoid  ah  initio, 
What  he  contended  was  that,  although  the 
Judges  had  not  given  such  a  decision  as 
was  expected  of  them,  that  fact  did  not  re- 
lieve the  Goyernment  from  all  the  obliga- 
tions they  had  entered  into  with  the  archi- 
tects, who,  it  should  be  borne  in  mind,  had 
incurred  great  expense,  and  who  had  been 
guilty  of  no  fault.  Under  the  circumstances 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  fulfil 
the  contract  as  far  as  possible,  or,  as  a 
lawyer  would  say,  cy  pres,  because  they 
were  bound  by  what  they  had  done  them- 
selyes  as  well  as  by  what  the  Judges  had 
done  within  their  legitimate  authority.     It 
was  true  that  the  failure  of  the  Judges  did 
not  give  Mr.  Barry  a  right  to  bring  an 
action  at  law  against  the  Government,  but, 
at  the  same  time,  the  Government  were 
bound  in  good  faith,  and  in  some  degree 
also  by  law,  to  stand  by  their  contract.    Of 
course  the  yiew  he  took  of  the  matter  ex- 
cluded all  the  competitors  except  Messrs. 
Street  and  Barry.  The  professional  Judges 
(Messrs.  Shaw  and  Pownall)  made  out  a 
table  containing  the  number  of  marks  thej 
gave  to  the  competitors  on   the  different 
matters  of  arrangement.  The  total  number 
of  marks  was  eighty-eight,  and  of  these  Mr. 
Barry  gained  forty-one,  or  nearly  half ;  Mr. 
Gilbert  Scott,  who  came  next,   obtained 
twenty-five  5    while   Mr.    Street    obtained 
only  three,  and  these  were  upon  tramways 
and  upon  comparatively  unimportant  mat- 
ters.    In  all  the  principal  things  which  the 
Instructors  contemplated — namely,  ampla 
and  uninterrupted  communication;    light, 
air,  and  quiet — Mr.  Barry  was  thought  bj 
these  professional  Judges  to   haye    sac* 
ceeded.     But,  although  the  Judges  did  not 
give  effect  to  this  Report  by  recommending 
Mr.  Barry's  plan,  the  Government  would 
have  done  rightly  and  wisely  if  they  had 
selected  it,  because  the  points  upon  which 
the  selection  was  to  turn  had  been  beat 
accomplished  by  Mr.  Barry.      The   Lord 
Chancellor,  in  ''another  place,"  said  that  the 
competition  having  failed  or  miscarried,  it 
became  the  duty  of  the  Government   to 
undertake  the  responsibility  of  saying  who 
should  be  the  architect.     But  how  did  the 
competition  miscarry  ?     Not  through  the 
fault  of  those  who  were  prejudiced  by  the 
selection  of  the  Government.      The  eflTeet 
of  what  had  occurred  would  be  not  only  to 
throw  discredit  upon  the  Government,  bat 
to  put  an  end  to  the  system  of  architectural 
competition.      The  object  of  competition 
was  to  get  the  best  maur^but  the  efifect  of 
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wbai  had  oocurrdd  was  to  preir ent  the  best 
mma  from  eomiog  forward.  The  very  high- 
est aathoritj  on  this  subject,  Lord  Cran- 
•  worth »  who,  as  Lord  Chancellor,  signed  the 
Inatnietions  to  the  architects^  stated  in 
''another  place  "  that  the  Instractions  were 
to  attend  almost  ezelnsirely  to  matters  of 
internal  aeeommodation,  conyenienoe,  and 
arraogemeat.  Lord  Gran  worth,  like  him- 
self, was  personally  unacquainted  with  Mr. 
Barry,  but,  like  him,  argued  this  subject 
not  on  the  qoestion  of  merits  but  of  Go- 
Temment  faith. 

SmBOUNDBLL  PALMER  said,  he  had 
the  misfortone  to  be  one  of  the  Judges  of 
these  designs  who  were  appointed  to  render 
what  asmatance  they  could  to  the  Go?ern- 
meot ;  and  he  should  feel  it  unbecoming  in 
bim  to  express  any  opinion  as  to  the  archi- 
leets  except  this,  that  many  of  them  mani- 
feeted  yery  great  merits.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  who  had  just  addressed  the  House, 
bad  taken  an  entirely  different  view  of  the 
duties  of  the  Judges,  and  of  the  meaning  of 
th^r  award,  from  that  which  the  Judges 
themseWes  took.  No  doubt  it  was  a  main 
and  leading  point  in  the  Instructions  to  the 
arcAnteeta  that  they  were  to  attend  to  the 
important  uses  of  the  building,  and  that  so 
far  as  these  might  conflict  with  architectural 
beauty  the  internal  accommodation  was  to 
be  preferred.  But  it  was  never  considered 
that  the  competition  was  to  be  decided  by 
lefereoee  to  internal  matters  only.  On 
aaeh  a  principle,  there  would  have  been  no 
elerattona  wanted  at  all.  The  contract  of  the 
Qetemment  with  the  architects  was  to  sub- 
Dtt  their  plans  for  a  consideration  of  their 
xela^To  merits  to  the  appointed  Judges, 
who  were  in  no  sense  agents  of  the  Qovern- 
laest  except  in  the  erent  of  their  reporting 
IB  fsTonr  of  one  particular  competitor;  and 
If  they  titled  to  report  one  competitor  as 
better  than  all  the  rest  they  had  no  power 
to  bind  the  Government  by  any  opinion 
whiefa  thej  might  have  expressed,  and  in 
•oamon  sense,  as  well  as  in  law,  the  matter 
was  wholly  at  large.  To  argue  that  the 
?iid  award  which  had  been  made  took  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  Government  the  respon- 
^^ty  of  making  the  appointment  seemed 
to  hka  perfectly  wild  and  extravagant,  and 
it  aught  inTolre  the  greatest  possible  injus- 
tiee  to  otber  architects  whose  names  the 
Jadges  bad  not  mentioned.  You  could  not 
(tr  a  partionlar  purpose  detach  a  particular 
efiuen  from  its  context,  and^  adduce  it  for 
^  ^wpose  for  which  the  Judges  never 
bciiifclkt  it  forward  ;  you  could  not  base 
Aoydnag  npon  the  unauthoritative  expres- 


sions of  opinion  of  those  who  had  failed  in 
their  character  of  Judges.  If  all  the  Judges 
had  been  of  the  same  opinion  as  Messrs. 
Shaw  and  Pownall  it  might  then  no  doubt 
have  had  great  effect ;  but  it  was  not  so  ; 
and  the  barristers  and  solicitors,  who  were 
the  best  judges  of  what  was  wanted, 
preferred  to  the  plans  of  Mr.  Barry 
those  of  nother  gentleman  who  was  not 
named  by  the  Judges.  The  Officers  of 
the  Courts,  he  believed,  either  concurred 
in  this  opinion,  or  preferred  the  plans  of 
Mr.  Scott.  These  gentlemen  were  as 
well  qualified  as  Messrs.  Shaw  and  Pownall 
to  form  an  opinion  as  to  the  nature  and 
character  of  the  accommodation  to  be  pro- 
vided in  the  building,  and  of  the  arrange- 
ments by  which  the  transaction  of  busi- 
ness might  best  be  facilitated  ;  and  other 
architects  might  just  as  well  say  that 
the  Government  was  bound  to  accept  the 
opinion  of  the  lawyers  and  Officers.  It  was 
not  the  opinion  of  the  Judges  that  Mr. 
Barry  had  by  his  internal  arrangement 
placed  himself  upon  such  a  pinnacle,  that 
they,  without  taking  into  consideration 
other  things,  could  recommend  him ;  and  it 
was  a  fallacy  to  say  that,  because  of  the 
Report  of  Messrs.  Shaw  and  Pownall,  Mr. 
Barry  ought  to  be  appointed  the  architect. 
Mr.  BBRESFORD  HOPE  begged  to 
take  part  in  the  discussion  as  representing 
a  class  which  not  yet  been  heard — namely, 
the  entire  art-loving  public.  He  had  de- 
voted many  hours  to  the  study  of  the  de- 
signs when  they  were  exhibited  atLincoln*8 
Inn,  and  he  felt  justified  in  begging  the 
hon.  Member  not  to  press  liis  Motion  to  a 
divisiou.  He  was  satisfied  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Committee  would  only  lead 
to  further  complication.  It  would  unsettle 
the  little  progress  that  had  already  been 
made,  and  come  to  no  result,  working  out, 
as  it  would  have  to  do,  against  the  grain, 
within  the  few  hours  still  left  of  the 
active  life  of  the  last  old  Parliament,  a 
most  perplexed  problem.  Those  who  had 
preceded  him  in  the  debate  had  spoken  as 
if  the  question  would  only  lie  between  four 
given  architects  ;  but,  in  fact,  if  it  were 
re-opened  at  all,  it  must  be  re-open6d  com- 
pletely, and  the  claims,  not  of  those  four 
only,  but  of  all  the  eleven  would  have  to 
be  considered.  His  hon.  Friend  had  dropped 
the  name  of  Mr.  Brandon.  Well,  the 
grandiose  design  of  that  architect  would 
have  to  be  considered,  so  would  tho  str iky- 
ing one  contributed  by  Mr.  Seddon  ;  so 
also  would  the  design  which  all  who  were 
not  lawyers,  but  experts  in  architecture. 
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with  a  singular  unanimity  prononneed  to  be 
a  model  both  of  learned  labour  and  of 
vigorouB  geniuB — that  of  Mr.  Burgess.  Mr. 
Street's  design  was  no  doubt  a  very  good 
one,  by  a  most  competent  and  distinguished 
architect,  and  it  would,  of  course,  in  its  re- 
modelling be  materially  improved.  Against 
his  friend,  Mr.  Barry,  he  was  very  un- 
willing to  say  a  word,  but  he  feared  that  if 
that  gentleman  succeeded  in  obtaining  the 
inquiry  which  he  was  seeking,  other  re- 
ports, as  authentic  as  those  of  Messrs. 
Shaw  and  Pownall,  and  not  so  favourable, 
might  come  out ;  one,  for  instance,  from 
the  Probate  Department,  which  as  he  had 
heard  rumoured,  would  virtually  put 
Mr.  .Barry's  entire  plan  out  of  court.  On 
the  whole,  then,  he  said  "Let  well  alone." 
That  "  well  "no doubt  might  be  better,  but 
it  might  also  be  worse,  and  as  he  was  con- 
vinced that  the  only  result  of  a  Committee 
would  be  completely  to  throw  back  the 
whole  scheme  of  re-building  the  Law  Courts 
for  an  indefinite  period,  he  hoped  the  Go- 
rernment  would  not  consent  to  it. 

Mb.  TITE  said,  that  the  Government 
having  selected  eleven  of  the  best  archi- 
tects in  England — he  might  say  in  Europe 
— to  enter  into  a  competition  for  designs 
for  the  new  Courts,  it  was  a  great  misfor- 
tune that  they  did  not  find  themselves  in 
a  position  to  adhere  faithfully  to  the  bar- 
gain which  was  made.  He  had  the  highest 
possible  opinion  of  the  fourgentlemen  whose 
names  had  been  introduced  into  this  discus- 
sion. They  were  an  honour  to  the  country. 
It  was  much  to  be  regretted  that  some  ar- 
chitects had  not  been  placed  upon  the  Com- 
mission, which  was  composed  almost  en- 
tirely of  lawyers.  After  a  long  dis- 
cussion, the  names  of  two  of  the  com- 
peting architects  —  Messrs.  Street  and 
Barry— had  been  bracketed  together.  It 
was  very  unfortunate  that  when  the  Judges 
had  bracketed  two  gentlemen  together,  as 
of  equal  merit,  one  excelling  in  interior 
arrangement  and  the  other  in  the  exterior 
design,  and  when  a  course  had  been 
agreed  upon  acceptable  to  those  two  gen- 
tlemen, that  course  had  not  been  carried 
out.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
as  a  man  of  honour  and  desiring  to  act 
fairly  between  them — the  system  of  joint 
architects  having  been  objected  to— -gave 
the  erection  of  the  National  Gallery  to  Mr. 
Barry ;  but  he  adjudged  the  enormous 
prize  of  the  erection  of  the  new  Palace  of 
Justice  to  Mr.  Street.  On  account  of 
this  great  inequality,  it  was  most  de- 
sirable, he  thought,  that  some  oompro- 
Mr.  B$rMf9rd  Rop$ 


mise  in  the  matter  should  be  arrived 
aty  and  what  he  would  suggest  was  that* 
as  the  present  site  was  declared  by  com- 
petent authorities  to  be  too  small  for 
the  erection  upon  it  of  all  the  Courts  of 
Chancery  and  Common  Law,  the  land  re- 
claimed from  the  Thames  should  be  turned 
to  account.  If  that  were  done,  the  new 
Chancery  Courts  might  be  built  on  the 
present  site,  and  Mr.  Street  might  be  ap- 
pointed as  tlie  architect.  There  would  not 
be  the  least  difficulty  in  making  a  commu- 
nication by  a  gallery  between  those  Courts 
and  the  new  Common  Law  Courts  which 
might  be  erected  on  the  Thames  Embank- 
ment, and  the  erection  of  which  might  be 
committed  to  the  hands  of  Mr.  Barry. 
The  enormous  expenditure  requisite  to 
extend  the  existing  site  would  thus  bo 
avoided,  and  a  tolerably  satisfactory  ar- 
rangement arrived  at ;  for  two  architects 
had  been  more  than  once  known  to  work 
conjointly  at  the  same  building  with  per- 
fect success. 

Mb.  POWELL  said,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  abide  by  the  decision  to  which  it  had 
already  como  with  reference  to  the  site  of 
the  new  Courts.  The  often  contemplated 
project  for  the  fusion  of  law  and  equity 
would  be  likely  to  be  indefinitely  postponed 
if  the  new  Chancery  and  Common  Law 
Courts  were  to  be  kept  separate  in  the 
way  which  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
spoken  suggested.  The  proposed  Com- 
mittee would,  in  his  opinion,  find  itself 
wholly  unable  to  solve  the  problem  which 
would  be  submitted  to  it.  If  they  selected 
the  design  of  Mr.  Street,  a  truly  noble 
design  would  be  chosen,  in  which,  accord- 
ing to  the  opinion  of  Judges,  members  of 
the  Bar,  attorneys,  and  suitors,  all  the  re- 
quirements for  Courts  of  Law  would  be 
well  provided  for  ;  but  the  Committee,  if 
unfit  to  decide  the  problem  proposed  to  be 
submitted  to  them,  would  be  still  more  unfit 
to  determine  the  question  of  law,  and  he 
thought  that  the  House  should  abide  by  the 
decision  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown. 

Mb.  WINTERBOTHAM  said,  he  did 
not  attribute  to  the  Government  any  object 
but  the  appointment  of  the  best  architect 
they  could  find;  but  he  considered,  at  the 
same  time,  that,  desiring  to  get  rid  of  a 
very  complex  subject,  they  chose  rather 
hastily  to  cut  the  knot,  and  did  not  show 
the  patience  necessary  for  untying  it.  He 
should  not  have  objected  if,  in  the  first 
instance,  the  Government  had  appointed 
an  architect  and  given  no  reasons  for  the 
appointment;  but  it  was  important  thatstriot 
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joBtice  Bboald  be  done  in  these  matters, 
and  when  the  GoTernment  had  entered  into 
a  distinct  contract  with  certain  indiTidiials 
It  should  be  religiouslj  observed.  That 
had  not  been  done  in  tl)e  present  instance. 
Five  Judges  of  the  designs  were  appointed, 
and  it  was  declared  that  their  award  should 
be  final,  and  that  the  snccessful  competitor 
•honld  be  employed  as  the  architect  of  the 
bnilding.  The  Judges  recommended  two 
designs.  Now,  it  was  obvious  at  the  first 
blash  that  each  competitor  might  be  willing 
to  compete  with  the  other  competitors  in- 
dividnallj,  but  not  with  two  combined.  The 
award  was  not  within  the  terms  of  the 
competition,  and  if  the  Goyernment  were 
of  opinion  that  the  award  was  invalid,  why 
should  individual  architects  be  made  to 
sufi^er  by  it  ?  In  matters  of  this  descrip- 
tion it  wai  absolutely  necessary  that  the 
pobHc  faith  should  be  observed  to  the  very 
letter.  The  confusion  that  had  arisen  was 
entirely  owing  to  the  circumstance  that 
Messrs.  Shaw  and  Pownall  had  been  raised 
from  the  position  of  assistant  architectural 
clerks  to  Uiat  of  Judges.  This  step  had 
been  taken  in  deference  to  the  Trades' 
Union  feeling  of  the  London  architects, 
who  anticipated  that  this  addition  to  the 
Dumber  of  the  Judges  would  neutralize  the 
chance  ot  the  competitor  from  Manchester 
bciog  sQccessfuL  The  result  of  this  in- 
•rease  in  the  number  of  the  Judges  was 
that  the  two  Judges  who  were  in  favour 
of  Mr.  Barry  united  with  the  two  who 
were  in  favour  of  Mr.  Street  against  the 
three  who  were  in  favour  of  Mr.  Waterhouse, 
who  bad  succeeded  so  admirably  with  re- 
gard to  the  Manchester  Law  Courts.  One 
of  the  conditions  of  the  competition  was 
that  the  element  of  cost  would  be  taken 
into  consideration.  It  was  stated  that  the 
sum  of  £750,000  had  been  fixed  upon  as 
the  limit.  Mr.  Street's  offer  was  £193,000 
outside  the  amount  specified,  Mr.  Barry's 
£330,000,  and  Mr.  Waterhouse's  only 
£1,600.  But  this  was  not  known  when 
the  Judges  made  their  award.  If  some 
steps  were  not  taken  to  insure  justice  being 
done  in  this  instance  by  terms  of  the  con- 
tract being  adhered  to,  competitions  of  this 
kind  would  be  put  a  stop  to  entirely.  It 
was  already  difficult  to  induce  gentlemen 
of  fint-elaas  position  to  enter  into  them. 
The  honour  of  Parliament  was  involved  in 
htt&e  things  quite  as  much  as  in  great 
tlnngs,  and  it  was  desirable  that  strict 
faith  should  bo  kept  in  this  matter.  He 
should  support  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
'    '  for  a  Select  Committee,  not  with 


the  view  of  obtaining  a  decision  as  to  the 
merits  of  the  plans,  but  in  order  that  it 
might  be  ascertained  how  this  miscarriage 
arose,  and  how  it  could  be  remedied. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  that  this  ques^ 
tion  stood  in  a  difierent  position  from  any 
other  question  relating  to  public  buildings. 
The  new  Law  Courts  were  not  to  be  erected 
at  the  cost  of  ordinary  Votes  of  this  House  ; 
but  mainly  from  balances  of  Fee  Funds  and 
charges  specially  imposed  upon  suitors  ; 
and  the  Bill  would  never  have  passed  had 
not  the  responsibility  and  authority  to  carry 
on  the  work  been  expressly  given  to  a 
Royal  Commission  conjointly  with  the 
Treasury.  Tet  no  sooner  did  they  begin 
to  take  any  action  than  the  House  of 
Commons  stepped  in  and  interferod  with 
that  responsibility.  First,  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Whitehaven  (Mr.  Bentinck) 
carried  a  Resolution  increasing  the  number 
of  architects,  then  the  hon.  Member  for 
Belfast  (Mr.  Lanyon)  forced  the  Govern- 
ment to  add  to  the  Judges  ;  and  the  result 
is  the  unsatisfactory  and  inconclusive  award 
of  these  gentlemen.  At  the  same  time, 
as  practically  the  Judges  had  bracketed 
two  architects  as  equal,  he  regretted  that 
Government  had  not  made  a  joint  appoint- 
ment, but  he  was  not  at  all  prepared  to 
advise  the  House  of  Commons  for  the  third 
time  to  step  in  and  interfere  with  their 
responsibility ;  and  he  trusted  the  matter 
would  be  left  as  it  stood,  and  would  not  be 
relegated  to  a  Select  Committee.  He 
hoped  the  suggestion  to  have  two  buildings 
would  not  be  listened  to,  and  as  to  putting 
the  Common  Law  Courts  in  one,  and  the 
Equity  Courts  in  another  half-a-mile  off, 
his  hon.  Friend  had  probably  not  considered 
that  perhaps  the  distinction  between  Com- 
mon Law  and  Equity  Courts  would  not 
last  another  Parliament. 

Mr.  bentinck  said,  be  thought  that 
as,  according  to  the  Instructions,  utility 
was  to  be  more  regarded  than  ornament, 
the  Government  ought  to  have  selected 
Mr.  Barry  as  the  architect.  In  the  opinion 
of  the  architectural  profession,  Messrs. 
Shaw  and  Pownall  were  the  Judges  most 
to  be  relied  upon,  and,  sitting  as  assessors, 
their  opinion  could  not  but  exercise  great 
weight  with  the  other  Judges.  He  was 
sorry  that  hon.  Members  had  not  had  an 
opportunity  of  inspecting  the  designs  be- 
fore being  called  upon  to  say  whether  the 
decision  of  the  Judges  was  correct.  He 
would  not  pretend  to  say  whether  the  de- 
sign which  had  been  adopted  would  prove 
satisfactory  to  the  country  ;  but  with  re- 
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gard  to  the  appointment  of  a  Committee, 
he  felt  a  great  objection  to  it,  and  on  the 
whole  he  thought  it  would  be  better  for  the 
hon.  Member  for  Honiton  (Mr.  Qoldsmid) 
not  to  divide  the  House  upon  his  Motion. 

Mb.  pease  said,  he  had  been  told  bj 
Mr.  Street  that  he  had  done  him  an  injus* 
tice,  when  speaking  on  this  subject  on  a 
former  occasion,  by  representing  that  he 
had  exceeded  the  estimate  by  Jl300,000, 
instead  of  £193,000.  Mr.  Street  was  en- 
titled to  the  benefit  of  the  correction.  The 
truth  was  that  the  cost  had  been  put  very 
much  out  of  view,  and  almost  all  the  ar- 
chitects except  Mr.  Waterhouse  bad  greatly 
exceeded  the  original  estimate.  Mr.  Barry 
was  out  by  £330,000,  while  Mr.  Waterhouse 
was  only  £2,000  in  excess  of  the  estimate. 
Whatever  celebrity  Mr.  Street  possessed 
as  an  architect  was  in  connection  with 
church  architecture  ;  but  this  was  not  the 
style  they  required  in  the  Law  Courts. 
They  wanted  no  **  dim  religious  light "  to 
be  introduced  there,  but  that  the  light  of 
justice  should  illuminate  the  judgments  to 
be  delivered  there. 

Mr.  MONTAGU  CHAMBERS  thought 
that  this  was  a  case,  of  all  others,  for  a 
Select  Committee.  The  decision  of  the 
Government  was  entirely  unsatisfactory  to 
the  House  and  to  the  public  out*of-doors, 
and  it  was  remarkable  that  not  one  hon. 
Member  who  had  spoken  concurred  in  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  Street.  Messrs.  Shaw 
and  Pownall,  who  were  called  in  as  sur- 
veyors, were  desired  to  go  through  the  de- 
tailed plans.  They  were  eminent  and 
honourable  men,  whose  characters  were 
above  suspicion,  and  who  had  no  prejudice 
in  favour  of  one  candidate  over  another  ; 
and  their  judgment  in  favour  of  Mr.  Barry, 
on  the  score  that  he  had  complied  with  the 
requisitions,  ought  to  have  been  conclusive. 
Mr.  Street  was  only  entitled  to  be  men- 
tioned with  regard  to  elevation.  He  could 
not  help  saying  that  when  certain  details 
had  been  sent  to  the  competing  architects, 
and  when  elevation  was  the  condition  placed 
last,  it  was  a  hard  case  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  finally  say  to  Mr.  Barry,  "  Al- 
though you  have  been  most  successful  in 
that  which  we  principally  demanded,  you 
shall  not  have  the  execution  of  this  great 
work."  The  leading  architects  would  not 
have  entered  into  a  competition  for  the 
mere  bagatelle  of  £800,  if  they  had  not 
felt  certain  that  the  most  successful  com- 
petitor would  have  been  appointed  to  erect 
the  building  ;  and  there  having  been  a 
failure  with  regard  to  all  who  competed,  it 
Mr.  Bentinck 


was  unjust  to  all  to  makd  the  compromise 
which  the  Government  proposed,  which  was 
an  awkward  and  a  weak  one.  He  ventured 
to  predict  that  the  thing  would  be  a  failure; 
the  building  would  be  commenced,  and 
when  the  mistake  was  found  out  the  an- 
swer would  be  that  it  was  too  late  to  in* 
terfere,  because  the  works  were  already 
too  far  advanced.  It  was  impossible  that 
a  worthy  Palace  of  Justice  could  be  erected 
on  the  site  which  had  been  cleared,  and 
he  believed  there  was  a  growing  opinion 
out-of-doors  that  it  ought  to  be  built  to 
front  the  river.  He  should  vote  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee,  and 
he  wished  to  urge  upon  the  Government 
the  postponement  of  all  other  proceedings 
as  the  only  means  of  securing  a  grand,  a 
suitable,  and  a  oseful  building. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he  must 
compliment  the  hon.  Member  for  Honiton 
on  the  judicial  temper  with  which  he  had 
introduced  the  subject ;  but  the  proposal 
to  inquire  into  the  appointments  of  archi- 
tects during  the  last  few  months  or  years 
was  too  considerable  to  be  entertained  this 
Session,  and  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
he  must  take  exception  to  it.  There  had 
been  considerable  misapprehension  on  the 
subject ;  and  he  might,  therefore,  state 
that  two  or  three  years  ago  Mr.  Water- 
house  received  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  Cowper) 
the  appointment  of  architect  of  the  new 
buildings  i&t  South  Kensington  that  were 
to  receive  the  Natural  History  Collections 
from  the  British  Museum  ;  and  fresh  in- 
structions with  reference  to  the  preparation 
of  plans  had  recently  been  sent  to  him. 
With  regard  to  Mr.  Gilbert  Scott,  he  had 
within  the  last  few  weeks  been  appointed 
architect  of  the  proposed  Colonial  and 
Home  Offices  that  were  to  complete  the 
quadrangle  now  partly  formed  by  the  In- 
dian and  Foreign  Offices.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe)did  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Honiton  as  to 
what  was  to  be  referred  to  the  proposed 
Select  Committee.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man held  that  nothing  ought  to  be  referred, 
but  whether  or  not  there  was  a  contract 
between  the  Government  and  the  compet- 
ing architects,  and  whether,  in  spite  of  the 
admitted  failure  of  the  Judges  to  make  a 
binding  award,  there  was  not  that  amoant 
of  legal  obligation  upon  the  Government 
which  would  compel  them  to  adopt,  not 
the  recommendations  of  the  Judges,  but  a 
certain  portion  of  them  with  which  he  hap* 
pened  to  agree.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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based  his  opinion  not  upon  anything  in  the 
award  of  the  Judges,  but  npon  something 
that  had  previouslj  oocurred.  But  it  was 
clear  from  all  that  had  been  said  that 
evening  that  the  Goremment  might,  if 
they  chose,  have  called  for  a  fresh  un- 
limited competition,  and  that  they  might 
have  appointed  anybody  to  be  the  architect 
of  the  new  Law  Courts,  without  legally  vio- 
lating the  contract  which  had  been  made. 
He  must  entirely  dissent  from  the  opinion 
that  the  Government  should  be  guided 
more  by  the  recommendations  of  Messrs. 
Shaw  and  Pownall  than  by  that  of  the 
committee  of  barristers  and  solicitors.  The 
object  which  the  Government  had  in  view 
under  the  circumstances  was  to  arrive  at  a 
conclusion  which,  upon  general  principles, 
should  be  fair  to  the  competitors  in  the 
various  competitions,  and  which  should 
secure  that  the  architects  selected  for  the 
erection  of  the  great  works  in  contempla- 
tion should  be  such  as  to  render  it  probable 
that  those  works  would  bo  worthy  of  the 
nation.  After  considering  all  the  circum- 
stances they  had  appointed  Mr.  Street 
to  build  the  new  Law  Courts,  and  in 
so  doing  they  believed  they  had  taken 
the  wisest  course  open  to  them  ;  and 
further,  he  was  glad  to  think,  from  the 
tone  of  the  debate,  that  that  was  the  opi- 
nion of  the  House  of  Commons.  He  quite 
concurred  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  opinion  that  the  Judges  were  bound 
to  take  into  their  consideration  the  question 
of  internal  arrangement ;  but  then  it  should 
be  borne  in  mind  that  a  protest  against  the 
plan  of  Mr.  Barry  had  been  sent  in  by  the 
principal  Officers  of  the  Probate  and  Di- 
vorce Court,  to  whose  use  one-fifth  of  the 
space  in  the  new  Courts  would  have  to  be 
allotted,  and  that  the  Committee  of  the 
Bar  and  solicitors,  whose  views  were  en- 
dorsed by  the  Commissioners,  also  objected 
to  that  plan.  Now,  when  it  was  borne  in 
mind  that  the  architect  appointed  would, 
in  conjunction  with  some  of  those  very 
gentlemen,  have  to  carry  out  the  necessary 
internal  arrangements,  it  was  quite  clear 
that  the  views  of  men  who  would  have  to 
use  the  building,  and  who  possessed  a 
practical  knowledge  of  the  requirements  of 
snch  a  building,  must  prevail  over  that  of 
any  single  individual;  and  under  these 
circumstances  the  Government  were  justi- 
fied, be  must  contend,  in  not  selecting  Mr. 
Barry,  from  whose  views,  as  to  internal 
arrangements,  those  gentlemen  differed. 
If  the  Government  had  appointed  Mr. 
Barry  to  be  architect  of  the  interior  and  i 


Mr.  Street  to  be  architect  of  the  exterior 
this  result  would  have  followed  —  Mr. 
Street  would  have  been  able  to  carry  out 
his  part  of  the  design,  while  Mr.  Barry 
would  have  had  the  mortification  of  finding 
that  his  plan  for  the  interior  would  have  to 
be  materially  altered  before  it  would  give 
satisfaction  to  one  important  branch  of 
those  using  the  new  Courts.  The  Govern- 
ment then  had  to  take  into  account  the 
other  great  competitions  in  which  Mr. 
Barry  was  concerned  ;  and,  finding  that  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Judges  of  the  National 
Gallery  competition  he  had  produced  the 
design  which  showed  the  greatest  architec- 
tural skill,  they  had  appointed  him  to  be 
the  architect  of  that  building  ;  so  that  they 
had,  he  thonght,  come  to  the  fairest  de- 
cision possible  as  regarded  the  two  com- 
petitions, both  of  which  had  failed  so  far 
as  the  legal  obligations  went.  As  to  Mr. 
Street's  appointment,  the  Commission  had 
not  expressed  any  opinion  ;  but  they  had 
been  in  communication  with  Mr.  Street  as 
to  the  preparation  of  the  final  plan,  and 
there  was  no  reason  to  believe  that  the 
Commissioners  objected  to  Mr.  Street's 
appointment.  Several  suggestions  had 
been  made  as  to  the  course  which  Govern- 
ment should  pursue.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bath  (Mr.  Tite) 
had  ventured  on  the  suggestion,  which  was 
not  likely  to  find  favour  with  legal  authori- 
ties, that  the  Courts  of  Law  should  be 
divided  into  two  great  groups,  and  that 
one  should  be  confided  to  Mr.  Street  and 
the  other  to  Mr.  Barry.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Stroud  (Mr.  Winterbotham)  had  sug- 
gested that  a  Committee  should  be  ap- 
pointed more  for  the  purpose  of  considering 
the  claims  of  Mr.  Waterhouse  than  for 
anything  else  ;  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Honiton  (Mr.  Goldsmid)  took  an  enlarged 
view,  and  suggested  an  inquiry  which 
would  probably  last  to  the  end  of  next  Ses- 
sion. All  such  inquiries  would  only  result 
in  adding  to  the  confusion  and  complexity 
with  which  the  subject  was  already  in- 
vested. He  believed  that  the  Government 
had  made  the  best  decision  in  their  power ; 
and  when  the  natural  feelings  of  disap- 
pointment which  generally  followed  all 
these  competitions  had  subsided,  all  par- 
ties would  probably  admit  that  a  wise  and 
sound  decision  had  been  arrived  at. 

Mr.  goldsmid  explained  that  he  had 
not  intended  to  suggest  that  any  wide  in- 
quiry should  be  entered  on,  but  that  what 
he  wished  to  be  investigated  was  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  public  faith  had  been  kept. 
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Question  put,  *'  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided :  —  A jes  90  ;  Noes 
45 ;  Majority  45. 

Main  Question  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair/'  put,  and  agreed  to, 

SupPLT  contidered  in  Committee. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Wednesday, 

METROPOLITAN    POLICE   FUNDS    BILL. 

( J^.  Secretaary  Oathoms  Hardy,  Sir  James 

Fergusson.) 

[bill  132.]      SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  moying 
"That  this  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time/'said,  in  the  course  of  the  autumn  Ses- 
sion the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Middle- 
sex (Viscount  Enfield)  put  some  Questions 
to  him  respecting  the  numbers  of  the 
police,  to  which  he  replied  that  it  was 
manifest  that  the  police  were  shorthanded, 
and  that  they  were  overworked,  and  that 
it  was  desirahle  that  they  should  have  that 
amount  of  rest  without  which  no  force  could 
remain  efficient.  At  that  time  the  men  in  the 
police  force  had  only  one  day's  rest  in  every 
five  or  six  weeks,  or  even  less,  while  their 
duties  at  the  same  time  were  most  arduous 
and  difficult.  It  was  under  these  circum- 
stances that  he  had  determined  to  add 
1,000  men  and  120  officers  to  the  force — 
an  addition  that  did  not  raise  its  numbers 
to  the  same  proportion  to  the  population 
and  the  acreage  which  it  bore  to  them 
when  it  was  first  instituted  in  1830.  At 
that  time  there  were  only  twenty  acres  to 
each  constable,  whereas  there  were  now 
fifty-seven  acres  to  each  constable.  The 
population  of  the  metropolis  in  1830  was  only 
1,496,000,  whereas  it  was  at  the  present 
time  somewhere  about  3.506,000.  The 
police  force  consisted  at  its  first  establish- 
ment of  3,300  men,  officered  by  two  Com- 
missioners ;  but  in  1856  Sir  Richard 
Mayne  became  the  sole  Commissioner  with 
two  Assistant  Commissioners.  In  1856 
the  number  of  buildings  in  the  metropolis 
was  368,000  ;  but  that  number  had  since 
been  increased  to  472,000.  The  force  for 
the  protection  of  the  Thames  and  of  the 
dockyards  was  a  separate  body,  and  was 
not  paid  out  of  the  police  rate.  Great 
difficulties  had  been  experienced  at  one 
Mr.  Gelismid 


time  in  keeping  up  the  numbers  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police  ;  but  these  difficulties 
had  now  disappeared  in  consequence  of 
the  addition  that  had  been  made  to  their 
pay  at  the  instance  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Walpole)  in  the  course  of 
last  year,  and  since  then  a  good  class  of 
men  had  come  into  the  force.  Owing  to 
the  favourable  regulations  that  had  been 
made,  the  numbers  of  the  force  were  now 
complete  within  200  or  300  men.  The 
pay  of  the  force,  howerer,  even  now  was 
by  no  means  excessive,  and  was  lower  than 
that  of  the  City  Police  force,  which  had, 
moreover,  several  privileges  not  enjoyed 
by  the  Metropolitan  Police.  The  lowest 
pay  of  the  police  when  they  entered  the 
service  was  lOs,  a  week  ;  but  that  was 
only  for  a  week  or  two,  during  which  they 
were  being  trained.  The  next  pay  was 
19«.  a  week  for  the  third  class,  and  £1  3s. 
for  the  second  class.  The  pay  of  the 
officers  according  to  rank  was  in  propor- 
tion. Last  autumn  his  great  desire  was 
that  the  men  should  be  allowed  one  day  of 
rest  in  the  seven  ;  and  he  was  glad  to  say 
that  by  the  augmentation  of  the  force  that 
object  had  since  been  attained.  An  Order 
had  been  issued  to  insure  them  that  rest, 
and  to  allow  them,  as  far  as  possible,  to 
ohoose  the  day  themselves.  It  had  been 
stated  in  the  newspapers  that  too  much  of 
the  time  of  the  police  was  occupied  in 
drill ;  but  the  fact  was  that  they  were 
only  drilled  during  a  portion  of  the  year, 
and  the  drill  —  which  was  company  drill 
only,  not  battalion  drill  —  occupied  only 
one  hour  in  the  week  in  the  case  of  full 
constables.  The  exaggeration  on  thia 
subject  had  been  very  great.  The  onlj 
objection  to  the  Bill,  so  far  as  he  was 
aware,  was  that  it  would  necessitate  a 
slight  increase  to  the  rates  of  the  metro- 
polis. It  was,  of  course,  necessary  that 
some  additional  sum  should  be  raised,  and 
the  {d,  in  the  pound  which  he  had  deter- 
mined to  take  was  the  smallest  sum  which 
could  supply  the  needful  funds.  The  police 
rate  was  now  equal  to  Sd.  in  the  pound  on 
the  rental,  but  2d.  was  paid  by  the  Trea- 
sury, so  that  in  fact  the  metropolis  waa 
only  rated  to  the  extent  of  6d.  in  the 
pound.  He  was  anxious  to  observe  the 
greatest  economy  possible  ;  and  under  this 
Bill  it  was  proposed  to  add  }d.  in  the 
pound  to  the  police  rate,  and  {d.  to  the 
proportion  to  be  paid  by  the  Treasury.  Iq 
ease  no  addition  were  made  to  the  amount 
raised  there  would  be  a  deficit  of  £82,212, 
The  additional   cost  would    be  J&88,100. 
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The  extra  Id.  would  raise  £72,247,  and 
there  would  be  a  surplus  in  hand  at  the 
end  of  this  month  of  about  £15,000,  after 
providing  for  the  pay  of  the  men  and  for 
pensions.  It  was  necessary,  he  might 
remark,  to  keep  a  good  balance  in  hand, 
as  the  payments  amounted  to  about 
£10,000  a  month.  The  estimated  cost  of 
pay  and  clothing  for  1868.9  was  £616,707. 
It  was  necessary  to  provide  a  large  sum  to 
meet  the  cost  of  pensions  and  superan- 
n nations,  which  amounted  this  year  to 
£58.836,  and  was  likely  ultimately  to  rise 
to  £100.000.  There  was  a  necessity  for 
additional  buildings  and  stations,  which 
were  especially  demanded  for  the  married 
men.  There  was  also  in  the  Bill  a  provi- 
sion for  the  increase  of  the  salaries  of  the 
two  Assistant  Commissioners  from  £800 
to  £1,100  a  year,  which  he  thought  only 
just,  considering  the  great  increase  of  their 
duties,  and  the  augmentation  of  late  years 
in  the  rents  of  houses  and  the  keep  of 
horses.  Considering  the  manner  in  which 
those  gentlemen  performed  their  duties,  he 
thought  the  House  would  not  grudge  them 
this  additional  remuneration,  espeeially 
when  it  was  considered  that  Colonel 
Fraser,  who  had  a  much  smaller  force  to 
command  in  the  City,  had  a  house  and 
£1,000  a  year. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Mr,  Oatkame  Hardy,) 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  he  thought  that 
the  inhabitants  of  London  had  great  rea- 
son to  complain  of  the  conduct  of  Qovern- 
ment  with  regard  to  this  Bill.  From  the 
first  moment  of  its  introduction  they  had 
sought  to  obtain  from  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  some 
statement  of  the  grounds  upon  which  he 

eroposed  the  imposition  of  this  additional 
urden  upon  them  ;  but  he  had  steadily 
and  sedulously  refused  to  give  this  informa- 
tion, and  even  the  statement  he  had  now 
made  was  inadequate  in  the  last  degree. 
The  House  ought  not,  on  a  mere  state- 
ment from  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  with- 
out any  inquiry  being  made,  to  pass  a  Bill 
of  this  kind  imposing  special  taxation. 
What  was  the  history  of  that  measure  ? 
He  believed  that  it  originated  in  a  mere 
panic,  arising  from  events  which  alarmed 
the  Secretary  of  State  and  the  public. 
But  what  were  the  facts  ?  He  found  from 
the  Census  that  the  population  of  London 
had  increased  at  the  rate  of  about  18  per 
cent  in  ten  years  ;  and  on  turning  to  the 


police  he  found  that,  without  taking  into 
account  the  Dockyard  Police,  they  had 
during  ten  years  increased  rather  more 
than  18  per  cent,  whilst  the  increase  of 
expense  in  their  maintenance  had  amounted 
to  no  less  than  48  per  cent.  Why  did 
they  propose  that  increase  ?  No  doubt 
the  police  were  now  governed  by  a  man 
of  great  experience ;  but  it  was  certain 
that  a  time  came  when  a  man's  experience 
became  so  great  as  to  be  hardly  compa- 
tible with  activity.  He  did  not  blami  the 
Chief  Commissioner  for  holding  on  to  his 
office  at  present;  for  if  there  were  any 
truth  in  what  was  said  as  to  the  pressure 
put  upon  him  to  induce  him  to  resign,  and 
what  would  happen  when  he  did  resign,  he 
believed  that  he  had  rendered  great  ser- 
vice to  the  metropolis  by  clinging  to  his 
office.  He,  however,  was  assisted  by  two 
Assistant  Commissioners,  whose  salaries 
the  Bill  proposed  to  increase.  One  of  the 
Assistant  Commissioners  was  said  to  be  in 
ill-health,  and  the  other  employed  himself 
in  promoting  what  he  called  the  military 
organization  of  the  force,  and  the  waste  of 
time  in  carrying  that  idea  into  effect  was 
equal  to  one-fifth  of  the  power  of  the  force. 
The  Metropolitan  Police,  moreover,  whilst 
it  spread  over  far  too  large  an  area  in  the 
surrounding  counties  to  be  worked  effi- 
ciently, had  yet  to  maintain  a  costly  rivalry 
with  another  force  actually  in  its  own 
midst.'  The  Metropolitan  Police  and  the 
City  Police  were  bidding  against  each 
other  for  men,  and  this  rivalry  was  equiva- 
lent to  an  additional  charge  on  the  metro- 
polis of  not  less  than  £25,000  a  year. 
Last  year  a  Committee  of  that  House  re- 
ported that  in  their  opinion  there  ought  to 
be  only  one  police  force  in  the  metropolis. 
If  the  Chief  Commissioner  would  surrender 
his  rural  charge  to  the  police  of  the  rural 
districts,  he  would  be  much  better  able  to 
perform  his  duties  in  the  metropolis.  It 
was  not  numbers  that  make  a  useful  police 
force,  but  intelligence ;  and  within  the 
past  year  we  had  had  painful  experience 
of  the  insufficiency  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  force  in  this  respect.  There  had 
been  a  panic  about  the  doings  of  certain 
Fenians  ;  and  what  was  the  real  foundation 
of  the  panic  ?  It  appeared  that  there 
were  about  a  dozen  drunken  tailors  who 
were  engaged  in  emancipating  Ireland 
from  the  dominion  of  England.  All  London 
was  alarmed  at  the  doings  of  these  drunken 
tailors,  and  the  Home  Secretary  swore  in 
25,000  special  constables  to  protect  the 
metropolis  against  them.      T^  cause  of 
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the  panic  #as  that  there  had  heen  no  in- 
telligent pursuit  of  the  real  crimiDals,  when 
these  men  were  guilty  of  certain  acts  of 
violence,  and  rumour  was  thus  allowed  to 
amplify  their  power.  We  had  at  that  time 
7,000  police,  but  they  had  not  intelligence 
enough,  when  these  men  were  about  to 
commit  a  great  crime,  to  prevent  the  com- 
mission of  that  crime,  although  they  had 
previous  information  respecting  it ;  and 
even  after  it  was  committed  they  only 
succeeded  in  securing  the  conviction  of  one 
of  those  engaged  in  it.  No  stronger  proof 
could  be  given  of  the  incapacity  of  the 
police  of  the  metropolis.  Before  asserting 
that  the  numbers  of  the  police  were  in- 
Bufficient,  the  Secretary  of  State  ought  to 
have  shown  that  crime  had  increased,  and 
the  cause  of  that  increase.  But  he  had 
given  no  such  information.  It  was  not 
easy  for  a  private  Member,  without  the 
assistance  of  a  Committee,  to  inform  the 
House  on  that  subject,  but  he  believed 
that  within  the  last  seven  years  there  had 
been  a  great  increase  in  the  vagrant  class, 
and  a  disproportionate  increase  in  the 
number  of  persons  committed  for  criminal 
offences  to  the  Sessions  ;  but  the  number 
of  persons  summarily  convicted  before  the 
magistrates  had  hardly  increased  at  all.  It 
was  quite  necessary  there  should  be  a 
searching  investigation  into  the  causes  of 
that  increase  of  crime  and  of  vagrancy 
before  any  steps  were  taken  to  increase 
the  numbers  of  the  police.  The  House  was 
now  asked,  however,  in  a  most  hurried 
and  inconsiderate  manner,  to  impose  a  per- 
manent charge  on  the  metropolis,  greater 
than  had  been  found  necessary  before 
during  thirty  years.  Latterly  the  increase 
in  expense  of  the  police  had  been  greater, 
in  proportion  to  its  numbers,  than  ever  it 
had  been  before.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  committed  himself  in  regard  to 
expenditure  let  him  pass  a  BiU  for  a  year  ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  en- 
titled to  ask  the  House  to  pass  a  Bill 
creating  a  permanent  increased  charge  on 
the  metropolis  until  there  was  authentic 
evidence  before  the  House  that  means  had 
been  taken  to  re-organize  the  police  in  ac- 
cordance with  recommendations  of  Com- 
mittees of  that  House.  On  these  grounds 
he  thought  it  his  duty  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months. 

Mr.  HARVEY  LEWIS  seconded  the 

Amendment.      He  cordially  concurred  in 

that  portion  of  the  speech  of  the  Secretary 

of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  in  which 

Mr.  AyrUm 


he  had  expressed  regret  at  the  proposed 
increase  of  the  taxation  of  the  metropolis. 
The  proposal  to  increase  the  police  force 
because  the  numbers  were  insufficient  to 
protect  the  metropolis,  and  to  give  the  ne- 
cessary rest  to  the  men,  was  a  very  different 
question  from  that  involved  in  the  Bill, 
which  sought  to  impose  a  permanent  tax 
on  the  metropolis.  If  the  Secretary  of 
State  had  so  far  committed  himself  as  to 
make  such  a  Bill  necessary,  it  ought  to  be 
limited  in  its  operation  to  one  year.  There 
was  no  kind  of  necessity  for  increasing  the 
taxation  of  the  metropolis  by  means  of 
that  Bill ;  because  the  rapid  increase  in  the 
number  of  houses  supplied  an  increase  of 
rates  that  ought  to  be  amply  sufficient. 
There  was  no  rate  imposed  upon  the  me- 
tropolis which  the  ratepayers  so  much  ob- 
jected to  as  the  police  rate,  because  they 
had  no  control  over  it,  and  did  not  know 
bow  it  was  applied.  All  they  had  to  do 
with  it  was  to  pay  it.  Crime  was  continu- 
ally committed  at  their  very  doors,  but 
unless  they  offered  a  handsome  reward, 
the  police  gave  no  assistance  in  discovering 
the  perpetrators.  They  objected  also  to 
the  absurdity  of  drilling  the  police  as  a 
military  force,  and  believed  that  but  for 
such  drilling  a  smaller  body  pf  men  would 
be  required.  The  inefficiency  of  the  police 
had  been  shown  during  the  recent  Fenian 
alarm.  The  present  time,  therefore,  seemed 
most  inopportune  for  increasing  the  emolu- 
ments of  the  Assistant  Commissioners. 
Efforts  had  been  made,  but  in  vain,  to  ob< 
tain  Returns  of  the  police  expenditure, 
such  as  were  made  by  the  Government 
offices  of  their  disbursements.  The  rateable 
value  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  area  had 
largely  increased,  and  it  seemed  incredable 
that  the  increased  cost  of  the  police  should 
have  absorbed  the  rates  collected  upon  the 
augmented  valuation.  He  held  in  his  hands 
Returns  of  the  increase  in  the  rateable 
value  of  the  metropolitan  area  between 
1856  and  1868,  which  showed  that  that 
value  had  increased  from  £9,188,070  in 
the  former  year  to  £14,355,068  in  the 
latter.  At  id,  in  the  pound  that  increase 
would  give  to  the  police  an  addition  of 
£134,556  between  1856  and  1868.  In  any 
case,  the  taxation  sought  to  be  imposed  by 
this  Bill  was  not  yet  necessary;  for  the 
county  assessment  as  between  1847  and 
1864  showed  an  increase  in  the  police  rates 
of  £159,033,  and  if,  therefore,  the  Govern- 
ment only  waited  until  the  county  of  Mid* 
dlesex  was  re-assessed,  as  the  county  of 
Surrey  had  been  re-assessed,  they  would 
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obtaio  *  great  deal  more  moaey  for  the 
police  than  thej  wanted.  But  how  would 
the  ratepayere  then  get  back  the  tax  it 
was  proposed  to  lerj  on  them  by  this 
Bill  ? 


Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  *'  now/'  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  "upon  this  day 
three  months." — {Mr.  Ayrton), 

Mb.  Aldbricah  LUSE  said,  he  beliered 
that  the  failure  in  the  prevention  of  the 
Clerkenwell  explosion  was  due  rather  to 
mismanagement  than  to  any  inadequacy  in 
the  numbers  of  the  police.  What  was 
wanted  was  organiiation,  not  increase  in 
the  force,  and  even  if  increase  were  re- 
qnired,  it  should  not  be  made  without  full 
inquiry  for  the  satisfaction  of  the  rate- 
poyers? 

YI8C01TNT  ENFIELD  said,  he  regretted 
the  tone  in  which  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton)  had  spoken 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department.  He  (Yiseoant Enfield)  thought 
the  greatest  good  faith  had  been  displayed 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  in  dealing  with 
the    question   under    discussion,   and    he 
thanked  him  for  the  courtesy  he  invariably 
eihibited  in   connection    with  matters  of 
metropolitan  interest.    Nothing  was  easier 
than  to  sneer,  after  the  danger  was  past,  at 
the  alarm  which  had  been  excited  by  the 
Fenian  outrages  of   last  winter  ;   but  he 
did  not  think  the  hon.  Gentleman *8  consti- 
tuents would  approve  of  his  remarks.    The 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department  had, 
be  believed,  only  done  his  duty  in  making 
an  addition  to  the  police  force.     He  would 
point  out  that  while  in  1830  there  were 
3,274  men  in  the  Metropolitan  Police  their 
duties  extended  only  to  ten  miles  round 
Charing   Cro6s»  and  that  the  population 
which  they  had  to  protect  amounted  only 
to  1,500.000.    In  1839  the  area  was  ex- 
tended to  fifteen  miles  from  Charing  Cross, 
and  at  the  present  day  a  force  of  some- 
thing under  8,000  men  of  all  ranks  had  to 
protect  a  population  of  3,400,000.     But  it 
ahould  not  be  forgotten  that  out  of  those 
8,000  men  a  considerable  number  were 
incapacitated  for  duty  by  illness  and  wounds, 
and   that   1,200   were  draughted  off   for 
apecial  duty  in  connection  with  the  polaces, 
museums,  and  other  public  buildings.     In 
the  City  Police  there  was  one  man  to  two- 
and-a-half  acres  of  district,  and  284  in 
population.    In  the  Metropolitan  Police  the 
proportioi^   was  one  man  to    seventy  or 
eighty  aorea  of  district,  and  600  of  popu- 


lation. ^  He  contended  that  the  increase  in 
the  police  force  was  necessary,  but  he  felt 
some  difliculty  with  regard  to  the  expense, 
because  the  Metropolitan  Police  force  were 
frequently  sent  to  the  country  on  duty,  and 
the  metropolitap  ratepayers  had  to  pay  for 
them.  He  thought  that  the  Imperial 
Treasury  might  fairly  contribute  one-half 
towards  their  expenses.  When  we  em- 
ployed men  in  the  discbarge  of  important 
duties,  they  were,  he  thought,  fairly  en- 
titled to  be  paid,  and  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  would  promise  to  insti- 
tute a  full  inquiry  next  year  into  the  entire 
organization  of  the  police,  he  believed  the 
public  would  be  perfectly  satisfied.  Mean- 
time he  would  give  him  his  cordial  sup- 
port. 

Ma.  LOCKB  said,  he  rose  for  the  pur- 
pose of  pointing  out  that  this  Bill  was  not 
a  just  and  proper  one,  for  it  departed  from 
the  principle  of  the  4  &  5  Will  IV.,  in 
which  Act  it  was  laid  down  that  the  rate- 
payers of  the  metropolis  were  only  to  be 
required  to  pay  6d,  in  the  pound  police 
rate,  and  that  whatever  additional  sum 
might  be  wanted  was  to  be  paid  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund.  Why  should  an  altera- 
tion be  made»  and  a  further  sum  be  levied 
on  the  metropolis  for  police  purposes  ? 
Fenianism  was  a  national  evil,  and  why 
should  the  ratepayers  of  London  be  called 
upon  to  pay  a  larger  sum  for  putting  down 
Fenianism  than  the  inhabitants  of  any 
other  portion  of  the  kingdom  ?  It  was  said 
in  justification  of  this  Bill  that  more  police 
were  required  as  the  area  was  increased, 
but  the  increased  area  would  return  an 
increase  of  rates. 

Mb.  LABOUCHBBE  said,  he  saw  no 
objection  to  the  police  having  a  holiday 
once  in  every  seven  days,  but  he  thought 
the  money  required  should  not  come  out  of 
the  pockets  of  his  constituents,  but  from 
the  Consolidated  Fund.  The  Act  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Southwark  (Mr.  Locke)  fixed  the  police 
rate  in  the  metropolis  at  6i.  in  the  pound, 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  the 
Hoose  to  give  more  money.  It  was  ge- 
nerally supposed  that  Sir  Richard  Mayne, 
of  whom  he  wished  to  speak  with  the 
greatest  respect,  was  only  remaining  in 
office  for  another  year  to  entitle  himself  to 
a  pension,  and  he  thought  it  would  bo 
better  to  wait  until  they  could  make  some 
permanent  arrangement  than  to  increase 
the  salaries  of  the  sub- Commissioners.  Ho 
should  vote  against  the  second  reading 
unless  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  them 
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it  would  be  referred  to  a  Seleot  Commit- 
tee. He  proteated  against  the  Bill  going 
on  without  further  inquiry. 

Mr.  Aldebican  LAWRENCE  said,  a 
statement  had  been  made  to  the  effect  that 
the  population  of  the  City  of  London  was 
only  112,000  ;  but  he  wished  to  point  out 
that  there  were  daily  in  the  City  some 
600,000  or  700,000  persons,  who  had  to 
be  protected  or  looked  after  by  the  police. 
He  also  remarked  that  nothing  was  con- 
tributed to  the  support  of  the  City  Police 
Fund  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund. 

Sm  JAMES  FERQUSSON  said,  he 
thought  it  would  require  a  good  deal  more 
than  had  been  stated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton)  to 
induce  the  House  to  reject  the  Bill.  The 
measure  was  only  to  provide  for  the  addi- 
tional charge  rendered  necessary  by  an 
increase  in  the  number  of  police  which 
everybody  admitted  to  be  necessary.  It 
was  no  fault  of  the  Government  that  the 
Bill  was  brought  on  at  so  late  a  period  of 
the  Session ;  and  as  to  having  a  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  police  sys- 
tem, no  necessity  for  it  had  been  proved. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  had  not  stated  any  facts  to  warrant 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  nor  was  there  in 
his  (Sir  James  Fergusson's)  opinion  any 
ground  for  the  attack  which  had  been 
made  upon  Sir  Richard  Mayne.  The  police 
force  called  forth  the  admiration  of  the 
whole  country,  and  much  credit  was  due  to 
the  Commissioners  for  their  efficiency.  As 
to  drill,  the  men  were  only  drilled  one  hour 
a  week,  and  that  only  during  the  summer 
months  ;  and,  as  to  the  increase  of  the 
vagrant  class,  surely  if  there  were  such  an 
increase  the  number  of  the  police  should 
also  be  increased. 

Sm  GEORGE  GRET  said,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  not  take  upon  itself  the 
responsibility  of  rejecting  this  Bill.  An 
increase  of  the  police  force  had  become 
necessary,  not  on  account  of  Fenian  out- 
rages, but  on  account  of  the  enormous  in* 
crease  of  the  metropolis,  and  for  the  pro- 
tection of  life  and  property,  and  the  ques- 
tion rather  was  out  of  what  fund  they 
should  be  paid.  The  new  regulation  under 
which  a  holiday  of  one  day  in  the  week 
would  be  given  to  tlie  force  had  met  with 
general  approval.  It  would  doubtless  con- 
duce to  the  ef&ciency  of  the  force,  and 
would  induce  better  men  to  enter  it ;  but 
its  operation  was  to  require  a  certain  in- 
crease of  the  number  of  police.  The  Trea- 
sury only  paid  the  same  proportion  of  the 
Mr,  Lahouch9r$ 
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expenses  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  as  of 
the  County  Police.  It  was  said  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  pay  more  because  of  the 
special  services  rendered  to  Government 
property,  but  these  services  were  paid 
every  year  by  a  special  Vote  for  the  police 
in  the  Estimates,  which  amounted  to  be- 
tween £50,000  and  £60.000.  Something 
had  been  said  about  their  military  orgoni- 
sation,  but  their  training  was  not  carried 
to  any  excess.  If  large  bodies  were  to  act 
together  it  was  necessary  they  should 
have  some,  organisation,  and  it  was  im- 
possible to  have  this  unless  they  received 
some  training  and  drilling.  If  a  Com- 
mittee sat  in  reference  to  the  police  sys- 
tem, he  believed  it  would  be  the  means  of 
removing  much  apprehension,  and  of  show- 
ing how  efficient  the  force  was. 

Question  put,  *'  That  the  word  'now' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  192;  Noes 
22 :  Majority  170. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted 
for  Thursday, 


POBTPATBICK  AND   BELFAST  AND   COUKTr 
SOWN   BAILWAT  GOHPANIBS  BILL. 

Resolatlon  reported  ; 

'<  To  autboriie  Loans  of  Pablio  Money  to  the 
Portpatriok  and  the  Belfast  and  Connty  Down 
Railway  Companies,  and  a  payment  to  the  Port- 
patriok Company  in  consequence  of  the  Abandon- 
ment of  the  oommonioation  between  Donaghadee 
and  Portpatriok." 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Dodsok, 
Mr,   CHAifoxLLoa  of  the  ExoaxquiB,  and   Mr. 
SoLATxa-BooTH. 
Wa^pretenUdy  and  read  theiirit  time.  [Bill  201.] 


UBEL  (ntSLANB)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Sir  Coucah  O'LoeHLxv,  Bill  to 
assimilate  the  Law  in  Ireland  to  the  Law  in  Eng- 
land as  to  Costs  in  Actions  of  Libel,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  Colmam  O'LooHLXir  and  Mr. 
Pnc. 
"BiiXpreiefaed,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  109.] 


TURNPULE  TBU8T8  ABBAN0EUENT8  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Jamss  Fxboussoh,  Bill  to 
confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders  made  under 
an  Act  of  the  fifteenth  year  of  the  reign  of  Her 
present  Majesty,  to  fnoilitate  airangements  tor  the 
relief  of  Turnpike  Trusts,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Sir  Jamss  Fxroussoh  and  Mr.  Secretary 
GATHoamB  Habdt. 
BiU  preienUd,tLad  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  200.] 

House  a<youmed  at  a  quarter 
after  Two  o'clock* 
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HOUSE   OF   LOBDS, 
Tu$4day,  June  80,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— PuBUo  Bills— Ftrit  Bsading^ 
Coons  or  Law  Feei,  Ac.  (Scotland)*  (189); 
County  General  AsaeMment  (Scotland)*  (190). 

Second  Reading  —  Vagrant  Act  Amendment  * 
(188);  Liquidation  (181);  Judgments  Ex- 
tension (160);  Representation  of  the  People 
(Ireland)  (176). 

Ommittee^  Representation  of  the  People  (Scot- 
land) (164-192);  Drainage  ProTisional  Order 
Confirmation*  (158);  Inclosure  (No.  2)* 
(61)  ;  Local  GoTcmment  Supplemental  (No.  4)* 
(165) ;  Local  Goyemment  Supplemental  (No.  5)* 
(166). 

Report  «-  Drainage  Profisional  Order  Confirma- 
tion* (158);  Inclosure  (No.  2)*  (61);  Local 
GoTomment  Supplemental  (No.  4)*  (165)  ; 
Local  GoTcmment  Supplemental  (No.  5)  * 
(166). 

LONDON,  BRIGHTON,  AND  SOUTH 

COAST  RAILWAY  BILL. 

THIRD   READING. 

Bill  read  8%  with  the  Amendments, 
The  Marquxss  of  GLANBICARDE 
moved  to  leave  out  Clause  26,  which  em- 
powered the  Directors  to  raise  the  maxi- 
mum rates  of  fares  for  passengers.  The 
nohle  Marquess  said  he  was  no  advocate 
for  extremely  low  fares  on  railways;  on 
the  contrary,  he  admitted  that  they  must 
be  fixed  at  remunerative  rates.  But  when 
a  railway  company  had  undertaken,  with 
the  sanction  of  Parliament,  to  make  and 
maintain  a  railway  at  certain  fares,  an 
application  by  that  company  to  raise  the 
fares,  which  they  themselves  then  fixed  as 
BuflScient,  ought  not  to  be  acceded  to  with- 
out careful  and  close  inquiry,  in  order  to 
ascertain  whether  the  demand  had  not  its 
origin  in  mere  reckless  and  extravagant 
management ;  and,  above  all,  such  a  case 
as  this  ought  not  to  be  drawn  into  a  pre- 
cedent. Now,  as  far  as  he  could  discover, 
for  the  last  twenty  years  this  Bill  had  no 
precedent.  And  what  were  the  grounds 
stated  for  the  increase  of  fares  ?  Only  one 
such  ground  appeared  on  the  face  of  the 
Bill.  There  might  be  other  grounds,  and 
he  was  sure  the  Committee  had  considered 
them  well ;  but  the  Preamble  only  men- 
tioned one. 

*'  Whereas,"  [it  laid,]  "  lince  the  pnBstng  of  the 
Act"— [meaning  the  Aot  of  1863] — ^'^circumBtances 
baTe  beoome  materially  altered,  and  the  Company 
baTo  been  inTolred  in  a  large  expenditure,  and  it 
it  ^expedient  that  the  Company  be  authorized  to 
increaae  to  a  small  extent  the  toUi  and  charges 
for  passengers  limited  by  that  Act." 

YOL.  CXCIU.  [xHZBD  lumw.] 


But  then  the  question  arose  how  this  ex- 
penditure had  been  incurred,  and  what 
was  the  position  of  the  Company.  If 
this  expenditure  had  been  incurred  not 
through  any  reckless  extravagance  on  the 
part  of  the  Directors,  but  legitimately  for 
the  purposes  of  the  railway  and  the  service 
of  the  public,  and  if  the  railway  had  been 
discreetly  managed  without  blame  to  the 
Directors,  then  a  primd  facte  case  was 
made  out  for  an  increased  tariff.  Their 
Lordships  would  see  how  this  was.  Up 
to  1863  the  tolls  on  the  London  and 
Brighton  line  were  higher  than  were  fixed 
by  this  Bill ;  but  in  that  year  a  competing 
scheme  was  proposed  for  the  construction 
of  a  line  called,  he  believed,  the  Becken- 
ham,  Lewes,  and  Brighton  line.  The 
Directors,  in  consequence,  voluntarily  of- 
fered to  reduce  their  fares,  and  did  so ; 
and  the  competing  line  did  not  pass.  Was 
this  reduction  of  fares  conditional  ?  No ; 
it  was  absolute,  Beokenham  line  or  no 
Beckenham  line,  it  was  to  be  made.  To 
show  that,  he  would  quote  the  evidence 
given  by  Mr.  Slight,  late  Secretary  of  the 
Company,  before  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  to  which  the  Becken- 
ham, Lewes,  and  Brighton  Bill  was  re- 
ferred in  the  Session  of  1863.  The  report 
of  the  examination  was  as  follows : — 

'*  Mr.  RouKO :  Is  there  a  resolution  about  re- 
ducing the  rates?— I  hare  the  full  authority  of 
the  Board  in  this  matter  to  act  in  this  Committee 
Room. 

"  By  the  Committxx  :  Have  you  any  authority 
to  communicate  to  this  Committee  any  decision  of 
the  Board  with  regard  to  the  future,  or  any  pledge 
to  give  on  their  parC  as  to  the  future  * — Yes,  I 
think  I  may  say  I  haTC.  Not  in  the  form  of  a 
resolution  of  the  Board  ? — Of  course,  if  that  ques- 
tion is  put  to  me  1  am  bound  to  sny ,  but  I 

am  speaking  in  the  presence  of  three  Directors, 
and  there  is  no  doubt  about  the  fnct. 

**Mr.  Hops  Scott:  You  are  speaking  in  tbo 
presence  of  three  Directors,  and  you  are  aware 
that  what  you  say  will  be  taken  down  f — ^Tes,  oer* 
tainly.  Tou  are  awaro,  also,  that  being  taken 
down  it  may  at  any  time  be  quoted  against  the 
Brighton  Company? — Tes,  and  quoted  against 
me.  Now,  under  that  responsibility,  will  you  say 
to  the  Committee  what  you  are  prepared  and  con- 
sider yourself  authorized  by  the  Board  to  state  to 
the  Committee  as  to  the  rates  f— I  think  the 
question  which  was  put  to  me  was  whether  I  was 
authoriied  to  pledge  the  Board  and  the  Company 
not  to  increase  the  present  adopted  schedule  of 
rates  ?  I  have  full  authority  from  the  Board  to 
give  that  pledge  in  the  name  of  the  Company." 

By  these  representations,  then,  the  Com- 
pany succeeded  in  their  opposition  to  the 
Bill,  and  the  reduced  rate  of  fares  was 
retained  up  to  the  present  time.  In  1866 
a  competing  line  was  again  proppsedi  buJt 

N  Digitized  by  CjOOQIC 


855 


ZofUhmf 


(LO£DS] 


BrigMon^oni 


866 


it  was  nltimatel J  giyen  up,  and  the  Brigh- 
ton Company  retained  their  monopolj.  The 
inhabitiihts  of  Brighton  were  thereibre 
still  dependent  upon  one  line,  and  they 
depended  upon  the  Parliamentary  pledge 
and  engagement  entered  into  by  the  Com- 

£any.  To  get  rid  of  the  Beckenham, 
«we8,  and  Brighton  line  the  Company 
were  ready  to  adhere  to  their  reduced 
rates;  but  now,  having  a  perfect  mono- 
poly and  having  no  dread  of  competition, 
the  Company  asked  Parliament  to  enable 
them  to  raise  their  fares  and  to  make  the 
burdens  on  the  customers  of  the  railway 
greater  than  tliey  had  ever  been  before. 
Looking  at  the  broad  facts,  he  thought 
their  Lordships  would  pause  before  they 
passed  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape.  How 
many  railways  of  the  country  could  adopt 
the  language  of  the  Preamble  of  this  Bill  ? 
Or,  rather,  how  many  were  there  that 
were  not  in  a  position  to  adopt  it  ?  How 
many  were  there  that  had  not  been  in- 
volved in  expenditure  that  had  not  been 
profitable,  either  to  themselves  or  the 
public  ?  If  this  Bill  were  passed,  in  the 
absence  of  any  special  circumstance  to 
justify  it,  other  companies  would  be  put- 
ting in  a  similar  claim,  to  the  great  dis- 
turbance of  the  commerce  of  the  country 
and  to  the  great  increase  of  the  tax  which 
locomotion  imposed  upon  it.  The  general 
receipts  of  railways  had  not  increased  as 
they  ought  to  have  done ;  and  he  was  afraid 
that  that  indicated  a  comparative  dimi- 
nution of  the  trade  of  the  country,  upon 
which  the  cost  of  locomotion  was  really  an 
inland  duty.  He  believed  that  the  gross 
amount  paid  by  the  public  to  the  railway 
companies  was  not  less  than  £38,000,000 
annually.  lie  warned  the  House  to  pause 
before  making  a  precedent  which  might  be 
injurious  to  the  country. 

Moved,  "To  leave  out  Clause  26."— 
{Th$  MarqueBB  of  Clanricarde.) 

LosD  CAMOYS  said,  that,  as  Chairman 
of  the  Select  Committee,  he  was  quite 
prepared  to  defend  the  decision  it  arrived 
at,  and  suggested  that  if  the  House  did 
not  approve  that  decision,  the  proper  course 
was  to  refer  the  Bill  back  to  that  Select 
Committee.  He  denied  that  any  pledge 
had  been  given  by  the  Company  which 
ought  to  preclude  it  for  ever  &om  raising 
its  tolls.  It  should  be  remembered  that 
the  proposed  scale  of  fares  was  lower  than 
the  scale  which  was  authorized  from  1846 
to  1868.  Daring  that  period  the  first- 
class  express,  seoond-olass  express,  first 

JT^e  Marguess  of  Ohnricard^ 


class  ordinary,  seoond-class  ordinary,  and 
third-class  rates  of  fares  were  respectively 
as  follows:— d(f.,   3(^.,   2  2-5(1.,   1  4-5i., 
and  1  \'bd.  per  mile;  in  1863  the  rates 
were2MM  ^d.,  2d.,   l\d,,  and  Id,;  and 
the  scale  proposed  in  the  Bill  was  2|(l., 
2id.,  2}i.,  Hd.,  and  Id.     This  scale  gave 
a  small  increase  of  Id.  per  mile  for  first 
and  second-class  passengers — there  being 
no  alteration  as  regards  third-class  pas- 
sengers— beyond  the  amount  which,  by  an 
Act  of  1863,  the  Company  were  author- 
ized to  take.     The  scale  authorized  by  the 
Act  of  1863  was  a  considerable  reduction 
on   the  scale  which  the  Company  were 
then,  and  from  the  time  of  the  passing 
of  their  Act  of  incorporation  of  1846« 
authorized  to  take,  and  it  was  a  redac- 
tion which  the  Company  volunteered  as  a 
concession  to    induce  Parliament  not  to 
sanction   a  competing   line  to  Brighton. 
But  in  a  subsequent  Session  ( 1 866),  Par- 
liament did  sanction  the  competing  line, 
after  the  Company  had  been  put  to  an 
enormous  expense,  in  the  vain  attempt  to 
uphold  the  decision  of   1868.      It  was, 
therefore,  submitted  by  the  Company  that 
if  the  adoption  of  the  tolls  of  1863  could 
originally  have  been  considered  as  a  con* 
tract  between  the  Company  and  Parlia- 
ment, the  contract  was  put  an  end  to  by 
the  action  of  Parliament.     The  Company 
were  in  1863  supposed  to  be  in  a  much 
better  financial  condition  than,   in  fact, 
they   were,    as   subsequent  investigation 
had  shown  ;  and  they  had  since  laid  out 
very  large  sums  of  capital  in  station  and 
other  accommodation  on  the  main  line  for 
the  benefit  of  the  public,  upon  which  they 
did  not  get  any  adequate  return;  —  and 
indeed  the  net  income  for   the  last  year 
(1867)  proved  to  be  insufficient  by  upwards 
of  £100,000  to  pay  preference  charges. 
It  was  manifestly  for  the  interest  of  the 
public  that  railways  should  be  efficiently 
maintained,  and  it  was  impossible  to  secure 
that  object  unless  a  reasonable  sum  was 
received  in  the  shape  of  tolls.     The  Com- 
pany were  not  asking  Parliament  to  re- 
store the  full  amount  of  tolls  authorized 
before  1863  ;   they  asked  only  an  increase 
equal  to  about  half  of  that  reduction,  and 
this  only  on  tlie  first  and  second-class  pas- 
sengers.    They  ^ked  no  alteration  at  all 
as  regards  third-class  passengers,  or  ani- 
mals or  goods.     The  promoters  submitted 
that  the  scale  proposed  was  a  very  mode- 
rate scale,  and  below  the  ordinary  stan- 
dard.     It    was    much    lower    than    the 
authorized    maximum    charges    of    the 
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Sonth-Wefiteni,  Sontli-Eaflteni,  Chatham, 
nd  other  adjoining  railways  in  the  South 
of  England,  and  lower  than  the  actual 
aTerage  charges  of  the  eight  principal 
railwayi  having  termini  in  the  metropolis. 
Tfaepromolera  further  said— 

*"  The  redaedoD  of  1863  proTM  to  be  more 
tben  the  vDtferUkini^  can  bear— the  remunption  of 
half  the  aaoDOi  of  that  reduction  ii  essential  to 
aeenie  the  prefereooe  shareholden'  interest — and 
tlie  Compaoj  submit  that,  under  the  circom- 
itaDoei,  they  may  fairly  ask  that  they  shall  not 
btf  held  boood  to  the  full  amount  of  a  concession 
iBsUy  made  by  their  then  Directors  in  1863,  when 
the  shareholders  were  not  aware  of  the  actual 
positioQ  of  the  Company.  The  Committee  to 
whom  your  Lordshipe  referred  the  Bill  gave  the 
labjeet  ef  tolls  rery  patient,  full,  and  careful 
ftttentioa,  and,  having  heard  all  that  coold  be 
addaced  on  both  sides,  they  decided  in  &TOiir  of 
tha  toUs  proposed  in  the  Bill." 

For  these  reasons  he  supported  the  clause. 
Bakl  FORTESGUE  said,  he  had  no 
interest  except  that  of  the  public  interest 
IB  the  question  before  the  House.  He 
Tantured  to  submit  that  this  was  just  one 
af  thoM  great  questions  of  principle  which 
it  waa  desirable  the  House  should  decide 
hr  itaalf  instead  of  delegating  the  respon- 
nbiUty  to  fire  of  its  Members,  who,  how- 
ever ^e  thej  might  be,  would  be  desti- 
tute of  ibe  advantage  of  being  guided  hy 
prioeiples  laid  down  hj  the  House  itself. 
At  present  the  question  at  issue  was  whe- 
tber  railwaj  companies  should  be  em- 
powered to  levy  what  taxes  they  pleased 
on  personal  locomotion  and  the  moTement 
of  goods ;  or,  in  other  words,  whether 
ParliameBt  ahould  practically  hand  oyer  to 
ftose  eompanies  the  power  of  levying 
iaiport  and  export  duties  on  the  trade, 
Bsaa&eturesy  and  commerce  of  the  coun- 
try. Bailwaja  were  practically,  and  ought 
la  be  economically  monopolies,  well  re* 
jtrieted  and  guarded  hy  Parliamentary 
profviaioDS  enforcing  adequate  service  and 
rcstntniog  them  from  undue  charges.  But 
if  it  vera  sanctioned  in  any  one  instance 
tint  a  oompany  was  to  hreak  through  these 
KSCniata,  and  obtain  the  power  to  raise 
their  shargca  a  crowd  of  companies  would 
ask  the  Legtalature  for  increased  powers  of 
taamg  o«  trade  and  commerce.  In  the 
pieecttt  esse  there  were  three  Companies 
vfaieh  prepoaed  to  amalgamate,  and  all  of 
wbieh  hMd  beeome  notorious  for  extorting 
^kafjk  lares  from  the  public.  They  all  had 
pwjMnly  tho  same  object  in  view ;  and 
mder  Ike  eireomstaneea  was  it  likely  that 
any  pmats  individual  would  deem  it  worth 
Ids  while  to  incur  the  oiormous  eipense 
mittmdaaX  on  employing  counsel  and  bring- 


ing witnesses  before  the  Committee  to 
oppose  the  Bill  f  It  was  obvious  that  the 
Companies  possessed  an  immense  advantage 
over  private  individuals;  and  it  was, 
therefore,  the  duty  of  that  and  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  to  lay  down 
general  principles  instead  of  throwing  so 
great  a  responsibility  upon  a  Committee 
which  had  before  it  two  sets  of  counsel, 
both  of  whom  were  interested  in  recom- 
mending the  plunder  of  the  public.  It 
was  to  Parliament  itself  and  not  to  Select 
Committees* appointed  by  either  House 
that  the  public  must  look  for  protection 
against  what  might  become  a  regular  sys- 
tem of  increased  fares  for  passengers  and 
increased  charges  for  goods  all  over  the 
kingdom. 

LoKD  VERNON,  as  a  member  of  the 
Committee  appointed  to  examine  this  Bill,  - 
could  not  for  a  moment  call  in  question  the 
propriety  of  submitting  it  to  a  thorough 
examination,  without  which  it  could  not 
be  framed  on  de6nite  principles ;  and  he 
thought  their  Lordships  must  feel  obliged 
to  the  noble  Marquess  for  having  brought 
the  subject  forward.  Although  he  had  hod 
only  a  brief  experience  of  the  business  of  their 
Lordships'  House  he  had  already  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  whole  system  of  rail- 
way legislation  was  very  vague  and  uncer* 
tain,  and  that  the  more  general  principles 
were  adhered  to  the  more  simple  and  less 
costly  would  be  the  working  of  the  system. 
There  was  ample  proof,  however,  submitted 
to  the  Committee  that  tho  fares  on  the 
Brighton  line  were  not  sufficient  to  earn  a 
fair  dividend.  When  the  line  was  opened 
in  1841  the  ordinary  first-class  fare  from 
London  to  Brighton  was  15«.,  and  the 
second-class  lis.  In  July,  1867,  however, 
they  were  reduced  to  Ss.  lOd,  and  6«.  8(2. 
respectively.  Therefore,  although  a  slight 
increase  was  now  proposed,  the  fares 
would  be  nothing  like  so  high  as  those 
charged  when  the  railway  was  first  opened. 
In  conclusion,  he  expressed  his  belief  that 
the  circumstances  would  fully  justify  their 
Lordships  in  passing  the  Bill. 

Tm  Dueb  of  KICHMOND  said,  he 
could  not  assent  to  the  proposal  of  the 
noble  Marquess.  The  speech  of  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (EarlFortescue)  had  reference 
to  the  whole  system  of  private  legislation, 
but  did  not  contain  a  single  argument 
tending  to  show  that  this  particular  Com- 
mittee had  arrived  at  a  conclusion  contrary 
to  the  evidence  brought  before  it.  For 
his  own  part  he  differed  entirely  from  the 
noble  Earl,  being  of  opinion  that  a  ques- 
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tion  of  this  kind  ought  to  be  sifted  by  a 
Select  Committee,  which  had  the  assistance 
of  the  counsel  on  either  side  and  an  oppor- 
tunity of  examining  witnesses.  Indeed, 
everybody  who  had  paid  attention  to  the 
Private  Bill  legislation  of  this  House  must 
be  aware  that  a  Bill  could  not  be  submitted 
to  a  more  searching  tribunal  than  a  Select 
Committee.  The  noble  Earl  was  some- 
what in  error  as  to  what  took  place  before 
the  Select  Committee  in  1863.  There 
was  no  direct  assertion  made  that  the  fares 
were  reduced  in  consequence  bf  the  oppo- 
sition scheme  of  the  London,  Lewes,  and 
Beckenham  railway ;  but  it  was  notorious 
that  during  the  progress  of  that  Committee 
the  Brighton  Company  practically  said, 
**  If  you  think  our  fares  are  too  high  we 
are  willing  to  reduce  them."  The  result 
was  that  the  London,  Lewes,  and  Becken- 
ham scheme  being  thrown  out, the  Brighton 
Company  had  no  line  to  compete  with 
them.  In  1866,  however,  the  London, 
Lewes,  and  Beckenham  Bill  was  passed. 
The  London,  Lewes,  and  Beckenham  line 
was  passed  in  1 H66  as  against  the  London 
and  Brighton  Company ;  but  it  had  never 
been  proceeded  with,  because  the  affairs  of 
all  the  companies  had  got  into  so  very 
disastrous  a  state.  The  increase  of  tolls 
now  sanctioned  by  the  Committee  did  not 
bring  them  up  to  what  the  Company  were 
entitled  to  charge  in  1863.  The  total  of 
that  increase  amounted  to  only  \d,  a  mile 
for  first  and  second-class  passengers.  There 
was  no  increase  on  the  third-class  pas- 
sengers, nor  was  that  injustice  done  to  the 
agricultural  interests  which  seemed  to 
weigh  so  much  on  the  noble  Marquess. 
The  Committee  had  displayed  great  in- 
dustry. It  had  brought  before  it  a  very 
large  scheme,  a  part  of  which  would  have 
entitled  a  company  to  charge  any  toll 
without  being  bound  by  any  maximum. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  the  Committee  was 
an  able  one,  and  that  it  had  very  fully 
considered  the  whole  subject.  He  thought, 
therefore,  it  would  be  unwise  in  their 
Lordships  to  do  anything  which  might 
lead  the  public  to  suppose  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  not  the  confidence  of  their 
Lordships'  House.  In  consequence  of  a 
decision  to  which  the  Committee  had  come, 
the  Amalgamation  Bill,  to  which  so  much 
objection  had  been  taken  in  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  had  not  been  pressed.  Be- 
lieving that  the  small  increase  sanctioned 
by  tlie  Committee  was  necessary  in  order 
to  enable  the  Company  to  carry  on  their 
affairs  with  advantage  to  themselves  and 
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the  public,  he  hoped  their  Lordships  would 
not  agree  to  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Marquess. 

LoBD  REDESDALE  regretted  the  views 
of  the  noble  Duke.  Railway  fares,  once 
fixed,  should  not  be  increased ;  and,  if  the 
proposed  alteration  was  made  in  this  case, 
there  would  soon  be  a  flood  of  similar 
applications  from  the  other  railway  com-* 
panics  of  the  country.  This  was  a  ques- 
tion of  principle,  in  which  the  House  had 
a  right  to  interfere,  and  he  should  cer- 
tainly support  the  proposition  of  the  noble 
Marquess.  With  regard  to  the  Brighton 
Company  having  reduced  their  fares  under 
fear  of  competition,  they  were  now  in 
precisely  the  same  position,  and  held  just 
the  same  monopoly  of  the  traffic  as  when 
they  agreed  to  the  reduction,  for  the  Lon« 
don,  Lewes,  and  Beckenham  line  had 
fallen  through,  and  was  never  likely  to  be 
revived. 

LoED  TAUNTON  concurred  with  his 
noble  Friend  the  Chairman  of  Committees. 
He  protested  against  the  proposition  that 
railway  companies,  after  giving  solemn 
pledges  to  Parliament,  and  obtaining . 
powers  and  privileges  on  the  strength  of 
those  pledges,  being  allowed  afterwards  to 
throw  their  engagements  to  the  winds. 
From  his  former  experience  in  *'  another 
place,"  he  could  say  that  it  was  the  prac- 
tice of  the  House  of  Commons  to  keep 
railway  companies  to  their  pledges.  If  a 
company  violated  any  pledge  it  had  given 
to  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
when  it  came  before  that  House  again, 
the  Board  of  Trade  appeared  against  it, 
no  matter  how  unobjectionable  the  scheme 
in  hand  might  be — and  represented  that, 
as  it  had  broken  its  promise,  it  had  no 
right  to  come  again  before  the  House  of 
Commons.  That  mode  of  proceeding  had 
made  companies  very  careful  of  giving 
pledges  which  they  did  not  intend  to  keep. 
Knowing  the  ability  of  his  noble  Friend 
the  Chairman  of  the  Select  Committee 
(Lord  Camoys),  in  this  case  he  should 
have  voted  for  upholding  its  decision,  if 
his  noble  Friend  had  not  stated  the  rea- 
sons for  that  decision.  His  noble  Friend 
said  the  Committee  had  been  guided  by 
the  consideration,  whether  the  increase  of 
toll  was  not  necessary,  in  order  to  enable 
the  company  to  pay  its  way.  He  objected 
to  holding  out  facilities  to  companies  to 
levy  from  the  public  money  which  they 
had  squandered.  He  could  not  concur 
with  the  noble  Duke  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  in  thinking  that  the  pro- 
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posed  increase  of  tolls  would  not  hare  an 
mjarioas  effect  on  the  trade  of  the  district. 
But  then  he  could  not  certainly  approve 
of  the  course  taken  by  his  noble  Friend 
the  Chairman  of  Committees,  whose  duty 
it  was  to  preserve  an  attitude  of  strict 
impartiality.  On  the  whole,  if  the  Motion 
was  pressed  to  a  division,  he  should  be 
obliged  to  vote  with  the  noble  Marquess. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
thought  their  Lordships  would  not  act 
wisely  in  tying  up  the  companies  too 
tightly  in  the  matter  -of  fares,  as  the 
companies  would  be  driven  to  protect 
themselves  by  diminishing  the  accommo- 
dation, and  so  force  passengers  to  pay  the 
higher  rate  of  fares.  He  trusted  their 
Lordships  would  not  refuse  their  sanction 
to  the  decision  of  the  Committee,  as  such 
a  proceeding  would  be  calculated  to  in- 
crease the  difficulties  already  felt  by  Com- 
mittees, and  cause  questions  of  this  des- 
cription to  be  withdrawn  from  the  legiti- 
mate tribunals  and  bandied  about  and  dis- 
cussed among  the  Members  of  the  House. 

Easl  grey  said,  he  never  wished  to 
over-rule  the  decision  of  a  Committee  upon 
matters  turning  on  considerations  of  de- 
tail ;  but  it  was  the  positive  duty  of  the 
House  to  see  that  questions  of  principle 
received  due  consideration.  It  was  per- 
fectly clear  from  what  had  been  said  in 
the  course  of  this  discussion  that  the  im- 
portance of  maintaining  the  implied  con- 
tract between  the  companies  and  the  pub- 
lio  had  not  been  duly  considered.  There 
were  numbers  of  persons,  clerks  and  others, 
who  had  fixed  their  residences  along  par- 
ticular linos  of  railway  on  the  faith  of 
what  they  considered  the  scale  of  fares 
established  by  the  companies.  An  increase 
of  the  travelling  charges  would  be  practi- 
cally an  increase  of  rent  in  the  case  of 
these  persons,  and  would  be  manifestly 
unjust  to  the  public.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  whatever  that  the  Brighton  Com- 
pany possessed  exclusive  control  of  their 
own  district ;  and  had  the  amount  of  capi- 
tal  expended  by  them  in  the  construction 
of  their  railway  been  only  proportioned 
to  the  requirements  of  the  district  and  the 
actual  cost  of  the  line,  they  would  now  be 
dividing  a  handsome  dividend.  It  was 
contrary  to  all  sound  policy  to  sanction  an 
increase  of  fares  under  circumstances  like 
the  present,  merely  to  earn  a  dividend 
upon  the  preference  shares. 

EiiBL  GRANYILLE  said,  he  had  come 
to  the  House  not  knowing  how  he  should 
TOte  upon  tiie  Question,  and  determined 


to  give  the  benefit  of  any  doubt  to  the 
Committee,  who  had  carefully  examined 
the  subject,  and  that  disposition  certainly 
was  strengthened  by  the  declarations 
which  he  had  heard  as  to  the  intentions 
of  the  Government.  To  rid  themt^elvesof 
competition  the  Company  promised  to 
lower  their  fares :  the  bargain  was  struck, 
and  low  fares  were  tried ;  but  now  the 
question  arose  whether  the  fares  were  re- 
munerative or  not.  The  Committee  hav- 
ing gone  into  tho  question  and  decided 
that  the  f^res  were  not  sufficient  to  sup- 
port the  railway  in  a  proper  condition,  he 
was  inclined  to  side  with  the  Committee. 

The  Duke  op  CLEVELAND  thought 
it  would  be  unwise  to  reverse  the  decision 
of  the  Committee ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
felt  it  most  impolitic  to  allow  railway 
companies  to  break  solemn  promises. 

Tbe  MAKauEss  OP  CLANRICARDE 
said,  the  case  resolved  itself  into  this — 
that  as  long  as  the  Company  feared  com- 
petition it  was  prepared  to  lower  its  fares, 
and  as  soon  as  it  had  secured  a  monopoly 
it  asked  for  powers  to  levy  increased  rates 
from  the  public.  Ho  would  not,  however, 
persist  in  his  opposition  to  the  clause. 

On  Question,  Beaolved  in  the  Negative. 

On  Question,  That  the  Bill  do  pass, 
LoBD  REDESDALE  felt  bound  to  pro- 
test against  the  principle  of  allowing  a 
Company  to  raise  its  fares.  Up  to  this 
time  he  had  always  resisted  any  demand 
for  such  an  increase ;  now,  however,  the 
demand  had  been  granted  in  opposition  to 
him,  and  he  asked, — What  am  I  to  do 
next  year?  Parties  will  come  asking 
for  an  increase  of  fares,  the  decision  of 
the  House  will  be  quoted  against  me,  and 
my  hands  will  be  tied. 

Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

PARLIAMENTARY  REFORM- 
REPRESENTATION   OF  THE   PEOPLE 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL-(No.  164.) 
( The  Lord  Privy  Seal,) 
COIIHITTEE. 

The  Eabl  of  AIRLIE:  I  do  not  de- 
sire to  oppose  or  delay  the  progress  of  this 
Bill ;  but  it  seems  to  me,  I  must  say,  that 
we  are  not  in  a  condition  to-night  to  con- 
sider the  Amendments  which  were  printed 
only  this  morning.  I  ask  any  of  your 
Lordships  to  look  at  these  Amendments. 
They  are  so  numerous  that  I  have  not 
counted  them ;  but  I  think,  at  a  rough 
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computation,  there  are  about  fifty.  One 
of  these  Amendments  contains  a  proposal 
of  a  most  important  character.  It  refers 
to  the  representation  of  the  great  city  of 
Glasgow,  and  the  intent  of  the  Amend- 
ment is  no  less  than  this— to  extend  the 
Parliamentary  boundaries  of  Glasgow,  so 
as  to  include  within  its  limits  a  population, 
as  I  am  informed,  of  62,000  persons  who 
are  not  now  within  them.  Now,  my 
Lords,  this  is  not  the  first  time  the  ques- 
tion has  been  mooted.  When  the  Bill 
came  originally  into  the  other  House  it 
proposed  to  extend  the  Parliamentary 
limits  of  Glasgow.  A  diyision  took  place 
in  the  Committee,  and  the  Government 
were  defeated ;  and  now,  after  this  deci- 
sion of  the  House  of  Commons,  leaving 
the  boundaries  of  Glasgow  as  they  are, 
the  Bill  having  come  up  to  your  Lord- 
ships' House  it  is  proposed  not  merely  to 
reverse  the  decision  of  the  other  House, 
but  it  is  proposed  by  this  Amendment  to 
include  a  very  much  larger  population  than 
the  original  draft  of  the  Bill  proposed  to 
include.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  petition 
of  the  inhabitants  of  those  burghs  it  is 
proposed  to  annex  against  the  Amend- 
ment ;  but  I  do  not  want  to  go  into  the 
merits  of  the  case  now,  for  it  is  merely 
on  the  ground  of  time  that  I  object  to 
going  into  Committee ;  and  I  therefore 
propose  that  the  Committee  be  postponed 
till  Monday  next. 

Thb  Eabl  of  MALMESBURY:  I 
quite  agree  with  the  noble  Earl  that, 
owing  to  circumstances  over  which  I  had 
no  control,  these  Papers  have  been  laid 
upon  jour  Lordships'  table  later  than  was 
intended,  and  certainly  without  giving  your 
Lordships  time  to  consider  the  Amend- 
ments. The  fact  is  that  the  Amendments 
were  sent  to  be  printed  on  Friday  night; 
but  from  some  cause  or  other,  which  I  have 
not  ascertained,  they  have  taken  longer 
than  usual  to  print.  So  far,  however,  was 
it  from  my  wish  to  surprise  your  Lord- 
ships in  any  way,  that  I  informed  my  noble 
Friend  who  manages  the  arrangements  on 
the  opposite  side  (the  Earl  of  Bessborough) 
of  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  renew 
this  question,  in  order  that  he  might  com- 
municate with  his  Friends  on  the  subject. 
This  particular  clause  is,  however,  the 
only  one  upon  which  the  Amendment  is 
of  any  importance.  The  others  are  merely 
verbal  Amendments,  and  I  shall  recom- 
mend your  Lordships  to  go  into  Committee 
and  to  proceed  with  the  Bill  in  Commit- 
tee ;  and  then  on  the  Report  let  it  be 
The  Earl  0/ Airlie 


undentood  that  we  shall  fully  disenst  this 
question  of  the  boundaries  of  Glasgow.  I 
do  not  think  the  Government  can  consent 
to  put  it  off  so  long  as  the  noble  Earl  asks 
us  to  do.  We  have  a  great  deal  of  Busi- 
ness before  the  House  ;  and  I  think  if  we 
put  it  off  till  Friday,  we  shall  by  that 
time  have  had  sufficient  time  to  obtain  all 
the  information  we  may  require.  That,  I 
think,  will  be  the  most  convenient  way 
for  your  Lordships  to  proceed. 

Thb  Eabl  of  AIRLIE  said,  he  had  no 
objection  to  the  course  proposed  by  the 
noble  Earl ;  but  he  wished  it  to  be  under- 
stood that  this  Bill  would  be  taken  the 
first  thing  on  Friday  night. 

The  DuKi  of  ARGYLL  :  Do  I  under- 
stand that  the  Bill  is  to  be  taken  in  Com- 
mittee to-night,  and  the  merely  verbal 
Amendments  agreed  to,  and  that  the  Bill 
will  be  reprinted  with  these  Amendments 
and  reported  to  the  House  on  Friday  ?  This 
question  of  the  boundaries  of  Glasgow  it 
of  considerable  importance ;  and  I  hope, 
therefore,  that  it  will  be  made  the  first 
Order  of  the  Day. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order.) 

Clauses  1  to  26  agreed  to,  with  verbal 
Amendments. 

Clause  27  (Qualifications  for  Members 
of  General  Councils). 

The  Dctxb  of  ARGYLL  said,  he 
thought  the  words  of  the  clause  were 
very  wide  and  liberal,  but  they  omitted 
all  mention  of  a  new  degree  which  a  good 
many  students  were  now  beginning  to 
take — he  meant  the  degree  of  Bachelor  of 
Science.  He  thought  that  those  who  had 
taken  that  degree  should  not  be  excluded 
from  the  franchise,  and  he  would  therefore 
move  an  Amendment  supplying  the  omis- 
sion. There  was  also  another  matter  in 
this  clause  to  which  he  wished  to  refer. 
Until  four  or  five  years  ago  there  were 
two  Universities  at  Aberdeen — that  was 
to  say,  the  two  Colleges  were  both  Univer- 
sities, and  both  granted  degrees.  Now, 
however,  they  were  united  into  one  Uni- 
versity, and  had  only  one  body  which 
conferred  degrees.  It  would  be  obviously 
wrong  that  those  who  had  taken  degrees 
from  the  two  Collies  before  they  were 
united  should  be  excluded  from  the  fran- 
chise, bnt  the  wording  of  the  clause  would 
have  that  effect.  He  would  therefore 
move  words  supplying  the  omismon. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
as  to  the  noble  Duke's  second  Amendment 
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tbere  could  be  no  obiectioii,  bnt  it  was  pos- 
fible  that  tome  might  arise  with  respect  to 
the  first  He  thooght,  therefore,  that  the 
noble  Duke  had  better  give  Notice,  and 
postpone  the  Amendments  nntii  the  Re- 
port was  bronght  up. 

Thz  Duo  of  ABGYLL  assented. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  proposed 
to  add  the  following  proviso  :— 

"  Proriddd  always  thai  no  gradaato  of  any  Uni- 
Tvrailj  iball  be  disqualified  from  being  a  member 
of  tbe  General  Coonoil  of  snob  XJniTersitjr  bjr  rda- 
ten  of  bis  being  enrolled  as  a  stndent  in  an  j  class 
sf  ths  UniTeraitj." 

ProviBO  agreed  to,  added  to  the  Clause, 
danae,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  42  (Certain  Boroughs  in  England 
to  cease  to  return  Members). 

LoBD  LYVEDEN  said,  that  on  bring- 
ing up  the  Beport  he  should  call  attention 
to  the  proposed  disfranchisement  of  seven 
English  boroughs  in  a  Bill  relating  to  the 
r^resentation  of  Scotland,  and  should 
]nt>po9e  thaty  at  least,  some  notice  of  this 
fact  should  be  taken  in  the  Preamble. 
This  was  one  of  the  edicts  of  the  other 
House,  which  their  Lordships  would  bo 
obliged  to  register  now,  though  they  re- 
fosed  to  adopt  a  proposal  of  his  to  the  same 
effect  last  jear. 

LosD  DENMAI^  said,  the  disfranchise- 
ment  of  these  boroughs  to  give  Mem- 
bera  to  Scotland  was  a  departure  from  the 
priodple  asserted  by  the  Government  that 
no  pbce  should  be  wholly  disfranchised. 
Mr.  Wilkes^  who  had  not  been  sufficiently 
acknowledged  as  the  originator  of  Reform 
in  1776,  had  condemned  the  departure 
bom  the  proportion  of  forty- 6 ve  Members 
granted  to  Scotland  by  the  22nd  Article 
oi  the  Union.  Since  then,  in  1832,  eight 
new  Members  had  been  added,  and  now 
•ereu  Members  were  to  be  taken  from 
England  and  given  to  Scotland.  He 
^Mmld  have  thought  that  on  the  probable 
discovery  that  the  representation  of  mi- 
Borities,  which  was  only  an  experiment, 
did  sot  answer,  that  fresh  seats  might 
hereafter  have  been  found  without  de- 
friviag  tha  small  boroughs  of  their  rights ; 
at  the  BBme  tinM,  he  considered  that  the 
tonptations  to  bribery  in  very  small 
plafffs  with  enlarged  oonstituencies  were 
m  Tory  atroxig  that  they  might  soon  for- 
feit their  i%ht  of  having  representatives. 
Ma  oould  not  bat  remark  on  the  inconve- 
inaaee  pointed  out  by  the  noble  Viscount 
fike  Chairman  of  the  Boundary  Commission 
of  tba  mixed  constituencies  of  the  four 


boroughs  —  Shoreham,  Cricklade,  Ayles- 
bury, and  East  Retford— in  which  county 
voters  voted  with  a  borough  franchise; 
and  as  it  was  observed  that  very  few  of 
the  new  voters  had  been  in  time  to  be 
placed  on  the  register,  it  might  be  proper 
even  now  to  deprive  each  of  those  boroughs 
of  a  Member,  and  thus  part  of  the  required 
number  of  seven  would  be  filled  up.  As 
time  went  on,  the  working  of  the  Bill 
would  be  watched,  and  it  might  be  con- 
sidered as  settled  that  bribery  in  small 
boroughs  would  be  followed  by  total  dis- 
franchisement, which  would  afford  vacan- 
cies for  further  representation. 

Clause  48  (Corrupt  Payment  of  Bates* 
to  be  punishable  as  Bribery). 

The  DirxE  of  AHGYLL  said,  he  did 
not  wish  their  Lordships  to  pass  a  defini- 
tion of  a  house  which  would  exclude  from 
the  franchise  persons  resident  in  boroughs 
where  there  were  no  rates. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
believed  there  were  only  two  boroughs  in 
that  position,  and  he  suggested  that  the 
matter  should  be  allowed  to  stand  over 
until  the  Report. 

Amendments  made :  The  Report  thereof 
to  be  received  on  Friday  next ;  and  Bill 
to  he  printed  as  amended.    (No.  192.) 


LIWIDATION   BILL— {No. 
{The  Lord  WeOburi/,) 
SECOND  READING. 


181.) 


LoKD  WESTBDRY,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  ex- 
plained that  of  one  its  principal  objects  was 
to  enable  liquidators  and  assignees  to  apply 
securities  to  the  redemption  of  claims  of 
creditors  without  taking  them  into  the 
market,  and  thereby  reducing  their  value 
until  they  had  to  be  sold  at  low,  and,  per- 
haps, nominal  prices.  The  distribution 
was  to  be  made  under  a  scheme  prepared 
by  the  liquidators,  and  sanctioned  by  the 
Court  of  Chancery.  Another  portion  of 
the  Bill  related  to  creditors  holding  secu- 
rities by  way  of  mortgage  or  pledge,  and 
provided  for  the  realization  of  property  so 
held.  The  Bill  would  only  apply  to  com- 
panies now  in  the  course  of  liquidation. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\'* 
--{The  Lord  Westhury,) 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  the 
cases  to  which  this  Bill  applied  were  of  a 
very  exceptional  and  peculiar  kind,  and  he 
believed  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  was 
oorrect  in  stating  that  it  woold  be  utterly 
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impossible  to  conduct  and  finally  execute 
the  windiDg-np  of  such  cases  without  the 
aid  of  some  exceptional  power  unknown  to 
the  Common  Law  and  inapplicable  to  ordi- 
nary oases.  As  the  Bill  was  to  be  confined  to 
the  peculiar  cases  referred  to,  it  ought,  in 
his  opinion,  to  receive  their  Lordships' 
assent. 
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]^otion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

JUDGMENTS   EXTENSION  BILL. 
(The  Lord  Chelmsford.) 

(no.  160.)      SECOND   BEADING. 

Lord  CHELMSFORD,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time,  said, 
that  the  object  of  the  measure,  whicli  was 
to  render  the  judgments  or  decrees  of  cer- 
tain Courts  in  England,  Scotland,  and  Ire- 
land effectual  in  all  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  At  present,  if  a  creditor  re- 
covered a  judgment  in  one  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  the  debtor  withdrew 
to  another  part,  the  judgment  could  not  be 
made  effectual ;  but  the  creditor  was  com- 
pelled, if  he  wished  to  follow  his  debtor, 
to  commence  a  fresh  action,  and  obtain 
another  judgment  in  that  part  of  the  king- 
dom to  which  the  debtor  had  retired.  Prior 
to  the  year  1867,  several  Bills  were  intro- 
duced into  the  other  House  to  alter  this 
unsatisfactory  state  of  things ;  but  all  those 
measures  were  rejected  in  consequence  of 
a  fear  prevalent  among  the  Irish  Members 
that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Irish  Courts 
would  be  unduly  interfered  with.  No 
change  had  been  attempted  since  1857 
until  the  present  Session,  when  the  present 
Bill  was  brought  into  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
among  the  Members  of  which  were  the 
late  and  the  present  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  and  the  late  and  the  present  Lord 
Advocate.  Ultimately,  it  passed  the  lower 
House  without  any  division  at  all. 

Moved,  <<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
{I^d  Chelmeford,) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
saw  no  objection  to  the  measure,  which 
would  really  tend  to  consolidate  the  three 
difierent  portions  of  the  kingdom  by  mak- 
ing a  judgment  obtained  in  one  enforcible 
into  the  other  two. 

Motion  agreed  to ;    Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 
The  Lord  Chancellor 


PARLIAMENTARY  REFORM^ 

REPRESENTATION   OF  THE   PEOPLE 

(IRELAND)  BILL— (No.  176.) 

(The  Lord  Frivy  Seal.) 

SECOITD   BEADIKGh. 

The  Eabl  of  MALMESBURY,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
time,  said,  I  believe  your  Lordships  will 
not  expect  that  I  shall  now  enter  into 
any  lengthened  explanation  of  its  pro* 
visions.  I  need  only  remind  your  Lord- 
ships that  in  the  year  1850  Parliament 
had  made  great  progress  in  the  reform 
of  the  Irish  representation,  while  no  cor- 
responding measure  has  been  passed  until 
last  Session  for  this  country.  The  Bill 
will  therefore  make  very  little  alteration 
in  the  Irish  franchise.  It  will  leave  the 
county  franchise  unchanged  at  its  pre- 
sent  amount  of  £12,  and  it  will  lower  the 
borough  franchise  from  £8  to  £4.  This 
arrangement  will  practically  give  house- 
hold suffrage  to  all  who  pay  rates  in  bo- 
roughs in  Ireland— for  in  Ireland  those 
persons  whose  houses  are  worth  less  than 
£4  are  not  liable  to  the  payment  of  the 
rate,  which  is  paid  by  the  lessor.  The 
provisions  with  respect  to  the  county 
franchise  and  the  borough  franchise  are 
the  two  main  points  in  the  measure.  I 
propose  that  your  Lordships  should  go  into 
Committee  on  the  Bill  on  Monday  next. 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— (7%d  Lord  Privy  Seal) 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  thought 
the  noble  Earl  might  have  given  them 
some  further  explanations  with  respect 
to  the  Bill,  and  more  particularly  in 
reference  to  their  abandonment  of  that 
doctrine  on  the  subject  of  the  *'  hard  and 
fast  line  "  on  which  they  had  insisted  in 
dealing  with  the  subject  of  Reform  in  this 
country.  But  their  Lordships  might  enter 
into  the  general  subject,  if  they  should 
think  proper,  on  the  Motion  for  going  into 
Committee  on  Monday  next. 

Motion  ayreed  to;  Bill  read  2*  accor- 
dingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  next. 

Honte  a^j^^^v^^d  at  a  quarter  past 

Eight  o'olook,  to  Tbaradaj  next, 

half  past  Ten  o'olock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tvffsday,  June  30,  1868. 

MINUTES.]—  PuBuc  Bills  ~  ResoluHans  re- 
ported — Inland  RcTeniie  Acts. 

Orrfcrerf— Fairs  (Metropolis) ;  Inland  RoTenne. 

First  JBftftftii^— Fairs  (Metropolis) •  [205]. 

Second  Jtaading-^MiVitArj  at  Elections  (Ireland) 
[95],  negatived;  Mnnicipal  Corporations  (Me- 
tropolis) [105],  negoHved;  Lunatic  Ayslums 
(IreUnd)  Accoaots  Audit  •  [184];;  Libel 
(Irrlaiid)*  [IW]:  Turnpike  Trusts  Arrange- 
ment* [200];  Colonial  GoTernors'  Pensions 
Act  Amendment*  [2U2]. 

CommiUm  —  Kevenne  Officers  Disabilities  Re- 
moval [76];  Larcenj  and  Embczileroent 
[157]  —  R.P.  ;  Assignees  of  Marine  Policies 
147] ;  Burials  (Ireland)*  [5];  Railway  Com- 
peoiss  (Ireland)  Advances*  [177];  Drainage 
and  JmproTement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supple- 
meatal  (No.  2)*  [195] ;  Med  way  Regulation 
Act  Continuance*  [196];  Prisons  (Scotland) 
Administration  Acts  Amendment  {re-eomm.)^ 
[197]  :  Bankruptcy  Act  (1861)  'Amendment 
tl45]. 
i&;p0rt~ReTenue  Offieers'  Disabilities  Removal 
[76] ;  Assignees  of  Marine  Policies  [147-203] ; 
Burials  (Ireland)*  [5-204];  Railway  Com- 
panies (Ireland)  Advances*  [177];  Drainage 
and  Improrement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supple- 
mental {^^o,  2)*  [195];  Medway  Regulation 
Act  CoQtinuance  *  [196] ;  Prisons  (Scotland) 
Administratioa  Acts  Amendment  {re-eomm.)* 
{1971;  Bankruptcy    Act  (1861)  Amendment 

Comaidered  a$  amended  —  University  Elections 
(Vociog  Papers)*  [187]  ;    Bank  of  Bombay* 


[ITS 


Beading -^  Cxirr%%h  of  Kildare*  [192]; 
New  Zealand  (Legislative  Council)*  [185] ; 
CoDsuUr  Marriages*  [188];  Bank  Holidays 
and  Bills  of  Exchange*  [180],  and  passed. 
W&kdraum — Landed  Property  Improvement  (Ire- 
iMd)*  [32]. 


COMMITTALS  (SCOTLAND). 
QUESTION. 

SiE  ROBERT  ANSTRUTHBR  said, 
be  wished  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate,  Who- 
titer  his  attention  has  been  directed  to  a 
Retom  made  to  this  House  dated  IStli 
May  1868.  No.  279,  showing  the  number 
el  Committals  in  Scotland  for  1866-7,  by 
wVich  it  appears  that  in  sixteen  cases  200 
dajs  and  over,  in  siztj-six  cases  150  days 
and  over,  and  in  176  cases  100  days  and 
overdapeed  between  the  committal  and  the 
trial  of  prisoners  ;  and,  whether  it  is  his 
isteotion  to  take  any  steps  to  insure  the 
iWteniDg  of  such  serious  delay  in  the 
steinittration  of  jostice  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  said,  in  reply, 
^^  ^  sixteen  eases  mentioned  in  the 
Q"*ite»  in  whieh  the  prisoners  had  been 


detained  for  200  days  and  upwards  were 
very  special  cases.  In  some  of  them  the 
prisoners  were  insane,  in  others  unwell,  and 
in  others  the  cases  were  attended  with 
peculiar  difficulty.  But  no  innocent  per- 
son had  suffered,  and  all  the  prisoners  were 
convicted,  except  one,  who  was  found  to 
have  been  insane.  With  reference  to  the 
other  class  of  cases  included  in  the  Question, 
he  might  explain  that  the  Assise  or  Circuit 
Courts  were  held  in  Scotland,  in  the  pro- 
vinces, once  in  six  months,  empt  in  Glas- 
gow, where  there  was  also  a  winter  assize. 
Of  course  there  must  be  detention  to  await 
the  circuit ;  but  Scotland  was  not  in  a  dif- 
ferent position  from  England  in  that  respect. 
Further,  the  course  of  proceeding  was  just 
what  it  had  always  been.  In  serious 
cases  the  trials  occasionally  were  removed 
to  Edinburgh;  but  it  would  causo  very  great 
expense  to  the  country,  great  inconvenience 
to  witnesses,  and  also  occupy  the  time  of 
the  Court  more  than  was  desirable,  if  all 
trials  for  criminal  oases  were  held  in  Edin- 
burgh. There  was,  however,  a  proceeding 
under  the  Scotch  law  by  which  it  was  com- 
petent for  a  prisoner  who  was  detained  to 
force  on  his  trial  if  he  was  unwilling  to 
wait  for  the  circuit,  so  that  not  only  in 
bailable  offences  could  he  get  out  of  prison 
on  finding  security,  but  in  the  case  of 
offences  that  were  not  bailable  he  might 
take  proceedings  to  force  on  his  trial.  As 
to  the  concluding  part  of  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Baronet,  provisions  were  contained 
in  the  Justiciary  Court  Bill  now  before 
the  House — and  which  he  hoped  would  be 
passed  this  Session — that  would  greatly 
facilitate  the  trial  of  prisoners  who  pleaded 
guilty  to  the  charges  brought  against 
them. 

SiE  ROBERT  ANSTRUTHER  asked, 
Whether  the  insane  prisoners  were  insane 
when  first  imprisoned  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  some 
of  the  prisoners  were  insane  previous  to 
apprehension,  and  others  became  insane 
afterwards.  Persons  who  committed  such 
crimes  were  often  not  in  the  most  sane 
state  of  mind. 

LOSS  OP  THE  "  GARONNE." 
QUESTION. 

Admibal  ERSEINE  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  (with  reference  to  an  inquiry 
lately* held  at  Penzance  into  tJie  loss  of 
the  steamer  Oaronne),  Whether  the  Re- 
port   of   the    inquiry    published    in    the 

Digitized  by  LjOOQIC 


S71 


Priion  MtnisUrs 


(COlOfOKS) 


Aei^BmMum. 


S7i 


W€9Um  TifMi,  wherein  it  is  stated  that 
Mr.  0*Dowd,  Solicitor  of  the  Board  of 
Customs,  said  in  his  speech,  "  The  boats 
were  got  out,  and  he  would  be  able  to 
ehow  that  the  men  who  were  sared  brought 
with  them  bags  full  of  olothes  "  is  true ; 
and  whether  the  fact  so  stated  by  Mr. 
O'Dowd  has  not  been  proTed  by  the  e?i- 
denoe  to  have  occurred,  whilst  the  pas- 
sengers, including  seyeral  women  and 
children  were  left  to  perish  ;  and,  if  he 
will  lay  Cc%  of  the  Evidence  and  Re- 
port upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  in  reply, 
that  Mr.  O'Dowd  was  in  Ireland;  bat  that 
a  telegram  from  him  had  been  received  that 
afternoon  stating  that  the  report  of  his 
speech  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Admiral  was  accurate,  and  it  certainly 
appeared  from  the  evidence  that  some  of 
the  sailors  who  were  saved  had  bags  of 
olothes  with  them.  Very  little  effort 
seemed  to  have  been  made  to  save  the 
passengers.  There  appeared  to  have  been 
a  total  absence  of  order  and  discipline, 
owing,  no  doubt,  to  a  want  of  firmness 
and  presence  of  mind  in  the  roaster  and 
ehief  officer,  who,  it  was  only  fair  to  say, 
were  also  regardless  of  their  own  safety, 
and  went  down  with  the  vessel.  The 
Report  and  main  part  of  the  evidence, 
which  were  somewhat  voluminoos,  had 
been  published  in  the  Western  Times, 
If  the  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  wished 
to  move  for  those  documents  there  would 
be  no  objection  to  produce  them. 

METROPOLIS— HYDE  PARK— RIDE  IN 
ROTTEN  ROW.— QUESTION. 
Mr.  GOWPE-R  said,  that  as  steps  were 
being  taken  for  intersecting  the  western 
portion  of  Rotten  Row  by  a  carriage 
road,  and  apprehending  that  that  inter- 
section might  increase  the  inconvenience 
already  existing  from  the  crowding  of  that 
part  of  Rotten  Row  where  persons  had 
been  accustomed  to  ride,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Whether  there  will  be  any  extension  of 
or  addition  to  the  Ride  in  Rotten  Row 
to  compensate  for  the  interference  with 
the  Ride,  occasioned  by  the  carriage  road 
now  being  made  across  Rotten  Row  near 
Kensington  Gardens  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS,  in  reply, 
said,  the  Government  did  not  contemplate 
this  year  making  any  addition  to  Rotten 
Row  in  consequence  of  the  road  that  would 
shortly  be  made  across  it  in  the  direction 
Admiral  Ershi%$ 


mentioned  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman . 
But,  undoubtedly,  next  year,  on  the  north 
side  of  the  Albert  Memorial  it  would  be 
necessary  to  make  considerably  alterations 
and  improvements  in  connection  with  that 
Memonal.  Then,  at  the  western  portion 
of  Rotten  Row,  which  was  now  very  in- 
convenient and  narrow,  it  would  be  requi- 
site to  take  steps  to  compensate  for  the 
part  of  the  Ride  that  would  be  taken  for 
the  road. 

Mr.  GHILDERS  wished  to  ask,  Whe- 
ther that  would  be  in  addition  to  the 
£6.000  taken  this  year  ? 

LoBP  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that 
the  £6,000  taken  this  year  would  be  ab- 
sorbed by  the  new  roads  and  lodges  to 
the  south  and  east  of  the  Memorial. 

OVERLOADING  OF  MERCHANT  SHIPS. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  WEGUELIN  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  any  regulations  have  been 
promulgoted  by  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
prevent 'the  overloading  of  Merchant  Ships? 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  in  reply, 
that  no  such  regulations  had  been  issued  by 
the  Board  of  Trade,  who  had  in  fact  no 
power  to  issue  any.  It  had,  however,  been 
proposed  to  insert  a  clause  in  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Acts  Amendment  Bill  with  the 
view  of  enabling  a  seaman  to  obtain  a  speedy 
survey  of  a  ship  in  which  ho  refused  to 
sail  on  the  ground  of  overloading,  or  other 
cause.  It  had  also  been  suggested,  and 
the  suggestion  seemed  reasonable,  that  in 
order  to  facilitate  the  obtaining  by  under- 
writers of  evidence  of  overloading,  the 
draught  of  water  should  be  painted  in 
legible  figures  on  the  stem  and  stern  of 
every  vessel,  and  that  the  o6Scers  of  the 
dock  or  Custom  House  should  take  note 
of  the  depth  she  drew  as  she  proceeded  to 
sea.  It  was  impossible  to  lay  down  rules 
on  that  subject  which  should  apply  to 
all  vessels,  and  it  might  be  questioned 
whether  they  did  not,  even  now,  err  in  such 
matters  on  the  side  of  over  legislation,  which 
must  tend  to  diminish  unduly  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  shipowner. 

PRISON    MINISTERS    ACT. 
RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  MAGUIRE  said,  the  interests 
affected  by  his  Motion  were  graver  than 
might  appear  at  first  sight.  Some  years 
sinoe  the  state  of  things  in  the  prisons  of 
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England  and  Wales  with  retpdot  to  the 
spiritnal    initruetion   of   Roman    Catholic 
prisoners  was  so  onsatisfaotory  that  the 
Oovernment  in  trod  need  and  carried  what 
was  commonlj  known  as  a  permissiye  Bill 
— -namelj,  the  Prison  Ministers  Act.  That 
measure  made  legal  what  was  not  legal  he* 
fore,  and  gave  ample  power  to  magistrates 
to  provide  spiritual  instruction  for  the  pri- 
soners under  their  care.     Speakers  in  that 
House,  and   on  the  platform,  as  well  as 
writers   in    the   public    Press,    frequently 
quoted  certain  statistics  as  to  the  number 
of  Roman  Catholic  prisoners  in  the  larger 
towns  of  England,  and  sought  to  trace  a 
eonnectioif  between  those  statistics  and  the 
teaching  of  his  Church.     Now,  his  answer 
to  that  was,  that  the  authorities  of  the 
gaols  of   those  towns— or  those,  rather, 
who  had  control  oyer  them — were  mainly 
responsible  for   the   consequences    which 
wero  thus  attributed  to  the  doctrine  and 
teaching  of  his  Church.     At  present  there 
was  by  law  in  Ireland  a  Protestant  and  a 
Roman  Catholic  chaplain  for  every  prison 
—a  system  which  had  been  attended  with 
the  most  beneficial  results.    In  passing  the 
Prison   Ministers   Act   for   England    and 
Wales  the  Legislature  expected  that  the 
magistrates    or   other    prison    authorities 
would  take  advantage  of  the  me^ure  and 
put  its  provisions  into  operation  ;  but  his 
oomplaint  was  that  they  had  failed  to  do 
•0  to  any  considerable  extent ;  and  thus  a 
great  wrong  was  inflicted,  not  only  on  the 
most  helpless,  and  probably  the  most  de- 
graded class  of  the  community,  but  also 
upon  society  at  large,  and  especially  upon 
the  ratepayers.     lu  England  and  Wales 
there  were  119  gaols  in  which  Protestfint 
chaplains  were  engaged,  the  aggregate  of 
their  salaries  being  £20,133;  while  Ca- 
tholic chaplains  were  only  engaged  in  fif- 
teen of  these,  and  the  whole  amount  paid 
to  them  was  J&1,255.     It  was  a  fact,  fur- 
ther, that  in  addition  to  the  jS20,133  paid 
to  Protestant  chaplains  there  were  addi- 
tional sums  paid  to  assistants  and  Scripture 
readers,  brinj^ing  up  the  total  to  nearly,  if 
not  quite,  «&30,000.     In  London,  which, 
as  the  capital,  gave  the  tone  to  the  rest  of 
the  nation,  there  ^ere  on  the  2nd  of  April 
this  year  649  Roman  Catholic  prisoners  in 
five  gaols  ;  and  the  Protestant  clergymen 
attending    those    gaols    were    paid    over 
£2,000  for  their  services  in  connection 
with  them,  besides   the  £500  or  £600 
which  he  had  no  doubt  their  assistants  re- 
ceived.   But,  while  the  Protestant  clergy 
were  thus  remunerated   for  the  spiritual 


instmetion  which  they  afforded  to  their  co* 
religionists,  not  a  single  farthing  was  given 
for  the  instruction  of  the  Roman  Catholie 
prisoners.  In  the  prison  of  Coldbath  Fields 
application  had  been  made  that,  on  Easter 
Sunday,  opportunity  might  be  given  for 
the  celebration  of  the  greatest  solemnity 
of  their  Church  ;  but  a  room  was  refused. 
At  lost  better  treatment  was  given,  but  no 
clerk  was  allowed  to  give  the  responses  of 
the  sacred  office,  till  at  length  a  Catholic 
magistrate  attended  for  the  purpose  ;  and 
afterwards  a  boy  of  ten  years  of  age  was 
allowed  to  perform  the  clerk's  office.     The 
Roman     Catholic    clergyman    at    Tothill 
Fields  did  not  ask  for  a  single  pound  for 
his  ministration,  but  had  simply  expressed 
a  wish  that  a  lady,  the  daughter  of  a  Peer 
and  the  wife  of  a  Member  of  Parliament, 
might  be  allowed  to  play  during  the  time 
of  Divine  service.     Permission  was,  how- 
ever, refused  ;  and  the  lady,  who  was  a 
woman  ^of  high  spirit,  waited  on  the  visit- 
ing justice  and  asked  to  be  allowed  to  play 
on  Sundays  for  the  benefit  of  the  prison- 
ers, ohserving  that  his  own  daughter  waa 
allowed  to  attend  in  the  gaol.     "  Oh,"  re- 
plied the  magistrate,  "  my  daughter  is  not 
the  only  lady  who  attends  ;  there  are  three 
or  four  others  who  come  here."     Did  that, 
he  should  like  to  know,  look  like  religious 
equality?.    Was  that   '* levelling  up"  or 
*'  levelling  down  ?"     Further  still,  it  was 
true  that  several  priests  bad  broken  down 
with  health  shattered  by  the  indignity  and 
contumely  with  which  they  were  treated 
by  the  prison  authorities  and  officials.   For 
his  own  part  he  did  not  wish  to  see  a  single 
farthing  of  the  money  which  they  received 
taken  from  the  Protestant  clergy.     What 
he  was  protesting  against  was  the  manner 
in  which  the  Roman  Catholic  clergyman 
was  treated.  The  Government  prisons  were 
managed  admirably,  and  he  could  not  see 
why   the   same    principle    could   not    be 
adopted  in  all  the  gaols.     These  poor  peo- 
ple should  not  he  told  that  while  they  com- 
mitted smaller  oflfences  they  would  not  re- 
ceive fair  play  in  prison,  but  that  as  soon 
as  they  committed  crimes  which  subjected 
them   to  penal  servitude,  then   fair  play 
would  be  extended  to  them.     At  the  last 
meeting  of  the  Board  the  Chairman  said 
that  everything  necessary  had  been  pro- 
vided for  the  conduct  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic worship  in  the  prison ;  the  fact  being, 
on  the  contrary,  that  the  priest  could  not 
proceed  with  his  duties  until  be  had  ex- 
pended £120  out  of  his  own  pocket  in  the 
purchase  of  altar  furniture,  vestmentii  and 
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other  things  that  were  absolutely  necessary 
for  the  conduct  of  Catholic  worship.  Ca- 
thoh'c  clergymen  who  visited  prisons  were 
treated  with  studied  indignity,  and  efery- 
thing  was  done  to  discourage  them.  Pro- 
testants wished  to  be  attended  only  by 
Protestant  clergymen,  and  Cathoh'cs  only 
by  Catholic  clergymen  ;  and  if  a  Catholic 
chaplain  attempted  to  interfere  with  the 
faith  of  a  Protestant  prisoner  he  should  be 
expelled  from  the  prison  ;  but  nothing  of 
the  kind  ever  happened.  The  good  effects 
of  allowing  the  visits  of  Catholic  clergymen 
to  prisoners  of  their  own  persuasion  were 
seen  by  experience,  as  in  the  prison  of  the 
Isle  of  Wight ;  whereas  when  prisoners 
did  not  obtain  spiritual  consolation  they 
were  committed  and  re-committed,  and  de- 
scended the  hardened  steep  of  crime.  This 
was  a  question  also  for  the  ratepayers,  be- 
cause persons  committed  over  and  over 
again  to  gaol  occasioned  a  great  expense 
to  the  community  ;  and  perseverance  in  a 
system  of  mere  punishment  without  im- 
provement would  only  add  to  the  number 
of  the  dangerous  classes  of  society,  which 
were  the  most  costly  classes  of  all.  All 
means  of  improvement  should  be  adopted. 
They  had  been  tried  with  admirable  effect 
in  Ireland,  and  the  result  was  that  the 
Irish  Judges  were  going  the  circuits  hav- 
ing scarcely  any  crime  to  in(|uire  into. 
Poverty  and  misery  were  the  causes  of  the 
crimes  committed  by  the  poor  Irish  in 
London  :  they  were  more  exposed  to  temp- 
tation than  any  other  class ;  and  he  im- 
plored the  Houso  not  to  make  crime  deeper 
and  darker  by  refusing  the  means  of  reli- 
gious improvement.  The  matter  was  one 
which  called  for  the  vigorous  action  of  Go- 
Tcrnment,  instead  of  leaving  it  to  a  body 
of  magistrates,  who  were  quite  unfit  for 
the  purpose,  to  sit  in  judgment  as  to  the 
religion  of  200,000,000  of  the  human  race. 
If  the  Prison  Ministers  Act  were  not  made 
compulsory,  ten  or  a  dozen  years  might 
elapse  before  the  law  would  be  put  into 
active  operation ;  and  as  he  did  not  wish 
to  wait  so  long  for  such  a  result,  he  now, 
in  the  name  of  justice— in  the  name  of  the 
honour  and  character  of  that  House— in 
the  name  of  fair  play  to  the  poor  and  op- 

{)ressed — in  the  name  of  civil  and  religious 
iberty — would  move  the  Resolution  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Lord  EDWAED  HOWARD  seconded 
the  Motion  ;  and  said  that  it  was  very 
gratifying  to  those  who  had  laboured  in 
this  cause  to  find  that  the  magistrates  of 
the  country  generally,  aided  by  the  AcU 
Mr.  Maguir$ 


passed  in  1863  and  1865,  had  to  a  con- 
siderable extent  conceded  the  principle 
that  the  Roman  Catholics  had  in  view,  by 
appointing  Roman  Catholic  ministers  to 
attend  to  members  of  their  flock  who  were 
in  gaol.  This,  however,  had  only  been 
done  to  a  too  limited  extent.  The  principle 
had  been  acted  upon  in  large  and  en- 
lightened towns  like  Preston,  Liverpool, 
and  Manchester,  where  salaries  had  been 
given  to  Roman  Catholic  ministers,  and 
various  steps  taken  to  facilitate  the  in- 
struction and  reformation  of  the  prisoners. 
Under  the  former  system  Catholic  prisoners 
had -to  endure  hardships  of  which  gentle* 
men,  whether  in  or  out  of  the  House,  had 
no  idea.  They  were  exposed  to  great  ill- 
usage  and  oppression  if  they  avowed  them- 
selves Catholics,  and  temptations  were  held 
out  to  them  to  attend  the  Protestant  ser- 
vice, with  increased  severities  if  they  re- 
fused. The  Reports  of  Inspectors  showed 
that  there  was  a  striking  improvement  in 
the  conduct  of  Roman  Catholic  prisoners 
in  consequence  of  their  being  brought  into 
communication  with  their  priests  ;  and  it 
was  shown  that  in  places  where  the  disci- 
pline of  the  prison  had  been  very  bad  indeed 
a  complete  reformation  had  taken  place. 
It  appeared  from  a  Report  in  December, 
1866,  that  the  chaplain  at  Park  hurst 
Prison  had  interfered  in  reference  to  the 
school  for  Roman  Catholic  children  ;  a 
system  which  he  (Lord  Edward  Howard) 
thought  ought  not  to  exist.  It  was  too 
bad  that  persons  wishing  to  be  reformed 
were  not  allowed  the  means  of  reformatioDy 
thus  increasing  the  expense  on  the  rate- 
payers of  the  country.  The  matter  was 
no^  so  important  in  reference  to  the  Pro- 
testant Dissenters,  because  in  many  cases 
they  did  not  object  to  attend  the  servicea 
of  the  Church  of  England ;  but  the  Roman 
Catholics  refused  the  ministrations  of  the 
Protestant  clergymen.  He  hoped  that  an 
appeal  to  the  enlarged  constituency  would 
tend  to  afford  a  remedy  to  that  state  of 
things  of  which  he  complained.  In  the 
present  Home  Secretary  they  had  a  talent 
of  administration  and  a  vigour  of  aetioa 
that  promised  the  best  results,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleinaii 
would  give  his  earnest  attention  to  the 
matter,  and  do  what  it  was  possible  to  do 
to  redress  a  wrong  and  confer  a  benefit. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That,  in  consequence  of  the  persistent  r»« 

fasal  or  neglect  of  the  authorities  having  control 

over  certain  of  the  coantj  and  borough  Prisons  of 

Great  Britain  to  put  in  operation  the  powers 
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giTon  to  them  bj  tb«  Prifon  Miniften  Act,  it  is 
naeenary  thej  should  be  eompelled  bj  Law  to 
make  adequate  proTiiion  for  the  rellffioua  instruo- 
tionand  DiTine  Wonhipof  Catholio  rriioneri." — 
{Mr,  Magwire,) 

Mr.  OATHORNE  HARDY  said,  that 
the  Returns  moved  for  had  two  sides,  one 
of  irhieh  only  had  been  presented  bj  the 
bon.  Member  to  the  House.  The  Returns 
would  show  that  throughout  the  country 
great  progress  had  been  made  in  this 
matter  since  the  Prison  Ministers*  Act  had 
come  into  operation.  As  he  had  said  last 
year  a  permissi? e  Act  on  a  subject  of  this 
sort  woold  in  most  cases  lead  to  contro- 
versy and  this  had  been  the  case  in  this 
instance.  Still,  however,  great  steps  had 
been  taken  in  order  to  secure  to  persons  in 
custody  who  were  of  a  particular  religion  an 
opportunity  of  seeing  the  ministers  to  whose 
creed  they  belonged  in  order  to  be  in- 
structed by  them.  There  were,  however, 
in  many  parts  of  the  country  considerable 
difficulties,  where  the  number  of  Roman  Ca- 
tholio prisoners  were,  perhaps,  only  four, 
five,  or  six,  and  where,  the  Roman  Catholic 
population  being  few,  there  was  no  priest  or 
chapel  near  the  prison.  In  these  cases  it 
was  almost  impossible  that  there  should  be 
a  regular  Roman  Catholic  chaplain  attached 
to  the  gaol ;  but  he  found  that  in  no  case 
mentioned  in  the  Returns  had  there  been 
any  refusal  of  access,  and  in  most  cases 
there  was  a  growing  freedom  of  access  for 
the  priest.  In  the  county  of  Middlesex, 
for  instance,  to  which  special  reference  was 
made,  considerable  progress  had  been  made 
both  as  to  access  to  prisoners  and  the  as- 
signment of  a  proper  place  for  the  peform- 
ance  of  religious  worship.  No  one  in  the 
gaols  was  debarred  from  access  to  a  mi- 
nister of  his  own  creed  for  the  purpose  of 
religious  instruction.  With  respect  to  the 
supply  of  those  things  that  were  necessary 
for  religious  ceremonies,  he  thought  that 
it  would  be  found  very  difficult  for  any 
legislation  to  compel  a  supply,  for  they 
could  hardly  by  legislation  lay  down  rules 
to  be  applied  to  such  matters.  If  there 
had  been  what  the  hon.  Member  would  call  a 
sort  of  repulsive  coldness  in  the  reception  of 
Roman  Catholic  priests  in  gaols  he  (Mr.  6. 
Hardy)  did  not  see  how  that  could  be  got 
rid  of  by  legislation.  The  hon.  Member 
would  take  steps  by  his  Motion  to  call  on 
the  House  to  decide  the  sort  of  thing  that 
should  in  the  future  be  done  ;  but  ho  (Mr. 
6.  Hardy)  must  confess  that  he  was  not  in 
favour  of  that  kind  of  Motion  unless  im- 
mediate legislation  could  be  founded  on  it. 


Ho  was  not  surprised  that  Gentlemen  who 
professed  a  religion  which  they  thought  was 
neglected  should  be  impatient;  but  he 
trusted  that  the  House,  having  thought 
proper  to  act  by  permissive  legislation, 
would  give  a  certain  time  to  see  how  such 
legislation  would  act,  and  more  especially 
so  as  facilities  for  religious  instruction  were 
being  increased.  He  trusted  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  press  his  Motion  to  a 
division. 

Mb.  MONSELL  acknowledged  the  cour- 
teous and  conciliatory  remarks  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department,  and  expressed  his  concurrence 
with  him  that  it  would  be  inexpedient  for 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork,  under 
the  circumstances,  to  press  his  Motion  to 
a  division.  It  would  be  inadvisable  for  the 
House  to  pass  a  mere  abstract  Resolution 
upon  the  subject  unless  it  were  immedi- 
ately followed  up  by  legislation.  He  (Mr. 
Monsell),  however,  ventured  to  submit  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  in  all  the 
prisons  of  the  United  Kingdom  there  should 
be  an  equal  system  observed  in  regard  to 
the  religious  wants  of  the  prisoners.  It 
was  curious  to  mark  how  differently  the 
prisoners  belonging  to  the  religion  of  the 
minority  were  treated  in  Ireland  to  the 
prisoners  of  the  minority  as  regarded  faith 
in  England.  He  need  not  speak  of  the 
prisoners  professing  the  religion  of  the  Es- 
tablished Chnrch  in  Ireland,  who  had  al- 
ways the  assistance  of  the  ministers  of 
their  own  faith.  But  he  would  take  the 
Presbyterians  as  an  example.  In  1865 
he  found  there  were  on  an  average  only 
oighty-two  Presbyterian  prisoners  in  Ire- 
land. Well,  for  the  spiritual  wants  of  those 
eighty-two  prisoners  there  were  fourteen 
paid  chaplains.  In  the  county  Louth  there 
was  only  one  Presbyterian  prisoner,  and 
in  Fermanagh  two  Presbyterian  prisoners. 
Nevertheless,  there  was  a  Presbyterian 
chaplain  with  a  salary  of  upwards  of  £30 
to  attend  to  each  of  these  gaols.  He  by 
no  means  complained  of  this  expenditure. 
On  the  contrary,  however  few  the  prisoners 
were,  he  believed  that  the  ministrations  of 
the  clergy  were  attended  with  the  best 
results.  In  this  country,  however,  the 
greatest  difficulty  was  experienced  in  ob- 
taining for  the  Roman  Catholic  prisoners 
in  many  of  the  gaols  the  religious  conso- 
lation and  instruction  of  their  own  priests. 
He  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentlemon 
would  take  the  question  into  his  serious 
consideration,  and  would  endeavour  to  in- 
troduce a  Bill  next  Session  w^ich  should 
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eitend  the  ajstem  now  iti  foree  in  Ireland 
into  this  ooantry,  and  not  leare  to  the 
discretion  of  the  magistratee  that  which 
was  fixed  by  law  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  NEWDE6ATE  said,  he  nnder- 
•tood  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  had 
animadverted  upon  the  eonduot  of  the 
Middlesex  magistrates.  Now,  he  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  had  been  for  many  years  a 
justice  of  the  peace  for  Middlesex,  and 
he  knew  that  the  Bench  of  magistrates  at 
Clerkenwell  had  made  some  wise  conces- 
sions in  the  sense  of  the  demands  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  What  was 
the  result?  Had  that  hon.  Gentleman, 
or  any  other  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Members  of  that  House,  expressed  any 
satisfaction  ?  Not  the  least.  Ooant  de 
Montalembert,  in  writing  on  the  political 
future  of  England,  described  the  religious 
agitation  that  was  going  on  in  this  coun- 
try, of  which  they  had  had  a  sample  that 
day.  The  Count  recommended  the  Roman 
Catholics  to  demand  the  principle  of  re- 
ligious equality  for  their  prisoners  in  gaols 
—  a  principle,  by-the-by,  which  their 
Church  repudiated  wheneyer  it  had  power. 
Was  the  fact  not  enough  to  prove  that 
whatever  concessions  that  House  might 
make  short  of  granting  complete  supre- 
macy to  the  Roman  Catholic  Church — a 
lupremacy  insisted  upon  by  the  Pope  in 
his  Encyclical  —  they  would  give  no  satis- 
faction. On  the  contrary,  the. result  of 
such  concessions  acted  as  a  mere  en- 
couragement to  agitation.  So  confident 
was  he  that  the  advice  given  by  Count  de 
Montalembert  would  be  followed  out,  that 
he  voted  against  the  last  of  those  conces- 
sions, and  he  privately  expressed  his  con- 
viction that  those  concessions  would  not  be 
received  with  satisfaction,  but  would  only 
lead  to  further  demands.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  now  proposed  to  deprive  them 
of  the  discretion  that  was  vested  in  the 
msgiitrates  in  respect  to  the  appointment 
of  Roman  Catholic  chaplains  to  gaols,  al- 
though such  magistrates  were  responsible 
for  the  good  conduct  of  those  chaplains 
thai  were  allowed  to  visit  the  prisoners. 
To  satisfy  the  Roman  Catholic  priesthood 
was  simply  impossible.  They  had  the  as- 
surance of  the  Papacy  and  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergy  that  anything  short  of 
supremacy  would  fail  to  satisfy  them.  The 
Home  Secretary,  consistently  with  the 
amiability  of  his  character,  expressed  his 
satisfaction  at  the  concessions  being  made 
by  the  magistrates  generally  upon  this 
point,  and  his  hope  thai  those  concessions 
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would  continue  to  progress.  But  in  the 
face  of  the  Encyclical  of  the  Pope,  all 
such  concessions  would  be  utterly  inade- 
quate to  the  demands  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Church.  The  claim  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  now  was  this,  that 
wherever  there  was  an  assembly  of  per- 
sons belonging  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
community  there  should  be  by  law  present 
a  Roman  Catholic  priest  to  govern  them. 
Many  who  profess  Liberal  opinions  would, 
he  had  no  doubt,  arrive  at  the  conviction 
that  there  was  no  true  liberality  or  re- 
ligious freedom  to  be  found  in  the  course 
they  were  invited  to  pursue,  and  would 
join  with  those  of  his  political  opinions 
who  preferred  incurring  the  odium  cast 
upon  them  by  the  party  opposite,  rather 
than  resign  that  trust  which  as  magistrates 
they  n-ere  anxious  to  discharge  with  a  due 
regard  to  the  sacred  interests  inyolved  and 
to  the  best  of  their  understandings. 

Mr.  CHICHESTER  FORTBSCUB 
said,  as  he  understood  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
although  he  thought  the  present  applica- 
tion fair  and  just  in  itself,  he  refused  hit 
assent  to  it  because  he  feared  that  it  would 
be  followed  by  other  applications  which.  In 
his  view  of  the  case,  would  not  be  fair  and 
just.  He  (Mr.  C.  Fortescue)  hoped  that 
the  House  would  decide  this  question  npoa 
its  simple  merits  without  reference  to  any- 
thing else.  He  denied  the  application  of 
the  word  "  concession,''  which  had  been  ao 
frequently  used  by  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
proposition  now  made  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cork.  Conoossion  meant 
the  granting  of  something  to  a  party  who 
had  no  right  to  ask  for  it.  The  applioa- 
tion  now  made  was  one  founded  upon  right 
and  justice,  and  therefore  could  not  be  eon- 
sidered  a  concession  if  granted.  He  eon* 
curred  with  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Monsell)  in 
thinking  that  the  advice  and  instruction  of 
a  chaplain  to  prisoners,  however  few  in 
number,  were  calculated  to  produce  great 
good.  Speaking  from  his  own  knowledge 
of  what  occurred  in  Ireland,  and  espeeiallj 
in  his  own  county,  he  would  say  that  the 
system  of  securing  for  the  inmates  of  puhlio 
institutions  the  benefit  of  religious  adminia- 
trntions  by  law  was  carried  out  most  com- 
pletely, even  to  an  extent  that  might  be 
described  as  pedantic.  He  remembered 
with  shame  the  treatment  of  the  Rommn 
Catholic  minority  in  England  when  he  com- 
pared it  with  the  more  liberal  treatment  of 
the  Protestant  minority  in  Jfeland.  In  thm 
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workhome,  for  exuaple,  whieh  h%  was  in  the 
babit  of  attending,  there  wai  a  mere  hand- 
fol  of  Protestant  panpera — often  ool j  half- 
a-dosen — among  a  mau  of  Roman  Oatho- 
lioa,  and  yet  ^ere  waa  a  regularly  paid 
ehaplain  of  the  Chureh  of  England,  and  a 
room  waa  fitted  np  as  a  chapel  for  Dmne 
eerriee.  Unlets  the  principle  of  appoint- 
ing RooBan  Catholio  chaplains  to  these 
plaeee  in  England  waa  more  generally  ac- 
knowledged and  acted  upon,  bis  belief  was 
cbat  It  woeM  be  the  doty  of  the  House  to 
interfere  stringently  in  the  matter. 

Mb.  SYNAN  obserred  that  the  Prison 
Miaiatera  Act  of  1863  was  permissire,  but 
the  Act  of  1865,  whieh  profided  that  a 
prisoner,  unless  he  objected,  should  be 
Tistted  1^  a  minister  of  his  own  denomina- 
tion, limited  to  a  grea^  extent  the  discretion 
«f  the  magistrates.  He  could  not  agree 
with  the  Home  Secretary  that  great  pro- 
gress waa  being  made,  because  in  1866  it 
appeared  there  were  forty-one  gaols,  at 
which  ten  Reman  Catholio  chaplains  were 
employed^  while  in  the  latest  Return,  re- 
fernog  to  119  prisons,  only  fifteen  chap- 
lains had  been  appointed.  The  Returns 
shewed  that  at  several  prisons,  containing 
a  very  considerable  number  of  Roman 
Catholics,  no  Roman  Catholic  chaplain  was 
appointed. 

Sia  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  he  con- 
sidered the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kerth  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate)  ir- 
relevant to  the  subject.  The  question  was 
a  very  narrow  one,  being  confined  to  a 
qoestioQ  Bserely  of  prison  administration— 
Bamdy,  whether  Roman  Catholic  priests 
shouid  be  allowed  to  attend  Roman  Catholic 
prisooers  when  in  gaol  for  the  benefit  of 
saeh  prisoners,  and  for  the  real  object  for 
which  they  were  confined — that  of  their 
improveoieot,  and  for  the  good  order  and 
disisipline  of  the  prison.  This  was  not  a 
eoneessioo  to  Roman  Catholics,  but  whe- 
Aer  it  was  right  or  wrong  that  Roman 
Cathetie  priests  should  be  admitted  to  pri- 
ssaeis  who  beloaged  to  that  Church.  If 
it  was  wrong  to  permit  them,  there  was  an 
end  of  the  question.  Prisoners,  however, 
were  net  sent  to  gaol  merely  for  their 
fmaiAmmL  The  State  was  certainly 
laterasled  in  the  reformation  of  her  pri- 
soners, and  as  the  only  means  of  reform- 
ing prisoners  was  through  the  instrnmen- 
ta^y  of  religion,  and  as  it  was  impossible 
to  eipset  the  Reman  Catholic  prisoners  to 
he  rifaiuied  by  the  doctrines  of  a  religion 
in  whidi  they  did  not  believe,  be  regaraed 
Um  so-ssBea  eoDcassion  as  a  simple  act  of 


justice.  He  had  always  objected  to  the 
present  permissive  state  of  the  law,  be- 
cause there  was  an  ingenious  perverseness 
in  the  nature  of  Englishmen  which  fre- 
quently prevented  their  carrying  out  the 
benevolent  intentions  contemplated  by  Par- 
liament. Looking  at  the  question  as  he 
did,  purely  in  the  light  of  an  act  of  justice 
towards  the  Roman  Catholio  prisoners,  and 
of  benefit  to  the  State,  he  trusted  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  bring  in  a 
Bill  in  the  early  part  of  next  Session  to 
make  the  appointment  of  Roman  Catholio 
cnaplains  in  prisons  necessary. 

Mb.  KINNAIRD  remarked,  that  though 
it  was  true  the  contributions  to  the  gaols 
were  not  so  large  for  the  Nonconformist 
body  as  they  were  for  the  Roman  Catholic 
portion  of  the  population,  the  principle  was 
alike  the  same  in  each  case.  The  gradual 
addition  to  the  public  expenditure  was 
worthy  of  serious  attention,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  all  that  was  necessary  in  this 
case  was  to  resort  to  voluntary  efforts, 
which  had  been  found  successful  in  so  many 
other  directions,  and  which,  if  adopted, 
would  put  an  end  to  the  continual  squab- 
bles on  all  hands  for  payment  from  State 
funds. 

Mb.  NEATE  desired  to  allude  to  an 
important  and  delicate  point  which  had  not 
yet  received  any  attention  during  the  pro- 
gress of  this  discussion— -the  principle  of 
concealing  the  confessions  of  prisoners  who 
were  sentenced  to  death.  He  did  not  think 
that  it  was  necessary  that  the  details  should 
be  published ;  but,  before  the  House  as- 
sented to  any  proposition  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  Roman  Catholic  chaplains,  it 
should  be  distinctly  laid  down  that  it  was 
incumbent  on  the  priest  to  say  whether  the 
prisoner  had  confessed  his  guilt  or  not. 
The  peace  of  mind  of  tweWe  honest  jury- 
men, even  occasionally  of  the  Jndge,  was 
involved  in  the  question,  and  their  minds 
ought,  above  all  priestly  considerations,  to 
be  set  at  rest,  so  that  they  might  not  be 
afflicted  with  those  unpleasant  misgifings 
which,  in  the  absence  of  any  confession  of 
guilt,  would  prey  upon  their  minds  at  the 
most  unseasonable  hours.  ['*  Question  I"] 
The  objection  applied  equally  in  the  appoint- 
ment of  clergymen  of  any  denomination, 
for,  but  for  the  interposition  of  the  priest 
or  clergyman,  the  criminal,  finding  all  his 
hopes  gone,  would  frequently  yield  to  the 
dictates  of  that  natural  morality  which  was 
superior  to  the  morality  of  any  priest, 
either  Protestant  or  itoman  Catholic. 
['•  Question !"] 
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Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  he  was 
sure  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Neate)  would  not  be  the  man  to  call  upon 
an  ordained  priest  of  God  to  Tiolate  his 
ordinated  tow,  which  would  be  the  result 
of  adopting  the  suggestion  with  which  he 
closed  his  speech.  Believing  as  he  did 
that  the  desire  of  the  Catholic  Members 
who  supported  the  Resolution  before  the 
House  was  not  to  increase  the  resources 
of  the  Church  to  which  they  belonged, 
but  simply  to  carry  out  their  conscientious 
views,  he  should  support  the  Resolution. 
He  did  this  mainly  on  the  ground  that  in 
his  opinion  the  magistrates  of  England  are 
at  this  moment  acting  in  reference  to.  this 
matter  in  a  manner  the  House  ought  not 
to  countenance  ;  and  for  this  reason  :  the 
Judges  upon  whom  the  duty  devolved  sen- 
tenced convicted  criminals  to  terms  of 
imprisonment  commensurate  with  their 
offences ;  but  after  this  had  been  done, 
the  magistrates,  whose  duties  were,  in 
fact,  simply  ministerial,  inflicted  a  oumu* 
lative  punishment  by  depriving  the  prison- 
ers of  the  ministrations  of  the  Church  to 
which  they  belonged. 

Mr.  MAGUIRE,  in  reply,  said,  that  he 
had  in  some  respects  been  misrepresented 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary.  He  did  not  deny  that  progress 
had  been  made,  or  was  still  being  made, 
but  said  that  progress  had  been  very  slow. 
The  Roman  Catholic  Members  did  not 
want  chaplains  to  be  appointed  in  cases 
where  they  were  not  required;  but  they 
said  that,  in  common  justice,  a  chaplain 
should  be  appointed  to  minister  to  Roman 
Catholic  prisoners  in  cases  where  there 
were  many  of  them  confined  in  gaols. 
The  Roman  Catholic  Members  of  the 
House  represented  9,000.000  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects,  and  they  would  not  rest 
until  they  had  obtained  that  justice  and 
equality  to  which  they  considered  them 
selves  entitled.  Ho  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli),  who  had  made  so 
many  professions  of  his  desire  to  do  jus- 
tice to  the  Roman  Catholics,  to  carry  out 
his  professions  by  placing  a  Government 
Bill  on  the  table  of  the  House  next  Ses- 
sion, to  make  the  law  compulsory  instead 
of  permissive.  He  would  not  now  press 
his  Motion  to  a  division. 

Motion,  by  leave,  toithdrattm, 

PARLIAMENT—DIVISIONS  OF  THE 

HOUSE.— RESOLUTION. 
Sir  COLMAN   O'LOGHLEN   rose  to 
call  attention  to  the  practice  of  the  House 
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in  not  allowing  Members  who  went  by  in- 
advertence into  the  wrong  Lobby  in  divi- 
sions to  have  their  votes  recorded  in  the 
manner  in  which  they  wished  to  give  them, 
and  said  it  was  his  intention  to  move  a 
Resolution  which  would  enable  mistakes  of 
that  kind,  when  made  hereafter,  to  be  cor- 
rected. He  had  himself,  in  June  1864, 
been  the  victim  of  the  existing  rule,  having 
then  gone  into  the  wrong  Lobby,  and  con< 
sequently  had  his  vote  recorded  in  the 
opposite  sense  to  that  which  he  intended. 
The  effect  of  that  was  that,  there  being  a 
majority  of  1  against  the  view  which  he 
desired  to  support,  a  Bill  of  considerable 
interest  was  thrown  over  for  that  Session. 
A  similar  inadvertence  in  1856  was  com- 
mitted by  the  hon.  Member  for  Rochester 
(Mr.  P.  Wykeham-Martin).  There  were 
instances  of  even  some  of  the  most  experi- 
enced Members  of  the  House — including 
Government  *•  tellers"  themselves — some- 
times going  into  the  wrong  Lobby  by  mis- 
take; and  on  the  occasion  of  the  first 
division  taken  upon  the  Resolution  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
respecting  the  Irish  Church,  the  mojority 
was  60;  while  on  the  second  division  when 
the  Resolution  was  put  the  majority  was 
56  ;  the  difference  between  the  two  ma- 
jorities being  caused  by  two  Scotch  Mem- 
bers— for  even  Scotch  Members  at  times 
made  mistakes — going  into  the  wrong 
Lobby.  A  Member,  if  he  made  a  mistake 
by  going  into  the  wrong  Lobby,  ought  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  correcting  it.  In 
the  House  of  Lords  the  practice  was  differ- 
ent ;  and  although  he  should  not  wish  to 
follow  the  House  of  Lords  in  all  things,  the 
Resolution  which  they  had,  at  the  instance 
of  Lord  Redesdale,  adopted  to  meet  the 
case  of  Members  of  that  House  going 
into  a  wrong  Lobby,  might,  he  thought, 
very  well  be  made  the  rule  of  practice  in 
the  taking  of  divisions  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  He  begged,  therefore,  to  move 
a  Resolution  in  precisely  similar  terms. 

Mr.    p.   WYKEHAM- martin   se- 
conded the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  if  any  Member  shall,  by  mistake,  go  cot 
with  tho  Ayes  or  tho  Noes  (as  the  case  may  be), 
having  intended  to  Tote  on  the  other  side,  he  shall 
wait  until  the  other  Members  in  the  same  Lobby 
shall  have  passed  out,  and,  on  presenting  himself 
to  tho  Tellers,  he  shall  desire  that  he  may  not  be 
counted  with  them,  be  having  entered  the  Lobby 
by  mistake  ;  and  the  Tellers  shall  thereupon  come 
with  such  Member  to  the  Table,  and  inform  tho 
House  of  the  circumstance,  and  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman  (as  the  case  may  be),  shall  thereupon 
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nk  meli  Member  whetbmr  lie  wu  in  the  Home 
when  the  Qoestion  wu  put,  and,  if  he  ihall 
answer  in  the  afflrmative,  the  Speaker  or  Ohair- 
man  (at  the  ease  may  be),  shall  then  ask  snoh 
Member  whether  he  desires  to  yote  Aye  or  No 
on  sneh  Question,  and  the  vote  of  snoh  Member 
as  then  dcdarsd  by  him  shall  be  taken  by  the 
Tellers  in  the  Hoose,  and  reported  by  them  ac- 
eori&igly."— (Sir  Cohum  (TLoghlen.) 

LoBD  HOTHAM  Baid,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  not  agree  to  the  BeBolotioD. 
The  odIj  effect  of  Bnch  a  Motion  would  be 
to  point  out  to  the  country  that  mifitakea 
were  made  from  want  of  attention  which 
were  anything  but  creditable  either  to  the 
indiTidoal  Members  or  to  the  House.  Why 
waa  not  the  House  told  the  names  of 
the  Members  who  had  been  in  the  wrong  ? 
How  they  came  to  be  in  the  wrong  box  ? 
Whether  they  were  in  the  House  when 
the  Question  was  put?  It  argued  very 
liitJe  for  the  competence  of  Members  if, 
when  they  were  told  "  Ayes  to  the  right, 
Koes  to  the  left,*'  they  did  notltoow  which 
way  to  go.  If  hon.  Members  were  asleep, 
or  on  the  terrace  smoking,  or  reading 
Bewspapers  in  the  Ticinity  of  the  House, 
or,  in  short,  doing  anything  except  what 
they  ought — attending  to  the  Business  of 
the  Home  in  their  plaoes^that  was  their 
own  fault,  and  the  matter  was,  in  his  opi- 
Bioo,  not  of  such  importance  as  to  re- 
hire special  l^islation.  It  would  be  much 
better  to  go  on  in  the  old  paths,  and  not 
draw  too  much  attention  to  their  faults. 

Mb.  p.  WTKEHAM- MARTIN  said, 
the  miataie  in  his  case  had  occurred  on  a 
Wednesday,  when  he  had  been  in  the 
Bovse  almost  the  whole  morning.  It  was 
the  fixM  time  he  had  Toted  in  his  life,  and 
he  was  standing  at  the  Bar,  when  the  pre- 
decessor of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  in 
the  Chair  said  the  *'  Ayes"  were  to  go  to 
the  right.  He  thereupon  went  to  his  own 
right,  and  that  was  the  way  in  which  the 
sxror  arose.  As  to  the  Resolution  of  the 
boo.  and  learned  Baronet,  he  did  not  think 
it  was  a  matter  of  much  importance  one 
way  or  another. 

Sib  HENRY  WINSTON  -  BARRON 
said,  be  waa  astonished  that  any  hon. 
Member  sbonld  oppose  so  simple  a  Motion. 
The  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Uotham) 
waa  a  most  punctual  and  painstaking 
Member  of  the  House  himself ;  but  that 
waa  BO  good  reason  why  he  should  object 
to  tbe  adoption  of  a  role  by  which  mis- 
takes in  Toting  might  be  aroided. 

Mb.  BOUVBRIB  said,  the  hon.  and 
leaned  Baronet  must  remember  the  legal 
oiaxim,  yigtUmtibuM  nan  dormieniilmi  ntlh 
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i^miunt  leges.  He  did  not  think  it  de- 
sirable to  make  Resolutions  to  encourage 
mistakes.  The  rules  and  practice  of  the 
House  assumed  that  Members  knew  what 
they  were  about,  understood  the  Questions 
that  were  put,  and  gave  their  rotes  intel- 
ligently. The  rules  and  practice  were 
simple,  if  hon.  Members  would  only  take 
the  pains  to  comprehend  them.  If  they 
endeavoured  to  provide  for  those  weaker 
Members  who  made  mistakes  after  dinner, 
they  would  be  led  into  confusion,  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Hoose  would  be  brought 
into  ridicule,  and  there  would  be  much 
less  care  taken  to  prevent  mistakes. 

Mb.  ESMONDE  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  and  learned  Baronet  would  withdraw 
his  Motion.  Its  operation,  if  carried, 
would,  he  was  afraid,  be  something  like 
that  which  was  said  to  have  followed  the 
invention  of  life  buoys,  when  the  sailors 
were  constantly  falling  overboard,  knowing 
that  the  means  of  safety  were  at  hand. 

Sm  COLMAN  O'LOOHLEN  said,  he 
was  sorry  that  the  Leader  of  the  House 
had  not  made  any  observations  on  a  matter 
affecting  the  conduct  of  the  Business  of 
the  House  ;  but  after  what  had  fallen 
from  the  few  hon.  Members  who  had  spoken 
he  would  not  press  his  Resolution. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Baronet  has  alluded  to  me,  and  as  I  should 
be  very  sorry  to  be  suspected  of  any  want 
of  courtesy  to  the  House,  I  roust  say  that 
once  or  twice  I  was  on  the  point  of  rising, 
but  was  prevented  addressing  the  House 
by  reason  of  the  fact  that  other  hon.  Mem« 
hers  were  the  first  to  catch  Mr.  Speaker's 
eye.  I  should,  if  I  had  had  an  opportunity, 
have  given  an  uncompromising  opposition 
to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Baronet,  which  would  have,  as  it  appears 
to  me,  produced  this  effect :  we  should 
have  had  two  divisions  on  every  subject — 
there  would  be  a  division  and  a  revision  of 
a  division  in  each  case.  That  practice 
would  create  many  mistakes.  I  think  it  is 
always  unwise  to  alter  our  rules  of  pro- 
cedure without  grave  consideration,  and  I 
think  that  in  this  case  we  have  not  sufiS- 
cient  data  upon  which  to  base  such  con- 
siderations. I  do  not  think  we  are  en- 
tirely acquainted  with  the  motives  which 
occasion  these  apparent  mistakes.  I  have 
sometimes  ascribed  them  to  a  desire  in 
hon.  Members  for  change  of  society  ;  and 
on  many  occasions  it  has  been  the  case 
that  hon.  Members  going  into  the  wrong 
Lobby  have  been  in  a  state  of  some  social 
excitement.      As    I    think  also  that  an 
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agreement  with  the  Mdtion  of  the  hen.  I 
and  learned  Baronet  would  cause  MemherB 
to  he  more  careless  than  they  are  at  pre- 
sent,  I  should,  if  it  had  not  heen  stated 
that  the  Amendment  was  to  he  withdrawn, 
hare  opposed  its  passage. 
Motion,  hj  leare,  ^D\ihdravm. 


CASE    OF   ADJOURI. 
MOTION  FOR  PAPBB8. 

Mb.  BAZLEY,  in  moving  an  Address 
for  Papers  and  Correspondence  relating  to 
the  case  of  a  merchant  named  Adjoori, 
•aid,  that  in  1865  a  partnership  was 
entered  into  at  Manchester,  which  two 
Tears  afterwards  became  embarrassed. 
In  1867  the  partner  in  Manchester  re- 
ceived a  telegrnptiio  message  from  Aleppo 
to  invoice  £10«000  of  Manchester  goods 
for  Aleppo,  for  which  a  remittance  would 
be  provided.  The  remittance  did  not  ar- 
rive. The  house  of  Adjouri  and  Company 
had  conducted  itself  with  punctuality  and 
respect ;  but  having  suspended  payment  a 
bankruptcy  became  inevitable,  and  Adjouri 
WAS  made  a  bankrupt  in  Februarv.  In 
1867  Adjouri  absconded  from  Manchester. 
The  merchants  of  that  city  sent  a  mes- 
senger to  Aleppo  to  secure  debts,  but  he 
obtained  no  pavment  whatever.  An  liction 
was  instituted  in  Aleppo,  in  a  Court  framed 
for  the  trial  of  international  causes.  In 
the  course  of  the  trial  indications  were 
manifest  favourable  to  the  creditors.  But 
as  the  trial  proceeded,  very  much  to  the 
surprise  of  those  engaged  in  it,  the  Turkish 
authorities  suspended  the  trial.  Lord 
Lyons  was  leaving  Constantinople  at  the 
time,  and  Mr.  Elliott,  his  successor,  was 
in  a  state  of  transition.  Communications 
took  place  between  various  parties,  but  the 
Turkish  authorities  contested  the  rights  of 
British  nationality.  What,  then,  was  the 
British  Consul  doing?  The  sum  of  £2,000 
had  been  spent  in  seeking  redress  of  the 
grievance.  At  this  time  last  year  appli- 
cation was  made  to  the  Government  for 
redress.  The  answer  was  that  more  in- 
formation was  needed  as  to  what  took 
place  in  Constantinople.  His  constituents 
had  had  great  wrong  done  them.  He  did 
not  doubt  that  ultimately  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  give  them  redress.  But 
what  he  complained  of  was  the  unnecessary 
delay.  He  wished  to  have  no  farther  de- 
lay, "  which  made  the  heart  sick." 

Motion  made,  and  Qneition  proposed, 
"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  that  She  will  bt  graofoasly  pltoaed  to 
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give  directions  that  there  be  laid  before  this 
House,  a  Copy  of  Paoers  and  Correspondence  re« 
lative  to  the  absconding  of  Adjouri  from  Man« 
Chester,  leaving  large  debts  owing  to  the  mer- 
chants  of  that  city."— (Jtfr.  BaxUy,) 


LosD  STANLEY  said,  that  so  far  as 
he  could  understand  the  case,  the  facta 
were  these  —  A  man  named  Adjouri  had 
creditors  in  England  and  partners  in  Tur- 
key. He  became  bankrupt,  and  the 
creditors  in  Manchester  thought  that  they 
had  a  claim  upon  his  Turkish  property. 
In  order  to  enforce  this  claim  they  insti- 
tuted a  suit  against  the  partners  in  the 
Mixed  Court  at  Aleppo.  The  Turkish 
Government  interposed,  and  by  a  Viaerial 
order  stopped  the  proceedings  on  the 
ground  that  the  case  ought  not  to  have 
been  taken  into  the  Mixed  Court  at  all, 
but  to  have  been  tried  by  the  ordinary  tri- 
bunals. This  was  unquestionably  a' suffi- 
cient groMid  for  the  interference,  supposing 
it  to  be  proved  that  the  Mixed  Court  had 
no  jurisdiction.  Whether,  in  that  view  of 
the  ease,  the  Turkish  authoritiea  were 
right  or  wrong  was  a  very  difficult  aud  in- 
tricate question  of  law.  It  had  been 
several  times  referred  to  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown,  before  whom  every  facility 
had  been  given  to  the  parties  to  lay  their 
ease.  It  was  not  very  easy  to  ascertain 
the  precise  facts  on  which  the  legality  or 
illegality  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Turkish 
Government  depended.  Tory  lately,  bj 
the  advice  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  CrowOy 
he  had  written  to  Constantinople  to  obtain 
some  fresh  information,  which  might  assist 
them  materially  in  coming  to  a  decision. 
Everything  turned  upon  this  —  was  the 
Court  qualified  to  deal  with  the  ease,  or 
was  it  not  ?  If  not,  the  Turkish  local  autho- 
rities had  a  perfect  right  to  do  what  they 
did.  If  they  were  competent  to  try  the 
case,  the  Native  authorities  had  no  right 
to  interfere,  and  there  was  ground  for  ad- 
dressing representations  to  them  on  tha 
subject.  The  delay  which  had  arisen  had 
been  occasioned  partly  by  the  complication 
of  the  case  itself,  and  partly,  also,  from 
the  statement,  as  first  laid  before  the  Law 
Officers,  not  arriving  in  a  shape  on  which 
it  was  possible  to  form  a  conclusive  opinion. 
He  did  not  know  any  other  course  that 
could  have  been  taken  than  that  a  legal 
question  should  be  settled  by  legal  advice. 
Certainly,  there  was  no  evidence  of  any 
improper  influence  being  brought  to  bear 
upon  the  Turkish  antborities.  Nothing  of 
that  kind  had  heen  stated  to  him.  It  waa 
an  assertion  that  parties  were  very  apt  to 
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mk\%  btti  on  which  ii#  streM  fthould  bo 
laid  DoleM  it  coold  be  profed.  When  th« 
]Blbrmaii«n  f«r  which  he  had  written  was 
received*  no  doobt  his  learned  Friends 
would  he  able  to  advise  the  Goyernment 
aa  te  the  eoorae  thej  ought  to  take,  and 
ParliaiBent  wonld  then  be  informed  on  the 
•object.  He  thought  the  hon.  Gentleman 
exereised  a  very  wise  discretioB  in  not  aek- 
iog  for  the  prodoction  of  the  Papers,  for 
he  thooght  that  wonld  oaljr  injure  the  par- 
tief  who  applied  for  them. 

Motion,  bj  leaTCy  toUhdvawn. 


BEYEKrS   OFFICERS    DISABILITIES 

REMOVAL  BILL-[Bxu.  7t.] 

( Jfr.  MmUc,  Sir  Starry  VimBy,  Mr.  Otway.) 

COMMTtTKE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mb.  monk,  in  moving  that  the  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,  was  about  to  ad- 
dress the  Honfte,  when 

Trb  CHANCBLLOR  ov  the  EXCHB- 
QQER  rose  to  Order.  The  hon.  Member 
had  OQ  a  preTioua  occasion  addressed  the 
House  on  the  Question  that  the  Speaker 
do  leave  the  Chair,  when  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasitry  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

Me.  monk  observed  that  the  Motion 
for  the  adjoomment  was  negatived  ;  but 
be  had  aobsequently  aasented  to  the  Mo- 
iioo  for  going  into  Committee  being  ne- 
gatived. 

Motien  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair.''— (JTr.  Monk.) 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUBR  aaid*  he  had  not  the  slightest  wish 
to  cartail  the  hon.  Member's  observations 
ea  tlie  Bill ;  bet  he  had  a  most  distinct 
TecoHeciioa  that  the  boo.  Gentleman  did 
addreaa  eome  obaervations  to  the  House 
•a  the  Qoeacion  of  the  Speaker  leaving 
tba  Chair.  Until  an  Amendment  was 
Biovcd,  the  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
agaia  apeak. 

Me.  SPEAKER  said,  the  hon.  Member 
1  OQ  a  previous  occasion  made  tlve  Mo- 
tiaa  thai  he  do  now  leave  the  Chairi  00 
whkSb.  sobeequently,  the  a^oorament  of 
Aa  Hease  and  the  debate  bad  been  moved. 
Tbc  Chancellor  of  the  Bichequer  would 
be  m  order  in  moTing  his  Amend- 


Tbb  chancellor  Of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  only  wished  to  be  in  Order, 
having  no  desire  whatever  to  curtail  the 
privileges  of  the  hon.  Member.  The  Bill 
had  been  read  a  second  time  without  any 
observations  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
or  bj  any  hon.  Member;  and,  as  the  House 
might  recollect,  it  was  by  a  mere  accident 
that  he  had  not  been  present  when  the 
Motion  for  the  second  reading  was  made. 
Looking  to  the  really  important  character 
of  this  measure,  he  regretted  there  was 
not  a  more  full  attendance  of  Members 
when  it  came  on  for  discussion.  The  na- 
tural tendency  of  every  mind  must  be  to 
accede  at  once  to  the  principle  of  this  Bill  ; 
it  was  only  in  discussion  that  doubts  aro^e 
aa  to  whether  it  would  be  desirable  to  do 
so.  It  would  have  been  far  more  agreeable 
to  his  own  feelings  to  support  tho  Bill, 
which  was  intended  to  confer  the  franchise 
on  a  very  meritorious  and  efficient  body  of 
men,  to  whom  the  country  and  the  House 
were  very  greatly  indebted,  than  to  move, 
as  he  felt  bound  to  do,  that  it  be  com- 
mitted this  day  three  months.  It  was  of 
no  slight  importance  that  the  action  of  the 
officers  concerned  in  the  collection  of  the 
Revenue  should  be  above  all  imputation  as 
to  their  motives;  that  politicaliotrigueand 
political  feeling  should  be  kept  entirely  out 
of  the  question  so  far  as  their  conduct  was 
concerned ;  that  they  should  be  able  to 
carry  on  the  discipline  necessary  for  the 
conduct  of  business,  to  make  changes  and 
removals  from  one  part  of  the  country  to 
another,  and  direct  their  officers  to  take 
proceedings  with  reference  to  the  Revenue 
without  regard  to  political  considerations. 
The  original  ground  for  withholding  the 
franchise  from  officers  thus  employed  was 
that  it  would  be  giving  too  great  power  to 
the  Crown  ;  the  feeling  of  those  who  were 
in  favour  of  the  measure  was,  that  tho 
franchise  having  been  so  widely  extended, 
their  numbers  were  now  so  small  in  com- 
parison with  those  of  the  electors  generally 
that  they  would  have  very  little  weight  in 
an  election.  He  was  not  disposed  to  attach 
much  weight  to  the  argument  relative  to 
the  power  of  the  Crown ;  but  he  thought 
that  in  the  event  of  the  Bill  becoming  law, 
if  not  the  Crown,  some  of  the  permanent 
officers  of  the  establishment  might  have 
very  great  power  and  influence  in  particular 
cases.  There  were  certain  places  where 
ilie  number  of  officers  who  would  bo  affected 
by  the  measure  was  ?ery  considerable.  In 
the  port  of  London  between  1,700  and 
1|800  Custom  House  official!  alone>  would  j 
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be  enfranohised  bj  this  Bill.  The  nomber 
in  some  constitaenoies  would  be  very  con- 
siderable, besides  those  employed  in  the 
Excise  and  Post  Office.  In  the  port  of 
Liverpool  there  were  no  fewer  than  840 
Custom  House  officers  ;  and  at  the  last 
election  the  lowest  of  two  successful  candi- 
dates  only  outstripped  his  competitor  by 
300  Totes,  so  that  in  that  particular  case 
the  Custom  House  officers  would  be  three 
times  as  many  as  the  majority  of  the  suc- 
cessful candidate.  Supposing  that  in  the 
port  of  LiTcrpool  the  collector  should  be  a 
strong  partizan,  and  that  these  840  officers 
eonsidered  that  their  position  and  prospects 
in  the  serTice  depended  upon  him,  a  know- 
ledge of  human  nature  would  enable  them 
to  judge  pretty  well  of  how  the  greater  part 
of  those  officials  would  vote.  If  that  were 
understood  and  known  he  should  not  feel 
called  upon  to  oppose  the  Bill  on  that 
ground »  because  it  was  an  eril  which  other 
considerations  might  induce  them  not  to 
rate  too  highly. 

Mr.  monk  rose  to  a  point  of  Order, 
and  asked  that  the  record  of  the  proceed- 
ings on  the  former  occasion  should  be 
referred  to,  which  he  believed  would  show 
that  he  was  in  Order  in  his  endeavour  to 
commence  the  debate  upon  this  Bill. 

Mb.  speaker  said  that  he  had  re- 
ferred to  the  records  of  the  proceedings  upon 
the  last  occasion  this  Bill  was  before  the 
House,  and  he  found  that  the  original 
Motion  for  going  into  Committee  upon  the 
Bill  had  been  negatived,  and  required  to 
be  renewed,  and  therefore  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Monk)  was  in  Order  in  commencing 
the  debate.  He,  however,  was  given  to 
understand  that  the  hon.  Member  did  not 
wish  to  press  his  right  to  address  the 
House,  but  merely  desired  that  it  should 
be  understood  that  he  was  not  out  of 
Order  in  the  attempt  he  made  to  recom- 
mence the  debate. 

The  chancellor  of  thi  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  was  afraid  that  some  mis- 
take had  been  made  in  the  record  of  the 
proceedings.  In  resuming  the  thread  of 
his  argument,  he  had  to  state  that  bis 
main  objection  to  this  Bill  was  that  these 
officers  were  scattered  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  land,  and  upon 
their  reports  and  representations  to  their 
superiors  rested  the  question  whether  per- 
sons should  be  prosecuted  for  offences 
against  the  laws  of  the  Revenue,  so  that 
there  was  in  their  hands  virtually  the  con- 
trol of  the  prosecutions.  That  being  the 
case,  it  must  be  evident  to  every  one  that 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchejuer 


it  would  give  to  officers  so  situated  very 
great  influence  in  elections.  At  present 
they  were  not  allowed  by  the  rules  of  the 
service  to  take  part  in  any  political  pro- 
ceedings, so  that  their  political  opinionsi 
if  they  bad  any,  were  suppressed  ;  but  if 
they  were  allowed  to  take  part  in  political 
proceedings  connected  with  elections,  they 
would  be  allowed  to  adopt  a  political  colour, 
and  it  might  be  said  that  they  were  not  in 
the  habit  of  shutting  their  eyes  to  the 
frauds  and  defalcations  of  those  of  their  own 
political  party.  He  was  afraid  that  such 
imputations  would  be  cast  widely  about, 
and  the  efficiency  of  the  service  would  be 
greatly  impaired.  Very  great  discretion 
was  required  in  those  engaged  in  carrying 
out  the  administration  of  the  laws,  and  it 
was  not  to  be  wished  that  the  difficulties 
of  their  duty  should  be  enhanced  by  allow- 
ing political  convictions  on  the  part  of 
those  officers.  It  was  said  that  it  was  a 
grievance  for  those  gentleman  not  to  be 
admitted  to  the  full  rights  of  citiienship. 
He  had  made  careful  inquiries  amongst  the 
superior  officers  of  the  Department,  and 
they  made  no  complaint  of  being  debarred 
from  the  exercise  of  the  franchise  ;  on  the 
contrary,  they  thought  it  rather  a  pri? ilege 
sometimes  to  be  free  from  the  political  tur- 
moil which  surrounded  them.  If  the  supe- 
riors made  no  complaint,  he  did  not  see 
why  the  subordinates  should  do  so.  It 
was  optional  with  any  subject  of  Her 
Majesty  to  enter  any  of  these  services,  and 
if  he  did  so,  he  did  so  with  a  full  knowledge 
of  the  disabilities  attaching  to  the  office. 
The  police  throughout  the  country  were 
also  affected  with  the  same  disability.  If 
they  had  been  introduced  into  the  Bill,  it 
might  have  been  urged  that  they  would 
follow  the  lead  of  the  county  and  borough 
magistrates  :  but  he  thought  that  when  it 
was  desired  to  enfranchise  the  Bevenae 
officers,  it  was  hardly  fair  to  the  police 
that  they  should  not  have  been  included 
in  the  Bill.  There  was  an  anomaly  in  our 
laws  on  this  subject ;  the  dockyard  labour- 
ers were  not  disfranchised;  but  if  the 
matter  were  inquired  into  calmly  and  dis- 
passionately, he  was  not  at  all  sure  that 
a  good  case  might  not  be  made  out  for 
affixing  to  them  the  same  disability  that 
now  attached  to  Revenue  officers.  The 
fact  did  not  at  all  tend  to  the  purity 
or  the  impartiality  of  electors  in  places 
where  many  of  these  men  were  employed, 
and  strenuous  efforts  were  made  by  Mem- 
bers representing  them  to  increase  the 
privileges  of  the  dockyard  men  and  the 
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number  of  persons  employed,  which  did 
not  tend  to  economy,  or  the  proper  hus- 
banding of  th*  national  resonrces.  The 
heads  of  the  Revenue  Departments  held 
their  offices  permanently,  so  that,  sopposiDg 
a  strong  partisan  to  be  at  the  head  of  one, 
he  might  for  a  whole  generation  influence 
the  votes  of  those  under  his  authority.  At 
present  all  these  places  were  filled  up  on 
the  representations  and  applications  of  the 
supporters  of  the  Government  of  the  day, 
and  if  a  person  was  appointed  to  an  office 
of  this  kind,  it  was  perfectly  well  known 
that  the  Government  would  get  no  political 
good  by  him  ;  but  if  the  present  law  were 
changed,  it  would  be  understood  through- 
out the  country  that  the  Member  who  pro- 
cured an  appointment  for  a  man  would  be 
entitled  for  ever  afterwards  to  his  vote. 
Continual  applications  were  made  by  these 
gentlemen  respecting  their  position  and 
salaries,  and  those  applications  had  of  late 
years  taken  a  very  peculiar  form,  being 
not  merely  made  through  Heads  of  Depart- 
ments, or  by  simple  memorials  to  the 
Treasury,  but  in  the  form  of  resolutions  at 
public  meetings  held  by  them,  and  commu- 
nications to  Members  of  Parliament  by 
delegates  appointed  to  represent  their  in- 
terests. He  put  it  to  the  House  whether, 
in  the  circumstances  supposed,  the  influence 
possessed  by  them  would  not  be  very  con- 
siderably increased,  and  whether  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  would  not  have  far 
greater  difficulty  in  administering  these 
Departments  with  respect  to  the  position 
and  salaries  of  the  officers  concerned,  if  the 
measure  were  carried.  The  Report  of  the 
Inquiry  Commissioners  referred  to  the  great 
mischief  that  would  ensue  if  the  Bill  should 
become  law,  and  stated  that  the  efficient 
administration  of  the  Inland  Department 
and  the  due  collection  of  the  Revenue 
would,  under  the  circumstances  supposed, 
be  next  to  impossible.  Considering  that 
that  Department  was  concerned  with  the 
collection  of  a  Revenue  of  upwards  of 
£40,000,000,  he  thought  the  House  would 
not  be  surprised  if  the  person  principally 
responsible  for  it  should  ask  them  to  pause 
before  assenting  to  a  measure  of  this  kind. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  (^oestion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
<'this  Hoase  will,  upoQ  this  day  three  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee/' — (Mr. 
ChaneeUor  of  the  Exehequeff) 

— instead  thereof. 

Sir  HARRT  VERNET  said,  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  be  consistent 
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ought  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  disfranchise  all 
the  servants  of  the  Crown.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  appeared  to  think  that  these 
officers  could  not  be  trusted  to  exercise  the 
rights  of  citizenship,  though  the  Govern* 
ment  themselves  had  assented  to  largely 
enfranchise  the  people  of  this  country,  and 
though  these  officers,  whom  the  Govern- 
ment dech'ned  to  admit  to  the  privileges 
which  it  had  lately  so  widely  extended, 
were  superior,  in  point  of  education  and 
trustworthiness,  to  any  similar  class  in  the 
world.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
argument,  that  these  officers  ought  not  to 
vote  because  their  appointments  were  the 
result  of  political  influence,  were  good  for 
anything,  it  was  an  argument  against  the 
House  of  Lords,  which  was  continually 
strengthened  by  the  creation  of  Peers,  who 
were  usually  very  loyal  adherents  of  the 
party  from  whom  they  were  selected,  though 
they  were  frequently  by  no  means  its  most 
eminent  or  distinguished  Members.  This 
was  no  party  question  ;  it  was  one  which 
involved  a  Department  in  which  there  wore 
as  many  Conservatives  as  Liberals.  He 
hoped  that  the  House  would  consent  to 
pass  the  Bill  of  his  hon.  Friend,  because, 
by  so  doing,  they  would  remove  from  a 
worthy  class  a  sense  of  degradation  and 
insult. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  hoped  his 
boo.  Friend  who  had  just  spoken  would 
not  think  it  betokened  any  want  of  respect 
to  him  if  he  said  that,  after  listening  to 
the  remarks  he  had  made,  they  left  on  his 
mind  the  impression  that  he  had  not  so  far 
entered  into  the  question  as  to  become 
aware  of  the  difficulties  with  which  it  was 
surrounded.  He  thought  his  hon.  Friend, 
with  the  benevolence  which  characterised 
him,  had  taken  the  philanthropic  view  of 
the  matter ;  he  had  been  shocked  by  an 
apparent  anomaly  in  the  existing  law,  and 
he  had  rushed  to  a  practical  conclusion 
with  a  rapidity  too  great  to  allow  of  his 
guidance  being  considered  a  safe  one  for 
the  decision  of  the  House  upon  the  ques- 
tion. If  it  was  not  being  too  bold,  he 
thought  his  hon.  Friend  would  see  that  he 
had  not  used  the  words  lightly,  and  that  he 
had  something  to  say  in  support  of  them. 
He  did  not  intend  to  approach  the  subject 
in  the  spirit  of  partisanship — political  par- 
tisanship was  unknown  in  connection  with 
it,  but  in  the  spirit  of  official  or  any  other 
partisanship.  It  was  not  a  matter  to  be 
decided  by  any  considerations  of  this  kind, 
but  they  must  consider  broadly  and  fairly 
the  right  course  to  pursue.     On  that  occa- 
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Bion,  he  could  not  join  with  anyone  in 
attempting  to  forae  the  bands  of  the  Go- 
Temment.  It  teemed  to  him  a  yeryeerioaB 
matter  indeed  to  hare  a  GovernmeTit  re- 
sponsihle,  amoniarst  olher  thing^e,  for  the 
collection  of  £70,000,000  of  Rerenme,  most 
of  it  raised  by  processes  of  a  very  peonliar 
and  delicate  kind,  practrcahle  in  this  coun- 
try, but  many  of  them  hardly  attempted 
in  any  other  coontry  in  the  world,  for  he 
did  not  believe  that  Schedule  D  of  the 
income  tax  had  a  parallel  in  any  other 
country  on  the  face  of  the  globe.  It  was 
a  most  serious  evil  to  take  up  these  ques- 
tions on  general  grounds  of  philanthropy 
and  liberality,  and  force  upon  a  Govern- 
ment responsible*  for  their  duties,  measures 
which  the  persons  so  responsible  declared 
to  be  incompatible  with  their  due  discharge. 
He  was  not  prepared  to  assume  that  re- 
sponsibility, and  so  long  as  the  Government 
of  the  day  resisted  the  passing  of  a  mea- 
iBure  of  that  kind,  his  vote  must  be  with 
the  Government  of  the  day.  Others  might 
not  taVe  that  view,  and  he  did  not  intend 
to  limit  ihe  field  of  the  discussion.  He 
wished  not  to  force  the  Government,  and 
he  thought  that  those  who  supported  the 
measure  should  endeavour  so  to  dispute  ae 
to  induce  the  Government  to  de«l  with  it  in 
a  fair  and  liberal  spirit.  He  presumed 
that  the  arguments  to  be  urged  hi  ftivour 
of  the  Bill  would  arise  from  the  anomalous 
circumstance  that  while  a  portion  of  those 
engaged  in  the  public  service  were  per- 
mitted to  vote,  these  officers  were  not  al- 
lowed to  exercise  that  privilege  ;  thatother 
citizens  had  been  admitted  to  the  franchise,; 
and  that  these  ought  to  share  in  the  gene- 
rat  extension  of  electoral  rights  ;  and 
thirdly,  that  these  officers  themselves  were 
exceedingly  anxious  to  possess  the  privilege 
from  which  they  alon«  were  excluded.  The 
first  eonsideration  of  anomaly  weighed  very 
little  in  his  mind,  more  especially  as  the 
Bill  did  not  remove  it,  but  rather  brought 
it  out  more  sharply.  The  case  of  the 
police  would  serve  to  show  that  there  was 
a  great  deal  more  in  the  matter  than  the 
mere  franchise  tif  the  officers  and  servants 
of  the  Revenue  Department.  If  tbey  were 
going  to  remove  an  anomaly,  and  if  that 
be  a  reason  for  legislation,  Chey  should 
have  something  like  consistency,  and  con- 
sistency was  not  to  be  obtained  by  passing  on 
a  llotion  like  this  such  a  Bill  as  was 
now  before  them.  With  regard  to  the 
rights  of  citisenship,  it  was  said  that 
these  persons  ought  not  to  be  deprived  of 
the  franchise,  when  Parliament  had  ad- 
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initted  Ae  Bi«joiiiy<if  the  male  adult  pey- 
lation  to  the  svfi'rage.  But  Pai4iament  had 
done  nothing  of  the  kind.  The  number 
of  the  adult  male  population  was  about 
5,500,000,  while  the  number  of  voters  who 
would  in  future  enjoy  the  franchise  wouM 
not  amount  to  more  than  one  in  three. 
Then  there  was  in  the  third  place,  the  de- 
sire of  the  partiee  themselves.  He  waa 
sorry  that  a  series  of  accidents  had  pre- 
vented his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Monk)  from 
giving  a  full  exposition  of  his  views,  and 
he  confessed  he  was  not  aware  of  the  ex- 
istence of  this  general  and  wide-spread 
desire  for  the  franchise  among  the  36.000 
persons  concerned.  [Mr.  Monk  :  There  is 
a  very  considerable  desire.]  How  many 
petitions  had  there  been  ?  [Mr.  Monk: 
Eighty  petitions,  signed  by  about  8,000 
persons.]  That  was  about  one-fourCh  or 
one-fifth  of  the  whole,  and  it  by  no  means 
showed  a  universal  desire  among  a  tho- 
roughly organiaed  body.  There  was  a  great 
deal  more  to  be  considered,  and  the  House 
ought  not  to  proceed  to  legislate  in  haste 
on  such  a  subject.  The  case  of  the  police 
was  an  important  one,  and  the  Bill  should 
not  pass  until  that  claim  was  considered, 
and  they  should  decide  whether  the  police 
should  be  included  in  it  or  not.  The  claim 
was  also  brought  into  view  of  those  to 
whom  the  franchise  was  theoretically  given, 
but  from  whom  it  was  practically  withheld 
by  the  regulations  of  the  public  service— he 
meant  the  military  service.  It  might  be 
said  the  soldier  was  not  excluded.  Cer- 
tainly not  so 'far  as  the  letter  of  the  law 
was  concerned;  but  he  was  excluded  by 
the  regulations  to  which,  under  the  condi- 
tions of  the  standing  army,  they  chose  to 
subject  him.  ["No,  no!"]  How  was 
a  soldier  living  in  barracks  to  be  a  rate- 
payer ?  [Mr.  Monk  :  He  might  be  a  free- 
holder.] He  might  be  a  freeholder— one 
in  a  thousand  of  the  voters  ;  but  how  was 
he  to  ascertain  that  the  conditions  of  the 
service  would  allow  him  to  attend  and  vote 
where  his  freehold  lay  ?  They  were  barred 
as  to  the  possession  of  an  occupation  fran« 
chise,  because  the  public  found  their  resi- 
dence. The  same  was  the  case  with  the 
Marines ;  and  in  the  case  of  sailors  gene- 
rally, the  nature  of  the  service  oflfered  the 
greatest  impediment  to  the  possession  of  the 
franchise.  In  dealing  with  this  question  as 
affecting  public  servants,  the  House  ought 
to  be  prepared  to  examine  the  case  of  each 
class  on  its  own  merits,  and  then  determine 
how  far  they  would  go  and  at  what  point 
they  would  stop.    Of  all  the  poblio  "aer- 
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yanii  with  whom  he  had  been  io  ooDtaojt— 
and  he  did  not  exclude  Members  of  that 
fioose  or  Miniaters  of  the  Crown — he  never 
had  known  a  bodj  actuated  bj  a  more  en< 
lightened  spirit,  and  more  simply  desirous 
of  promoting  the  public  seryice,  than  the 
Board  of  Inland  Revenue.  He  did  not 
speak  with  the  least  disparogement  of 
other  Boards  ;  but  it  was  yerj  difficult  for 
Members  of  Parliament  to  read  the  papers 
that  had  been  sent  in  and  not  see  that 
there  was  much  to  consider  in  the  case. 
The  suggestion  he  would  make  would  be 
that  Parliament  should  give  the  vote,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  leave  it  in  the  discretion 
of  the  Government  to  inhibit  any  of  these 
officers  from  taking  any  part  in  politics 
beyond  giving  their  simple  vote.  But  in 
doing  that  they  did  not  get  rid  of  the  ano- 
maly when  one  class  of  voter  could  speak 
as  well  as  vote  and  exhibit  himself  as  he 
pleased  while  another  class  could  only  vote 
silently.  He  believed  that  a  rule  prevailed 
in  the  dockyards  prohibiting  persons  con- 
nected with  those  establishments  from  tak- 
ing an  active  and  prominent  part  and 
doing  many  things  which,  if  they  were  not 
public  offioersi  they  would  be  permitted  to 
do.  It  was  a  matter  for  grave  considera- 
tion whether  if  the  vote  were  given  to  these 
men  it  should  be  given  subject  to  that 
limitation  or  not.  Again,  before  they  pro- 
ceeded to  lay  down  the  principle  of  general 
enfranchisement,  one  thing  to  be  consi- 
dered was  the  very  peculiar  relations  be- 
tween the  Bevenne  officers  and  the  Members 
of  that  House.  There  it  was  necessary  to 
apeak  plainly.  He  was  not  afraid  of  Go- 
vern n)ent  influence  in  that  matter,  nor  of 
an  influence  in  favour  of  one  political  party 
or  another  ;  but  he  owned  that  he  had 
some  apprehension  of  what  might  be  called 
class  influence  in  that  House,  which  in  his 
opinion  was  the  great  reproach  of  the  Re- 
formed Parliament,  as  he  believed  history 
would  record.  Whether  they  were  going 
to  emerge  into  a  new  state  of  things  in 
which  class  influence  would  be  weaker  he 
knew  not;  but  that  class  influence  had 
been  in  many  things  an  evil  and  a  scandal 
to  them,  especially  for  the  last  fifteen 
or  twenty  years  ;  and  he  was  fearful  of  its 
iDcresse  in  consequence  of  the  possession 
of  the  franchise,  through  the  power  which 
men  who,  as  members  of  a  regular  ser? ice, 
were  already  organized  might  bring  to 
bear  on  Members  of  Parliament.  What, 
he  asked,  was  the  Civil  Service  of  this 
eonntry  ?  It  was  a  service  in  which  there 
waa    a  great  deal  of  comkplaint  of  in* 


adequate  pay,  of  slow  promotion,  and  all 
the  rest  of  it.  But,  at  the  same  time,  it 
was  a  service  which  there  was  an  extra- 
ordinary desire  to  get  into.  And  whose 
privilege  was  it  to  regulate  that  desire? 
That  of  the  Members  of  that  House.  At 
one  period  the  Government  of  this  country 
was  carried  on  by  patronage  through  the 
medium,  to  a  great  extent,  of  the  Civil 
Service ;  and  gross  corruption  was  sup- 
posed to  be  an  essential  instrument  for 
working  the  machinery  of  the  State.  Lord 
Liverpool,  as  he  believed,  entirely  of  his 
own  motion,  did  an  act  which  entitled  him 
to  tlie  highest  praise,  for  he  voluntarily 
surrendered  the  whole  power  of  promotion 
in  the  Civil  Service  and  gave  it  to  the 
permanent  heads  of  Departments.  That 
was  an  immense  reform ;  but  it  was 
very  difficult  to  keep  that  reform  from 
being  touched  by  profane  hands.  There 
was  a  tendency  to  interfere  in  regard  to 
promotion  lodging  among  Members  of  that 
House,  and  it  was  difficult  for  them  to 
resist  it,  because,  although  Members  of 
the  Civil  Service  had  not  a  vote,  yet  re- 
presentations were  made  to  them  to  re- 
commend the  promotion  of  ^  B  or  C  D. 
The  nomination  to  first  appointments  was 
in  the  hands  of  Members  of  that  House ; 
but  the  possession  of  that  supposed  privi- 
lege was,  in  point  of  fact,  a  nuisance  of 
which  he  believed  many  of  them  would  be 
glad  to  get  rid.  But  if  that  patronage 
was  to  continue  vested  in  Members  of  that 
House,  it  imported  a  new  element  of  deli- 
cacy and  embarrassment  into  the  question 
of  the  franchise  ;  and  it  would  certainly 
make  it  additionally  difficult  to  keep  pro- 
motion in  the  Revenue  Departments  exclu- 
sively, as  they  ought  to  be^  in  the  hands 
of  the  permanent  heads  of  those  Depart- 
ments, if  the  persons  whose  promotion  was 
involved  were  voters  and  were  also  active 
and  perhaps  vigorous  and  sealous  partizana 
of  Members  of  that  House.  That  diffi- 
culty became  greater  in  proportion  as  the 
service  became  more  intelligent,  Excise- 
men, surveyors  in  the  Inland  Revenue  De- 
partment, and  those  public  servants  who 
bad  to  surcharge  tradesmen  and  get  inti- 
mations of  suspected  insolvency,  were 
somewhat  like  the  agents  of  a  mercantile 
house,  who  must,  in  a  certain  sense,  al- 
most act  as  spies  for  that  House.  Those 
Inland  Revenue  officers  most  watch  for 
and  make  use  of  all  the  information  they 
could  find  for  the  purposes  of  the  Depart- 
ment;  and  it  was  in  regard  to,the,eier- 
oise  of  those  functions  that  a  aifficnlty 
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again  arose.  He  had  never  read  a  docu- 
ment proceeding  from  persons  of  higher 
authority  than  the  letter  of  the  Board  of 
Inland  Revenue,  and  he  thought  the  men 
who  had  signed  that  Paper  were  worthy  of 
heing  heard  and  examined  either  in  that 
House  or  elsewhere  on  that  subject.  By 
those  gentlemen  exchanging  views  with  the 
Members  of  that  House  it  might  be  seen 
whether  it  was  possible  to  arrive  at  a  solu- 
tion of  that  matter.  In  conclusion,  he 
Iioped  his  hon.  Friend  would  concur  with 
him  BO  far  as  to  admit  that  the  anomalies 
he  desired  to  remove  could  not  be  got  rid 
of  by  a  mere  stroke  of  the  pen,  that  the 
question  involved  many  branches,  and  re- 
quired much  more  careful  and  detailed 
examination  than  could  be  given  to  it  in  a 
debate  in  that  House,  before  they  could 
proceed  to  legislate  in  a  satisfactory  man- 
ner,  and  to  dispose  not  only  of  the  case  of 
the  Revenue  officers,  but  of  all  those  other 
cases  which  were  more  or  less  analogous  to 
it. 

Mr.  CLAT  said,  he  thought  there  was 
a  difference  between  the  case  of  the  Revenue 
officer  and  that  of  the  soldier,  because  the 
latter  was  excluded  from  the  franchise  by 
a  mere  accident  of  his  profession  and  by 
the  exigencies  of  the  serTioe,  whereas  the 
exclusion  of  the  former  proceeded  on  an 
entirely  different  principle.  Undoubtedly 
the  exclusion  of  the'Revenue  officers  origin- 
ated in  the  assumption  that  they  were  not 
to  be  trusted — that  they  would  not  be 
proof  against  the  influence  of  their  supe- 
riors. In  the  borough  he  represented 
(Hull)  there  was  a  considerable  number  of 
persons  connected  with  the  Custom  House, 
the  Post  Office,  and  the  Inland  Revenue. 
He  had  known  them  for  many  years,  and 
could  say  that  the  vast  majority  of  those 
who  had  formed  any  opinion  on  the  subject 
had  always  felt  their  exclusion  very  much, 
and  now  felt  it  more  keenly  since  the  re- 
cent extension  of  the  franchise  conferred 
that  privilege  on  many  men  who  certainly 
were  in  no  way  their  superiors.  Were 
those  officers  still  to  hh  told  that  they  were 
either  so  cowardly  that  they  could  not  re- 
sist the  influence  of  their  superiors,  or  were 
80  much  more  selfish  than  other  classes 
that  they  would  use  their  influence  in  urg- 
ing Members  of  Parliament  to  obtain  pro- 
fessional advancement  for  them  ?  The  pa- 
tronage of  Members  of  that  House  only 
extended  to  nominations  for  first  admission 
to  the  service,  and,  moreover,  there  was  an 
easy  cure  for  any  undue  pressure  suob  as 
bad  been  referred  to.  He  believed  it  was 
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a  rule  that  any  application  through  a  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament  for  promotion  or  in- 
creased pay  should  be  visited  as  an  offence 
upon  the  officer  making  it.  Now,  he  en- 
joyed the  intimacy  of  the  Chairman  of  the 
Boards  of  Inland  Revenue  and  of  Customs, 
and  he  knew  from  them  that  that  rule  was 
not  a  sham,  but  one  which  was  in  reality 
carried  into  effect.  He  could  not  help,  he 
might  add,  thinking  that  the  exclusion 
which  was  the  subject  of  discussion  was 
the  remains  of  a  barbarous  age,  and  that 
any  argument  which  might  be  urged  in 
support  of  it  might  be  applied  with  still 
greater  force  to  men  in  the  service  of  a 
private  employer.  He  said  with  greater 
force,  because  if  there  were  at  the  present 
day  employers  who,  more  than  any  others, 
were  precluded  from  unduly  influencing 
the  votes  of  those  in  their  service,  those 
employers  were  the  Government,  for 
no  Government  against  which  the  ex- 
ercise of  such  influence  could  be  proved 
dare  face  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
could  not,  he  might  further  observe,  see 
why  so  ridiculous  a  rule  as  that  which 
precluded  stipendiary  magistrates  and  po- 
lice magistrates  from  voting  in  the  districts 
in  which  their  profession  was  carried  on 
should  be  maintained.  By  that  means 
picked  men  were,  it  seemed  to  him,  ex- 
cluded from  the  franchise.  He  was  sur- 
prised that  the  Bill  did  not  go  further;  bot 
he  should  certainly  support  it  as  far  aa  it 
went.  He  hoped  that  it  would  become 
law,  and  that  the  disabilities  with  which  it 
dealt,  as  well  as  other  similar  disabilities^ 
would  be  removed. 

Mb.  p.  WYKEHAM-MARTIN  said, 
that  the  exclusion  of  the  police  had  occurred 
only  ten  years  ago,  and  was  attributable 
to  the  circumstance  that  it  was  considered 
to  be  their  doty  to  keep  order  during  elec- 
tion contests,  when  it  was  supposed  that  if 
they  took  part  in  them  the  temptation 
might  be  too  strong  to  break  their  neigh- 
bours' heads  not  quite  impartially.  As  to 
the  officers  in  the  Excise  aqd  Customs^ 
they  enjoyed  the  franchise  upwards  of 
seventy  years  ago,  and  they  were  deprived 
of  it  to  protect  themselves  rather  than  be- 
cause of  any  distrust  of  them  which  pre* 
vailed.  There  were  at  the  time  only 
300,000  electors  in  the  whole  of  England, 
while  there  were  60,000  of  those  persone 
holding  office  under  the  direct  patronage  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  It  so 
happened  that  in  one  small  borough  of 
500  electors  120  officers  were  appointed, 
and  Lord  North  who  was  about  to  retire 
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from  Offiee,  and  expeoted  shortly  to  retnm 
to  it,  caused  them  to  be  informed  that  thej 
were  to  expect  no  quarter  if  he  returned  to 
OflBee  if  they  Toted,  while  they  were  threat- 
ened with  no  quarter  from  the  existing 
First  Ijord  if  they  did  not  immediately  Tote. 
Under  these  circumstances,  they  memorial- 
ised the  House  to  be  disfrsnchised,  and 
thus  reKered  from  the  painful  position  in 
which  they  were  placed.  He  felt  sure,  how- 
eirer,  that  no  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
would  at  the  present  day  dare  to  issue  such 
circulars  as  those  which  had  been  issued 
in  the  days  of  Lord  North,  and  if  promotion 
were  left  in  the  hands  of  the  heads  of  De- 
partments, and  the  power  of  nomination 
taken  from  Members  of  that  House,  there 
eouM,  in  his  opinion,  be  no  objection  to  the 
change  proposed  in  the  Bill. 

U^  GRAVES  said,  he  had  been  re- 
peatedly asked  to  co-operate  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk)  in 
seeking  to  bring  about  the  object  which  he 
had  in  view.  As  a  measure  of  abstract 
Qstioe,  he  felt  that  the  officers  in  question 
lad  a  fair  claim  to  the  rights  of  oitiienship 
which  the  Bill  would  confer  upon  them, 
and  if  it  were  pressed  to  a  difision  that 
evening  he  should  vote  for  it.  But,  as  had 
been  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tbe  Member  for  South  Lancashire,  there 
were  many  grare  considerations  connected 
with  the  subject  which  the  Bill  did  not 
loach,  such,  for  instance,  as  how  far  it  was 
ecmsbtent  with  the  privileges  which  it  was 
proposed  to  give,  that  the  present  system 
of  nomination  should  be  allowed  to  continue 
in  tbe  case  of  the  Inland  Beyenae  and 
Customs,  Now,  if  the  Bill  were  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  as  he  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
SosUi  Lancashire  to  suggest,  that  would 
be  one  of  the  leading  points  to  which  their 
attention  most  be  directed.  His  own  be- 
lief was  that  the  nominations  must  be 
nade  non-political.  But,  be  that  as  it 
sight,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gloncester  would  be  satisfied,  in  the  event 
ef  the  Goremment  assenting  to  the  refer- 
enee  of  the  whole  subject  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, with  the  progress  which  he  had 
already  made  in  furthering  his  measure, 
and  woaid  not  proceed  hastily  in  the  en- 
deavoor  to  legislate  on  a  matter  of  such 
iniportanee. 

Mjl  M.  CHAMBERS  confessed  that  he 
ksd  not  Tory  cleariy  understood  the  speech 
of  the  r%fat  hon.  Member  for  South  Lan- 
esslwes  bat  bis  (Mr.  M.  Chambers')  posi- 
tion was  this,  that  be  was,  and  always  bad 


been,  in  favour  of  enfranchisement.  It 
had  been  said  by  grave  authorities  about  a 
century  ago,  that  the  Prerogative  of  the 
Crown  had  increased,  was  increasing,  and 
ought  to  be  diminished.  Well,  it  was  then 
thought  desirable,  in  order  to  effect  that 
object,  to  disfranchise  all  the  officers  em- 
ployed in  the  Civil  Service,  they  being 
looked  upon  as  the  great  supporters  of  the 
Royal  Prerogative  ;  and  a  Bill  for  that 
purpose  was  introduced  into  Parliament. 
That  Bill  gave  rise  to  some  remarkable 
debates,  in  which  the  leading  statesmen 
and  orators  of  the  day  took  part.  Amongst 
the  most  distinguished  opponents  of  the 
Bill  in  the  House  of  Lords  was  the  great 
Lord  Mansfield,  who,  in  a  speech  of  won- 
derful  power  and  eloquence,  denounced  the 
measure  as  an  attempt  to  effect  a  danger- 
ous depression  of  the  Royal  Prerogative, 
by  depriving  an  honourable  class  of  His 
Majesty's  subjects  of  the  enjoyment  of 
that  which  ought  to  be  looked  upon  as  the 
inalienable  birthright  of  all  good  citisens. 
The  first  efforts  to  take  away  those  rights 
failed,  for  the  Bill  was  rejected.  Now,  he 
(Mr.  M.  Chambers)  founded  his  support  to 
the  present  measure  for  the  restoration  of 
those  rights  which  had  been  subsequently 
extinguished  upon  the  noble  expressions 
used  by  Lord  Mansfield  on  the  occasion  to 
which  he  had  referred.  No  answer  what- 
ever to  those  arguments  had  been  given  in 
the  fluctuating  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire. It  was  no  answer  to  this  Bill  to  say 
that  it  was  only  removing  one  anomaly  in 
the  Constitution,  and  that  it  should  remove 
them  all.  They  must  proceed  step  by  step 
and  by  degrees.  They  said  that  Parliament 
ought  to  remove  the  disability  from  the 
class  of  public  servants  comprehended  by 
the  Bill  —  a  class  who  received  universal 
commendation  for  their  integrity  and  abi« 
lity,  and  who  did  not  deserve  this  slur  to 
be  cast  on  them  any  longer,  particularly 
when  Parliament  had  just  passed  an  Act 
to  extend  the  franchise  widely  all  over  the 
United  Kingdom.  No  one  had  ever  chargped 
those  officials  with  acting  unworthily  or 
dishonourable,  or  with  a  betrayal  of  their 
duties  or  their  trust  to  their  Sovereign  or 
their  country.  It  was  an  idle  subterfuge 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Lancashire  to  say  that  because 
they  did  not  petition  the  House  in  greater 
numbers  they  did  not  want  the  privilege. 
He  (Mr.  M.  Chambers)  was  surprised  that 
so  many  of  them  had  the  moral  courage  to 
declare  their  opinions  to  that  Hoose,  oon- 
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Bidering  the  presftore  he  believed  was  ge- 
nerally exercised  by  the  Heads  of  Depart- 
nients  to  prevent  them  taking  aetion  in 
the  matter.  What  would  be  said  of  those 
officers  if  they  had  banded  themselves  to- 
gether for  the  purpose  of  addressing  Par- 
liament on  the  subject  of  their  grievances  f 
If  they  did  so,  would  they  not  be  charged 
with  a  breach  of  privilege  and  a  violation 
of  the  regulations  of  their  Departments  ? 
Would  they  not  be  accused  of  combining 
and  confederating  together  for  the  purpose 
of  revolting  against  their  superiors  ?  They 
had,  however,  in  private  conversation, 
expressed  their  anxiety  for  the  franchise  ; 
and  the  hon.  liember  for  Hull  and  other 
Gentlemen  who  knew  them,  and  tlie  Heads 
of  their  Departments,  well  said  that  the 
Revenue  officers,  as  a  body,  were  men  well 
qualified  to  exercise  the  franchise.  Their 
right  of  choosing  their  representatives  had 
been  unjustly  taken  from  them,  because  if 
^ny  wrong  had  been  done  in  respect  of  tlie 
exercise  of  patronage,  it  had  not  been  done 
by  them.  Some  of  the  observations  whioh 
had  been  made  showed,  in  point  of  fact, 
not  how  corrupt,  but  how  soft  and  delicate 
the  House  of  Commons  bad  beoome.  In 
former  times.  Members  of  Parliament  lis- 
tened to  applications  which  were  made  to 
them,  and  no  doubt  very  great  improprie- 
ties had  occurred  as  to  the  introduction  of 
persons  into  the  public  service.  But  from 
time  to  time  rules  were  made  with  the  view 
of  checking  irregularities  in  the  course  of 
promotion ;  and  he  was  informed  that  very 
strict  regulations  had  been  passed,  if  they 
were  but  insisted  npon^  aj2;ainst  the  inter- 
ference of  Members  of  Parliament.  He 
agreed,  however,  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Graves),  who  was  a  very 
practical  man,  and  knew  what  was  going 
on,  that  it  might  be  desirable  to  alter  the 
system  of  nomination,  which  still  left  much 
more  power  in  the  hands  of  those  sitting 
for  the  time  being  on  the  Ministerial  than 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House.  Both 
the  political  parties  had  been  to  blame  for 
the  proposals  which  from  time  to  time  they 
put  forward  for  disfranchising  what  were 
commonly  called  "  the  dockyard  men," 
including  a  very  large  number  of  persons 
not  properly  dockyard  labourers,  but  en- 
gaged in  the  public  service  in  those  places 
where  the  Government  dockyards  were 
situated.  Those  proposals,  however,  had 
the  effect  of  exciting  a  very  strong  counter 
feeling  to  the  effect  that  it  was  highly  im- 
politic and  inconsistent  to  disfranchise  peri 
sons  at  tlie  very  time  when  the  franoniie 
Mr.  M.  Chambm'i 


was  being  extended  as  widely  as  possible. 
He  (Mr.  M.  Chambers)  would  not  attempt 
to  follow  either  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer or  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Lancashire  in  their  ob- 
jections to  this  Bill,  because  both  of  those 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  had  entered  into 
what  he  would  call  petty  details,  and  had 
overlooked  the  great  principle  of  enfran- 
chisement, which,  though  recognized  by 
the  leading  men  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  was  wilfully  violated  in  the  persons 
of  those  who  were  admitted  to  be  an  ho- 
nourable and  trustworthy  class  of  public 
servants.  He  therefore  felt  unable  to  vote 
with  either  of  those  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  present  occasion. 

Mr.  Aldebhan  LUSE  supported  the 
Motion  for  going  into  Committee  on  the 
BilL  After  twenty-five  years  personal  ex- 
perience of  their  habits  and  conduct,  he  was 
able  to  bear  testimony  to  their  honesty, 
industry,  and  integrity.  The  civil  servanU 
in  the  Customs  he  could  vouch  for  beinfi; 
enlightened  and  educated  men,  and  such 
as  ought  to  be  entrusted  with  the  fran- 
chise. 

[Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40  Mem- 
bers being  found  present,] 

Mr.  Aldebmah  LUSE  continued:  He 
could  not  understand  why  the  Government 
hesitated  to  enfranchise  this  class  of  Re- 
venue servants.  They  would  honestly  ex- 
ercise the  franchise,  and  as  it  was  not 
known  which  way  these  men  would  vote 
it  could  not  be  said  it  was  a  party  question. 
He  hoped  the  Government  would  withdraw 
their  opposition  to  the  measure. 

Mr.  OTWAT  expressed  his  regret  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Colchester  (Mr.  Karslake),  should 
have  endeavoured  to  count  out  the  House 
during  a  discussion  on  the  proposition  to 
confer  the  franchise  on  29,000  of  his  fel- 
low-countrymen. It  seemed  an  improper 
proceeding,  too,  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  after  making  the  Motion  for 
counting  the  House,  should  immediately 
run  from  his  place,  and  not  return  to  it,  to 
hear  the  comments  whioh  were  sure  to  be 
made  on  such  conduct.  With  regard  to 
the  question  under  discussion,  he  observed 
that  at  present  there  were  only  three  classes 
of  persons  deprived  of  the  franchise  — 
paupers,  crimiuals,  and  Bevenue  officers ; 
and  it  was  threfore  incumbent  on  the  Go- 
Temment  to  show  why  this  degradation 
was  plaeed  on  the  last-mentioned  bodj  of 
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men.  There  appeared  to  be  no  reasons 
for  the  disabilities  under  which  the  Be- 
renoe  officers  laboured,  except  such  as 
were  embodied  in  the  Reports  containing 
tlie  opinions  of  the  Comroissioners  of  Cus- 
toms and  of  the  Commissioners  of  Inland 
Revenue.  It  would  not  be  difficult  to  show 
that  there  was  no  force  in  those  opinions, 
and  if  thej  were  assumed  to  be  Talid  they 
would  go  the  length  of  justifying  the  ex- 
teosfon  of  the  existing  restrictions  so  as  to 
deprive  the  Rerenne  officers  of  the  power  of 
exercising  either  parochial  or  municipal 
duties.  The  great  fallaoy  of  the  argument 
of  the  Commissioners  was,  however,  that 
the  posseseion  of  the  vote  would  produce 
all  the  e^ls  and  lead  to  a  political  combi- 
Datien  to  obtain  higher  wages.  But  it 
was  absurd  to  suppose  that  the  mere  pos- 
seMion  of  a  Yote  gave  a  man  political 
lofloenee.  He  possessed  that  influence 
already  through  his  friends  and  neigh- 
bours. The  GoTemment  had  circulated 
the  Reports  of  the  Commissioners  of  Cus- 
toms and  of  the  Inland  Revenue ;  but 
why  had  they  not  made  known  the  opt- 
nioas  of  officers  of  the  other  Departments 
Tkftm  the  question  ?  For  the  simple  reason 
t^bat  they  were  favourable  to  the  Bill  with- 
out exception.  The  bulk  of  opinion  was  in 
£sToor  of  the  Bill,  and  be  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment  would  not  decline  to  crown  the  edifice 
of  enfranchisement  by  conferring  the  vote 
opoa  29,000  or  30,000  men  who  so  well 
deeerred  it,  and  who  were  most  capable  of 
nsieg  it. 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  wae^glad  of  the 
opportunity  of  replying  to  the  speeches  of 
bis  right  bon.  Friends  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  and  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire,  in  order  that  he  might  set 
them  right  in  respect  to  the  extraordinary 
error  into  which  they  had  fallen  in  com- 
mon with  the  Commissioners  of  Inland 
Revenue,  whose  Report  had  been  laid 
apon  the  table  of  the  House.  The  Bill 
Wore  the  House  was  simply  and  solely  a 
Franchise  Bill,  and  would  merely  enable 
the  officers  in  the  Revenue  Departments 
to  walk  op  to  the  polling-booths  and  there 
record  their  votes;  whereas  his  right  bon. 
Friends  took  it  for  granted  that  they 
might  become  political  partisans,  and  act 
DpoQ  the  committees  of  candidates  at  Par- 
liamenury  Elections.  His  Bill  would  en- 
sbte  them  to  do  nothing  of  the  sort.  It 
did  not  repeat  the  Acts  of  William  and 
Mary,  of  William  III.,  and  Anne,  which 
usis  it  penal  in  officers  of  the  Revenue 
Bspsrtmeats  to  interfere  in  elections  by 


persuading  persons  to  vote,  or  by  dis« 
snading  them  from  Toting  at  the  election 
of  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament.  The 
main  objection  to  the  Bill  therefore  fell  to 
the  ground.  Its  sole  object  was  to  relieve 
the  officers  in  the  Customs,  Post  Office, 
and  Excise  from  the  disability  to  vote 
which  was  imposed  upon  them  by  an  Act 
of  1782,  passed  in  consequence  of  their 
power  to  return  the  Members  in  seventy 
boroughs  at  a  time  when  the  House  of 
Commons  was  numerically  smaller  than  it 
now  was.  The  principal  argument  made 
use  of  in  favour  of  that  Disability  Act  was 
that  the  officers  themselves  would  be 
thereby  relieved  of  a  disagreeable  task, 
the  interpretation  of  which  was,  that  they 
would  be  relieved  of  the  painful  necessity 
of  voting  for  the  "Whig  or  for  the  Tory 
candidate  according  to  the  orders  of  the 
Government  of  the  day.  It  was  also  stated 
that  they  had  petitioned  to  be  relieved  of 
the  franchise,  as  they  were  liable  to  dis- 
missal if  they  dared  to  vote  as  they  pleased. 
Those  arguments  no  longer  held  good;  but 
they  were  superseded  by  other  arguments 
which,  if  they  meant  anything,  meant  that 
all  the  civil  servants  of  the  Crown  should 
be  disqualified  from  voting.  He  was  cer- 
tain that  the  House  would  be  of  opinion 
that  there  ought  not  to  be  one  law  for 
one  class  and  another  law  for  another  class 
in  the  Civil  Service.  If  these  restrictions 
were  to  be  maintained  in  the  case  of  the 
officers  in  the  Revenue  Departments  they 
ought  to  be  extended  to  officers  in  the  Army 
and  Navy,  and  to  every  paid  servant  of  the 
Crown,  from  the  highest  to  the  lowest, 
commencing  with  the  hon.  and  right  bon. 
occupants  of  the  Treasury  Bench.  He 
was  glad  to  see  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  in  his  place,  as  he  wished  to  re- 
mind the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  when 
the  Reform  Bill  of  1867  was  in  Committee 
in  "  another  place,"  Earl  Grey  proposed 
to  add  a  clause  prohibiting  all  persons 
employed  in  the  Civil  Service,  or  other 
Departments  of  Government,  from  voting. 
That  clause  was  strongly  and  successfully 
opposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
The  Earl  of  Malmesbury,  in  stating  the 
views  of  the  Government,  said — 

"  He  opposed  the  clause  on  the  ground  that 
this  Bill  WAS  an  enfranchising  and  not  a  disfran- 
chising measure  ;  and  on  t-lutt  ground,  if  on  no 
other,  be  should  oppose  the  Amendment.  Bat 
he  also  objected  to  it  because  it  would  disfran- 
chise a  olaf  s  of  persons  as  well  educated  and  as 
competent  to  exercise  the  franchise  as  any  body 
of  men  in  England ;  and,  thirdly,  because  it 
woidd  be  most  invidious  at  the  present  moment 
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to  make  an  exception  in  the  case  of  these  persons, 
against  whom  no  impntation,  as  fiur  as  he  was 
aware/had  eyer  been  brought  in  respect  of  the 
way  in  which  they  had  exercised  the  franchise. 
He  could  not  conoeire  a  more  insulting  act  to 
this  Tory  useful  body  of  men  than  to  disfranchise 
them."— [8  HanMord^  clxxxix.  748-9.] 


He    oommended   these  words  and  these 
sentiments  to   the   consideration  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  and  of  the  House,  for 
he  had  that  faith  in  the  sense  of  justice 
which    animated  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  that  he  belie?ed  there 
would  be  a  general  feeling  in  fafour  of  ap- 
plying them  to  the  case  of  the  ciril  ser- 
vants generally.     If.  they  refused  to  allow 
free  discussion  and  freedom  of  action  in 
respect  of  the  franchise,  they  would  cer- 
tainly  raise    a    suspicion    of   unfairness, 
which  would  be  detrimental  to  the  interests 
of  the  State,  and  bring  discredit  upon  the 
Exeootiye.     In  truth,  the  Government  was 
straining  at  a  gnat  and  swallowing  a  camel. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  refused 
to  grant  the  franchise  to  the  highly-edu- 
cated class  of  civil  servants  in  the  Revenue 
Departments,  while  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
extending  it  broadcast   to   those  classes, 
among  whom  would  be  found  many  a  "  Her- 
der's lot,"  who  would  vote  for  a  pot  of 
beer  and  I  Of.  a  piece.    He  would  ask  what 
were  the  objections  to  this  Bill  ?     In  re- 
ference to  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners 
of  Customs,  he  could  not  but  express  his 
astonishment  that  gentlemen  of  the  high 
character  and   position   of  Mr.  Goulbum 
and    Mr.   Grenville   Berkeley  could  have 
signed  such  a  document.    He  did  not  think 
he  was   using   too  strong  an  expression 
when  he  characteriaed  their  objections  as 
of  a  frivolous  and  puerile  description.  The 
first  objection,   that   the   measure   would 
introduce  political  agitation  into   Depart- 
ments at  present  free  from    it,  militated 
against    any   extension  of   the    franchise 
whatsoever.     Were  the  Revenue  officers 
to  have  no  political  opinions,   no  political 
aspirations  ?     In  point  of  fact,  they  had 
them  now,  and  they  deemed  it  a  stigma 
and  a  disgrace  to  be  placed  upon  a  dif- 
ferent footing  with  respect  to  the  franchise 
from  their  brethren  in  the  other  branches 
of   the  Civil  Service.      Social,   religious, 
and  political  subjects  were  freely  discussed 
in  the*  Customs  as  in  any  other  large  es- 
tablishment in  the  United  Kingdom.    The 
Commissioners  went  on  to  say  that  it  would 
interfere  with  the  convenience  and  disci- 
pline of  the  service  to  grant  leave  of  ab- 
sence   to    officers  whenever    they  might 
Mr.  Monk 
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request  it  for  the  purpose  of  voting,  how- 
ever inconvenient  it  might  be  to  the  public 
service.  Was  the  microscopic  inconvenience 
of  granting  leave  of  absence  for  an  hour 
or  two  once  in  four  or  tive  years  to  be 
deemed  a  sufficient  reason  against  restor- 
ing to  them  the  franchise  ?  Did  not  the 
same  objection  apply  to  clerks  in  the  Trea- 
sury, the  Home  Office,  the  Foreign  Office, 

*kA  W«K  OflfiAA    AffiH  tliA  Admiralty  ?     Was 


the  War  Office,  and  the  Admiralty  ?  Was 
this  argument  allowed  to  weigh  against  the 
dockyard  men  when  they  were  confirmed 
in  their  electoral  rights  last  year?  But. 
in  point  of  fact,  in  nineteen  cases  out  of 
twenty  the  Revenue  officers  would  exercise 
the  franchise  in  the  place  where  they  re- 
sided, and  as  the  polling-booths  were  opened 
at  eight  o'clock  in  the  morning  they  might 
recoil  their  votes  before  their  official  duties 
commenced.  He  would  only  observe,  in 
reference  to  the  objection,  *'  that  it  might 
lead  to  political  combinations  for  the  pur- 
pose of  obtaining  from  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment an  increase  of  salary,"  that  if 
those  officers  had  just  cause  of  complaint 
or  were  insufficiently  paid  it  was  far  better 
that  their  grievances  should  be  brought 
before  that  House  by  their  representatives 
in  Parliament  than  they  should  be  left  to 
seethe  below  the  surface  and  be  brought  to 
light  through  irregular  channels.  To  the 
next  objection  he  would  reply,  that  if  the 
superior  officers  dared  not  face  the  impu- 
tation of  political  motives  they  must  be 
unfit  for  their  high  position.  He  then 
came  to  the  crowning  objection  of  all — 

"  That  it  would  be  inconvenient  to  the  officers 
themselves,  as  subjecting  them  at  times  to  solici- 
tations for  their  yotes  ftx»m  which  they  are  now 
free,  and  might  place  them  in  equivocal  and  diffi- 
cult positions." 

He  thought  it  would  be  enough  to  re- 
mind the  Commissioners  of  the  well-known 
line — 

"  Invitum  qui  servat,  idem  fiu)it  occidenti." 
The  Revenue  officers  did  not  fear  being 
asked  for  their  votes.  But  he  would  put 
it  to  the  House  whether  that  was  not  an 
extraordinary  argument  against  conferring 
the  franchise  on  as  highly-educated  a  class 
as  any  in  the  country  for  a  gentleman  to 
use,  who  was  not  many  years  ago  well 
known  in  that  House  as  the  "Whip"  of 
the  great  Whig  party— the  namesake  and 
relative  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bristol  ?  The  force  of  absurdity  could  go 
no  further.  He  came  then  to  the  Report 
of  the  Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue. 
But  he  must  first  ask,  where  was  the  Re- 
port from  the  General  Post  Office  ?     The 
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Bill  bad  been  in  the  hands  of  tho  Post 
Offiee  officials  for  more  than  twehe  weeksi 
and  jet  "  the  oracles  were  domb."     Had 
Mr.    Scudamore   nothing  to  say  on  the 
subject?     He  (Mr.   Monk)  could  assure 
the  House  that  the  Post  Office  officials 
had  not  been  mute.      He  had  presented 
a  petition  signed  bj  nearly  1,000  emphffii 
in  the  London  Post  Office  in  favour  of  the 
Bill.    Not  a  single  petition  had  been  pre- 
sented against  it.     The  Post  Office  De- 
partment employed  upwards  of  26,000  men 
scattered    over    the    United  Kingdom  — 
nearly  fiie  times  as  many  as  the  Customs, 
more  than  five  times  as  many  as  the  Ex- 
oise  Department.     The  obfious  inference 
was*  that  the  Post  Office  was  fsYOurable 
to  the  measure.  He  had  already  obsenred 
on  the  extraordinary  error  which  pervaded 
the  whole  Report  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Inland  Herenoe.     He  was  astonished  that 
tbej  should  not   have  made    themsehes 
better  acquainted  with   the  provisions  of 
the  Bin.  He  observed  that  they  abandoned 
the  argument  that  the  power  of  the  Ch>- 
vemment   would  be  unduly  increased  by 
conferring  the  franchise  upon  the  officers 
of  Sxebe ;  but  they  urged  that  it  would 
be  fatal  to  discipline  in  the  country  if  the 
officers  should  become  political  partisans, 
and  serve  on  election  committees,  or  can- 
vass for  the  candidates*  As,  however,  they 
could  do  no  more  than  simply  record  their 
votes  under  the  Bill  before  the  House,  and 
would  be  liable  to  penal  consequences  if 
^hey  interfered  in  elections  as  partisans, 
eadU  qmcBttio.    In  conclusion,  he  would 
remind  the   House   that  the  political  ob- 
jectiooa  of  the   Commissioners  of  Inland 
Bevenne  would  apply  with  equal  force  to 
tiie  local  Commissioners  of  Taxes.     Those 
gentlemen  were  allowed  to  vote.     Of  his 
own  knowledge,  he  could  state  that  they 
were  sometimes  election  agents,  frequently 
strong  political  partisans.  He  would  allude 
to  one  ease  more  —  and  one  only.     Some 
yean  ago  the  Coastguard  Office  was  trans* 
ferred  £rom  the  oontrol  of  the  Board  of 
Costems  to  the  Admiralty.    The  men  and 
the  duties  remained  the  same,  but  the  dis- 
ability to  vote  was  remoTod,  and  he  would 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whe- 
ther their  duties  were  less  efficiently  per- 
formed in  consequence  of  their  enfranohise- 
msat?    He  trusted  that  the  House  would 
gife  a  decided  negative  to  the  Amendment 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
he  fait  confident  that  the  decision  of  the 
B««se  would  be  in  favour  of  going  into 
Cosnmttee  upon  the  Bill. 


QuesUon  put,  *'  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Qaes- 
tion." 

The  House  dimded :  —  Ayes  79  ;  Noes 
47 :  Msjority  32. 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,'*  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee,  and  re- 
ported  without  Amendment ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  upon  Thursday, 

MILITARY  AT  ELECTIONS  (IRELAND) 

BILL— [Bill  95.] 

(Mr  Serf€€aU  Barry,  Major  Gavin,  Mt,  Esmande,) 

8E00RD  READINa.     ADJOURKSB  DEBATB. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  De- 
bate on  Amendment  proposed  to  Question 
[I2th  May],  •'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time  ;"  and  which  Amendment  was, 
to  leave  out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the 
end  of  the  Question  to  add  the  words 
**  upon  this  day  three  months.''— ( The  Earl 
of  Mayo,) 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
word  'now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  BAGWELL  said,  this  Bill  was  in- 
tended simply  to  extend  to  Ireland  the  law 
at  present  in  force  in  England  with  regard 
to  the  employment  of  military  at  elections. 
Unwilling  voters  ought  not  to  be  escorted 
to  the  poll  by  soldiers  for  the  purpose  of 
being  made  to  Tote  on  the  unpopular  side, 
in  accordance  with  the  opinions  of  their 
landlords.  The  real  truth  was  that  the 
soldiers  were  employed  not  so  much  to 
protect  the  voters  from  violence  as  to  pre- 
vent them  from  running  away.  In  the 
county  of  Waterford  at  the  late  election 
the  people  were  very  anxious  to  support 
the  Liberal  candidate,  whose  father  had 
represented  the  county  before,  and  was 
highly  popular.  It  happened  that  in  a 
mountainous  district  a  body  of  voters  who 
were  being  brought  under  military  escort 
to  record  their  votes  in  favour  of  the  un- 
popular candidate  were  stopped  by  a  mul- 
titude of  men  and  women,  who  refused  to 
allow  them  to  proceed.  The  resident  ma- 
gistrate who  accompanied  the  troops,  a  man 
of  great  prudence  and,  at  the  same  time, 
great  determination,  told  him  that  he  had 
scarcely  pulled  the  Riot  Act  out  of  his 
pocket,  when  on  looking  round  he  saw  that 
every  one  of  the  voters  had  made  their 
escape.  The  fact  was  that  it  was  the 
friends  and  neighbours,  the  sons  and 
brothers  of  the  voters  themselves  that  had 
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stopped  them,  and  tbe  totert  were  eilj  too 
glad  to  get  an  ezoase  for  iHDning  awaj 
The  sueeesfl  of  the  mountaineers  on  that 
ocoaaion  bad  the  verj  worst  consequenees, 
for  it  was  looked  upon  by  them  as  a  victor j 
over  the  Queen's  troops,  while  the  troops, 
on  the  other  hand,  were  greatly  exaspe- 
rated. The  following  day  there  were  two 
tragical  events  in  Dongarvan;  thebarbonr- 
master  of  the  town,  a  man  who  had  always 
been  on  the  Conservative  side,  was  strack 
with  a  lance  by  one  of  tbe  soldiers  and 
killed  ai  bis  own  door,  and  another  man  in 
bumble  position  was  also  killed.  A  verdict 
of  ''  wilful  murder  "  in  tbe  oae  ease,  and 
''  manslaughter "  in  the  other,  was  re- 
turned. [The  SoLioiTOB  General  :  By  a 
coroner's  jury.]  That  was  so.  The  sol- 
diers were  never  brought  to  trial,  for  every 
opposition  was  given  by  the  military  au- 
thorities to  the  attempts  that  were  made 
to  6nd  out  the  guilty  parties.  [The  Earl  of 
Mato  :  That  is  quite  contrary  to  tbe  fact.] 
AH  he  could  say  was  that  the  soldiers 
were  not  brought  forward  for  identification. 
[The  Earl  of  Mayo  :  They  were.]  The 
noble  Lord  spoke  from  official  knowledge, 
and  therefore  be  would  take  it  for  granted 
that  what  he  said  was  correct.  But,  at 
all  events,  be  had  stated  what  he  had  seen 
happen  over  and  over  again  at  elections, 
and  he  believed  that  it  was  decidedly  im- 
politic, dangerous,  and  unconstitutional  to 
employ  tbe  troops  aa  they  were  now  em- 
ployed. The  same  things  would  happen 
at  elections  again,  and  at  last  some  great 
disaster  would  occur.  Then  the  Govern- 
ment would  see  that  they  had  been  wrong, 
and  would  consent  to  pass  a  Bill  such  as 
that  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan 
(Mr.  Serjeant  Barry)  had  introduced. 

Mb.  STNAN  said,  as  an  Irish  Member, 
he  thought  the  Bill  was  of  some  import- 
ance. It  was  one  of  a  very  simple  cha- 
racter. It  was  a  Bill  to  extend  to  Ireland 
a  law  which  had  been  oonfirmed  by  a 
statute  of  George  II.,  and  by  a  subse- 
quent statute  of  Her  Majesty.  The  Be- 
solutions  of  that  House  from  time  to  time, 
commencing  so  far  back  as  a  declaratory 
Act  of  Edward  I.,  repeated  tbe  words  of 
the  Act  which  he  should  now  read  to 
them  as  dealing  with  the  constitutional 
question*-namely,  •'  That  all  elections  be 
made  without  interruption  or  molestation 
by  any  commoner,  governor,  oflScer,  or 
soldier.''  The  Act  also  said  *<  that  all 
elections  shall  be  free»"  and  that  it  was 
essential  to  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the 
people  that  it  sbonld  be  so.  It  furtker 
J£r.  BagweU 


enacted  thai,  aa  it  had  been  tbe  paotico 
to  remove  all  soldiers  two  miles  out  of 
town  where  an  election  took  place,  that 
sbottld  be  so  in  future,  only  certain  ex- 
ceptions being  made  with  respect  to  Royal 
troops  in  attendance  on  the  Sovereign  or 
Royal  Family,  and  any  person  in  the  army 
entitled  to  vote.  Then  came  an  Act  of 
tbe  present  reign,  reciting  the  Act  of 
George  II.,  in  which  it  was  said  that 
great  expense  was  involved  by  the  removal 
of  tbe  soldiers,  and  in  which  it  was  enacted 
that  the  soldiers  be  confined  within  bar- 
racks within  two  miles.  That  was  the 
constitutional  and  Common  Law  of  this 
coontry,  directly  aimed  at  attaining  an 
object  which  was  now  of  very  vital  conse- 
quence indeed  in  Ireland  —  namely,  the 
freedom  of  election.  They  bad  lately 
been  discussing  in  that  House  the  profi- 
sion  of  an  Act  for  securing  purity  of  elec- 
tion ;  but  it  appeared  that  at  tbe  present 
time  freedom  of  election  was  more  assailed 
in  Ireland,  and  that  that  vice  ought  to  be 
provided  against.  The  state  of  this  coun- 
try at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  Acts 
referred  to  appeared  to  have  been  similar 
to  what  Ireland  now  was,  and  he  could 
say  with  regard  to  Ireland  that  the  purity 
of  election  in  Ireland  was  seldom,  indeed, 
in  any  way  violated  or  corrupted.  That 
being  the  state  of  things,  one  would  sop* 
pose  that,  primd facie,  there  would  be  no 
objection  from  any  Member  of  this  House 
on  either  side  to  so  simple  a  Bill  as  this. 
As  an  hon.  Member  had  stated,  whenever 
a  proposal  was  made  in  that  House  to 
assimilate  the  law  of  Ireland  to  that  of 
England,  the  onus  probandi  rested  with 
the  opponents  to  show  why  the  law  should 
not  be  assimilated.  He  might  say  that 
the  onuM  probcmdi  laid  with  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  show  why  this  Bill  should 
not  be  passed  —  to  show  why  they  con* 
sidered  it  improper,  imprudent,  and  dan- 
gerous to  extend  the  law  of  England  to 
Ireland.  He  understood  the  noble  Lord 
last  night  to  assume  the  fact  that  there 
were  exceptional  circumstances  in  Ireland, 
and  that  therefore  the  law  in  England  and 
Ireland  ottght  not  to  be  assimilated  in  this 
respect.  But  be  apprehended  that  the 
assumption  of  the  exceptional  circum- 
stances was  not  proof  that  the  law  ought 
not  to  be  assimilated.  The  noble  Lord 
said  these  troops  were  used  with  great 
prudence,  and  went  on  to  show  that  the 
exceptional  circumstances  rendered  it  de« 
sirable  that  tbe  law  should  remain  as  it 
was.    Tbe  noble  Lord  stated  that  the  law 
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ought  not  to  bcf  astimilated ;  but  tbeie 
are  no  arguments  against  assimilation.  He 
(Mr.  Synan)  did  not  like  to  make  any  par- 
ticular mention  of  any  particular  boroughs, 
as  that  would  be  invidious  ;  but  he  Ten- 
tured  to  say  this,  that  upon  an  examination 
of  the  Reports  of  Committees  upon  the 
subject  it  would  be  found  that  there  bad 
been  more  yiolence  proved  against  repre- 
sentatives of  the  boroughs  in  England  than 
in  the  Irith  boroughs.  He  contended, 
therefore,  that  there  were  no  exceptional 
circumstances  to  warrant  a  different  law 
as  to  Ireland  to  that  which  applied  to 
England  on  the  subject.  He  admitted 
there  were  ezceptiooal  circumstances ;  but 
he  denied  that  they  could  be  urged  as 
reasons  for  not  assimilating  the  law.  As 
regarded  the  elections,  generally  speakino;, 
of  course  if  there  be  not  any  particularly 
strong  political  feeling  among  the  electors 
there  was  likely  to  be  no  hostilitr  what- 
ever between  the  proprietors  and  the  rural 
voters,  who,  as  far  as  the  Oounties  were 
concerned,  were  three-fourths  tenants-at- 
will.  But  when  any  particularly  exciting 
question  arose «-  when  the  feeling  was 
strong  on  both  sided,  this  is  what  occurred 
-»The  landlord  requested  of  his  tenants  to 
vote  against  the  known  and  avowed  politi- 
cal opinion  of  the  tenant,  and  the  known 
and  avowed  political  opinion  of  the  non- 
electors.  When  the  ballot  was  asked  for 
the  purpose  of  protecting  the  Irish  voter, 
the  answer  given  was  that  the  elector  held 
his  Tote  as  a  trust  for  the  non-elector. 
The  non*elector  expressed  his  opinion ; 
opinions  were  expressed  on  both  sides; 
the  elector  not  wishing  to  vote  found  out 
that  the  non-elector  would  not  allow  him 
to  go  to  vote ;  the  local  agent,  who  might 
be  a  justice  of  the  peace,  took  the  matter 
in  hand,  and  there  was  an  order  for  the 
military.  There  was  nobody  to  ascertain 
the  opinion  of  the  voter  or  of  the  non- 
•leetor.  The  order  goes  fbrth  for  the 
troops.  Thd  night  before  the  election  the 
electors  were  collected  together :  some- 
times they  were  sent  into  the  hotel,  and 
sometimes  taken  into  the  house  of  the 
landlord  for  safe  custody.  But  they  got 
warning  that  they  were  to  be  escorted  by 
the  troops.  The  non- electors  of  the  dis- 
trict, among  whom  were  the  families  of 
the  very  voters  themselves,  met  the  troops 
and  pelted  them  with  stones.  The  troops 
then  rushed  at  the  mob,  and  the  voters 
rushed  off  the  oars  and  ran  away :  that 
was  the  invariable  thing.  These  voters 
wanted  an  excuse  to  say  to  the  landlord 
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that  thej  bad  Aone  all  they  could  to  tote, 
but  that  they  were  prevented.  An  in- 
spector of  constabulary  was  examined  in 
the  Waterford  case,  and  he  safd  that  when 
he  came  up  to  the  place  the  voters  had 
escaped,  because,  he  said,  the  dragoons 
were  not  fit  to  escort  them.  Now,  they 
made  that  which  was  a  popular  force  in 
Ireland  unpopular.  The  Irishman  was  by 
nature  a  soldier.  He  wished  to  join  in 
the  conflicts  of  war  ;  but  when  they  made 
the  military  force  unpopular  in  Ireland 
they  prevented  that  which  ought  to  make 
Ireland  a  recruiting  ground  for  the  army. 
There  certainlv  did  not  appear  any  excep- 
tional circumstances  of  a  nature  to  prevent 
an  assimilation  of  the  law  of  Ireland  to 
that  df  England  in  this  respect.  There 
were  no  exceptional  circumstances  to  war- 
rant the  use  of  the  military.  Whenever 
they  asked  for  remedial  legislation  in  other 
matters,  and  showed  exceptional  circum- 
stances to  warrant  legislation,  the  answer 
they  got  was,  "You  cannot  have  remedial 
legislation.  The  law  of  England  must  be 
the  law  of  Ireland.  We  cannot  have  one 
law  for  the  one  country  and  another  for 
the  other."  The  exceptional  circumstances 
in  Ireland  were  those  he  had  shown,  and 
they  were  such  as  to  warrant,  not  to  pre- 
vent, that  House  assimilating  the  law  of 
Ireland  to  that  of  England  in  that  respect. 
He  came  now  to  two  extrnordinary  Acts 
of  Parliament,  which  seemed  to  make  the 
case  conclusive.  The  Act  of  25  &  26  VicU 
c.  62,  enabled  a  party  who  complained  of 
not  being  allowed  to  vote  to  make  applica- 
tion to  the  sheriff  who  was  obliged  to  post- 
pone the  polling  until  voters  came  to  the 
poll.  Was  that  law  enforced?  No.  In 
thousands  of  cases  it  had  been  proved 
that  the  voters  did  not  want  to  come. 
They  wanted  an  excuse ;  therefore,  the 
military  was  of  use  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  away  from  the  voter  an  excuse  for 
justifying  his  absence,  and  for  the  purpose 
of  coercing  the  public  opinion  of  tlie  dis- 
trict. There  was  another  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment which  showed  the  total  want  of  any 
necessity  for  this  practice  in  Ireland.  It 
was  the  Act  of  13  &  14  Ftc(.  c.  68,  which 
enabled  the  voters  to  apply  for  as  many 
polling-places  as  they  liked.  They  did 
not  take  advantage  of  that  power — they 
did  not  want  it — therefore,  neither  of  those 
Acts  of  Parliament  were  put  into  operation 
for  the  reason  he  had  stated.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  upon  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  there  was  no  reason 
whatCTcr  why  the  law  of  England  and^ 
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Ireland  Bhould  be  difFerent  in  that  respect ; 
and  he  thought,  both  in  an  Imperial 
point  of  view  and  in  a  point  of  fiew  eon- 
fined  to  Ireland,  it  would  be  a  great  ad- 
vantage to  both  Bides  of  the  House  if  the 
law  were  asBimilated.  It  would  teach  the 
Irish  people  that  that  House  had  that 
confidence  in  them  that  thej  would  make 
a  law  to  enable  them  to  exercise  their 
TOtes  free  from  all  control  from  whatever 
quarter  it  might  come. 

Mb.  BLAEE,  in  supporting  the  Bill, 
said  that  the  military  employed  at  Irish 
elections  were  really  no  other  than  election 
agents.  He  did  not  blame  the  noble  Lord, 
who>  when  requisitions  were  sent  to  him, 
had  no  option  but  to  send  the  military  and 
escort  voters  who,  at  the  bidding  of  the 
Conservative  agents,  were  about  to  vote 
against  their  inclinations.  Voters  so  es- 
corted were  looked  upon  by  the  people  as 
prisoners  ;  and,  in  proof  of  this,  a  party  of 
convicts  who  were  handcuffed,  and  were, 
unluckily,  proceeding  to  their  destination 
on  the  day  of  the  County  Waterford  elec- 
tion, were  carried  off  by  the  mob,  against 
all  the  efforts  of  the  constabulary.  He 
had  himself  been  assured  by  voters  who 
were  escorted  by  military  to  the  poll  that 
their  earnest  prayer  was  for  the  success  of 
the  candidate  against  whom,  for  want  of 
leases,  and  for  fear  of  being  turned  out  of 
their  holdings,  they  were  compelled  to 
vote.  The  first  step  towards  establishing 
freedom  of  election  in  Ireland  would  be  the 
passing  of  this  Bill,  and  [he  hoped  it  would 
be  carried  by  a  large  majority. 

Mr.  O'BEIRNE  said  it  had  always  been 
a  principle  of  the  British  Constitution  to 
looK  with  the  greatest  jealousy  on  the  em- 
ployment of  military  at  elections.  By  the 
ancient  Common  Law  of  this  country  all 
elections  ought  to  be  free,  and  an  Act 
provided  that  previous  to  English  elections 
the  troops  should  be  removed  from  the 
places  of  election  to  a  distance  of  two 
miles.  The  onus  of  proof  that  in  Ireland 
there  were  exceptional  circumstances  which 
prevented  the  carrying  out  of  that  principle 
in  that  country  lay  upon  those  who  op- 
posed this  Bill.  It  was  most  impolitic  to 
irritate  the  feelings  of  the  Irish  people 
against  the  military  by  employing  them  at 
elections.  Irish  elections  might  be  con- 
ducted without  the  presence  of  troops  at 
least  as  safely  as  English  elections.  The 
measure  was  founded  on  justice  and  expe- 
diency, and  he  was  surprised  that  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill  should  come  from  the  other 
side.  Ireland  was  not  behind  England  in 
Mr.  Synan 


its  aspirations  for  military  glory  ;  but  the 
noble  Lord  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  admitted  that  the  12th  Lancers  had 
been  received  with  execration  at  Dublin. 

The  Earl  of  MATO  denied  that  he 
had  ever  said  that  the  12th  Lancers  were 
received  with  execration  ;  he  had  said  that 
they  were  received  with  some  hisses. 

Mr.  O'BEIRNE  continued  to  refer  to 
the  enactments  against  the  employment 
of  the  military  at  elections  in  England,  and 
contended  that  no  election  proceedings  in 
Ireland  had  ever  exceeded  in  brutality  the 
exhibitions  of  an  English  mob  at  the  right 
hen.  Gentleman's  (Mr.  Lowe's)  election 
for  Kidderminster  in  1857.  In  this  un- 
fortunate affair  two  persons  lost  their  lives 
who  had  taken  no  part  in  the  affray.  He 
wished  that  the  danger  of  the  recurrence 
of  such  scenes  should  be  obviated  by  the 
most  stringent  enactments.  He  deeply 
regretted  that  any  such  occurrence  should 
have  taken  place,  because  it  was  calculated 
to  shake  the  foundation  of  that  affectionate 
confidence  which  had  always  subsisted  be- 
tween the  people  of  Ireland  and  the  soldiery 
of  England.  • 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  thought  the 
time  was  come  when  they  should  put  an 
end  to  the  exceptional  legislation  which 
had  been  too  much  in  vogue  for  Ireland. 
He  did  not  believe  that  the  present  system 
was  a  fair  one,  and  because  it  was  not 
justifiable  he  thought  that  proper  amend- 
ments should  be  effected. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Warren)  said,  that  the 
arguments  advanced  in  support  of  the  Bill, 
divested  of  exaggeration,  were  conclusive 
against  it.  The  employment  of  the  mili- 
tary at  elections  was  alleged  to  have  oc- 
casioned mischievous  results  ;  and  yet  the 
only  instance  that  had  been  adduced  was 
that  of  Dungarvan,  in  which  it  was  not 
clearly  established  that  the  military  were 
responsible  for  what  occurred.  The  next 
argument  which  had  been  urged  in  sup- 
port of  the  Bill  was  that  it  was  desirable 
that  the  laws  of  England  and  of  Ireland 
should  be  assimilated.  In  his  opinion^ 
however,  if  any  alteration  were  made,  the 
law  of  England  ought  to  be  assimilated  to 
that  of  Ireland,  for  at  Nottingham  and 
Kidderminster  there  had  been  outrages  of 
a  kind  almost  unknown  in  Ireland.  The 
English  law  in  regardno  the  employment 
of  the  military  at  elections  was  founded  on 
the  assumption  that  the  power  of  the 
Crown  might  be  used  to  control  the  elec- 
tors ;  but  the  history  of  Ireland  did  not 
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record  a  single  case  where  the  Crown  had, 
n'nce  the  XXDion,  exercised  its  influeooe  at 
deetioDS  bj  meaDS  of  the  military.  It  had 
been  argued  that  the  present  measure  would 
promote  freedom  of  election;  but  in  answer 
to  that  it  was  sufficient  to  remark  that  the 
military  were  employed  in  Ireland  not  to 
coerce  the  roters,  but  to  protect  them  from 
the  TioleDce  of  excited  mobs.  Speaking 
io  reference  to  his  personal  knowledge  of 
the  West  Riding  of  the  county  of  Cork, 
and  of  some  other  districts,  he  could  affirm 
that  the  tenants  were  perfectly  aware  that 
their  interests  were  identical  with  the  in- 
terests of  their  landlords,  and  that  the 
great  majority  of  them  would  vote  with 
their  landlords  if  they  were  not  coerced  in 
the  opposite  direction  by  the  spiritual  power 
of  the  priesthood. 

Sir  JOHN  GRAY  said,  it  was  unfor- 
tunately true  that  instances  had  been  known 
in  Ir^nd  of  bands  of  tenants  being  brought 
up  and  forced  to  poll  under  the  terror  of 
the  bayonets  of  the  military.  On  CTery 
occasion  when  party  feeling  was  strongly 
excited  they  had  had  these  military  riots. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  have 
atterty  forgotten  the  case  of  Six  Mile 
Bridge  in  1862,  when  soTcral  persons  were 
bayoneted^  The  military  were  used  as  the 
deotiooeering  agents  of  the  landlord  ;  and 
it  was  to  pot  a  stop  to  such  abuses  that 
they  wished  an  effective  measure  to  be 
passed.  If  they  really  wished  for  freedom 
of  election,  why  not  take  the  reasonable 
and  praetieal  mode  of  ensuring  the  free- 
dom of  the  voters  ?  Nothing  could  be  more 
inconsistent  than  to  give  perfect  freedom 
to  the  doctors  in  England,  and,  at  the 
saiae  time,  to  place  the  whole  armed  force 
ef  the  Crown  at  the  disposal  of  the  land- 
lords, f^  the  purpose  of  coercing  their 
tsaantry  to  vote  against  their  consciences, 
sad  driving  them  up  to  the  polling-booths 
like  prisoners.  That  was  a  state  of  things 
deaanding  a  remedy.  He  did  not  complain 
that  the  infloence  of  the  Crown  was  exer- 
dsed  wrongfully;  but  he  maintained  that 
the  power  of  the  military  was.  He  held 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  Parliament  to 
eqoalne  the  laws  of  England  and  Ireland. 

LoBD  CREMORNE  remarked  that  in 
the  coBoty  which  he  had  the  honour  to  re- 
present a  case  occurred  where  a  man  was 
killed  io  consequence,  not  of  the  presence 
of  the  soldiers,  hot  of  their  absence.  He 
was  sfn^d  that  that  circumstance  would 
prevent  him  from  voting  in  support  of  the 
preacst  BiD. 

M^  ESliONDE    supported  the  Bill. 

VOL  CXCni«    [thibd  sEBnM.] 


He  claimed  that  the  troops  were  attacked 
in  the  first  instance  by  the  populace*  at 
Waterford.  He  would  mention  to  the  House 
a  case  which  had  occurred  during  an  elec- 
tion at  which  he  was  a  candidate.  Forty 
voters  belonging  to  a  friend  of  his  — 
[Laughter,]  —  Why,  hon.  Gentlemen 
seemed  disposed  to  treat  this  high  moral 
question  very  lightly.  Those  forty  voters 
belonged  to  a  friend  of  his  own.  He  was 
not  going  to  enter  into  a  disquisition  as  to 
his  friend's  title  to  those  voters.  His 
friend  had  had  the  bad  taste  to  order  them 
to  vote  against  him  ;  but,  in  order  to  avoid 
doing  so,  the  voters  requested  that  a 
*'  mob  "  might  be  sent  out  to  stop  them  on 
their  way  to  the  poll.  They  further  re- 
quested that  they  might  be  stopped  near  a 
wood,  in  order  that  they  might  get  into  it 
and  avoid  being  caught  again.  He  had 
reason  to  believe  that  the  desired  move- 
ment had  been  duly  executed.  Some  of 
the  voters  polled  for  him,  as  his  friend  had 
not  been  able  to  recover  the  whole  of  his 
property  after  they  got  into  the  wood.  It 
was  to  maintain  the  landlord's  right  in 
such  property  the  military  were  employed 
at  elections  in  Ireland.  He  believed  the 
military  would  be  delighted  to  be  relieved 
from  the  duty  of  attending  at  elections. 

Mb.  Serjeant  BARRY,  in  replying, 
reminded  the  House  that,  in  the  matter  of 
the  Westminster  election,  the  House  had 
passed  a  Resolution  condemnatory  of  the 
employment  of  military  at  elections.  It 
had  been  stated  that  the  12th  Lancers, 
who  had  acted  on  the  occasion  of  the 
Dungarvi^  riots,  were  hooted  while  form- 
ing part  of  the  escort  on  the  entry  of  the 
Prince  and  Princess  of  Wales  into  Dublin. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  accused  him  of  bad  taste, 
because  he  had  mentioned  that  circum- 
stance in  a  former  debate.  The  noble 
Lord's  explanation  of  the  circumstance 
was  as  extraordinary  as  that  which  he 
gave  of  the  sense  in  which  he  had  used  the 
words  '•  levelling  up."  [The  Earl  of  Mayo  : 
I  never  used  the  words.]  Well,  it  was  as 
extraordinary  as  the  noble  Lord's  explana- 
tion of  the  sense  in  which  he  had  used  the 
words  "  elevation,  and  not  confiscation." 

Question  put. 

The  House  dwided  : — Ayes  55  ;  Noes 
96:  Majority  41. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  put  off  for  three  months. 
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MUNICIPAL  CORPORATIONS  (METRO- 
POLIS) BILL— [Bill  105.] 

(Mr,  Mil,  Mr,  Thomas  Hughes,  Mr.  Tomline, 
Mr,  BwOon,  Mr.  Laycard.) 

SECOND  BEADING.     ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  roAaming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Ques- 
tion [17tb  June],  *<That  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time;"  and  which  Amend- 
ment was,  to  leaTe  out  the  word  "now/' 
and  at  the  end  of  the  Question  to  add  the 
words  "upon  this  day  three  months." — 
{Mr,  Bentinck.) 

Question  again  propoBed,  ''That  the 
word  '  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question.' ' 

Debate  resumed, 

Mb.  J.  STUAET  MILL  appealed  to 
the  Secretary  of  Stat.e  for  India,  dj  whom 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate  had  been 
moved  on  the  former  occasion,  to  proceed 
with  bis  argument. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB  said, 
that  at  that  late  hour  he  did  not  feel 
ju8ti6ed  in  launching  the  House  upon  a 
fresh  discusssion. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MIIjiL  theo  brieflj 
replied  to  some  of  the  arguments  advanced 
in  the  course  of  the  debate  a  few  days 
since  upon  this  Bill,  expressing  his  regret 
that  the  measure,  instead  of  being  met 
with  a  direct  negative  by  a  private  Mem- 
ber, had  not  been  left  for  the  consideration 
of  the  Government. 

Question  put,  and  negatived.    * 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  put  off  for  three  months. 


ASSIGNEES  OF  MARINE  POLICIES 

BILL— [Bill  147.] 

(Jfr.  CandUih,  Sir  Colman  (yLogkUn, 

Mr,  Norwood,) 

OOMMIITEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  moved  that  the 
House  go  into  Committee  pro  formd,  with 
the  view  of  making  certain  Amendments 
in  the  Bill  to  meet  the  objections  of  the 
Government,  and  having  the  Bill  re- printed. 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  as  this 
Bill  originally  stood,  it  wonl^  h^ve  been 


impossible  for  the  .  Government  to  have 
given  their  assent  to  its  proceeding  further; 
because  whatever  may  have  been  the  in- 
tention of  the  promoters,  there  appeared 
on  the  face  of  the  Bill  an  attempt  to  legalize 
what  the  law  has  always  set  its  face  against 
— ^namely,  the  dealing  in  marine  policies, 
as  if  they  were  life  poUcies,  passing  current 
like  bills  of  exchange.  Now,  an  endea- 
vour has  lately  been  made  in  this  House  to 
alter  the  law  in  the  same  sense  with  re- 
spect to  fire  policies — this  was  unsuccessful, 
and  such  a  change  would  be  fraught  with 
peril.  What  is  fire  or  marine  insurance  ? 
It  is  a  contract  of  indepinity  from  loss  or 
damage  arising  from  an  uncertain  event — 
the  object  is  not  to  make  a  positive  gain, 
but  to  avert  possible  loss.  There  cannot 
be  indemnity  without  loss,  or  loss  without 
interest.  A  policy,  therefore,  without  in- 
terest is  not  insurance  but  a  mere  wager, 
and  it  would,  in  fact,  hold  out  temptation 
to  the  assignee  to  set  fire  to  the  house,  or 
scuttle  the  ship,  which  is  the  subject  of 
the  insurance.  The  hon.  Member  has, 
however,  accepted  Amendments,  and  is 
ready  to  adopt  others  which  will  very  much 
alter  his  Bill,  and  will,  I  hope,  secure  two 
necessary  things — first,  the  non-severance 
of  the  policy  from  interest  in  the  property 
insured ;  and  secondly,  that  which  is  abso- 
lutely essential  when  you  assign  an  obliga- 
tion or  ooDtract,  subject  to  rights  of  set 
off  and  mutual  credit — namely,  protection 
to  the  underwriter  from  all  liability  beyond 
that  to  which  he  would  have  been  subjected 
if  the  policy  had  not  been  assigned.  The 
hon.  Member  has  stated  that  there  is  a 
strong  desire  among  the  commercial  classes 
connected  with  shipping  for  this  measure. 
Under  these  circumstances,  though  objec- 
tion may  be  taken  to  it  as  fragmentary 
legislation,  I  have  no  objection  to  the  Mo- 
tion that  you,  Sir,  leave  the  Chair,  in  order 
that  the  Bill  maybe  committed  pro  formd, 
for  the  purpose  of  its  being  re-printed  with 
Amendments. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

Bill  reported ;  to  be  printed,  as  amended 
[Bill  203] ;  re-committed  for  Thursday. 

BRISTOL  WRIT. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  lisae  his  Warrant  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Grown  to  make  out  a  new  Writ  for 
the  electing  of  a  Citizen  to  serve  in  this  present 
Parliament  for  the  Oitj  of  Bristol,  in  the  room  of 
John  William  Miles,  esqnire,  whose  Election  has 
been  determined  to  be  void."— (H^.  Nofl) 
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ICb.  bass  moved,  as  an  Amendment, 
that— 

'*  The  writ  for  the  Citj  of  Bristol  be  not  usned 
tiU  wemoi  days  after  tbe  eTldenoe  taken  before  the 
Srieoi  Committee  on  the  Brittol  Election  Petition 
hu  been  pdnted." 

The  Wb.  Men^iAr  lor  ClaekoMwian  (Mr. 
Adam)  iMid  gmn  notice  that  he  hitended  to 
more  for  &e  Writ ;  bnt  tbe  matter  had  been 
aUowed  to  drof^  and  the  prevailing  opinion 
aooBg  bMi.  ICenhere  mA%  that  the  Motion 
woeU  not  be  made  trUhout  a  renewal  of  the 
Notice.  In  the  oaae  of  Derbj,  in  1 858,  the 
Committee  reported  that  were  had  heen 
mne  acta  of  bribery  committed,  and  that 
in  oe^  ooe  instanoe  had  iba  bribe  reached 
£5.  Bnt  onder  those  eircamfttanoes  the 
Boose  had  not  permitted  a  Writ  to  be  issaed 
for  thai  borough  for  a  period  of  six  meniihs. 
He  was  informed,  be  ought  add,  thai  great 
exetteoaent  preTailed  in  Bnatol,  a«d  t&it  a 
ngvlar  aatenudia  was  in  progress  there, 
owing  to  the  impression  that  the  House 
weoM  find  it  impracticable  ip  the  preaevt 
state  «f  mSkm  to  deal  with  any  acta  of 
fciibery  or  to  Tisit  them  with  punishment. 
That  bcdng  so,  he  hoped  the  House  would 
see  the  ]^roprietj  of  aaaenting  to  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  Ittfe  out  from  the  word  » That"  to  the 
«ad  of  tbe  (jtimtion.  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"tbe  Writ  for  tbe  Citj  of  Bristol  be  not  issued 
till  aormi  daja  after  the  endence  taken  before  the 
Sdact  Cinnniitteeon  the  Bristol  Election  Petition 
has  been  printed."— (Jfr.  Ba$$.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
pnipoeed  to  be  left  oat  siaad  part  of  the 
QuestioB." 

Ma.  LABOUCHERB  contended  that 
tbe  question  was  one  of  too  much  import- 
anee  to  be  discussed  at  so  late  an  hour  as 
one  o*cleek,  and  moTed  the  adjournment  of 
tbe  debate. 

Sn  COLMAN  O'LOOHLBN  seconded 
IbeMetioQ. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
'*  That  the  Debate  bp  now  adjourned." — 
(Mr.  Labimch^re.) 

Ma.  ATBTON  said,  he  thought  the 
MQpaata  of  the  Treasury  Bench  ought  to 
giTe  Um  Homo  some  reason  for  the  mode 
^  pveeeeding  adopted  by  them  in  the  pre- 
Ha*  iatcanee.  It  eould  not  be  necessary 
^  that  boar  of  the  morning  to  surprise  the 
^^«ie  wkb  soch  a  Motion,  unless  an  elee- 
^*<iB  v«re  aeeessaiy  within  two  or  three 
^*J**  Tbe  Report  of  tbe  Chairman  of  the 
BnMlketioD  Committee  was  to  tlie  ef- 


fect that  bribery  had  not  eztensively  pre- 
vailed 1^  the  recent  election,  considering 
the  number  of  the  electors.  Now,  that 
was  a  statement  which  inyolved  some 
ambiguity,  and  the  House  could  not,  in  his 
opinion,  properly  deal  with  the  matter  until 
they  had  before  them  the  evidence  which 
had  been  taken.  ["Divide  I  "]  He  had 
no  doubt  that  Gentlemen  opposite,  in  the 
state  of  the  House,  wished  to  divide  ;  but 
he  objected  to  this  matter  being  made  the 
subject  of  a  "  catch  "  majority,  as  was  the 
case  the  other  night  when  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  was  placed  in  a  very 
peculiar  and  difficult  position.  A  stigma 
would  attach  to  the  Government  if  they 
lent  ^emselves  to  the  proposition  just  made 
by  one  with  less  responsibility  than  tiiem- 
selves,  and  he  thought  that  the  eowse  in 
which  the  Government  was  now  engaged 
was  derogatory  to  their  honour. 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
tbe  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  who  had 
spoken  with  his  uaoal  fluency,  had  not  ad- 
duced a  single  argument  to  induce  the 
House  to  postpone  the  issue  of  the  Writ. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  assumed 
that  oormpt  practices  extensively  prevailed 
at  the  last  eleoiion  for  Bristol;  but  had  not 
adduced  (me  fact  in  support  of  hia  assump- 
tion. 

Mb.  AYRTON  moved  that  the  Re- 
port of  the  Bristol  Election  Committee  be 
read. 

Report  of  Committee  [25th  June]  read. 

Mk.  LOCKE  observed,  that  the  com- 
mission of  every  improper  act  which  could 
occur  at  an  election — bribery,  corruption, 
treating,  and  personation — was  mentioned 
In  the  Report ;  and  he  therefore  thought 
that  the  House  should  not  be  in  a  desperate 
hurry  to  issue  the  Writ.  Thej  should  have 
the  opportunity  of  censideiing  how  the 
Brist<4  election  had  been  conducted.  He 
was  at  a  loss  to  know  why  the  Ministerial 
Benches  should  now  be  so  well  filled,  and 
why  there  was  now  such  a  great  desire  for 
the  issue  of  tbe  Writ  He  would  sit  to 
any  hour,  and  move  those  Motions  which 
were  necessary  to  save  the  honour  of  the 
House  on  this  occasion,  when  such  a  sur- 
prise was  attempted  by  the  other  side. 

SiE  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB  said, 
he  thought  the  sudden  proceeding  on  the 
other  side  required  explanation.  The 
Report  of  the  Committee  showed  that  cor- 
rupt practices  did  not  extensively  prevail 
in  Bristol,  and  when  a  Report  of  that  sort 
was  presented  it  was  the  practice  to  issue 
F  3  ( 
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a  Writ  in  order  that  a  large  Dumber  of  per- 
sons who  had  a  right  to  be  represented 
should  not  suffer  bj  the  misoonduot  of  a 
limited  portion  of  the  oonstituenej.  No 
surprise  was  intended,  and  the  h6n.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Noel)  told  seferal  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  he  was  about  to  mo?e  the  Writ. 
He  did  not  see  why  they  should  not  oome 
to  a  conclusion  to-night,  rather  than  ad- 
journ the  matter  to  another  evening. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  considered  that 
the  Writ  should  have  been  moTod  at  the 
commencement  of  the  proceedings,  not  at 
the  rising  of  the  House.  There  were  twenty- 
four  cases  of  bribery  proved,  and  a  strong 
case  had  been  made  out  for  making  an 
example  in  such  a  oase.  He  was  disap- 
pointed at  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  as  he  thought  he  would  have 
acceded  to  the  Motion  to  adjourn  the  debate. 
There  were  good  reasons  to  postpone  the 
issue  of  the  Writ  until  the  evidence  was 
before  the  House  ;  and  there  was  no  time 
when  it  was  more  necessary  to  give  a  warn- 
ing to  the  new  constituencies. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
he  could  see  nothing  to  warrant  the  sus- 
pension of  the  Writ ;  but  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Ayrton)  having 
expressed  his  determination  to  employ  his 
great  physical  strength  in  preventing  the 
decision  of  the  question  to-night,  and  mis- 
apprehension having  been  said  to  exist  on 
the  part  of  some  hon.  Members,  he  thought 
the  best  course  was  to  agree  to  the  ad- 
journment. 

Debate  adjowrned  till  Thursday. 

7AIBS     (mBTEOPOLIS)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  JAicig  Fbboumon,  Bill  for 
tho  prevention  of  the  holdinff  of  unlawful  Fairs 
within  the  limite  of  the  Metropolitan  Police 
District,  ordered  to  he  brought  in  hj  Sir  Jamis 
FxBouisoN  and  Mr.  Secretary  Gathobnb  Habdt.j 
BUI  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  305. 

OOUBT  OF  8S88I0K  (SCOTLAND)    [sALiaiES.j 
Ccntidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Reeolvedt  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 

Sayment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  bj  P&r- 
ament  for  that  purpose,  of  the  Salaries  of  the 
OflBcers  of  the  Court  of  Session,  and  of  the  Bill 
Chamber  of  the  said  Court,  and  of  the  Commis- 
sioners for  Teinds,  in  pursuance  of  the  provisions 
of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  relating  to  the 
Court  of  Session  in  Scotland. 
Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

House  a^oumed  at  a  quarter 
before  Two  (rclock. 

8ir  Stafford  NortheoU 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Weinesdayj  July  1,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  —  PuBLio  Bnxa  —  Ordered  —  Ge- 
neral Police  and  Improvement  (Scotland)  Act 
Amendment*;  Indorsing  of  Warrants  *. 

First  Reading — General  Police  and  Improvement 
(Scotland)  Act  Amendment*  [206];  Inland 
Revenue  •  pOT] ;  Indorsing  of  Warrants  •  [2081. 

Second  Reading  —  Oxford  and  Cambridge  Unl- 
versitiee  [SOJ  ;  Clerks  of  the  Peace,  4c.  (Ira- 
land)*  [194]. 

Select  Committee  —  Electric  Telegraphs,  Major 
Cornwall  Legb  diech,  and  Colonel  John  W. 
Fane  added. 

Committee  —  University  Elections  (Voting  Pa- 
pers)* [187];  Libel  (Ireland)  [109];  Turn- 
pike Trusts  Arrangements  *  [200]. 

i2MH)rt— University  Elections  (Voting  Papers)* 
[187];  Libel  (Ireland)  [199];  Turnpike 
Trusts  Arrangements*  [200 J. 

Considered  at  amended  »•  University  Elections 
(Voting  Papers)*  [187]  ;  Prisons  (Scotland) 
Administration  Acts  Amendment*  [197]; 
Bankruptcy  Act  (1861)  Amendment*  [U6]. 

Third  Reading  —  Uniyersity  Elections  (Voting 


Papers)  *  [187]  ;  Medway  Regulation  Act  Con- 
tinuance* [196] ;  Prisons  (Scotland)  Adnunis- 
tration  Acts  Amendment*  [197]. 
Withdrawn  —  Weights  and  Measures  (Metric 
System)  [44];  County  Financial  Boards 
(No.  1)*[51];  Ubel  [8]. 

NAVT— NAVAL  CHAPLAINS. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  ETETN  said,  he  wished  to  ask, 
If  the  Lords  Commissioners  of  the  Ad- 
miralty have  come  to  any  decision  on  the 
organization  in  regard  to  the  improve- 
ment, pay,  and  position  of  Naval  Chap- 
lains ;  and,  whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  to  appoint  com- 
missioned Preshyterian  and  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Chaplains  for  the  service  of  Her 
Minesty's  Fleet  at  home  and  ahroad  ? 

LOBD  HENRY  LENNOX,  in  reply, 
said,  that  in  pursuance  of  a  promise  given 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  an 
inquiry  had  been  made  as  to  the  position 
of  navy  chaplains,  and  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty were  unanimously  agreed  that 
these  gentlemen  had  a  perfect  right  to 
be  placed  on  the  same  footing  with  their 
brethren  in  the  army,  both  as  to  pay  and 
position  ;  but  the  Government  had  not 
been  able,  in  the  present  financial  year,  to 
make  arrangements  for  carrying  this  into 
effect.  In  reply  to  the  second  part  of  the 
Question,  he  most  inform  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  it  was  not  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  grant  commissions  to 
Roman  Catholic  and  Presbyterian  chaplains 
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for  the  senrioe  of  Her  Majesty's  Fleet;  bot 
thej  desired  to  improve  the  pay  and  posi- 
tion of  the  Roman  Catholic  and  Presby- 
terian chaplains  at  Sheerness,  Chatham, 
and  Portsmouth,  and  also  to  entitle  them 
to  the  receipt  of  pensions.  The  same 
financial  reason  to  which  he  had  already 
alladed  had  prevented  this  being  done  at 
present. 

WEIGHTS  AND  MEASURES  (METRIC 

SYSTEM)  BILL— [Bill  44.] 

(ABr,  Ewart,  Mr.  BazUy,  Mr,  Baines,  Mr.  John 

Benjamin  Smith,  Mr,  Oraves,} 

COlOCmBB.      BILL   WITUJDAAWK. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mb.  J.  B.  SMITH  said,  that  before 
moving  that  the  Order  be  discharged,  he 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
and  of  the  Government  to  the  present 
anomalous  state  of  the  law.  The  late 
Government  opposed  a  Bill  brought  in  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dum- 
fries (Mr.  £wart}  for  the  adoption  of  the 
system  of  metric  weights  and  measures  ; 
but  being  defeated  by  a  large  majority, 
they  agreed  to  bring  in  a  Bill  permitting 
the  use  of  metric  weights  and  measures. 
Persons,  however,  who  were  found  using 
them  were  prosecuted  for  having  these 
measures  in  their  possession.  The  case 
was  laid  before  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown,  who  held  that  it  was  lawful,  ac- 
cording to  this  Act,  to  use  metric  weights 
and  measures,  but  that  if  a  person  were 
found  in  possession  of  them  he  would  be 
liable  to  be  prosecuted.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr.  Ewart)  there- 
upon brought  in  a  Bill  enacting  that  the  me- 
tric system  of  metric  weights  and  measures 
should  be  adopted  in  this  country.  A  large 
majority  had  affirmed  the  second  reading 
of  his  hon.  Friend's  Bill,  and  he  must  do 
the  present  Government  the  justice  to  say 
that  they  had  heartily  supported  the  mea- 
sure. It  was,  however,  necessary  that  pro- 
per metric  standards  should  be  provided  to 
verify  these  weights  and  measures,  and  the 
Government  had  appointed  a  Royal  Com- 
mission to  consider  the  question.  Next 
year  be  hoped  the  Government  would  bring 
in  a  Bill  and  carry  this  great  question  to 
a  successful  issue.  Countries  containing 
a  population  of  no  less  than  270,000,000 
had  adopted  the  metric  system  of  weights 
and  measures,  and  only  a  few  days  ago 
the  King  of  Prussia  congratulated  his  Par- 
liament upon  the  adoption  of  this  system 
throughout  the  whole  of  Germany.     The 


Parliament  of  Prussia,  on  its  part,  had 
moved  the  Government  to  take  into  its 
consideration  the  best  means  of  carrying 
into  effect  an  international  system  of 
monies  as  well  as  weights  and  measures. 
He  moved  that  the  Order  of  the  Day  be 
now  discharged. 

Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  denied  that 
the  division  on  the  second  reading  was  a 
proof  of  the  general  feeling  on  the  sub- 
ject. It  was  one  of  those  political  contri- 
vances by  which  both  parties — the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Opposition — had  avoided  an 
issue  which  neither  wished  to  encounter* 
The  second  reading  was  affirmed  on  the 
understanding  that  the  measure  was  not 
to  proceed  further.  Practical  men  in  the 
couutry  were  largely  protesting  against 
the  inconvenience  which  the  adoption  of 
the  system  would  entail. 

Mb.  SPEAKER  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  that  that  was  not  the  time  to 
discuss  the  merits  of  the  measure. 

Order  diickarged. 
Bill  foithdraum. 

OXFORD  AND  CAMBRIDGE  UNIVER. 

SITIES  BILL— {Bill  80.] 

(iff.  Coleridge,  Mr,  Bcuverie,  Mr,  Cfrant  Duff,) 

SECOND  BEADING.     ADJOUBNED  DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Ques- 
tion [13th  May],  ••  That  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time  ;"  and  which  Amend- 
ment was,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  now," 
and  at  the  end  of  the  Question  to  add  the 
words  **  upon  this  day  six  months.** — [Mr, 
Walpole,) 

Question  again  proposed,    **  That  the 
word  *  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Question." 
Debate  reiumed, 

Mb.  POWELL  said,  he  would  point 
out,  as  one  of  the  objections  to  this  Bill, 
that  it  had  not  received  the  favour  of  the 
Universities  themseWes,  for  as  regarded 
Cambridge  alone,  petitions  signed  by  no 
fewer  than  2,232  Members  of  the  Senate 
had  been  presented  against  it.  It  was  a 
common  thing  to  compare  the  German  and 
other  Continental  Universities  with  the 
English  ;  but,  in  truth,  they  were  wholly 
dissimilar.  The  former  were  founded  by 
the  State,  directed  by  the  State,  and,  in 
fact,  were  the  creatures  of  the  State  ; 
whereas  the  latter  consisted  in  a  great 
degree  of  Colleges  which  were  the  result 
of  private  benefactions.     But  although  the 
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CoQtineiital  UniverBitiea  were  the  creatures 
of  the  State,  the  State  was  sometimeB 
afraid  of  its  own  creation.  We  often  heard 
of  foreign  UniTersities  being  closed  on  ac- 
count of  diaturbances  among  the  students ; 
but  when  had  it  happened,  at  least  in  re- 
cent generations,  that  Oxford  or  Cdmbridge 
University  had  been  closed  in  consequence 
of  disturbances  among  the  students  ?  He 
thought  the  old  Universities  of  England 
had  no  cause  to  shrink  from  the  compari- 
son, and  that  they  had  not  failed  in  their 
first  duty  of  guiding  and  forming  the  cha- 
racter of  the  youth  of  the  country.  Most  of 
the  Colleges  of  onr  Universities  were  founded 
or  enriched  by  wealthy  Prelates,  who  gave 
of  their  abundance,  by  clergymen  who  gave 
from  their  small  pittances,  or  by  laymen 
whose  affection  to  the  interests  of  religion 
and  learning  induced  them  to  give  accord- 
ing to  their  ability.  Though  some  Royal 
personages  had  in  certain  cases  contributed 
to  their  ^ds,  they  were  in  the  main  the 
result  of  private  donations  given,  not  for 
the  support  of  any  merely  secular  system, 
but  for  the  promotion  of  a  higher  educa- 
tion, to  be  conducted  in  the  spirit  of  re- 
ligion. That  object  they  had  fulfilled-,  and 
the  interest  now  taken  in  theological  sub- 
jects, not  only  by  those  who  were  prepar- 
ing for  Holy  Orders,  but  also  by  students 
who  were  preparing  for  lay  careers,  showed 
that  religion  was  still  alive  and  active  in 
those  ancient  institutions.  No  one  could 
say  that  the  Universities  had  not  been 
faithful  to  their  trust.  He  spoke  particu- 
larly of  Cambridge — his  own  University — 
and  he  was  able  to  say  that  there  never 
was  a  time  when  the  Colleges  did  their 
work  more  effectually,  when  the  altars  of 
their  chapels  were  resorted  to  bj  more 
earnest  worshippers,  and  when  those  who 
were  designed  for  Holy  Orders-  received  a 
more  effective  training.  He  asked  the 
House,  therefore,  to  pause  before  it  rudely 
broke  up  a  system  which  worked  so  well 
and  so  beneficially.  The  great  object  which 
he  and  those  who  believed  with  him  had 
in  view  was,  that  the  governing  power  in 
the  Universities  should  be  in  the  hands  of 
persons  holding  one  faith  ;  they  had  iio 
wish  to  keep  Nonconformist  students  out 
of  the  Colleges,  but  would  rather  they 
should  come  in.  It  was  most  desirable  that 
Nonconformists  should  participate  in  the 
higher  culture  and  the  genial  influences  of 
a  University  education  ;  and  he  hoped  the 
effect  of  that  culture  and  those  influences 
upon  that  class  of  students  would  be  to 
induce  them,  at  least  in  after  life,  if  not 
Mr.  Pqw$11 


before,  to  join  the  Commviiioa  of  tker 
Church  of  England.  But  it  was  most  in^ 
portant  to  keep  the  governing  bodies  in  in^ 
timate  connection  with  that  Church.  When 
dealing  with  ethics,  with  history,  and  even 
with  law,  it  might  be  requisite  that  the 
teaching  should  retain  the  impress  of  the 
Church  of  England  ;  but  with  respect  to 
chemistry,  and  some  other  sciences,  the 
same  necessity  might  not  exist ;  theology 
might,  indeed,  be  turned  into  acids,  but  it 
would  not  be  easy  to  turn  acids  into  theo- 
logy. It  was  not  possible  to  expel  religion 
from  places  of  education.  The  cry  for  its 
expulsion  reminded  him  of  the  words  of 
the  Roman  poet,  reproving  the  proud  and 
highly'luxurious  men  of  his  time — 
"  Nataram  expellas  farcft,  tamen  usque  reourret, 
Et  mala  pemimpet  furtim  fastidia  victiriz." 

Such  would  bo  the  case  with  Christianity 
and  religion.  They  liiight  endeavour  to 
expel  religion  from  their  seats  of  learning  ; 
yet,  once  expelled,  he  believed  it  would 
ever  return.  But  they  did  not  know  in 
what  shape  it  would  return.  They  should 
note  the  fact  that  the  same  year  which 
had  seen  the  Liberal  party  endeavouring 
to  throw  open  Trinity  College,  Dublin, 
had  been  characterized  by  the  putting 
forth  of  claims  on  the  part  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  hierarchy  to  exclusive  religious 
teaching,  such  as  had  not  before  been  ad- 
vanced in  this  country.  They  knew  what 
the  religious  teaching  in  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge was  —  it  was  the  teaching  of  the 
Church  of  England  ;  a  Church  comprehen- 
sive in  her  articles  of  belief,  and  even  more 
comprehensive  in  her  practice  than  in  the 
letter  of  her  laws.  Let  them  take  heed 
that  they  did  not  expel  that  which  was  so 
beneficent,  and  which  worked  so  well ;  let 
them  retain,  while  they  still  had  it,  that 
which  combined  a  firm  adherence  to  faith 
with  fearless  investigation,  and  which, 
while  it  taught  the  tenets  of  an  ancient 
and  venerable  religion,  at  the  same  time 
appealed  to  reason,  without  which  religion 
was  apt  to  degenerate  into  the  assertions 
of  unscrupulous  theologians,  and  the  su- 
perstition of  a  misguided  and  an  ignorant 
people. 

Mb.  GRANT  DUFF  said :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  has  told 
us  a  great  deal  about  the  petitions  which 
have  been  presented  against  this  Bill ;  but 
although  the  two  Universities  have  affixed 
their  corporate  seals  to  petitions  against  it, 
as  indeed  they  have  done  to  petitions 
against  almost  every  good  Bill  in  which 
they  have  been  pleased  to  take  an  interest 
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for  Bereral  ages,  the  House  is  neyertheless 
aware  that,  in  weifffaing  petitions,  quality 
most  be  considerea  as  well  as  quantity. 
How,  petitions  have  been  receired  by  the 
Bouse  whieh  show  that  our  Bill  is  supported 
yery  powerfuDy  indeed  amongst  the  persons 
who  are  reaHy  carrying  on  the  educational 
work  of  our  two  UniTersities*  So  strongly, 
indeed,  is  it  already  supported  by  resident 
opinion  in  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  and  so 
steadily  are  the  reformers  gaining  ground 
there,  that  I,  ior  one,  after  what  has  hap- 
pened with  regard  to  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr.  Bwart),  would 
be  qmte  content  to  leave  this  matter  of 
tests  in  the  bands  of  the  working  tutors 
and  Professors  of  the  TTniversities,  if  they 
had  the  power  to  deal  with  it.  Unfor- 
tunately, bowerer,  the  ultimate  power  in 
the  UniTersities  resides  not  in  the  Univer- 
sities ^emselfes,  but  with  the  country 
elergy  ;  and  even  if  the  country  clergy 
were  fsvonrable  to  us,  they  could  do  nothing 
wiAoui  the  interference  of  this  House,  be- 
tsuse  what  we  are  striking  at  are  not  mere 
UntTersity  regulations,  but  legislative  enact- 
ments. In  advocating  this  Bill,  I,  though 
a  humble  member  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, admit  most  fully  that  I  am  thinking 
only  of  the  nation  at  large,  and  of  the 
higher  edneation  in  particular,  and  am 
taking  no  thought  whatever  of  the  sectarian 
interests  either  of  the  Church  of  England 
or  of  any  other  religious  body ;  bnt,  if  it 
were  any  special  business  of  mine  to  look 
after  the  sectarian  interests  of  the  Church 
of  England,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  sajing 
that  I  should  adopt  precisely  the  same  po- 
licy. I  am  afraid  I  think  better  of  the 
strength  of  the  Church  of  England  than 
her  professed  advocates  ;  for  I  firmly  be- 
Beve  that  out  of  100  Nonconformists  who 
should  go  up  to  Oxford,  95  per  cent  would 
leave  it,  if  not  Churchmen,  at  least  very 
wiQuig  to  live  good  friends  of  the  Church 
wmAtt^  aa  a  religious  institution,  '*  but- 
tresses,'' as  Sidney  Smith  said,  <'if  not 
pfflars.'*  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are  as 
aaxioas  to  prevent  Nonconformists  going 
to  Oxford,  as  was  the  friend  of  the  Jew  in 
Decameron,  to  prevent  him  going  to  Bome  ; 
but,  however  badly  they  may  think  of  the 
Chureh  of  England,  as  it  appears  in  its 
ikvoorite  University,  they  may  take  corn- 
et from  that  famous  story,  since  they 
win  remember  that  the  Jew  came  back 
fre«  Rome  a  very  good  Christian,  for  he 


""T^  xflis;U)n  must  be  indeed  divine  which 
caa  wtkt^umAI  in  spite  of  all  that  goes  on  io 
the  J^gk  flMs  ol  the  Chureh." 


I  take  a  different  view  from  hon.  Oentle- 
men  opposite.  It  appears  to  me  that  the 
English  Church  shows  so  well  in  both  her 
Universities  that  the  members  of  all  sects 
who  go  up  thither  will  be  greatly  shaken 
in  their  allegiance  to  their  own  sects,  and 
drawn  to  one  or  other  of  her  religious 
parties,  always,  of  course,  excepting  the 
Roman  Catholics,  who  can  meet  her  pres- 
tige and  traditions  by  a  prestige  and  tra- 
ditions older  than  her  own ;  but  then 
everyone  knows  that,  for  the  present,  and 
for,  I  fear,  a  long  time  to  come,  the  num- 
ber of  Roman  Catholics  who  will  go  to  our 
Universities  is  quite  trifling.  The  whole 
influence  of  the  Roman  hierarchy  in  Eng- 
land, and  the  whole  strength  of  the  party 
now  in  power  at  Rome,  will  be  exerted 
against  their  doing  so.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  are  misled,  I  think,  by  the  long 
connection  between  the  Universities  and 
the  Church ;  but  do  they  not  comprehend 
that  the  only  reason  why  the  people  have 
not  long  since  interfered  to  put  the  Uni- 
versities on  a  new  footing  is  that,  till  quite 
recently,  the  mass  of  the  people  has  felt 
no  more  interest  in  the  internal  affairs  of 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  than  they  have  in 
the  internal  affairs  of  the  Carlton  or  of 
Brooks's  ?  Now,  all  that  is  being  changed. 
The  people  are  beginning  to  take  an  inte- 
rest in  the  Universities.  The  question  of 
their  reform  is  becoming  a  question  for 
addresses  and  hustings  speeches.  How, 
then,  should  the  people  of  this  free  country, 
when  they  once  begin  to  care  about  the 
Universities,  allow  them  to  remain  in  the 
hands  of  the  dominant  Church  any  more 
than  is  the  case  with  the  Univorsities  of 
France  or  of  Prussia,  of  Holland  or  of 
Switzerland  ;  nay,  even  with  those  of 
Italy,  hard  by  the  cave  of  the  old  lion 
himself,  if  I  may  be  permitted  to  borrow 
the  expression  of  a  Cardinal  ?  More  than 
twenty  years  have  gone  by  since  the 
Scotch  Universities  liberated  themselves, 
except  as  to  their  Theological  Chairs,  from 
the  last  remnants  of  ecclesiastical  control. 
Why  is  it  that  they  so  long  preceded  Eng- 
land in  the  path  of  reform  ?  Simply 
because  the  Scotch  Universities  have  a  far 
greater  hold  on  the.  masses  of  the  nation 
than  Oxford  and  Cambridge  have  hitherto 
had.  If  their  concerns  had  been  as  remote 
from  the  business  and  bosoms  of  the  ma- 
jority of  Scotchmen,  as  have  been  the  con- 
cerns of  the  corresponding  institutions  in 
England  from  the  business  and  bosoms  of 
the  vast  majority  of  Englishmen,  who 
knows  what  strange  customs  ancUfoolish  j 
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tests  might  be  now  prerailiDg  in  Aberdeen 
or  Glasgow?  Till  a  few  years  ago,  the 
troest  reflection  of  the  spirit,  of  Oxford  at 
least,  was  to  be  found  in  the  pages  of  the 
Lyra  Apatolica,  I  suppose  it  would  be 
difficult,  in  the  whole  range  of  Enfflish 
19th  century  literature,  to  find  a  book 
more  utterly  and  hopelessly  uncongenial 
to  the  feelings  and  ideas  of  the  great  mass 
of  Englishmen »of  that  great  mass  which 
will  henceforward  rule  the  rulers.  The 
ideal  University  which  we  oppose  to  that 
semi-monastic  Uni?ersity,  of  which  the 
men  of  the  1833  movement  dreamed,  ii  a 
University  which  shall  gather  into  one 
focus  all  the  light  of  the  age,  which  shall 
lead  the  scientific  movement  in  e?ery 
branch  of  knowledge.  We  want  a  Uni- 
versity which  shall  occupy  itself  in  the  dis- 
covery and  dissemination  of  truth,  wholly 
irrespective  of  the  interests  of  any  sect 
or  party,  religious  or  political.  I  do  not 
know  that  1  can  better  express  tlie  sort  of 
spirit  which  we  wish  to  see  prevailing  in 
the  seats  of  our  highest  education,  than  by 
reading  a  few  lines  from  an  address  lately 
delivered  on  the  subject  of  Universities  by 
the  German  historian,  Yon  Sybel.  If  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down  had 
given  a  tithe  of  the  attention  to  the  German 
Universities  which  he  has  done  to  the  Eng- 
lish, he  would  not,  of  all  accusations  in 
the  world,  have  brought  against  the 
German  Universities  the  accusation  of 
being  mere  echoes  and  creatures  of  the 
State.     Von  Sybel  says — 

"During  the  pre[>arator3r  years  of  school  life, 
the  principle  of  authority  must  neoessarily  hold 
paramount  sway ;  and  again,  in  later  life,  the 
force  of  circumstances  and  authority  have  a  large 
share  in  determining  our  course  of  action  ;  but 
there  should  be  at  least  one  moment  in  the  Life  of 
every  educated  man  in  which  all  the  organs  of 
authority — the  nation,  the  State,  and  the  teacher 
himself— should  proclaim  to  him,  as  his  first  and 
highest  commandment,  that  he  be  intellectually 
free,  ,  ,  ,  Whether  the  individual  man,  as  a 
result  of  his  studies  and  labours,  takes  this  or  that 
direction — whether  he  becomes  Liberal  or  Con- 
servative, re-actionary  or  progressist,  orthodox 
or  Liberal — for  us  who  direct  the  University  sys- 
tem, that  which  is  really  essential  is  this,  that 
whatever  the  youth  becomes,  he  should  become  it, 
not  from  mere  youthful  habit,  not  from  dim  sen- 
timent, or  traditional  obedience,  but  that  for  the 
rest  of  his  life  he  should  be  whatever  he  is  as  a 
result  of  soientiflo  consideration,  critical  exami- 
nation, and  independent  resolve." 

Is  that  the  sort  of  language  which  the  hon. 
Member  expects  from  echoes  and  creatures 
of  the  State  ?  Why,  he  ought  to  know 
that  Lehrfreiheii^ihe  freedom  of  speech 
in  the  Professor's  chair — is  the  very  life 
Mr.  Grant  Duff  ' 


of  the  German  Universities.  Now,  which 
of  these  two  spirits — the  medieval  spirit 
of  bondage,  or  the  modern  spirit  of  liberty 
— do  hon.  Gentlemen  think  that  the  people 
of  England  will  wish  to  see  for  the  future 
prevailing  in  our  Universities  ?  If  any- 
one answers  **  the  first" — if  he  really  be- 
lieves that  the  English  people  will  allow 
these  vast  endowments  to  be  directed  to 
the  support  of  semi-monastic  Utopias — it  is, 
of  course,  very  right  for  him  to  oppose  our 
Bill.  But  if  this  is  hopeless,  surely  he 
must  accept  our  idea  of  what  a  Universitj 
should  be,  and  endeavour  to  break  down 
these  sectarian  barriers  as  quickly  as  pos- 
sible. I  do  not  see  what  alternative  there 
is,  for  no  one  can  wish  to  prolong  the  pre- 
sent wholly  illogical  and  unsatisfactory  state 
of  things.  No  one  can  wish  to  see  the 
Universities  continuing  year  after  year  the 
battle-field  of  contending  political  parties. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  blame  us  and 
our  friends  at  the  Universities  for  stirring 
up  strife  ;  but  they  do  us  much  injustice. 
It  is  not  us  with  whom  they  are  fighting. 
The  whole  spirit  of  the  age,  the  whole  of 
its  literature,  the  whole  of  its  deepest  and 
calmest  political  tendencies,  the  whole  of 
its  fierce  and  feverish  life  is  in  the  oppos- 
ing camp.  As  has  been  truly  said,  "  the 
stars  in  their  courses  are  fighting  againsfe 
them."  Depend  upon  it,  he  was  one  of 
the  most  far-seeing,  as  he  assuredly  was 
one  of  the  sternest,  of  19th  century  Con- 
servatives, who  cried — "  Power  is  against 
us,  the  masses  are  against  us,  the  stream 
of  time  is  against  us. 

Mr.  BERE8F0RD  HOPE  said :  I  am 
sorry  that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  Elgin  burghs,  who  has  just  addressed 
the  House,  should  have  done  himself  aa 
injustice  in  the  line  of  argument  which  he 
has  adopted  in  supporting  this  Bill.  Those 
who  have  listened  to  his  speech  and  who 
have  merely  read  the  BiU  of  my  hon. 
Friend  opposite,  on  the  back  of  which  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Elgin  is  also 
found,  would  be  tempted  to  believe  that  he 
had  not  himself  read  the  Bill  which  he  has 
been  supporting.  This  measure  is  an  amal- 
gamation of  two  preceding  Bills — the  one 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Exeter 
for  opening  the  Universities,  and  the  other 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Eilmamook 
for  opening  the  Colleges.      But  from  first 
to  last  of  the  speech  just  concluded  not 
one  word  was  heard  with  regard  to  tbe 
constitution  of  the  Colleges.     From  fijrat 
to  last  my  hon.  Friend  dealt  with  tbie 
secondary  and  minor  element  of  the  pr^. 
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sent  Bill  —  the  opening  of  the  Uniyer- 
sities — and  so  ignorance  on  his  own  part 
of  his  own  measure  might  have  been 
reasonably  inferred  by  those  who  have 
been  listening  to  his  oration ;  but  in  ex- 
posing himself  to  such  criticisms,  he  really 
does  himself  an  injustice.  He  is  not  for- 
getful, but  only  too  candid.  He  oyerleaps 
the  present  stage  of  the  controversy,  and 
opens  up  to  us  the  further  designs  of  that 
section  of  thinking  men  whose  mouthpiece 
he  has  constituted  himself  in  this  House. 
He  teUs  us  that  which,  if  he  had  been  a 
better  tactician,  he  would  have  kept  to 
himself — that  by  supporting  this  Bill  we 
shall  be  entrapped  into  fur^er  concessions 
to  the  party  cdf  relentless  progress.  He 
lets  out  the  secret  of  this  Bill,  and  he  tells 
us  what  it  has  for  its  ultimate  object 
with  an  unconsciousness  of  results  which 
is  from  its  innocence  almost  engaging.  It 
is  almost  with  an  exuberance  of  intellec- 
tual abandon  that  he  throws  himself  for- 
ward into  that  dreamland  in  the  pro- 
mised advent  of  which  the  friends  of  free 
thought  love  to  indulge,  and  it  does  not 
occur  while  indulging  in  such  visions  that 
there  is  such  a  thing  as  binding  force  in 
tbe  limitations  no  less  than  in  the  permis- 
sions of  an  Act  of  Parliament.  He  sup- 
presses the  restrictive  provisions  of  the 
printed  Bill,  while  he  flaunts  before  us 
that  which  he  intends  shall  be  the  ulti- 
mate result.  There  is  no  disguise  about  the 
goal  at  which  we  are  to  arrive ;  the  Bill,  as 
drafted  and  printed,  is  intended  in  the  first 
place  to  open  seats  in  the  Senate  of  the 
University  of  Cambridge  and  of  the  Con- 
vocation of  the  University  of  Oxford  to 
Nonconformists.  Well,  that  is  a  proposal 
which  may  be  good  or  may  be  bad — I  shall 
have  something  to  say  on  that  subject 
presently — but  which  is  in  itself  a  clear 
and  intelligible  issue.  In  the  second  place 
the  Bill  goes  on  to  repeal  a  portion  of  the 
Act  of  Uniformity,  so  as  to  enable  the 
Colleges  to  elect,  if  they  please.  Noncon- 
formists as  Fellows,  independent  of  the 
Church  of  England.  [Mr.  Fawcett: 
Hear,  hear!]  The  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  cheers  this,  and  I  admit  that  it 
is  so  far  a  dear  and  intelligible  issue  which 
we  are  called  upon  to  discuss.  But  after 
we  have  agreed  upon  the  abstract  nature  of 
the  Bill,  we  shall  have  to  consider  what 
the  effect  of  these  changes  will  be.  Here  1 
seek  enlightenment  from  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Elgin  burghs,  who,  in 
his  chivalrous  and  ardent  manner,  puts 
himself  forward  as  the  mouthpiece  of  the 


movement  party  in  this  House.  If  he  has 
realized  to  himself  what  it  is  proposed  to 
do  under  this  Bill,  the  conclusion  in  which 
he  lands  us  is  that  the  object  is  not  to 
admit  Mr.  Aldis  and  other  eminent  Non- 
conformists to  Fellowships  ;  it  is  not  to 
admit  Mr.  Aldis  and  those  who  are  in  the 
same  case  with  him  to  votes  in  the  Senate 
House ;  but  it  is  to  put  in  a  position  of 
independence  and  of  power  boys — it  may 
be  of  twenty  years  of  age — at  the  moment 
when,  in  me  glowing  language  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  they  have  in  the  pride  of 
scientific  superiority  oast  aside  all  their 
former  faith,  all  traditionary  influences, 
all  school  teaching,  all  home  associations, 
and  are  starting  forward  on  a  career  of 
absolute  and  triumphant  scepticism  from 
the  stand-point  of  a  moment  of  unqualified 
and  unblushing  nihilism.  That  is  the  en- 
ticing picture  drawn  with  a  glowing  pencil, 
which  is  presented  to  us  as  the  thing 
which  we  should  desire  if  we  consent  to 
read  this  Bill  a  second  time.  So  enlight- 
ened and  so  forewarned,  I  call  upon  the 
believing  Nonconformists,  men  of  a  fixed 
faith  which  they  accept,  and  in  whose  be- 
half they  are  ready  to  make  substantial 
sacrifices,  to  say  if  that  is  a  picture  which 
meets  with  their  approval  ?  I  call  upon 
them  to  see  the  fined  issues  of  that  move- 
ment which  they  are  now  blindly  helping 
on. 

The  advocates  of  this  Bill  may  be 
divided  into  four  classes;  there  is,  first, 
the  class  of  Liberal  Churchmen,  members 
of  the  Church  of  England,  who  would 
honestly  and  anxiously  endeavour  to  main- 
tain the  predominance  of  Church  teach- 
ing and  Church  influence  in  the  Univer- 
sities, but  who  still  wish  to  offer  some 
more  liberal  concessions  towards  Dissen- 
ters than  the  Universities  at  present  hold 
out ;  and  to  frame,  so  to  speak,  a  wide 
Conscience  Clause.  Without  agreeing  with 
this  party,  I  understand  it  and  I  sympa- 
thize wiUi  it,  and  I  should  hail  some  suit- 
able point  at  which  we  might  meet. 
That  party  is  ably  and  honourably  repre- 
sented by  my  hon,  and  learned  Friend  who 
brought  in  this  Bill*  No  doubt  there 
were  passages  in  his  speeches  which  might 
lead  those  who  are  less  acquainted  with 
him  than  I  am  to  doubt  this  conclusion  ; 
but  he  must  allow  me  to  say  that  though 
there  were  these  sentences  which  I  heard 
with  regret,  yet  that  they  might  be  de- 
scribed by  a  phrase  which  he  has  himself 
made  classical  in  another  place — namely, 
"tall   talk.''     But,   putting    aside   this 
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''  tall  talk/'  I  yentnre  to  class  him  as  an 
advocate  of  this  Bill  out  of  no  eyil  feel- 
ing towards  the  Church  of  England,  hut 
iVom  a  conscientious  belief  that  the  liberty 
he  claims  will  be  beneficial  to  the  Church 
as  well  as  to  the  State.  That  is  one  in- 
telligible view  of  the  case.  Another  view, 
which  is  also  clear  and  intelligible,  was  ex- 
pressed with  great  ability  and  fairness  in 
the  maiden  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Stroud.  That  Gentleman  de- 
sired additional  culture  for  the  Noncon- 
formists, to  whom  he  himself  belongs,  as 
well  as  an  equal  share  in  collegiate  advan- 
tages ;  and  he  asserted  their  moral  right 
to  enjoy  a  position  in  the  Universities  ade- 
quate for  the  objects  which  he  was  advo- 
cating. In  supporting  his  cause  with  such 
flrguments,  and  in  extolling  the  value  of 
those  good  things  in  which  he  claimed  a 
share  for  his  co-religionists,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  was  in  truth  paying  a 
high  compliment,  although  from  the  other 
side  of  the  hedge,  to  the  old  Church 
system  of  University  teaching,  which,  by 
his  own  showing,  had  borne  such  good 
fruits,  of  which  the  Dissenting  stock 
could  show  no  parallel.  Well,  I  can 
respect  that  feeling.  I  can  deal  with  a 
claim  urged  upon  such  considerations.  I 
respect  also  the  feeling  of  the  Member  for 
Exeter.  Either  or  both  of  them  might 
form  the  elements  for  a  satisfactory  com- 
promise on  this  subject.  But  there  is  a 
third  party  which  it  is  not  unfair  to  say 
is  represented  in  this  House  by  a  Member 
whom  I  do  not  see  here  now — if  he  were, 
I  would  say  to  him  what  I  have  already 
said  of  the  party  he  represents — I  mean 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Calne.  That  is  a  party  which,  without 
disrespect,  I  may  cdl  the  hard  and  dry 
secular  educationists.  That  party  cares 
comparatively  little  for  the  supernatural 
and  the  future^they  do  not  regard  theo- 
logy as  a  study  which  must  have  its  place 
provided  for  it  in  the  great  scheme  of 
education;  their  wish  is  to  turn  out 
good  human  machines  for  getting  on  in 
the  battle  of  life.  That  party's  stand- 
point is  one  virith  which  I  do  not  sympa- 
thize ;  but  still  I  can  understand  it.  They 
desire  to  create  a  good  school  of  students 
in  the  natural  sciences,  to  turn  out  emi- 
nent engineers,  to  teach  the  abstruser 
branches  of  mathematics  and  arithmetic, 
and  all  those  other  things  of  which  the 
elements  are  to  be  ground  in  by  village 
sohoolmasten,  to  the  advanced  classes  and 
the  bigger  boys  of  the  State.  Their  school 
Mr>  Bwwjwd  Hope 


is  a  complete  chainwork  embracing  all 
grades,  embracing  fine-drawn  secular  teach- 
ing. But  there  is  yet  a  fourth  class 
of  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Elgin  is 
the  outspoken  mouthpiece.  That  is  the 
party  of  absolute  free  thought.  Its 
leaders  care  as  little  for  Dissent  in  itself 
as  they  do  for  the  Church,  and  I  believe 
that  they  care  very  little  either  for  the 
hard  practical  educationists;  they  stand 
upon  their  own  pedestals — self-sent  apostles 
of  a  new  philosophy  of  which  the  founda- 
tion is  denial  of  all  authority — iconoclasts 
of  traditionary  beliefs,  on  the  ruins  of 
which  they  profess  to  rear  the  temple  of 
a  system,  of  which  the  main  condition  is 
the  unfettered  recognition  of  free  thought 
on  all  questions.  That  is  the  party  of 
which  my  hon.  Friend  desires  ns  to  take 
him  as  the  representative.  Here  let  me 
guard  myself,  and  let  me  beg  the  House 
not  to  think  that  I  am  opposed  to  free 
thought,  supposing  that  it  is  thought,  and 
that  it  is  free  but  not  unbridled.  On  the 
contrarr,  I  hail  it,  if  taken  up  in  the  spirit 
— ^I  will  not  say  of  Christian — but  of  intel- 
lectual humility,  with  a  deep  sense  of  the 
littleness  of  the  human  intellect,  even  when 
most  acute,  and  of  the  claim  to  respect 
which  the  accumulated  authority  of  the 
collective  intellect  of  ag^s  past  and  pre- 
sent presents  when  brought  in  contact  with 
the  single  intellect  of  the  individual  inves- 
tigator. Let  the  intellectual  school  proceed 
in  this  spirit,  and  if  it  pursue  its  course  in 
the  freest  spirit  of  investigation,  I  shall 
hail  it  with  satisfaction.  I  look  upon  tho 
recent  discoveries  in  geology  and  the  phy- 
sical sciences  as  among  the  greatest  bless- 
ings gifcn  to  our  race.  But  if  you  are  to 
carry  on  free  investigation  you  must  do 
so  in  a  constructive,  not  in  a  destructive 
spirit ;  you  must  analyze  as  men  who  are 
rather  hopeful  to  prove,  as  the  result  of 
your  inquiries,  that  the  old  trutiis  stand 
sound  upon  your  new  principles,  than 
yearning  to  wipe  away  that  which  has 
been  the  solace  and  the  mainstay  of 
the  human  soul  in  former  days,  whether 
in  matters  moral  or  intellectual.  Ton 
must  labour  as  men  who  treat  all  truth  as 
portions  of  one  great  circle  of  which 
revelation  stands  at  one  pole  and  investi- 
gation at  the  other — a  circle  so  vast  in  its 
circumference  that  long  segments  seem 
but  straight  lines,  and  that  the  students 
starting  right  and  left  from  the  same  point 
—some  foUowing  the  guidance  of  investiga- 
tion, and  others  of  authority — seem  to  be 
moving  in  opposite  directions,  never  again 
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to  meet,  whOe  realty  they  are  bnt  irarers- 
iog  different  segments  of  that  one  great 
drole  destined  in  the  dim  coming  ages  to 
£ice  again  at  the  other  end  of  the  unper- 
eeiTod  diameter.  This  is  the  spirit  of 
mTeetigation  followed  bj  the  Christian 
and  open  to  the  philosopher,  whether  in 
politioBy  soience,  or  morals;  and  if  the 
abolition  of  all  tests  wotdd  ha^e  the 
effwt  of  increasing  this  spirit  in  our  XJni- 
Tersities,  I  would  heartily  bid  the  enter- 
prize  God  speed*  But  I  cannot  help  see- 
ing tiiat  the  very  contrary  is  the  case 
with  some  who  are  foremost  in  the  pre- 
lent  contest,  and  that  there  is  a  party 
among  us  so  eminently  philosophic  that  it 
looks  upon  every  opinion  which  has  been 
held  by  fbrmer  schools  as  a  narrow  bigotry 
which  can  only  injure  and  weaken  free 
^ught  I  am  driven  to  the  conviction 
that  it  does  not  wish  for  the  happy  mar- 
rii^  of  religion  and  philosophy,  but  would 
ra&tf  construct  the  new  system  upon  tiie 
ruins  of  that  which  all  who  have  gone 
belbre  them  held  divine  and  sacred.  If 
I  seek  tlie  prototype  of  this  party  I  fear 
that  I  muflt  look  ion  it  in  the  school  of  the 
eomedian^s  sophist,  hung  up  aloft  in  his 
Va^et.  and  loudly  proclaiming  by  the 
mouth  of  his  disciples  that  his  lecture- 
room  is  the  "thinking-place  of  wise  souls  " 
— ^i^y  aofiav  rovr  eari  ^ftovtun^piov. 
To  the  cloud-deities  of  this  sham  Socrates 
— not  ifiat  real  Socrates  who  died  as  a 
martyr  for  his  convictions,  but  the  imagi- 
nary and  burlesque  Socrates  presented  by 
Aristophanes — we  may  be  called  upon  to 
aaerifiee  our  Universities,  if  we  throw  open 
tike  endowments  not  in  the  name  of  con- 
tentious though  dissident  belief,  but  of 
f^  thought.  I  am  not  talking  without 
book.  I  have  lately  been  perusin  a 
▼olume  written  by  one  of  the  most  mo- 
clefate  representatives  of  the  advanced 
thinkers — liie  head  of  a  House  m  Oxford 
— a  gentleman  for  whom  personally  I  have 
ft  M^  rq;ard  and  respect,  and  who  I  am 
■ve  is  sincere  in  whatever  views  he 
pcomulgatea.  He  was  one  of  two  con- 
tnbatns  to  E»Bay$  and  Bevietci  out  of 
■even,  whose  discourse  did  not  give  any 
eonsderahle  shock  to  tolerably  well-ba- 
laneed  onnds.  I  mean  the  Rector  of  Lincoln 
CoD^,  ICr.  ICark  Pattison,  who  has  lately 
psbKidied  a  remarkable  book,  entitled 
StMtttiens  <m  Academical  Or^ankatum 
•«t»  0tp€cial  Befercnce  to  Oxford,  I 
KldoB  trouble  the  House  with  qnota- 
tios;  but  I  win  produce  one  passage, 
whidi  I  can  testify  fkirly  represents  tiie 


general  spirit  of  the  Essay.  Mr.  Pattison's 
scheme  of  reform  is  singularly  wide  and 
sweeping.  He  is  a  disciple  of  the  '^  higher 
cultiie,"  so  called — the  philosophy  that  is 
of  my  hon.  Friend — descended  by  a  very 
authentic  pedigree  from  the  teaching  of 
the  old  sophist  up  in  his  basket.  In  the 
eyes  of  those  who  represent  this  phase  of 
opinion,  the  simple  and  laborious  task  of 
educating  youth  is  a  base  and  mechanical 
pursuit,  and  the  Universities  are  bound  to 
subordinate  it  to  higher  flights  of  think- 
ing and  theorizing.  There  are  indeed  cer- 
tain Colleges  in  Oxford  of  an  outer  class 
that  might  be  called  upon  to  fulfil  such  sub- 
altern functions  as  the  academical  Gibeon- 
ites,  as  hewing  out  scholars  and  drawing 
for  Fellows.  The  remaining  Colleges  are  to 
be  filled  with  men  of  science,  who  are  to 
share  their  endowments,  not  with  under- 
graduates, but  with  men  of  mature  years 
and  scientific  pursuits,  whose  Amotion  in 
life  will  be  perpetual  argument.  Here  is 
one  of  the  passages  from  Mr.  Pattison's 
book.  He  is  speaking  of  the  Church  re- 
vival— ^he  calls  it  the  Catholic  revival — 
but,  as  he  explains,  it  is  the  revival  of 
seal  and  earnestness  which  has  charac- 
terized the  Church  of  England  as  well  as 
that  of  Rome,  and  he  declares  it  to  be  the 
great  opponent  of  his  schemes  of  Univer- 
sity reform.     He  says — 

"  For  my  own  part,  I  think  the  fears  of  the 
Catholic  party,  whether  within  or  without  the 
National  Establishmenti  are  substantially  well 

founded." « It  is  the  sehool  of 

classics  {Litera  Eumaniore$)  only,  and  speoifl- 
cally  the  philosophical  subjects  which  have  de- 
yeloped  themselres  within  that  school,  which 
alarm  the  Church  party.  This  the  party  must 
either  conquer,  or  be  content  to  see  all  the 
minds  that  come  onder  the  influence  of  that 
training — that  is,  all  the  minds  of  any  promise 
that  pass  through  Oxford  —  hopelessly  lost  to 
them."— [pp.  298-9.] 

The  House  will  see  that  this  oonflict  of 
opinion  is  represented  as  an  intemedne 
conflict,  in  which  either  the  Church  party 
must  destroy  philosophy  or  philosophy 
must  destroy  l^e  Church  par^.  There 
is  no  oompromise  possible,  no  accommo- 
dation to  be  thought  of.  Now  that  is  an 
assumption  which  I  peremptorily  deny.  I 
do  not  want  to  see  either  party  destroyed  ; 
and  yet  it  is  the  deliberate  opinion  of  a  mo- 
derate and  eminent  and  learned  member  of 
the  advanced  party  that  fusion  is  impos- 
sible, and  that  the  bitter  end  must  lead  to 
destruction  on  the  one  side  or  on  the  other. 
This  is  a  warning  which,  as  men  of  sense, 
we  must  heed  while  dealing  with^he  Bill 
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before  the  House.  Mr.  Pattison  then  de- 
nounces a  pamphlet,  which  had  been  pre- 
yiously  published  on  the  same  subject,  as 
yirtuallj  a  reactionary  pronouncement ; 
and  to  show  to  the  House  what  is  the  na- 
ture of  the  yiewB  contained  in  that  pam- 
phlet, which  has  brought  down  the  dis- 
sent of  the  Rector  of  Lmcolo,  I  will  read 
the  passage  which  he  singles  oat  for  cri- 
ticism — 

*'  I  Tenture  yery  earnestly  to  urge  the  conyio- 
tion  that  the  intellectual  fi^om  for  which  Mr. 
Mill  giyei  Oxford  credit,  and  which,  within  the 
bounds  defined  by  Ohristian  humility,  I  do  not 
desire  to  abridge,  would  be  more  safely  exercised, 
and  would  be  stronger  and  more  healthy,  if  there 
were  less  ignorance  of  common  principles  and 
laws  of  nature,  more  security  for  sound  training 
in  exact  studies,  admitting  of  definite  certainty, 
requiring  care  in  the  statement  of  the  datum  and 
the  qtKBntum,  imposing  due  regard  to  the  state- 
ment of  evidence,  before  young  men  are  plunged 
into  the  ocean  of  doubt  about  the  reality  of  the 
£Multies,  intellectual  uid  moral,  with  which  we 
are  endowed  by  our  Creator." — [pp.  302-3.] 

Well,  now,  who  is  the  author  of  that  pam- 
phlet? Is  it  Dr.  Pusey,  or  some  right 
rey.  Bishop  ?  Not  at  all.  It  is  the  pro- 
duction of  a  Member  of  this  House,  known 
and  respected  by  us  all,  himself  a  pro- 
minent adyocate  of  this  Bill.  Those  are 
the  words  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Deyon  (Mr.  Adand),  a  supporter  of  the 
proposed  concession,  but  from  a  different 
stand-point  &om  that  occupied  by  the  Beo- 
tor  of  Lincoln  or  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Elgin  burghs. 

Now,  what  is  the  inference  which  I 
would  draw  from  these  passages,  and  from 
the  fact  of  the  different  parties  which  I 
haye  mentioned  combining  to  push  on  the 
change  ?  It  is  that  those  who  come  for- 
ward to  urge  these  reforms  do  not  merely 
differ  in  the  intensity  of  their  yiews,  but 
that  they  hold  positions  absolutely  irrecon- 
cilable, and  that  while  they  agree  in  the 
immediate  cry  they  are  in  total  discord  as 
to  their  ultimate  intentions.  There  are  on 
one  side— not  to  taUc  of  the  secular  educa- 
tionists-orthodox Dissenters  and  liberal 
Ghurchmeu,  both  fairly  agreeing  together ; 
and  there  is  on  the  other  the  party  to 
which  I  will  not  pay  so  unpalatable  a 
compliment  as  to  say  that  its  mem- 
bers are  either  Churchmen  or  Dissen- 
ters. Their  thoughts  are  far  too  oc- 
cupied with  new  -  world  speculations 
to  leaye  them  time  to  care  for  such  se- 
condary questions  as  forms  or  creeds. 
If  they  are  born  Churchmen  they  naturally 
go  on  calling  themsdyes  Churchmen  ;  if 
they  are  bom  Dissenters  they  naturally  go 
Mr.  Berei/ord  Mope 


on  calling  themselyes  Dissenters ;  while,  in 
a  case  of  doubt,  they  probably  giye  the  pre- 
ference to  the  Establishmentas  such.  To  re- 
sume, then :  on  the  one  side  are  marshalled 
the  yotaries  of  free  thought  under  the 
banner  of  the  negation  of  absolute  dogma 
and  traditional  authority,  on  the  other 
there  are  the  phalanxes  of  the  Church — 
High  and  Low — for  on  this  point  there  is 
perfect  agreement  between  the  two  par- 
ties— of  the  orthodox  Dissenters  and  of 
the  Roman  Catholics.  The  old  school  of 
Dissenters,  while  differing  in  so  many 
things  from  the  Church  of  England,  agrees 
with  her  in  accepting  the  Apostles*  Creed 
as  the  foundation  of  aJl  which  has  a  right 
to  be  called  Christianity.  In  this  they 
agree  not  only  with  us  but  with  the  Eoman 
Catholics.  How  far,  then,  do  these  men 
see  under  whose  banners  they  are  now  asked 
to  enter  ?  How  far  do  they  realize  that, 
by  the  confession  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Elgin  burghs,  those  whom  they  called 
upon  to  accept  as  the  Leaders  of  this  move- 
ment are  as  completely  opposed  to  the 
dogmas  of  their  religion  as  to  those  of  the 
Church  herself  ;  and  how  &r  are  they 
prepared,  without  misgiying,  to  embark 
in  a  oontroyersy,  the  ultimate  motiyes  of 
which  are  so  little  disguised?  Take  the 
test  of  the  poll^poll  the  people  of  England 
—  poll  Churchmen,  both  those  who  are 
afraid  of,  and  those  who  are  anxious  for 
the  admission  of  Dissenters  to  the  Uni- 
yersities,  proyided  it  can  be  done  with 
safety  to  the  Christian  faith  —  poll  the 
Dissenters  who  are  scandalized  by  the 
party  of  free  thought  —  poll  the  Roman 
Catholics,  and  then  tell  me  if  the  views  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Elgin  burghs 
will  not  be  left  in  an  inconsiderable  mino- 
rity ;  eyen  if  we  make  him  a  present  of 
the  section  whose  watchword  is  the  pro- 
motion of  exdusiyely  secular  teaching.  If 
such  then  be  the  case,  I  yenture  to  assert 
that  the  party  of  so-called  free  thought, 
from  the  interest  they  have  lavished  upon 
this  Bill,  and  from  the  bustling  im- 
portance with  which  they  have  put  them- 
selves forward  as  the  patrons  and  promo- 
ters of  University  Reform,  have  thrown 
back  the  case  of  the  Dissenters  to  an  inde- 
finite period.  Without  their  interference 
the  case  was  ripe  for  hearing ;  the  Church 
was  prepared  and  ready  to  see  what  could 
be  done  to  meet  their  claims — the  claims 
of  men,  the  hardship  of  whose  personal  po- 
sition we  feel  as  much  as  they  themselves 
can.  We  would  gladly  have  promoted  their 
views,  as  far  as  the  general  good  estate 
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of  the  XTniyenities  made  it  posdble— we 
iroold  gladly  haye  put  them  in  a  podtion 
oommenBnrate  with  their  intelUgenoe  and 
ability,  provided  only  that  it  was  done  in  a 
way  that  wonld  not  affect  the  fundamental 
podUon  of  the  Universities  themselves. 
If  this  has  not  been  done>  the  friends  of 
free  thought  are  responsible  for  the  mis- 
carriage. If  the^  were  to  be  allowed  to 
carry  ont  ^eir  views,  it  is  probable  that 
the  Dissenters  themselves  would  decline 
to  have  anything  to  do  with  the  Universi- 
ties.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Skond  referred  the  other  day  to  the  infe- 
rior cnltore  of  the  IT^onconformist  minis- 
ters ;  but  if  the  free  thought  movement 
were  to  gain  the  upper  hand,  it  is  not  im- 
probable that  the  Nonconformists  would 
pass  a  prohibitory  measure — such  as  we 
are  told  that  the  Roman  Catholics  have 
done,  on  the  ground  of  danger  to  the 
faith  from  contact  with  that  school  — 
to  ^e  faith,  provided  no  other  remedy 
could  be  found.  [Mr.  Wibtsbbothajc  : 
Certainly  not.]  If  so,  it  may  be  that  the 
Diss^iters  also  are  divided  into  parties, 
and  that  the  principle  of  disintegration  is 
at  work  amongst  them. 

But  at  any  rate  the  supply  of  clergy- 
men for  the  Church  of  England  would  fall 
off.  We  have  heard  much  of  the  griev- 
ances of  Dissenters,  but  we  need  to  be  re- 
minded of  the  grievances  of  the  large  body 
ont  of  whom  our  15,000  parochial  clergy- 
max  have  to  be  supplied— men  requiring 
hig^  culture^  enlarged  minds,  and  an  ac- 
quaintanoe  with  many  things  which  no  ez- 
ehnve  theol<^cal  seminary  can  impart,  and 
which  are  only  to  be  found  in  a  TJniver- 
si^.  What  would  the  House  say  of  the 
grievaacee  of  such  a  body  of  men  if  the 
dergymen  of  the  Church  of  England  no 
hm^  found  it  safe  or  possible  to  obtain 
the  education  of  the  Universities  ?  Would 
not  tiiat  impossibility  amount  to  the  mag- 
iiitnde  of  a  national  misfortune  ?  Would 
it  not  be  a  national  calamity  to  separate 
tlM  dergy  of  the  national  Church  irom 
tibe  wide  discipline  of  general  academic 
tzasmng— fh>m  the  teaching  of  the  College 
1^  and  the  combination-room,  ftom  the 
^^ctore-room  and  the  union,  fh)m  the 
ocHnpsoionship  of  those  preparing  for  the 
^'■ttle  of  life  in  all  and  any  profession — 
ftye,  and  from  the  teaching  of  the  river 
•?d  the  ericket^gronnd  ?  If  the  Univer- 
sities became  forbidden  ground  to  our 
^■toiQ  dergy,  would  these  advantages  be 
•'^'^ied  by  t^  training  of  any  seminary  t 
We  than  very  possibly  be  told  that  the 


clergy  who  refused  to  take  advantage  of 
the  education  which  the  Universities 
under  the  new  system  would  provide 
were  hopeless  bigots.  But  that  is  a  mode 
of  meeting  the  difficulty  which  is  not 
only  unworthy  of  enlightened  disputants, 
but  it  is  founded  on  an  assumption  which 
is  contrary  to  the  real  nature  of  things. 
If  there  is  any  body  of  men  who  are 
anxious  for  the  most  ample  culture — who 
have  earned  the  highest  distinction  in 
science  and  philosophy — it  is  the  clergy 
of  the  Church  of  England.  It  is  some- 
times said  that  the  clergy  have  had  a 
monopoly  of  University  learning.  I  do 
not  now  quarrel  with  the  word;  but  I  will 
ask  if  that  monopoly  has  not  produced 
men  of  the  highest  scientific  emmence — 
men  of  distinction  in  mathematics,  in 
ph3rsical  science,  in  philology,  in  history, 
in  poetry,  not  less  than  in  theology — ^men 
who  have  made  names  for  themselves  in 
literature  of  which  all  England  and  the 
world  may  be  proud  ?  Let  any  man  say 
whether  tiie  privilege  which  the  clergy 
may  daim  in  the  Uniyersities  has  been 
forfeited  by  any  recent  neglect  on  tlieir 
part.  Neglect  there  may  once  have  been ; 
but  that  was  at  the  dead  time  of  the 
last  century,  when  the  nation  and  all 
the  professions  as  well  as  the  Church 
were  slumbering  together  in  forgetiulness 
of  conscience  and  responsibility.  That 
time  is  passed,  and  in  the  stir  of  active 
life,  which  has  since  made  itself  felt, 
have  not  the  clergy  been  foremost  in  the 
teachers'  chairs  at  tiie  Universities  ?  Look, 
among  many  more,  at  the  namesof  Whewell 
and  Peacock,  of  Mansel  and  Mill,  of  Willis 
and  Challis*  of  Arnold  and  Hawkins,  and 
Merivale,  of  Pusey  and  Jowett.  You 
may  meet  me  on  this  point  and  say  that  I 
have  recited  tjie  names  of  men  whose 
philosophic  views  and  religions  doctrines 
are  as  widely  different  as  it  is  possible 
for  them  to  be  ;  you  may  argue  that  if 
we  can  already  admit  in  the  Universities 
men  whose  teaching  is  so  dissimilar, 
but  who  yet  act  together  because  of  the 
corporate  bond  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, where  is  the  valid  argument  against 
opening  the  doors  of  the  Universities  still 
wider  ?  This  is,  perhaps,  the  most  plau- 
sible argument  that  can  be  urged  in  favour 
of  the  present  Bill ;  but  after  all  it  is  a 
mere  b^ging  of  the  question.  It  assumes 
that  because  there  is  an  existing  state 
of  things  which,  from  its  liability  to  cer- 
tain antecedent  restrictions,  is  found  to  be 
advantageously  workable,  althou^  with 
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admUM  difloiiltieS)  theMfore  it  you  jw- 
moY6  those  xe^ariotioQB  the  workiag  power 
would  still  exist.  On  the  other  hand,  I 
maintain  that  it  is  the  fact  that  men  of  di- 
y^se  theological  opinions  from  belonging  to 
the  same  Ohurdi  have  a  bond  of  anioa — ^un- 
felt  it  may  be  by  themselv^,  or  hardly  ever 
feltf  but  which  is  not  less  real — ^which 
does  in  foot  maintain  the  peace,  and 
makes  free  action  within  the  Church  of 
England  possible  under  those  restrictions. 
Let  men  cease  to  feel  that  they  are  mem- 
bers of  a  larger  oommonion  than  their 
own  school  ol  thinkers  by  belodging  to 
the  Church,  then  l^e  spirit  of  controyersy 
may  seem  to  go  out  of  the  Uniyersity  for 
a  tune,  but  it  will  speedily  return,  bring- 
ing back  wiUi  it  seyen  otibier  spirits  more 
reckless  than  itself.  Looking  at  the  pre* 
sent  Bill,  I  cannot  resist  the  oonckudon  that 
aoch  would  be  the  result.  Certain  petiiioiM 
against  the  Bill  haye  already  been  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  borough 
of  Cambridge.  But  there  is  one  petition 
that  has  not  yet  been  mentioned  in  this 
HouBe-— a  petition  that  was  signed  ez- 
clusiyely  by  members  of  the  Uniyersity  of 
Cambridge,  fijEty-six  in  number,  and  which 
was  presented  in  "anoUier  place"  by  a 
right  rey.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  London) — 
himself  a  distinguished  light  of  the  sister 
Uniyersity— which  urges  that  some  meane 
should  be  found  for  opening  the  Uniyer- 
sities  more  widely  to  Dissenters  than  they 
are  at  present,  while  the  restrictions  as  to 
collegiate  endowmentsshould  be  maintained. 
That  petition  was  supported  in  an  able 
and  temperate  speech  by  the  learned  Pre- 
late, who  while  adyocatuig  the  former  por- 
tion of  it,  yindicated  the  latter  one  by 
arguments  founded  on  his  own  experience 
as  a  former  College  tutor.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  scheme  there  proposed  would 
work  or  not.  It  is  a  scheme  which,  if  we 
once  got  rid  of  the  present  Bill,  we  might 
be  seriously  called  to  consider.  There 
is  certainly  &primd  fam  objection  in  the 
fact  that  tiie  goyeming  bodies  in  the  Uni- 
yersity regulate  the  studies  of  the  Uni- 
yersity, and  that  it  is  therefore  difficult  to 
admit  Nonconformists  to  be  members  of 
those  goyeming  bodies— and  not  only  Non- 
conformists but  also  the  members  of  the 
school  of  free  thought— without  giving 
them  a  considerable  and,  possibly  at  last,  a 
preponderating  influence  in  the  studies  of 
the  University,  and  thereby  in  the  colle- 
giate arrangements  themselves.  This  is  a 
point,  however,  which  I  decline  at  present 
to  argue,  as  it  ia  more  a  matter  for  the 
Mr,  Beresfard  Hope 


Umveraities  ihemaelves  to  oonsider.  But 
here  at  least  is  the  baas  for  a  compromiae 
which  may  be  made  fair  and  reasonable ; 
but  which  it  is  out  of  our  power  to  deal 
with  80  long  as  we  are  threatened  with 
such  a  Bill  as  the  present.  A  peculiarity 
in  the  petition  to  which  I  have  adverted 
is  that  among  those  who  have  signed  it  are 
the  names  ^  some  who  have  ^so  signed 
against  this  Bill,  and  of  one  or  two  who 
have  signed  in  its  favour  ;  so  that  the 
document,  including  as  it  does  the  nunes 
of  many  of  our  most  eminent  profess<M*9, 
and  clergymen  of  distinguished  official 
standing,  includes  persons  who  are  able 
to  petition  both  on  the  one  side  and  the 
other  of  this  Bill,  but  who  agree  never- 
theless that  a  compromise  on  thia  sub- 
ject is  the  result  whidi  will  really  be 
the  most  satisfactory.  Clearly,  therefore, 
there  is  a  disposition  among  moderate  men 
on  both  sides  to  see  what  can  be  done  for 
the  beneflt  of  those  persons  who  have 
reached  the  highest  honours  of  tiie  Univer- 
sity without  reaping  their  solid  fruits. 
But  I  say  you  must  give  the  Universities 
time  to  inquire  for  themselves  into  the 
remedy.  Something  might  be  devised  in 
the  way  of  prelectorships,  or  of  University 
fdlowships,  in  the  nature  of  an  honorarium 
for  those  g^tlemen,  which  can  be  given 
without  breaking  in  upon  the  Church  life 
of  the  Colleges,  and  which  may  be  ac- 
cepted by  them  without  any  injury  to 
that  sense  of  self-dependence  and  self- 
respect  which  is  felt  by  them,  aa  shown  by 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem« 
ber  for  Stroud.  Something  of  this  kind 
might  be  done ;  but  the  only  way  to  do  it 
is  to  trust  the  Universities,  and  to  leave 
them  to  themselves.  I  know  that  there 
is  a  section  of  liberals  who  are  always 
ready  to  attribute  to  the  members  of  any 
corporation  that  reproach  which  the  Qreek 
poet  attributes  to  the  man  who  has  become 
poor---that  of  only  having  half  a  man's 
nobl»  qualities— and  who  seem  to  think 
that  there  is  something  in  the  spirit  of  a 
corporation  which  deadens  every  sense  of 
moral  and  intellectual  feeling,  and  leaves  its 
members  in  perpetual  danger  of  committing 
some  great  injustice,  unless  there  is  a  State 
policeman  constantly  at  hand  to  watch 
them,  and  to  search  their  pockets.  My 
answer  to  arguments  sach  as  these,  is 
simply  to  say  that  I  entirely  and  indig- 
nantly repudiate  the  imputation  as  applied 
to  the  Universities.  If  men  will  approach 
us  with  arguments  like  these  Uiere  is 
nothing  to  be  done  bat  to  fight  to  the 
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uttermost.  Bat  if  not  in  ijiis  Bmbb,  I 
am  sure  that  in  the  coTmtry— if  not  univ>eir- 
salljf  at  leaat  very  geDerally— there  is 
found  a  generous  spirit  of  confidence  in  the 
Universities.  The  advocates  of  this  Bill 
demand  concessions  which  we  helieve  to 
be  unneoeesary,  and  which  cannot  co-e;dst 
with  Uie  principles  on  which  the  Univer- 
sities are  based.  To  these  we  will  not 
yield  ;  but,  in  taking  our  stand,  we  desire 
to  express  the  utmost  tenderness  for  those 
students  who  cannot  subscribe  to  our  for- 
mularies»  and  we  wish  to  see  if  something 
cannot  be  done  to  'meet  their  case  by  pre- 
lectorships,  by  University  Fellowships,  or 
by  any  other  scheme  which  will  not  inter- 
fere with  the  government  of  the  Colleges. 
If  we  go  to  work  in  that  spirit  do  not  tnsat 
us  as  enemies  to  all  reform — do  not  bring 
this  House  to  bear  upon  our  afOEors.  Let 
Parliament  attend  to  its  own  legitimate 
business — to  questions  of  its  own  internal 
reform,  to  the  Budget  and  foreign  politics^ 
and  let  it  believe  that  the  Senate  and  the 
Convocation  of  Cambridge  and  Oxford 
possess  men  who  desire  to  promote  the 
cause  of  liberal  education  for  aU  the  nation, 
who  are  anxious  and  earnest  to  devise  a 
scheme  which  will  work  well,  which  will 
be  honest  and  reasonable,  and  which  will 
give  satis^Eiction  to  moderate  men  of  all 
shades  of  opinion. 

Mb.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUB 
said,  that  amidst  the  lights  and  shades 
of  what  be  might  call  Sie  kaleidoscopic 
speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  bad 
just  sat  down  it  was  difBoult  to  find 
anything  substantial  upon  which  the  eye 
could  rest  or  with  which  he  (Mr.  C. 
Fortescue)  could  deal  in  the  way  of  se- 
rious argument.  But  he  was  surprised  to 
hear  a  representative  of  one  of  our  great 
UniTersities  -*-  a  place  which  professed  to 
be  the  very  temple  of  intellect  —  adopt  a 
tone  of  something  like  undisgoised  eon- 
tempt  for  what  be  termed  '*  free  thought," 
or,  in  other  words,  intellect  freely  used. 
For  his  own  part,  he  should  rather  have 
heard  from  a  Member  for  the  Unifersity 
of  Cambridge  expressions  of  eren  pedantic 
admiration  for  intellect  so  used.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  imagine  that  if  once 
the  restrictions  which  the  Bill  was  intended 
to  abolish  were  removed,  and  the  Univer- 
sities thus  exposed  to  the  rude  air  of 
liberty,  the  cause  of  religion  in  the  Es- 
tablished Church  would  be  hopeless  —  an 
argument  which  would  not,  perhaps,  be  re- 
garded as  strange  if  it  came  from  a  mem- 
ber of  tbe  clerical  body,  but  which  ap- 


peared to  him  to  savour  too  muoh  of 
the  ecclesiastic  in  its  tone,  and  to  be 
scarcely  worthy  of  the  lay  representa- 
tive of  a  lay  University.  Now,  the  Bill 
Wore  the  House  presented  itself  for 
consideration  under  two  aspects  —  as  it 
affected  members  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, and  as  it  affected  those  outside  her 
pale.  Speaking  as  a  member  of  that 
Church,  he,  for  one,  desired  to  see  the 
tests  in  question  finally  removed.  In  the 
opinion  of  the  great  majority  of  the 
members  of  the  Church  of  England,  which 
derived  its  origin  from  the  exercise  of 
pivate  judgment,  she  did  not  profess  to 
impose  on  them  absolutely,  as  of  au- 
thority, a  great  body  of  controversial 
divinity.  But  if  the  Church  of  England 
did  not  do  that,  was  it  not  monstrous 
that  ParUament  should  take  a  contrary 
course  ?  All  that  the  House  was  asked 
to  do  was  to  put  an  end  to  restrictions 
which  were  maintained  by  Parliamentary 
authority  alone.  Nor  were  these  tests 
mere  matters  of  form,  or  acts  of  submis- 
sion, as  was  shown  by  the  conduct  of 
Parliament  itself.  A  very  few  years 
ago  they  were  imposed  not  only  on 
Masters  of  Arts  and  Fellows  of  Colleges, 
but  en  Bachelors  of  Arts  and  upon  school- 
boys who  came  up  to  Oxford  for  the  first 
time ;  but  Parliament  had  since  thought  it 
right  that  they  should  be  done  away  with 
in  the  case  of  the  latter.  Passing  from 
that  point  to  the  case  of  those  who  were 
otttsiae  the  Church  of  England,  he  would 
ask,  were  Nonconformists  to  be  debarred 
from  their  share  in  the  privileges  which  the 
Universitiea  had  it  in  their  power  to  be- 
stow ?  In  dealing  with  that  part  of  the 
question  two  considerations  of  an  opposite 
character  presented  themselves.  There 
was,  in  the  first  place,  a  desire  to  render 
the  Universities  what  they  once  were— 
really  national  institutions  ;  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  fears  were  entertained  lest 
ebanges  proposed  with  that  view  might  in- 
jure the  religious  education  which  those 
who  became  members  of  them  received. 
They  had  an  EsUblished  Church  fulfilling 
great  duties  and  supported  by  a  great 
preponderance  of  national  sentiment,  but 
they  were  bound  to  take  care  thaf  the 
rights  and  feelings  of  other  classes  were 
not  sacrificed  to  the  maiotenanoe  of  that 
Church.  They  had  not  yet  accomplished 
that  object,  and  the  present  state  of 
things  was  bad  for  the  parties  excluded 
and  dangerous  to  the  Established  Church 
itself.  He  would  recommend  to  the  con- 
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sicleration  of  all  friencJB  of  the  Obaroh 
whether  it  was  not  a  scandal  that  it 
should  be  upheld  and  maintained  as  an 
obstacle  in  the  way  of  the  attainment 
bj  a  great  portion  of  the  population 
of  the  educational  and  social  advantages 
to  which  thej  were  entitled.  What  was 
the  position  of  things  ?  By  recent  legis- 
lation Nonconformists  had  been  admitted 
to  those  advantages  of  the  Universities 
which  could  be  obtained  by  mere  stu- 
dents. They  were  told  that  they  might 
enter  in  any  number,  but  that  they  must 
not  be  members  of  Congregation,  Fellows, 
or  Tutors.  The  parties  in  possession,  and 
ever  likely  to  be  in  a  great  majority, 
asked  the  minority  to  join  their  ranks  as 
students,  but  refused  them  any  repre- 
sentation in  the  teaching  and  governing 
bodies,  and  any  share  in  the  great  prises 
and  emoluments  of  the  place.  Ought 
those  difficulties  and  perils  to  be  antici- 
pated which  some  feared  from  the  mixture 
of  Protestants  of  different  communions  in 
every  portion  of  the  Universities  ?  If  there 
is  any  cause  of  alarm  it  ought  to  be  felt 
by  the  Nonconformists  who  will  be  the  new 
comers  and  the  minority.  Could  it  be  de- 
nied that  the  dogmatic  differences  were 
greater  within  the  walls  of  the  Established 
Church  than  between  a  vast  number  of 
the  Nonconformists  and  a  vast  number  of 
the  members  of  the  Established  Church  ? 
He  fully  admitted  that  the  case  of  the 
Colleges  was  not  identical  with  that  of  the 
Universities,  and  that  the  difficulty  in  re- 
spect to  them,  though  it  had  been  much 
exaggerated,  was  greater  than  in  respect 
to  the  Universities.  The  obligation  of  Par- 
liament also  to  interfere  with  bodies  like 
the  Colleges  was  not  so  imperative  as  in 
the  case  of  the  Universities;  but  the  House 
should  not  forget  that  the  present  measure 
was  nothing  with  respect  to  the  Colleges 
but  an  enabling  Bill,  and  if  it  passed,  no 
doubt  some  of  the  Colleges  would  remain 
exclusively  connected  with  the  Established 
Church,  while  others  would  open  their  doors 
to  Nonconformists.  Again,  it  was  impos- 
sihle  not  to  connect  this  measure  with  re- 
forms now  taking  place  at  Oxford,  which 
would  tend  to  increase  the  importance  of 
the  University  as  distinguished  from  the 
Colleges,  and  which,  by  admitting  non-Col- 
legiate students,  would  materially  affect 
the  position  of  Nonconformists,  but  espe- 
cially of  Eoman  Catholics,  who  would  ob- 
ject to  enter  mixed  Colleges.  He  trusted 
that  before  long  thej  might  look  forward 
to  see,  by  means  of  such  a  Bill  as  the  pre« 
Mr.  Chicheitw  Fortuoue 


sent,  the  termination  of  an  injustice  per- 
petrated in  the  name  of  religion,  and  the 
admission  of  a  great  body  of  the  Queen's 
subjects,  now  suffering  disabilities,  to  the 
full  enjoyment  of  the  advantages  of  the 
Universities. 

Mr.  BENTINCE  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Exeter  (Mr.  Coleridge) 
had  stated  the  misrepresentations  as  to 
this  Bill  to  be  extravagant  and  incompre- 
hensible; but  two  of  its  objects  were  clear 
enough,  one  to  appropriate  property  which 
belonged  to  the  Church  of  England,  and 
the  other  to  raise  a  hustings  cry  to  gain  the 
Nonconformist  vote.  Bat  there  was  a  great 
division  of  opinion  among  the  supporters 
of  the  Bill  as  to  its  policy.  One  section, 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr. 
P.  A.  Tajlor),  desired  to  seize  the  property 
of  all  Establishments,  in  order  that  the 
Church  of  England  "  might^go  farther  and 
fare  worse.'*  Another  section  maintained, 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ajrton),  and  also,  if 
he  was  not  mistaken,  with  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe),  that  when 
a  man  parted  with  property  for  a  public 
purpose  the  State  might  apply  it  as  it 
pleased,  without  regard  to  the  intentions 
and  desire  of  the  donor.  Now,  if  this 
doctrine  prevailed,  there  would  be  an  end 
of  charitable  dispositions  ;  for  no  one 
would  leave  property  for  a  particular 
public  object  if  he  believed  it  might  be 
forthwith  otherwise  applied.  Those  opi- 
nions were,  however,  intelligible,  and  in 
accordance  with  the  spirit  of  the  Bill; 
but  there  was  still  a  large  section  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  who  held  that  faith 
should  be  kept  with  founders;  and  their 
support  of  this  measure,  so  long  as  the 
Church  of  England  was  the  religion  of 
the  majority,  was  incomprehensible.  He 
would  not  revive  the  question  of  pre- 
Reformation  endowments  which  were  held 
by  the  same  title  as  ecclesiastical  pro- 
perty ;  but  he  would  remind  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Exeter  that  one- 
half  of  the  Cambridge  College  endow- 
ments, comprising  three  Colleges,  many 
Bje  Fellowships,  and  twenty-two  Profes- 
sorships were  given  after  the  Reformation, 
and  there  was  no  more  right  to  seize  these 
benefactions  than  the  property  of  Noncon- 
formist institutions  or  than  that  of  the 
hospitals.  It  would  be  monstrous  to  do 
this  simply  because,  in  the  course  of  thirty 
years,  six  individuals  had  declined  to  take 
the  tests  necessary  for  holding  Fellowships. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Exeter 
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had  ncendj  laid  down  that  there  was  do 
•och  thing  as  the  principle  of  an  establish- 
inent^  hnt  that  in  respect  of  establishments, 
time,  place,  and  circumstances  were  the 
essence  of  the  question.     But  if  the  main 
grievances  alleged  by  the  adTooates  of  the 
Bill  were  considered,  these  dicta  would  tell 
against  the  measure.     What  were  those 
grieTsoees  ?    1 .  That  the  UoiTersities  were 
national  establishments.     2.  As  alleged  by 
the  boD.  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Winter- 
boiham)  that  for  200  years  the  Dissenting 
clergy   had   not  been  educated   and  that 
Disaeoters  generally  wanted  '*  culture,  re- 
finement, and  a  higher  life ;"  and  again, 
the  hon.   Member  for  Elgin  (Mr.  Qrant 
Doff)  wished  to  reduce  Oxford  and  Gsm- 
bridge  to  the  condition  of  a  foreign  Uui- 
Tersity.     He  (Mr.  Bentiuck)  did  not  think 
moch  culture  would  be  the  result  of  this 
plan;  bat  as  regards  the  other  grievances 
he  asserted  the  Universities  were  now  prac- 
tically free,  and  he  desired  to  make  them 
entirely  so.     Dissenters  were  now  at  per- 
fect liberty  to  erect  their  own  Colleges  or 
Halls  in  the  Universities.     Colleges  could 
be  founded  where  no  religious  tests  were 
required,  and  students  might  now   enter 
tbe  Universities  independently  of  the  Col- 
leges altogether.     He  could  see  no  ground 
whatever,   therefore,    for   destroying   the 
religious  character  of  the  Colleges  so  long 
as  the  Church  of  England   was  the  reli- 
giooy  as  he  believed,   of  the  majority  of 
the  nation.      With  reference  to  this  last 
qoeation,  he  argued  that   a  fair  religious 
UeDsas  had  not  been  taken  in   1851,  but 
tbe  reverse.     In  1861,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leeds  (Mr.  Baioes)  and  other  leading 
Dissenters  in  the  House  of  Commons  de- 
feated by  clamour  the  plan  proposed   by 
Lord  Palmerston  for  obtaining  a  fair  re- 
ligioaa   Census,    though    their   objections 
did    not  extend   to   Ireland.      But,    even 
if  the  Church  was  not  in  an  actual  majo- 
lity  in  England — taking  any  general  sec- 
ti<yn  of  society — it  would  be  found  that  the 
great    majority  of    the  education,  intelli- 
geoee,  and  property  of  the  country,  and 
ol  th€»e  who  desired   University  training 
for  their  sons,  belonged  to    the  Church. 
Thns,  in  most  populous  and  wealthy  dis- 
trieta,  the  majority  of  the  upper  and  the 
wpper-middle  class  went  to  Church,  while 
the  lower-middle  and  lower  classes  were — 
and  often  from  causes  which  he  would  not 
detaB  and    which  he  regretted — necessa- 
rily, driven  to  Dissent  ;  while  in  other  dis- 
tricts— ^Wales,  for   instance  —  Dissenters 
^•Bcrslly  belonged  to  the  lowest  classes  of 
TOL.  OXCIII.  [mDU>  ssbus.] 


society.  [**  No,  no !  "]  These  results 
might  be  inferred  from  such  statistics  as 
were  available.  They  would  show  that  in 
Westminster  and  Marylebone,  where  house- 
rent  was  high,  scarcely  any  Dissenting 
chapels  existed ;  and  many  similar  cases 
could  be  cited.  He  therefore  urged  that 
the  majority  favoured  denominational  edu- 
cation, and  that  so  long  as  this  state  of 
things  continued  and  untU  a  real  grievance 
could  be  shown,  it  was  both  unjust  and 
inexpedient  to  abolish  the  denominational 
character  the  Colleges  possessed.  More- 
over, he  believed  that  few  Nonconform- 
ists and  none  of  the  large,  influential, 
and  respected  Wesleyan  body,  who  were 
in  a  position  to  afford  a  College  education  * 
for  their  sons,  would  object  to  the  religious 
teaching  at  the  Colleges  and  prefer  *'  God- 
less Colleges ;"  but  if  they  did,  it  was  no- 
torious that  the  College  authorities  did  not 
now  enforce  any  religious  education  on  stu- 
dents not  members  of  the  Church.  An  ex- 
amination of  the  petitions  presented  in  favour 
of  the  Bill  would  bear  out  his  view,  for,  with 
the  exception  of  the  few  emanating  from 
learned  bodies,  these  for  the  most  part  came 
from  small  Dissenting  congregations,  who 
were  never  likely  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
benefits  of  the  Universities,  and  who  ap- 
peared to  be  ignorant  of  the  dangerous 
principles  as  regards  their  own  property 
which  they  were  advocating.  He  would 
conclude  with  an  appeal  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  Members  not  to  support  this  Bill. 
At  the  present  time  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy  all  over  the  world  were  insisting  upon 
the  absolute  necessity  of  denominational 
education.  In  the  Pope's  late  Encyclical  the 
following  passage  occurs : — 

"Those  who  freqaent  free  Universities  incur 
dangers  to  morals  as  well  as  to  &iih.  It  is  impos- 
sible to  disoover  circumstances  which  would  allow 
Roman  Catholics  without  sin  to  attend  non-Ca- 
tholio  Universities." 

If,  therefore,  the  Roman  Catholics  desired 
denominational  education  for  themselves 
they  could  not  deny  the  same  benefit  to 
others  ;  they  should  do  as  they  would  be 
done  by.  He  desired  that  every  religious 
communion  should  continue  to  enjoy  its 
property,  so  far  as  the  rules  of  law  per- 
mitted, without  State  interference.  But 
this  Bill  was  only  part  of  a  great  projected 
system  of  disestablishment  and  disendow- 
ment,  and  was  supported  on  grounds  en- 
tirely different  from  those  on  which  con- 
cessions had  been  made  on  previous  occa- 
sions; and  he  trusted  the  House  would 
reject  it  altogether. 
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Mr.  MBLLY  rose  to  ftcldres«  tlie  Houie 
with  feelings  of  rerj  considerable  diffidence 
for  two  reasons.  In  the  first  place  he  was 
a  Nonconformist,  who  had  therefore  not 
had  the  grent  advantage  of  an  Oxford  or 
Cambridge  Urtiversitj  training,  and  nevOr 
had  he  so  painfully  felt  the  want  of  those 
Advantages  as  at  that  monient ;  and,  in  the 
Second  place,  he  had  also  the  onbappineds 
to  belong  to  the  small,  low,  and  insignifi- 
cant section  of  tho  community  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Whitehaven  (Mr. 
Cavendish  Bentinck)  had  alluded — d  class 
which,  he  said,  was  not  even  rich  enough 
to  have  a  single  chapel  in  Westminster. 
[Mr.  Bentinck  exp1ained~ho  did  not 
aay  that  it  was  small  and  insignificant,  but 
that  it  was  small  in  some  parts  of  London.] 
Be  would  show  that  if  it  were  small  in 
London,  which  was  news  to  him,  it  was  a 
very  large,  powerful,  and  rich  section  of 
tli6  community  in  the  Northern  parts  Of 
this  country.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge University  divided  the  persons  who 
were  in  favour  of  this  Bill  into  three  par- 
ties, and  he  (Mr.  Melly)  belonged  to  thb 
second  of  those — the  party  that  sent  up  a 
cry  for  University  culture  for  themselves 
and  for  their  children.  For  himself,  he 
hoped  to  see  his  sons  rise  from  what  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  University 
called  '*  the  depths  of  nothingness,"  and 
become  Scholars  and  Fellows  in  one  of  our 
national  Universities.  The  hon.  M^mbOt* 
iot  Whitehaven  told  them  that  their  having 
to  sign  these  tests  was  a  merely  seiitimeti- 
tal  grievance.  He  (Mr.  Melly)  was  in 
"another  place"  the  other  evening,  and 
heard  one  of  the  most  eloquent  and  witty 
prelates  on  the  Episcopal  Bench  thus  de- 
scribe the  state  of  feeling  known  as  having 
a  sentimental  grievance.     He  said — 

'*  It  is  a  morbid  sensitiveness  as  to  some  fancied 
wrong,  which,  because  it  has  not  got  a  real  ex- 
istenoe,  is  all  the  more  difficult  to  remove." 

It  had  been  said  that  they  do  not  exclude 
Nonconformists  from  the  Universities  ;  but 
upon  this  point  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster), 
than  whom  no  Member  in  that  House  Was 
more  entitled  to  speak  on  behalf  of  the 
great  Nonconformist  manufacturers  of  the 
North,  said,  in  1865— 

*'  You  have  no  right  to  subject  Nonconformists 
and  their  children  to  humiliating  distinctions. 
High  eduoatiou  and  refinement  may  be  bought 
too  dear,  if  purchased  at  the  sacrifice  of  personal 
self-respect  and  personal  dignity." 

They— the  Nonconformists — must   be  al- 
lowed to  be  the  best  judges  of  this  ques* 
Ur.  Bentinck  ' 


tiou,  which  closely  affected  their  interests. 
The  man  who  wore  the  shoe  best  knew 
where  it  pinched  him.  Let  him  put  this 
ease  to  the  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  who  opposed  this  Bill — 
who  would  accept  a  seat  on  the  County 
bench  of  his  district  or  the  Borough 
Bench  of  his  town,  if  there  was  some  spe- 
cial legislation  ifrhich  precluded  him  from 
ever  becoming  Chairman  of  Quarter  Ses- 
sions, Chairman  of  the  Visiting  Justices, 
or  Chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee! 
He  would  go  one  step  further,  and  ask 
what  gentleman  would  accept  a  seat  in 
that  House  if  it  was  dogged  with  the  con- 
dition that,  however  great  his  eloquence  or 
conspicuous  his  ability,  he  was  never  to 
have  a  seat  on  the  front  Bench  on  either 
side  of  the  House  ?  Yet  this  was  the 
position  in  which  they  placed  the  Noncon- 
formists. Again,  was  it  possible  to  con- 
ceive a  more  absurd  anomaly  than  this-— 
He  (Mr.  Melly),  though  an  Unitarian,  had 
been  sent  to  that  House  by  a  majority  of 
voted  of  a  large  and  important  constitu- 
ency— one  of  the  most  ibiportant  in  Eng- 
land ;  but  if  he  sent  his  son  to  Oxford  or 
Cambridge,  and  he  would  not  sign  a  paper 
saying  that  he  was  a  bond  fide  member  of 
the  Church  of  England,  he  could  not  have 
the  privilege  of  opposing  the  election  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity. This  Bill  gave  permissive  power 
only  to  the  Colleges  to  alter  their  statutes; 
but  why  not  leave  the  Colleges  the  right 
to  ask  the  children  of  Nonconformists  to 
come  among  them  if  they  wished  to  do  so. 
There  were  already  sufficient  temptations 
in  the  way  to  prevent  the  nouvea%ix  fHcheg 
sending  their  sons  to  Oxford  or  Cambridge. 
They  were  afraid  lest  they  should  gain 
habits  incompatible  with  the  government 
of  vast  bodies  of  men  in  manufactories ; 
lest  by  mixing  with  men  of  leisure  they 
should  lose  those  habits  of  business,  that 
close  attention  and  perfect  punctuality  in 
which  they  had  been  trained,  and  which 
had  been  the  daily  rule  in  their  own  homes. 
But  in  addition  to  this,  they  said  to  the 
sons  of  Nonconformists,  ''You  shall  not 
obtain  any  of  our  prizes  or  rewards,  how- 
ever able  you  may  be,  unless  you  sign  a 
test  that  we  know  as  honest  men  yon  will 
not  sign;'*  and  they  said  that  even  if  such 
a  man  proved  himself  competent  he  should 
not  be  allowed  to  win  any  of  the  scholar- 
ships or  the  Fellowships  which  aptitude 
in  learning  and  attendance  to  the  daily 
instruction  of  the  University  would  give 
him  and  everyone  els^  a  ri^ht  to  obtain. 
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In  other   wordi,   tod    tn  laogunge  thltt 
*ffl    doubtltess   b«  fainiliat'  lo   the   hon. 
Member    fbr    Wfaiteharen,    they    Are    at 
Kbertj  to    ''bump"  oiir   eompetitors  in 
the  UniTertitj  races,  bat  they  might  not 
win    the   aiWer   aculls.      The   Dissenting 
bodies  were  charged  with  narrownesft  and 
fanatieism.     He  (Mr.  Melly)  thought  inde- 
pendenee  in  action  and  deep  earnestness  of 
though  I  would   be  the  ihore  appropriate 
adJeeifVes.     And  with  regard  to  what  fell 
from    the   hon.    Member  for    Cambridge 
Universitj  on  this  subject  of  free  thought, 
be  should  like  to  say  a  few  words.     The 
hon.  Member  attempted   to  mix   up   the 
seeond  and  third  parties  of  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill,  and  called  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  filgia  boronghs  (Mr.  Grant  Duff)  the 
leader  of  the  part/  of  free  thought.    There 
eoold  be  no  doitbt  as  to  the  sense  in  which 
be  used  the  phrase,  and  thbt  he  tneant  to 
charge  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  t^ith  in- 
fitklicj  ;  the   inference  being  that,  if  the 
Bill  waa  passed,  the  time  would  come  when 
the  Dissenting  oongregationi   would   not 
permit  their  ministers  to  go  to  the  Unirer- 
stliea  fbr  fear  of  their  being  contaminated 
by  the  free  inquiry  they  would  then  find 
there.     He  might  be  allowed  to  say  that 
be  bad  always  found  free  thought  and  free 
loqoiry  perfectly  compatible  with  the  high- 
est and    purest   religious  sentiment,   and 
with  the  deepest  reverence  for  holy  things. 
He  aiwajs  conceived  that  the  Protestant 
Faftfa  was  founded  and  justified  by  freedom 
of  thoQght  and  free  inquiry.      He  knew 
that  its  simplest  and  purest  forms  were  so 
feoitded  and  defended.     He  therefore  re- 
pudiated, on  behalf  of  the  Nonconformist 
bodies,  the  idea  that  their  sons  would,  if 
•cut   to  your  Universities — he  said  yours 
•ew,  but  the  time  would  come  when  they 
weold  be  ererybody's,  the  national  Univer- 
oitiea — be  repudiated  the  idea,  then,  that 
their   sons  would,  in  consequence  of  the 
coorse  of  training  and  of  thought  through 
vbich  they  would  pass  in  the  Universities 
Wilder  the  new  rigime^  come  to  disbelieve 
is  the  fsndamental  doctrines  of  our  Pro- 
testsst  Christianity.     There  was  another 
grouili  upon  which  he  should  like  to  see 
tbeao  young  men  from  the  North  of  Eog- 
UiKi  sent  to  the  Universities.     He  remem- 
herfrf  a  few  years  ago  going  on  business  to 
o^e  of  the  largest  of  our  northern  towns. 
After  trsneacting    the    business  he  was 
takes  to  the  club,   and   afterwards,    not 
ttsnetaraHy,   to   the   smoking   room.      In 
this  rseiB  were  seren  young  men  playing 
NHiardb,  and  the  friend  who  accompanied 


him,  pointing  to  these  young  men,  said, 
'^  They  ahd  their  families  possess,  or  will 
inherit,  £3,500,000,  and  not  one  of  th^m 
has  had  what  is  called  a  liberal  education 
in  the  Widest  sense  of  the  term."     [Mr. 
Bbntinck  :  Why  ?]     Because  those  young 
men  belonged  to  the  smoll  class  spoken  of 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Whitehaven  as 
not  being  rich  enough  to  build  a  chnpel  in 
Westminster,  whom   they    had    excluded 
from  the  Universities.     He  believed  firmly 
that  the  sons  of  the  nouveaux  richei,  if 
they  would  allow  them  to  go  on   equal 
terms  to  the  Universities,  would  raise  the 
tone  and  improve  not  only  themselves,  but 
their  companions.     How  came  it  that  the 
great  manufacturers  of  the  <*ountry — the 
great    employers  of  labour — were  almost 
invariably  found   ranged   on   the   Liberal 
side  of  politics  ?    It  did  not  arise  from  any 
point  connected  with  the  extension  of  the 
suffrage,  aA  was  known  to  everyone  who 
had  watched  the  course  of  those  men  during 
late  years.     They  were  Radicals  because 
they  were  Dissenters,   and    as  Dissenters 
they  had  felt  the  cruel  injustice  of  class 
legislation  on  religious  questions.     It  was 
agaitist  one  branch  of  this  class  legislation 
that  he  was  now  complaining,   and  with 
regard  to  which  he  said  that  a  very  small 
amount  of  tiaodification  would  remedy  the 
evil.     If,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  White- 
haven said.  Churchmen  were  in  so  vast  a 
majority  on  the  grounds  of  social  position, 
wealth,  and  intellect,  how   came   it  that 
they  were  afraid  of  a  few  young  men  who 
do  not  belong  to  the  Church  coming  up  to 
their  Universities?     Did  they  not  think 
they  would   be  able  to    convert   some  of 
these  young  men  by  impressing  them  with 
the  beauty  of  their  ritual  and  the  reveren- 
tial spirit  with  which  the  services  of  their 
Church  were  conducted  ?     By  this  means, 
if  his  supposition  were  true,  the  Church 
party  would  be  strengthening  their  own 
hands  if  they  threw  open  their  Universities 
to  Dissenters  for  everything  which  tended 
to  broaden  the  life  of  a   new  generation 
must  do  good.  As  therle  could  be  no  doubt 
that  many  young  men   of    the  class  to 
which  he  referred  would  in  the  course  of 
years  enter  that  House,   the  importance 
would  be  seen  at  once  of  giving  them  the 
best  education  this  country  could  afford. 
A  right  hon.  Qentlemen  once  said,  '*  You 
must  teach  your  future  masters  to  learn 
their  letters.*'     How  much  more  important 
still  that  no  impediment  should  be  allowed 
to  prevent  our  future  legislators  from  re- 
ceiving  the  highest  culture,  the  j]^ost  libe| 
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ral,  and  least  narrow  views  of  life.  Per- 
haps his  brief  remarks  might  have  soanded 
like— 

.    .     .     .    "a  doleful  song 
Steaming  np  a  lamentation  and  an  ancient 

tale  of  wrong. 
As  a  tale  of  little  meaning,  though  the  words 
are  strong." 

But  of  this  the  House  may  feel  assured  ; 
seven-tenths  of  the  Liberal  party  in  the 
new  Parliament  would  regard  this  as  a 
generol  question  of  religious  liberty  ;  and 
on  these  questions  they  would  win  even  in 
this  Parliament.  The  remaining  three- 
tenths  would  regard  it  as  a  personal  wrong, 
and  would  compel  them  to  admit  their  sons 
on  terms  of  complete  equality  to  Unifer- 
sities,  which  they  assert  to  bo  national 
institutions,  and  which  they  would  then 
vainly  endeavour  to  maintain  as  the  mono- 
poly of  a  narrow  majority. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  observed 
that  this  Bill  was  much  more  extensive 
than  any  that  had  been  introduced  before 
on  the  subject;  and  its  opponents  might 
take  the  credit  of  having  prophesied  that 
the  principles  laid  down  in  the  measure  first 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Exeter  (Mr. 
Coleridge)  would  lead  to  something  still 
more  serious ;  in  proof  of  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  now  combined 
his  own  Bill  with  that  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Kilmarnock 
(Mr.  Bouverie).  In  the  course  of  his  speech 
in  moving  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  forgetting 
the  gentleness  he  usually  showed  to  his  op- 
ponents, made  some  harsh  and  strong  re- 
marks. With  reference  to  what  he  (Mr. 
G.  Hardy)  had  himself  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  used  the  terms  *'  coarse 
and  vulgar  ;  "  but  he  proceeded  on  an  en- 
tire misconception  of  what  had  been  said. 
What  he  said  was  that  these  were  estab- 
lishments founded  for  religious  objects,  and 
that  those  who  were  endeavouring  to  secu- 
larize them  would  pervert  them  from  the 
original  intention  of  the  endowment.  In 
no  instance  did  they  find  any  amount  of 
secular  endowments;  but  always  in  the  case 
of  education  the  foundation  was  made  by 
individuals  from  religious  motives  and  for 
religious  objects.  He  perfectly  understood 
the  position  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Elgin  burghs  (Mr.  Grant  Duff),  for  he  al- 
ways spoke  with  great  candour  and  frank- 
ness. That  hon.  Member  wished  to  change 
the  system  of  our  Universities  altogether, 
and  make  them  like  the  German  Universi- 
Mr.  Melly 


ties.  But  the  hon.  Member  forgot  the 
great  distinction  that  existed  between  the 
two.  In  the  English  Universities  Collegea 
were  special  institutions ;  but  they  were 
hardly  known  in  other  Universities.  So 
also  in  the  Scotch  Universities,  there  were 
no  Colleges  as  in  the  English  Universities. 
In  all  the  changes  that  had  been  proposed 
he  could  not  help  noticing  that  nothing 
like  a  settlement  was  looked  forward  to. 
There  was  an  unsettlement  without  any 
resting  place  being  given,  where  they  might 
say  here  the  Universities  should  take  their 
stand  and  devote  themselves  henceforth  to 
their  teaching  office  without  being  contin- 
ually interfered  with  by  Parliament.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Louth  (Mr.  C.  Fortescue)  said  the  Bill  did 
not  go  far  enough— the  powers  of  the  visi- 
tors should  be  taken  and  handed  over  abso- 
lutely to  the  majority  of  a  transient  govern- 
ing body,  who  should  alter  statutes  and  lay 
down  what  rules  they  might  think  fit. 
Then  it  was  said  this  was  only  a  permissive 
Bill.  The  view  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stroud  (Mr.  Winterbotham)  was  intelligible 
enough — ^he  had  told  them  that  the  Non- 
conformists hated  sectarian  education,  and 
therefore  he  was  for  a  purely  secular 
system.  The  result  would  be  a  purely 
secular  system.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  fur  Exeter  (Mr.  Coleridge)  did 
not  deal  with  the  question  so  logically  as 
some  of  his  supporters.  The  hon.  Member 
recognized  the  distinction  between  the 
University  and  the  Colleges,  and  admitted 
that  in  the  tutorial  system  the  connection 
with  religion  should  be  retained,  in  order 
that  those  who  sent  their  sons  to  a  College 
should  have  security  that  the  teaching 
would  be  in  accordance  with  the  religion 
they  professed.  It  was  a  novelty  to  lay 
down  the  principle  that  in  Colleges,  which 
were  ^uon  -  domestic  institutions,  there 
should  be  a  combination  of  teachers  of 
different  religions.  The  greatest  confusion 
would  be  the  result  of  a  system  of  this 
kind,  and  in  the  end  religion  would  be 
excluded.  That  would  be  the  consequence 
of  admitting  Dissenters  to  the  governing 
body  ;  they  would  elect  others  of  the  same 
opinions,  excluding  Churchmen,  and  even- 
tually the  governing  body  would  be  en- 
tirely changed.  Such  a  change  had  actu- 
ally occurred  in  the  case  of  a  charity  in 
Nottinghamshire  or  Derbyshire,  in  a  parish 
called,  he  believed,  East  Leake.  The  school 
of  East  Leake  was  a  purely  Church  endow- 
ment, but  from  elections  conducted  in  the 
manner  he  described,  the  ffoverninff  body 
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had  been  pr|otioa11j  changed  from  Ohurch- 
xneu  to  DisBenters    If,  as  the  result  of  what 
was  called  free  iDquirj  and  opinion,  men  were 
now  foand  to  keep  a  position  which  thej 
ought  not  to  occupy  with  changed  opinions, 
having  bound  themselves  to  a  certain  course 
of  conduct  in  order  to  obtain  it,  that  must 
he  considered  an  abuse  of  the  system.  But 
if  they  laid  down  the  rule  that  men  should 
he  bound  by  no  religious  test  whatever,  and 
he  elected  to  those  positions  for  their  iu- 
tellect  alone,  they  would  find  themselves 
associated  with  others  of  strong  religious 
principle  and  anxious  to  keep  up  religious 
instruction ;  the  element  of  confusion  and 
discord  would  thus  be  introduced   within 
the  College  ;  in  the  end  it  would  be  ne- 
cessary to  exclude  religion  altogether.    He 
confessed  he  saw  no  middle  course  between 
the  maintenance  of  the  present  denomina- 
tional system  and  the  adoption  of  a  purely 
secular   system.      The  hon.   Member  for 
Stoke  (Mr.  Melly)   had    referred    to   the 
great  lack  of  a  liberal  education  among  the 
rising  young  men   of  the  North  of  Eng- 
land.    Now,  the  way  he  accounted  for  that 
in  many  cases  was  this.     The  parents  of 
these  young  men   had    by  their  industry 
and  talent  raised   themeelves  from  a  low 
position  to  affluence,  but  before  they  had 
acquired  their  present  independence  their 
sons  had  attained  that  age  when  not  having 
had  a  sufficient  preliminary  education  they 
were  too  old  to  acquire  it,  and  go  to  the 
University.     But  there  were  various  Dis- 
senters'  Colleges  where,    he   believed,  a 
very  good  education  was  given,  and  it  was 
rather  curious  to   observe  that    although 
the  Dissenters,  professed    themselves    so 
hostile  to  sectarian  education,  they  founded 
Colleges  alwigs  in  conformity  with  their 
own  opinions. 

Mb.  WINTBRBOTHAM  remarked  that 
they  were  only  theological  as  far  as  re- 
garded the  clergy. 

Mr.  GATHORNB  HARDY  :  But  did 
the  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  tell  them  that 
Dissenters  were  not  particular  in  sending 
their  children  where  certain  opinions  would 
be  inculcated  ?  His  opinion  was  that  Dis- 
senters were  as  desirous  to  have  dogmatic 
denominational  teaching  as  Churchmen 
themseUes.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  when  speaking  on  the  subject 
of  this  Bill  in  a  former  Session  dwelt 
on  the  necessity  of  a  religious  test  for 
teachers.  Then  it  was  said  the  whole 
intellect  of  the  Universities  was  in  fa- 
Tour  of  this  Bill.     The  hon.  and  learned 


Member  for  Exeter  (Mr.  Coleridge)  spoke 
of  the  statement  laid  before  the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury  the  other  day  as  a  wild  and 
extravagant  document;  but  those  who  had 
appended  their  names  to  it  were  not  wild 
and  extravagant  men.  They  were  calm 
and  thoughtful  men— men  of  deep  religious 
conviction  and  great  intellectual  power. 
They  never  would  have  placed  their  names 
to  that  document  had  they  not  felt  the 
deep  importance  of  the  question  at  issue. 
He  might  be  permitted  to  read  to  the 
House  what  was  said  of  it  by  one  whose 
eminence  as  a  preacher  was  becoming 
known  to  the  world — he  meant  the  Rev. 
Henry  Liddon.  This  was  what  that  gen- 
tleman said — 

**  The  qaestions  raised  by  Mr.  Coleridge's  Bill 
are  no  mere  continuation  of  the  feud  between 
Gharchmen  and  Nonoonformists.  They  penetrate 
much  deeper ;  hence  our  children  will  understand 
that  all  such  questions  really  resolve  themselves 
into  this — whether  our  Universities  are  to  con- 
tinue to  be  Christian  or  whether  Chapel  services 
and  Divinity  lectures  are  still  to  be  kept  up  with 
a  view  to  attracting  the  sons  of  Christian  parents 
into  lecture-rooms  where  the  existence  of  God  is 
denied." 

That  was  a  serious  statement  to  be  made 
deliberately  in  writing  by  one  who  always 
well  weighed  his  words.-  The  opinion  it 
expressed  was  held  by  a  great  number  of 
men  who  felt  deeply  upon  this  question, 
and  he  believed  it  to  be  founded  on  fact. 
It  was  said  that  religious  teaching  might 
be  given  under  the  system  of  allowing  the 
teachers  to  be  of  any  or  no  denomination, 
but  he  looked  in  vain  for  any  instances 
which  warranted  such  a  belief.  It  was  of 
the  first  importance  that  the  tests  for 
teachers  should  be  retained  as  at  present 
in  force  in  the  Universities  of  Oxford  and 
Cambridge.  If  it  were  said  that  by  re- 
taining these  tests  the  Dissenters  were  de- 
barred from  sending  their  children  to  those 
Universities,  he  should  reply  that  the  Dis- 
senters had  no  ground  for  complaint,  be- 
cause, while  they  were  perfectly  free  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  intellectual  advan- 
tages the  Universities  afforded,  they  were 
at  liberty  to  provide  their  own  religious 
education  by  founding  separate  halls.  The 
Fellowships  of  the  Colleges  were  not  to 
be  regarded  in  the  light  of  mere  rewards 
of  intellect,  they  were  intended  to  secure 
association  for  a  particular  object  among 
persons  who  should  be  "  Fellows "  one 
with  the  other,  having  a  common  interest, 
religion,  and  object.  But  if  rewards  for 
intellectual  merit  were  wanted  far  rather 
would  he  see  money  taken  from  the  en- 
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dowments  for  the  purpose  of  founding  9Uoli 
rewards  than  assist  in  bringing  together 
men  of  all  creeda  and  of  no  creed,  »  aonrse 
that  must  eventually  lead  to  the  aeculari- 
zation  not  only  of  the  Universities  but  of 
the  Colleges,  which,  it  was  admitted  by 
the  best  writers,  stood  upon  fi  different 
footing  from  the  former.  Mr.  Maiden,  in 
his  Origin  of  Universitiei,  had  said  that 
the  Colleges  were  private  foundations. 
The  Fellowships  were  colled  national  be- 
cause they  were  in  communion  with  the 
national  Church,  and  not  becaase  they 
belonged  to  the  nation  generally,  or  were 
maintained  by  the  money  of  the  nation, 
and  yet  it  was  now  proposed  to  separate 
them  from  the  national  Church  in  order  to 
make  them  national  property.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Exeter  (Mr. 
Coleridge)  began  with  his  little  Bill,  9^  he 
termed  it,  but  the  following  Seaaion  he 
came  down  to  that  House  and  spoke  with 
exultation  of  that  Bill,  on  the  ground  that 
it  had  for  ever  separated  the  universities 
from  the  national  Church*  That  instead 
of  its  introducing  the  thin  edge  of  the 
wedge  it  had  driven  the  wedge  home  and 
had  created  a  fissure  which  was  absolutely 
irreparable.  Colleges  and  Fellowships  had 
been  founded  upon  the  faith  that  they 
would  remain  in  union  with  the  nationi^l 
Church,  and  therefore  it  was  unjust  to 
divert  those  endowments  from  tlie  purposes 
for  which  they  were  given.  But,  it  was 
said,  that  there  were  pre-Reformation  Col- 
leges. He  admitted  that  fact,  but  he  re- 
garded the  present  national  Church,  to 
which  he  belonged,  as  being  a  continuation 
of  the  Church  which  had  existed  prior  to 
the  Reformation.  Without  entering  into 
the  theological  question,  he  contended  that 
the  Colleges  belonged  to  the  DAtional 
Church  for  the  time  being.  There  had 
been  a  national  Church  in  existence  during 
the  whole  time  of  the  existence  of  the  IJni- 
Tcrsities.  The  foundations  of  the  Colleges 
were  placed  in  comiection  with  it.  The 
founders  relied  upon  their  being  so  ipain- 
tained,  and  that  what  was  called  the  na- 
tional religion  should  prevail  in  those  Col- 
leges. Therefore  all  the  Colleges  and 
foundations  belonged  to  the  present  na- 
tional Church.  As  to  post-Reformation 
Colleges  it  was  certain  that  those  who  had 
given  money  to  found  them  hnd  done  so 
for  the  sake  of  the  Church  of  England  as 
it  now  existed.  Had  it  been  shown  that 
the  Universities  had  so  ill  discharged  their 
duly  that  it  had  become  necessary  to  take 
their  endowments  from  them  in  order  to 
Mr.  Oathome  Hardy 


giy^  thenj  to  the  i^tion  gen^lly  ?  He 
denied  thftt  ^uch  wa?  the  caPQ.  He  af- 
firmed that  they  were  doing  their  duty, 
and  the  fact  that  the  Nonconformists  were 
so  anxious  to  participate  in  the  advantages 
they  offered  was  a  certain  proof  that  the 
duty  had  been  admirably  discharged.  Waa 
it  true  that  Nonconformist^  were  excluded 
from  the  Universities  ?  Why  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  there  were  many  Nonconfor- 
mists and  even  Roman  Catholics  attending 
the  Universities.  He  had  spoken  so  fre- 
quently upon  this  subject  that  he  felt  he 
had  no  right  to  detain  the  House  longer, 
but  the  object  he  had  in  view  was  to  point 
out  clearly  the  consequences  likely  to  flow 
from  the  adoption  of  this  measure,  which 
tended  to  favour  free  thinking.  If  the 
Bill  were  passed,  the  teachers  in  the  Uni- 
versities would  not  be  bound  by  any  re- 
ligions tests  whatever,  and  to  the  eare  of 
persons  who  might  believe  anything  or  no- 
thing would  the  sons  of  the  English  people 
be  handed  over.  By  passing  this  measare. 
they  would  be  handing  over  their  sons  at 
the  immature  age  of  seventeen  or  eighteen 
to  those  who  might  be  free-thinkers,  and 
who  might  endeavour  to  convert  them  to 
some  soulless  and  Qodless  theory,  in  placa 
of  their  being  educated  in  the  spirit  of  the 
grand  old  University  motto  —  i>oiRiiitM 
illuminatio  m€a, 

Mr.  E.  a.  LEATHAM  :  Sir.  the  nght 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Hardy)  has  shown 
how  this  question  strikes  members  of  th^ 
Church  of  England.  Notwithstanding  what 
has  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  White- 
haven, I  believe  that  fully  half  the  nation 
are  not  members  of  the  Church,  and  since 
this  Bill  is  introduced  mainly  for  their  relief, 
it  is  worth  while,  I  think,  bef<{p  thia  debate 
closes  to  show  how  the  question  atrikoa 
them.  We  are  taunted  almost  as  though 
it  were  an  indictable  offence  with  desiring 
to  make  the  national  Universities  really 
national  instead  of  being  what  th^  are — 
very  little  more  than  seminaries  for  the 
clergy  and  for  U)ose  who  are  content  to  hang 
on  to  the  skirts  of  the  sacerdotal  vesture. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Whitehaven  told  oa 
that  he  would  not  call  tliis  Bill  a  Bill  of 
confiscation,  and  immediately  proceeded  to 
call  it  so  ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  followed  the  same  line  of  argument. 
But,  Sir,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  true  «u* 
swer  to  the  argument  of  tlie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  that  the  property  of  the  Col- 
leges and  Uoi vera! ties  is  held  by  Parliji,. 
mentary  title — in  trust  for  tlie  nation*  Tbe 
oea}  queation,  therefore,  ia— who  are  th* 
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oatkm  f  Vow  Noneonformitto  were  so  long 
Afid  reeolatelj  ezcladed  from  tbe  ezeroiae 
of  all  those  fanctione  which  tUmp  a  man  a 
member  of  the  oatioo,  that  there  are  still 
groing  about  amongst  ns  people  who  eannot 
bring  their  minds  to  believe  that  the  intol- 
erance of  oar  forefathers  is  now  a  thing  of 
the  past*  and  that  a  Nonconformist  is  to  all 
intents  and   purposes  as   thoronghlj    an 
Bnglishman,  with  all  the  aspirations  and 
rights  of  an  Englishman,  as  if  he  were  able 
to  repeat  the  whole  Athanasiau  Creed  from 
one  end  to  the  other  without  wincing.    To 
this  class  of  persons  whose  whole  political 
ijstem  seems  to  me  to  be  founded  on  an 
anochrooisna,  belongs   it  appears  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Buckingham  (Mr. 
Bobbard)  who  opposes   this  Bill  on   the 
grouad  that  we  **are  not  of  the  nation.'' 
Vow,  mj  hon.  Friend  is  perfectlj  candid 
$ad  perfeetlj  logical.    He  is  well  aware 
tbal  on  no  other  ground  can  he  exclude  us 
from  benefits  which  are  national,  and  so  he 
Bsturallj  adopts  this  ground,  although  it 
hiTolves  him  in  an  assumption  which  if  he 
were  dealiog  with  any  other  question  than 
sue  which  appeals  to  what  Sydney  Smith 
would  haTe  called  the  irritability  of  his  be- 
lief, he  weald  haye  scorned  and  scouted  at 
once.     And  I  would  say  in  passing  that  if 
say  forther  proof  were  wanted  to  show  how 
Dotsaable  baa  become  the  position  of  those 
who  oppose  this  bill,  it  is  to  be  found  in 
the  strange  and  gratuitous  assumptions  to 
which  tbey  are  logically  driven  by  the  ex- 
igeocies  of  an  impossible  defence.    But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  that  this 
Uy  be  read  a  second  time  this  day  six 
BMMithe  aeems  to  suffer  from  a  peculiarity 
of  vision  as  remarkable  as  that  which  has 
belallett  my  hon.  Friend.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  in  more  respects  than  one  a 
tar-aighted  statesman.   He  can  discern  ob- 
jaeta  which  are  yet  a  very  great  way  off, 
far  example*  dangers  to  his  Church,  which 
are  looming,  if  tliey  are  looming  at  all,  on 
the  edge  of  a  remote  horison — but  he  has 
no  eyes  for  some  things  which  are  very 
Bear  at  hand  ;  he  eannot  discern  the  griev- 
ances nnder  which   l>issenter8   labour  in 
iheir  rtlstion  to  the  Universities.     On  the 
^(tttrsrj  he  speaks  of  "  the  indulgence'* 
*ith  wbieh  we  are  treated,  and  of  '*  the 
psrfeet  edncational  freedom"  which  we  en- 
jey.    **  What  would  yon  have  V  in  effect 
*^  the  right  boo.  Gentleman.     **  Cannot 
J^  read  as  hard  as  you  like  at  the  Univer- 
*te  I    Cannot  you  go  into  as  many  ex- 
\  at  yon  please  ?    Have  we  not 
to  stamp  yoor  profioi«ioy 


with  oar  degrees?  Have  we  not  surren- 
dered everything?  Ererythiog,  of  course, 
except  the  crowns  of  genius  and  merit. 
These  are  ours.  Toil,  patience,  the  strenu- 
ous industry  of  years,  these  are  for  you. 
The  most  munificent  provision  ever  made  by 
patriotism  for  learning — this  is  for  us.  Is 
not  this  a  natural  and  equitable  distribu- 
tion ?"  And  so  the  Nonconformist  enters 
the  University  under  a  cloud,  remains 
under  a  cloud,  emerges  under  a  cloud.  He 
goes  in  at  the  side  door  and  comes  out  at 
the  back.  He  is  made  to  feel  to  the  last 
that  he  is  only  there  on  sufferance — that  he 
is  an  object  for  the  indulgence  of  the  rifi;ht 
hon.  Gentleman.  Whatever  may  be  the 
place  which  he  may  obtain  at  the  examina- 
tions, he  is  told  when  they  are  all  over 
that  his  College  is  no  home  for  him.  What- 
ever may  be  the  interest  which  he  may  take 
in  the  educational  system  at  the  University, 
he  is  told  that  the  Senate  House  is  no  place 
for  such  as  he  is.  In  a  country  the  whole 
essence  of  whose  institutions  is  comprised  in 
the  word  self-government,  he  finds  himself 
a  member  ofa  great  self-governing  corpora- 
tion, from  all  share  in  the  government  of 
which  he  is  forcibly  excluded.  We  have 
heard  a  great  deal  about  the  love  which  we 
owe  Alma  Mater,  but  if  any  such  feeling 
finds  a  momentary  place  in  the  breast  of  a 
Nonconformist,  this  Alma  Mater  of  his 
takes  care  to  nip  it  in  the  bud.  To  him 
she  is  hsrd  and  distrustful  to  the  end,  and 
the  moment  at  which  he  would  approach 
her  with  the  feeling  that  at  length  he  may 
claim  recognition  as  a  son— when  he  re- 
turns to  his  College  perhaps  the  first  man 
of  his  year — ^is  precisely  the  moment  which 
she  selects  to  turn  him  out  of  doors,  pre- 
cisely the  moment  which  she  selects  to 
infiictupon  him  that  worst  humiliation  of 
genius  in  adversity — to  see  those  whom  you 
have  beaten  step  into  the  honours  which 
are  yours.  And  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  affect  surprise  that  there  are  such 
people  as  political  Dissenters — affect  sur- 
prise that  we  do  not  thankfully  acquiesce 
in  tliis  system  of  box-feeding  at  the  Unir 
versities.  Hon.  Gentlemen  who  are  phea- 
sant breeders  will  understand  what  I  mean. 
The  box  is  an  ingenious  mechanical  con« 
trivance.  It  is  kept  filled  with  corn,  and 
placed  in  the  woods.  It  is  furnished  with 
a  lid  in  the  shape  of  a  ledge,  upon  which 
the  applicant  for  corn  must  perch,  and 
which  is  so  nicely  balanced  that  it  only 
opens  when  a  bird  of  the  orthodox  weight 
jumps  upon  it.  Now  there  is  just  such  a 
box  at  the  Universities.  It  is  kept  supplied 
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with  corn  in  incredible  quantities.  It  only 
opens  to' those  who  perch  upon  the  ledge 
with  the  whole  weight  of  the  Thirty-nine 
Articles.  Sparrows,  blackbirds,  thrushes, 
all  sects;  even  stockdoves  stamp  and  twitter 
in  vain.  It  only  yields  to  birds  of  the 
orthodox  plumage,  and  thosCi  I  have  ob- 
served, are  most  of  them  of  the  ring-necked 
variety.  [_Laughter.]  Now,  this  may  be 
amusing,  but  is  it  just  ?  Is  it  just  thus  to 
divorce  merit  from  reward,  and  to  disso- 
ciate learning  from  honour  ?  But  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
argues  that  what  he  calls  the  religious 
diaoipline  and  teaching  of  the  Colleges  would 
be  imperilled  if  this  Bill  should  pass.  How 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sweeps  the  whole 
horizon  for  danger  before  he  dares  take  a 
single  step  with  the  view  of  repairing  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the 
rejection  of  this  Bill  calls  a  misfortune,  what 
wo  call  a  shameful  injury  !  For  what  is 
the  combination  of  circumstances  which  he 
foresees  ?  He  foresees  such  a  rush  of 
Nonconformists  of  the  highest  stamp  to  the 
Colleges  as  absolutely  to  swamp  in  numbers 
and  ability  the  candidates  for  Fellowships 
furnished  by  the  Church,  and  this  when,  in 
the  same  breath,  he  tells  us  that  the  Bill,  if 
passed,  can  only  benefit  so  small  a  number 
of  persons.  You  must  either  admit  that 
the  Bill  will  benefit  many  or  that  it  will 
benefit  few.  If  it  will  benefit  few  where 
is  the  danger?  if  many,  where  is  the 
justice  ?  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
foresees  much  more  than  this.  He  foresees 
not  only  an  absolute  majority  of  Noncon- 
formist Fellows,  but  that  those  who  compose 
this  absolute  majority  representing,  as  they 
must,  heterogeneous  and  inharmonious 
creeds,  at  variance  in  everything  else,  will 
agree  in  this,  the  unanimous  opposition 
which  they  will  offer  to  the  services  and 
teaching  of  the  Church.  Has  the  history 
of  Dissent  taught  us  to  believe  in  this 
unanimity  }  Is  it  not  notorious  that  there 
are  large  bodies  of  Dissenters,  the  Wesley- 
ans  for  example,  who  would  be  far  more 
likely,  in  questions  of  this  character,  to 
ally  themselves  with  the  Church  than  with 
infidels,  or  even  with  Roman  Catholics. 
But  when  you  have  got  this  preponderance 
of  Dissenting  Fellows,  and  when  you  have  I 
got  this  unanimity  among  them,  are  there  { 
DO  statutes  in  the  way  of  this  plot  to  oust 
the  teaching  and  services  of  the  Church  ? 
Why,  the  very  Bill  itself  protects  by  a  dis- 
tinct clause  the  services  of  the  Church. 
This  House  must  be  a  party  to  the  plot 
before  it  can  succeed.  The  other  branches 
Mr.  E,  A.  Leaiham 


of  the  Legislature  must  be  accomplices. 
No  such  change  could  be  brought  about 
without  the  deliberate  consent  of  the  nation, 
— and  surely,  Sir,  it  is  not  from  the  nation 
that  we  are  asked  to  save  the  national 
Church.  But,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  tells  us  that  the  introduction  of  Non- 
conformist Fellows  and  members  of  Convo- 
cation will  be  the  introduction  of  an  element 
'  of  discord,  that  it  will  disturb  that  repose 
which  is  essential  to  the  Universities,  and 
turn  the  Colleges  into  vortices  of  specula- 
tion and  discussion — that  is  the  phrase — 
and  the  Senate  House  into  a  Babel  of  con- 
flicting sects.  One  would  suppose,  to  listen 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  that  the  Uni- 
versities, instead  of  being  great  centres  of 
ntelleetual  activity,  were  great  centres  of 
intellectual  slumber — that  they  were  perfect 
dovecotes,  where  nothing  was  to  be  heard 
but  the  monotonous  cooing  of  unquestioning 
uniformity,  and  where  the  names  re-called  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  University 
— Newman  and  Fusey,  Colenso  and  Jowitt— > 
were  never  so  much  as  mentioned.  And  a 
right  rev.  Prelate  draws  a  fancy  family 
portrait,  which  is  positively  touching  in  its 
tenderness,  of  the  harmony,  the  purity,  the 
gentle,  unreasoning  Church  of  Englandiam 
— of  the  College  life — a  Church  in  which 
there  are  no  cruel  controversies.  And  he 
tells  us  that  all  this  purity  and  orthodoxy, 
this  simplicity  of  morals  and  of  faith  are 
kept  together,  because  they  are  presided 
over  by  the  Head  of  the  College  ;  the 
yearning  father  of  this  interesting  family, 
who  evinces  his  trembling  paternal  solici- 
tude, by  asking  you  twice  a  year  to  devilled 
kidneys  !  Pass  this  Bill,  and  there  will  be 
an  end  of  this  dovecot — an  end  of  all  this 
yearning  anxiety,  of  this  filial  obedience,  of 
this  purity  of  morals  and  of  faith,  of  this 
repose  of  the  Colleges.  And  there  will  be 
an  end,  Sir,  as  an  hon.  Gentleman  has  told 
us,  of  the  quiet  confidence  of  Christian 
gentlemen  in  the  country  who  entrust  their 
darlings  to  the  safe  custody  of  the  Church 
at  College,  knowing  that  where  Dissent  is, 
there  is  confusion  and  every  evil  work. 
And  as  though  this  picture  were  not  soffi* 
ciently  heart-rending,  this  Bill  of  my  learned 
Friend's  is  to  be  the  straw  which  breaks 
the  back  of  the  much-enduring  eamel. 
This  great  Church  of  Bngland,  rich  in  the 
wealth  and  in  the  faith  of  centuries — a 
Church  which  has  already  within  our  me- 
mory survived  more  fatal  injuries  than  any 
member  of  the  feline  tribe — this  Church 
not  of  nine  but  of  ninety-nine  lives,  is  to 
perish  when  the  Nonoonformist  takea  his 
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Beat  at  the  bottom  of  the  FoIIowb'  table, 
and  sqaeeses  his  way  into  the  great  throng 
In  the   Senate   House.      Why  will  hon. 
GenUemen  persist  in  arguing  this  question 
as  though  the  Nonconformist  were  still  shut 
out  of  the  TJnirersities  and  the  Colleges  by 
law  ?     He  is  inside  ;  the  contamination,  if 
it  be  contamination,  is  established  by  Act 
of  Parh'araent.     Why  are   not  right  rev. 
Prelates  afraid  of  him  now?    There  he  sits 
witJi  his  pestilent  disbelief  in  Bishops,  poison- 
ing the  ear  of  the  young,  instilling  day  by 
day  and  honr  by  hour,   perhaps  in  quiet 
mer-aide  rambles,  perhaps  at  pious  wines, 
doubts  possibly  about  the  exalted  Christian 
charity  which  glows  through  certain  well- 
known  paragraphs  of  the  Athanasian  Creed. 
Who  is  the  teacher  of  youth  ?     That  other 
yoQih  who  walks  with  you,  talks  with  you, 
fires  with  yon  ;  or  the  Professor  who  thun- 
ders at  yon  afar  off  ex  cathedra  ?     There 
serer  was  a  time  when   infidelity  in  its 
vorat,  because  its  least  honest  shape,  did 
not  sneak  into  the  Senate  House,   sneak 
into  FeUowchips,   sneak    into    Professors' 
ehairs,  and  that  under  all  your  forms.  But 
then    yon   had   no  terrors.      There   was 
Dotbing  to  alarm  yon  in  the  presence  of  the 
man  who  denied  the  Almighty.  Your  fears 
awoke  with  the  arrival  of  the  wretch  who 
disbelfcres  in  Bishops.     Now,  it  seems  to 
Be  that,  even  taking  the  narrowest  view  of 
this  question — one  apparently  taken  by  the 
boo.  Member  for  Cambridge  University— 
lot-king  simply  to  the  advantages  of  those 
who  are  at  present  receiving  the  benefits  of 
an  Uaiveraity  education,  but  especially  of 
the  clergy,  you  have  nothing  to  fear,  but 
everything  to  hope  from  this  Bill.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  iuaists  upon  the  great  benefits 
which  accrue  to  the  clergy  from  their  being 
educated  along  with  the  laity.     He   tells 
m  that  their  mind  is  enlarged  and  their 
ideas  liberalized  by  this  association.     By 
parity  of  reasoning,  1  contend  that   this 
clerieal  mind  would  be  still  more  enlarged, 
lad  their  ideas  still  farther  liberalixed  if 
the  clergy  had  the  benefit  of  being  educated 
akng  with    those    upon   whose   feelings, 
Ikabits,  and  opinions,  it  will  be  their  mission 
afterwards  to  act— the  laity  of  all  denomi- 
Bations.  1  belieye  that  such  a  system  would 
1>«  the  death  of  that  narrow    Churchism 
vhiek  coDfronts  Dissenters  when  they  ap- 
proach the  threshold  of  the  Church,  as  it 
vooU  be  the  death  also  of  that  narrow  sec- 
*»™n»siB  of  which,  with  equal    reason, 
Bie»bcn  of  the  Church  complain  in  their 
^^^lings  with  Nonconformity  ;  but  such  a 
BjBtem  is  impossible  while  you  drive  Dis. 


senters  from  the  Universities  by  disabilities 
which  are  indignities.  Lastly,  Sir,  on  the 
broadest  public  grounds  I  would  support 
this  Bill.  You  have  done  too  much  for  the 
Nonconformist  or  you  have  done  too  little. 
Yon  have  admitted  him  to  a  seat  in  this 
House,  and  to  a  seat  upon  that  Bench. 
Practically,  you  have  declared  that  re- 
ligious opinion  is  to  he  no  bar  to  the  highest 
Offices  of  State.  One  great  use  of  the  Uni- 
versities is  to  qualify  men  for  these  great 
responsibilities  and  these  high  duties.  In 
the  public  interest  you  are  bound  to  take 
another  step  forward,  and  to  give  such  men 
every  facility  for  making  that  qualification 
complete.  And  what  stands  in  the  way  ? 
This  bugbear  of  danger  to  the  Church. 
Sir,  there  is  no  scarecrow  planted  in  the 
path  of  just  and  necessary  legislation  which 
has  been  so  frequently  trodden  under  foot 
and  hoisted  again,  or  which  is  so  thoroughly 
out  at  elbows  as  this.  It  is  not  the  Church 
which  is  in  danger,  it  is  the  intolerance  of 
the  Church.  The  Church  is  not  a  thing  of 
laws  and  Acts  of  Parliament.  She  rests 
upon  the  profound  convictions  of  one  part 
of  the  nation,  and  the  deliberate  assent  of 
the  other  part.  When  those  convictions 
shall  change,  and  that  assent  shall  be  with- 
drawn, then  your  Church  will  be  in  danger ; 
and  there  is  no  statute  in  the  statute  book 
which  will  serve  her  in  any  stead  ;  but 
you  are  hastening,  yon  are  precipitating, 
you  are  not  postponing  that  day  by  inces- 
santly parading  the  Church  before  the 
people  in  the  light  of  a  grasping  monopo- 
list, who  not  content  with  the  prodigious 
privileges  which  she  already  enjoys  in  every 
parish  in  the  kingdom,  has  usurped  for  her 
own  purposes  the  control  of  the  national 
Universities,  and  shuts  the  door  of  honour 
and  emolument  at  her  pleasure  in  the  face 
of  half  the  nation. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  the  advocates 
of  this  Bill  assumed  that  orthodoxy  and 
ignorance,  and  Nonconformity  and  know- 
ledge were  convertible  terms.  He  held 
that  such  a  proposition  was  totally  untena- 
ble. The  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down  used  an  illustration  respecting 
feeding-bozes,  which  he  held  to  be  ridicu- 
lous, and  unworthy  of  the  subject ;  but  as 
it  had  been  introduced  he  might  say  that 
the  ring-necked  pheasant,  the  old  orthodox 
English  pheasant,  always  weighed  several 
pounds  heavier  than  the  imported  Chinese 
variety,  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
seemed  so  much  to  favour.  It  was  argued 
on  the  other  side  that  the  existence  of  tests 
was  a  sign  of  ignorance  in  faith.   JIow,  it  , 
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io  happened  that  all  the  Proieatant  bodies, 
the  Nonconformists  iocluded,  repudiated 
the  acceptance  of  an  ignorant  faith.  They 
held  an  ignorant  faith  to  be  saperstition, 
so  that  all  the  arguments  on  that  score 
were  worth  less  than  nothing.  Subscrip- 
tion was  a  teat  of  study  and  attainment  of 
knowledge  in  Scripture  history  and  Scrip- 
ture doctrine.  He  shoold  be  sorry  to  rest 
the  statement  he  was  about  to  make  en 
his  own  authority,  but  it  so  happened  that 
there  were  many  eminent  men,  for  whom 
this  House  entertained  the  highest  respect, 
who  held  that  it  would  be  io  narrow  and 
degrade  edocation  if  they  did  not  demand 
from  the  students  some  knowledge  of  Scrip- 
ture history  and  of  theology  ;  which  would 
be,  in  e£Fect,  to  shut  them  out  in  a  great 
measure  from  the  study  of  all  history,  with 
the  view  that  the  Toid  might  be  supplied 
by  the  study  of  physical  science,  mechanics, 
and  chemistry  —  studies,  he  might  add, 
which  already  found  their  place  in  the 
teaching  of  the  University.  On  this  sub- 
ject he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  letter  on  the  Irish  system  of 
national  education  that  the  late  Archbishop 
Whateley  wrote  to  Dr.  Arnold,  and  which 
had  a  strong  bearing  on  this  question.  He 
said — 
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'*When  Lord  Stanley  joined  the  Edacatioo 
Board  he  had  no  such  thought — [as  examinations  in 
Scripture  of  the  ohildren].  And  when  first  Mr. 
Cnrljlo  proposed  drawing  «p  Scripture  extracts, 
I  partook  of  the  same  expectations  with  Bishop 
Phil  pots,  that  no  selections  could  bo  introduced 
with  the  concurrenoe  of  all  parties  suoh  as  should 
be  of  any  utility.  I  do  not  even  now  think  my 
apprehensions  groundless.  The  obstacles  were 
incomparably  greater  than  those  to  any  analogous 
plan  in  England.  The  result,  however,  was  com- 
plete success.  All  the  efforts  to  raise  jealousy  ia 
reference  to  the  Scripture  extracts  hsTe  within 
the  schools  themseUes  totally  failed.  They  are  read 
with  delight  and  profit  by  almost  all  the  children, 
and  I  and  other  Protestants,  as  Lord  Stanley 
knows,  have  examined  the  children  of  all  denomU 
nations  without  knowing  to  which  each  child  be- 
longed, and  found  them  better  taught  in  Scripture 
than  most  gentlefolks'  ohildren." 

Here  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  must  remind  the 
Bouse  that  to  this  statement  was  appended 
a  note.  In  connection  with  this  subject  it 
might  be  obeerved  that  it  was  in  1837 
that  the  Arcli bishop  produced  the  cele- 
brated tract,  JSIarly  Lessons  and  Christian 
Evidences,  afterwards  admitted  into  the 
mixed  schools  by  Dr.  Moody,  and  finally 
objected  to  by  Dr.  Cullen  in  1553.  The 
Archbishop  went  on  to  say  in  reference  to 
that  plan  of  education— 

*<  But  had  the  plan  gone  no  further  than  Lord 
Mr.  NewdsgaU 


Stanley  at  preieat  proposed  and  expected,  I  should 
not  have  condemned  it  as  furnishing  education 
but  only  a  portion  of  education,  and  I  should  have 
been  glad  to  furnish  even  a  small  part  of  that 
portion,  if  no  more  oould  have  been  admitted.  If 
there  bad  been  a  scruple  against  teaching  any- 
thing beyond  the  alphabet  I  should  have  been  glad 
to  have  even  that  taught.  From  what  I  have  actually 
done,  and  thought,  and  seen,  you  may  pretty  well 
conjecture  how  I  should  be  likely  to  act  in  respect 
of  the  London  University.  In  the  first  place,  I 
should  point  out,  from  the  experience  of  a  &r, 
very  fiur  more  diiBoult  time,  the  perfect  possibility 
of  having  the  historical  books  of  the  Bible  as  a 
portion  of  the  studies  and  examinations  ;  and  se- 
condly, the  importance  of  this  as  a  portion  of  ge- 
neral education,  on  the  ground  that  Christianity 
is  the  prevailing  religious  profession  of  the  coun- 
try. I  should  call  for  no  signing  of  articles— no 
profession  of  faith,  but  I  should  point  out  that  in 
those  portions  of  the  Empire  where  the  Mahome- 
dan  religion  prevails  it  is  essential  that  those  who 
are  to  reside  among  the  Mussulmans,  and  hold 
official  situation?,  should  have  some  acquaintance 
with  the  Koran.  To  say  that  a  man  can  have 
gone  through  a  course  of  liberal  education  in  this 
country  totally  ignorant  of  the  outlines  of  Christian 
histoi7  is  to  imply  not  merely  that  the  Christian 
religion  is  untrue  or  bad,  but  that  it  is  inslgnifl<* 
cant  and  unworthy  of  serious  attention,  except 
from  those  who  have  a  fancy  for  it,  as  is  the  case 
with  the  mythological  antiquities  of  the  Anglo- 
Saxons,  or  the  dreams  of  astrology  or  alchemy. 
And  if  anyone  should  say  you  need  not  doubt  that 
the  students  do  acquire  this  knowledge  in  other 
ways,  I  should  say,  very  well ;  I  do  not  say  to  the 
contrary.  I  will  certify,  if  you  please,  that  they 
may  for  aught  I  know  have  gone  through  a  most 
able  and  complete  course  of  ^uoation  ;  but  I  will 
not  certify,  by  conferring  anything  in  the  nature 
of  a  degree,  that  they  have  done  so,  unless  they 
shall  have  given  proof  before  the  University  as 
such  that  they  have.  But  if  I  may  be  answered 
that  the  conductors  of  the  University  despaired 
of  the  possibility  of  conducting  any  examinations 
or  lectures  on  the  Greek  Testament  so  as  to  avoid 
jealousies  and  contests,  I  should  consent  to  obtain 
what  benefits  we  could — reckoning  even  half  a 
loaf  or  half  a  quarter  of  a  loaf  letter  thfin  no 
bread.  But  nothing  would  ever  induce  me  to  call 
it  a  whole  loaf." 

These  were  the  opinions  of  Archbishop 
Whately,  and  ho  believed  no  Member  of 
the  House  would  maintain  that  the  Arch- 
bishop was  an  illiberal  roan.  He  therefore 
said  deliberately^  on  the  authority  of  Arch- 
bishop Whately  and  Dr.  Arnold,  that  the 
object  of  this  Bill  was  to  narrow  and  de- 
grade  education — to  bring  it  down  to  the 
level  of  those  Nonconforn^ists  who  were 
complaining  of  their  ignorance,  and  at 
the  same  time  requiring  that  the  education 
of  the  Universities  should  bo  brought  down 
to  their  level.  This  was  his  protest  against 
the  proposition  that  orthodoxy  and  igno- 
rance, and  Koncooformity  and  knowledge 
were  convertible  terms,  and  he  would  give 
his  opposition  to  the  Bill. 
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ICr.  NEATE  said,  the  ri^rht  hon.  Geti- 
tlemao  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  had  laid  macfa  stress 
on  the  Address  that  was  presented  by  ineoi- 
bers  of  the  UniTorsities  to  the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury  against  this  Bill.  He  did 
not  deny  that  that  Address  contained  the 
names  of  many  enainent  men  and  men  of 
high  standing  in  the  University.  But  he 
beliered  the  youth  and  strength  of  the 
Uoirersities  to  be  fsTourable  to  the  Bill, 
although  the  senior  Fellows  and  Heads  of 
Hoosea  were  against  it;  and  he  would 
point  oat  that  some  of  the  most  distin- 
{pithed  Colleges  in  Oxford  were  but  weakly 
represented  in  the  signatures  to  that  Ad- 
dress, from  which  he  drew  the  inference 
that,  although  all  the  intellect  of  the  XJni- 
Tersity  bsd  not  yet  passed,  it  was  fast 
passing  into  the  ranks  of  those  who  were 
in  fkwoQT  of  this  Bill. 

Mb.  COLERIDGE  said,  he  would  not 
attempt  to  answer  a  good  many  of  the  oh- 
jeetions  urged  against  this  measure  by 
hoB.  Gentlemen  opposite,  because  those 
objections  were  urged  rather  against  some 
ereatares  of  their  own  imsgination  than 
agaivst  this  Bill,  with  which  they  could 
have  BO  more  to  do  than  with  the  Bill  for 
the  alteration  of  weights  and  measures 
which  the  House  bad  that  day  been  dis- 
enaaing.  It  bad  been  said  that  those  who 
aepported  the  measure  did  not  agree  on 
the  grounds  on  which  they  should  support 
it.  That  was  perfectly  true.  They  were 
endeaTooring  to  make  an  adrance  in  a 
p&rticolar  direction,  but  some  went  fur- 
ther than  others  in  the  path  of  progress, 
thoogh  all  were  prepared  to  go  the  length 
of  this  Bill.  Thoogh  there  was  only  one 
way  of  saying  '^No,"  there  were  600 
way  a  of  aaying  ''  Yes,''  and  it  was  natural 
that  thoae  who  approached  the  subject 
frooi  a  Liberal  point  of  riew  should  ap- 
promeh  it  with  different  motives  ;  but,  as  a 
frtj,  they  were  generally  content  with 
the  measure.  The  real  question  was,  whe- 
ther tlie  Bill  before  the  House  was  one  the 
prinetple  of  which  the  House  ought  to 
•.firm  ?  The  question  had  been  argued  as 
if  it  was  proposed  to  take  from  persons  who 
were  eatitlcNl  to  keep,  and  give  to  those 
who  were  not  entitled  to  receive.  That 
mrgumeni  was  not  tenable  with  respect  to 
tiie  Bili,  because  all  that  was  proposed  to 
W  done  waa  simply  to  remove  rcBtrictions 
wimh  had  been  imposed  by  the  authority 
of  ParRaoieDt  itself,  and  the  earliest  of  these 
-WBM  a  ebuise  in  the  Act  of  Uniformity  of 
the  time  of  Charles  II.     If  the  Colleges 


had  suffered  grievously  from  the  state  of 
things  which  previously  existed,  and  were 
without  protection  up  to  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  Uniformity,  there 
might  be  some  force  in  the  argument ;  but 
he  could  not  understand  how  it  could  be 
contended  with  fairness,  or  by  recollection 
of  history,  that  the  repeal  of  a  clause  in  a 
statute  passed  in  the  time  of  Charles  II. 
could  imperil  the  religion  of  Colleges  which 
bad  existed  for  centuries  before.  The  Bill 
would  leave  the  Colleges  in  precisely  the 
same  state  as  before  that  period.  It  would 
not  affect  the  statutes  of  the  Colleges. 
The  Colleges  would  be  allowed  to  exercise 
their  own  discretion,  and  maintain  or  re- 
peal such  restrictions  as  they  chose.  He 
desired  to  correct  an  impression  which  his 
speech  on  a  former  occasion  had  conveyed 
to  the  mind  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Home  Secretary.  He  had  not,  as  had 
been  imputed  to  him,  said  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  had  resorted  to  coarse  and 
vulgar  arguments.  He  could  not  have 
used  that  expression,  because  he  always 
took  care  to  give  as  much  preparation  to 
any  remarks  which  he  had  the  honour  of 
addressing  to  the  House  as  his  time  would 
allow.  He  certainly  did  think  that  one  of 
his  right  hon. Friend's  arguments  did  appeal 
to  coarse  and  vulgar  prejudice  ;  but  that 
was  a  very  different  thing  from  sajing 
that  the  arguments  themselves  were  coarse 
and  vulgar ;  and  as  he  had  not  yet  been, 
and  Ife  trusted  never  would  be,  guilty  of 
such  a  breach  of  manners  as  to  apply  such 
words  to  any  hon.  Member  of  the  House,  so 
there  was  no  one  to  whom  he  should  be 
less  inclined  to  say  anything  disrespectful 
than  his  right  hon.  Friena  the  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department.  He  candidly 
confessed  that  there  were  certain  difficul- 
ties, and  perhaps  dangers,  which  would 
arise  both  in  the  Universities  and  in  the 
Colleges  after  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  and 
which  he  was  not  prepared  to  meet.  But 
that  was  not  the  way  to  argue  the  ques- 
tion. What  ought  to  be  done  was  to  exa- 
mine  both  systems  as  a  whole — to  take  the 
existing  system  with  its  disadvantages— to 
take  the  system  proposed  with  its  supposed 
disadvantages — and  to  see  which  was  best 
for  the  interests  of  the  country.  It  was 
impossible  to  meddle  or  alter  an  existing 
system  without  in  so  doing  committing 
some  positive  mischief ;  but  the  question 
really  was,  whether  tlie  advantages  were 
not  so  greatly  in  favour  of  the  course  pro- 
posed that,  in  spite  of  certain  evils  and 
difficulties  which  were  likely  to  ensue,  it 
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was  the  proper  and  statesmaDlike  ooarfle 
to  pursue  ?  That  was  a  broad  and  intelli- 
gible footing  on  which  to  place  the  ques- 
tion,  and  if  that  were  done  in  this  instance 
he,  for  one,  had  no  fear  of  the  result. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  198;  Noes 
140 :  Majority  58. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  a  second  time»  and  committed 
for  Wedneiday  22nd  July. 

LIBEL  BILL— [Bill  8.] 

(Sir  Cohnan  (yLoghlen^  Mr,  Baines.') 

COMMITTBE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLBN,  in  moving 
the  discharge  of  the  Order  for  going  into 
Committee  on  this  Bill,  said,  he  had  intro- 
duced it  on  the  22nd  of  November  last, 
and  had  taken  every  opportunity  of  for- 
warding it  through  its  various  stages,  but 
was  now  compelled  most  reluctantly  to 
withdraw  it.  The  present  position  of  the 
Bill  showed  the  di£Soulties  which  attended 
the  attempt  on  the  part  of  a  private  Mem- 
ber to  pass  an  opposed  Bill  through  Parlia- 
ment. The  Bill  had  been  substantially 
talked  to  death,  but  if  he  had  the  honour 
of  a  seat  in  the  next  Parliament  he 
should  certainly  bring  it  forward  again. 

Order  discharged. 

Bill  withdraton. 

LIBEL  (IRELAND)  BILL— [Bill  199.] 

(Sir  Colman  (yLoghlen,  Mr.  Pim.) 

OOMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Sm  COLMAN  0*L06HLEN,  in  mov. 
ing  *'  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair,'*  said,  the  object  of  the  present  Bill 
was  to  assimilate  the  law  in  Ireland  to  the 
law  in  England,  and  to  deprive  a  plaintiff 
in  an  action  for  libel  of  costs  unless  he  got 
40«.  damages.  In  Ireland  at  present  a  ver- 
dict in  an  action  for  libel  for  one  farthing 
carried  costs,  and  that  law  had  worked 
great  hardship  in  several  recent  cases. 

Bill  eomidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee). 
Mb.  ATRTON    said,  he  was  glad   to 
find  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Clare  (Sir  Colman  0*Loghlen)  had  directed 
his  efforts  to  endeavouring  to  remove  the 
defects  which  existed  in  the  law  of  libel 
Mr.  Coleridge 


in  Ireland,  and  that  he  had  abandoned  the 
crude  attempt  which  had  been  made  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Session  with  regard 
to.  the  law  of  libel  in  this  country.  As 
soon  as  the  latter  Bill  bad  been  thoroughly 
understood  it  was  evident  that  such  a 
measure  would  not  receive  the  assent  of 
the  House,  and  many  hon.  Members  who 
laboured  under  a  misapprehension  with  re- 
gard to  it,  and  who  at  the  outset  intended 
to  support  his  hon.  Friend,  felt  bound, 
on  becoming  alive  to  its  effect,  to  give 
the  measure  all  the  opposition  in  their 
power.  He  regretted,  however,  to  say  that 
Members  of  that  House  had  been  so 
worried  by  circulars  sent  to  them  by  a 
body  calling  itself  the  Provincial  Press 
Association,  that  it  had  become  very  diffi- 
cult for  them,  in  the  presence  of  an  im- 
pending election,  to  perform  their  duty. 
Por  his  own  part,  he  had  resisted  all  at- 
tempts at  intimidation  by  an  association  of 
tradesmen  who  were  intent  on  benefiting 
themselves  at  the  expense  of  the  public. 

Sm  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  that 
his  hon.  Friend,  having  omitted  to  make  a 
speech  when  he  withdrew  the  former  Bill, 
had  apparently  disburdened  himself  on  the 
present  measure  of  the  speech  he  bad 
intended  to  have  made  on  the  last.  He 
would  not  now  reply  to  the  remarks  of  hit . 
hon.  Friend,  but  would,  if  he  had  the  op- 
portunity, answer  the  objections  both  of 
his  hon.  Friend  and  of  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  the  course  of  next  Seasion. 

House  reewmed. 

Bill  re^poried,  without  Amendment ;  to 
be  read  the  third  time  To-morroro. 

OENEEAL    POLIOS  AND    IICPBOTEMBNT   (SCOI- 
LAND)   ACT   AMENDXEKT  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Aotooatb,  Bill  to  alter 
the  qualifications  of  the  Eieotors  in  places  in  Soot* 
land,  under  **  The  General  Police  and  Improve- 
ment (Scotland)  Act,  1862,"  and  to  amend  the 
said  Aot  in  certain  other  respects,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  hj  The  Loan  Adtooati  and  Sir  Jakes 
Fbroubson. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  306.] 


INBOBSUrO  OF  WARRANTS  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Sir  Jamxs  Ferousson,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Indorsing  of  War- 
rants in  Scotland,  Ireland,  and  the  Channel 
Islands,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Jambs 
Feeoubsor  and  Mr.  SecreUry  Gathoseb  HAanr. 
Bill  prf#dn/e<f,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  308.] 

House  a^ourned  at  fi^e  minutes 
before  Six  o'olook. 
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HOUSE    OF    L0ED8. 
Thursday,  Jidy  2, 1868. 

MINUTES.]  — PuBUo  BiLiA^First  Reading^ 
Medway  Regulation  Act  Continuanoe*  (1^)  ; 
Uni^eraity  Elections  (Voting  Papen)*  (301); 
Curragh  ofKildare  *  (195) ;  Bank  of  Bomlmj  * 
(196);  New  Zealand  (Legislative  Gounoil)* 
(197) ;  Consalar  Marriages  ^  (198) ;  Bank  Holi- 
days and  Bills  of  Exchange  *  (200) ;  Local 
Goremment  Supplemental  (No.  8)*  (194); 
Prisons  (Scotland)  Administration  Acts  (Lanark- 
shire) Amendment  *  (202). 

CommiUee  —  Boundary  (170) ;  Judgments  Exten- 
sion •(160). 

lUpon  ^  Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland)  •  (203)  ; 
Judgments  Extension •  (160). 

Third  Reading  —  Drainage  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation*  (168);  Inclosore  (No.  2)* 
(169) ;  Local  (yovemment  Supplemental  (No.  4)* 

il65) ;  Local  (jovemment  Supplemental  (No.6)* 
166),  andjNM«tf<l. 

ABYSSINIAN  EXPEDITION— VOTE  OF 
THANKS   TO  UER  MAJESTY'S   FORCES. 

Mof>ed,  That  the  Vote  of  Thanks  to  the 
Army  of  Abyssinia  take  Preoedence  of  the 
Orders  of  the  Day :  Agreed  to.  —  (The 
Lord  Privy  Seal.) 

The  Eabl  of  MALMESBXJEY:  My 
Lords,  if  on  the  one  hand  I  feel  both  pride 
and  pleasnre  at  finding  it  my  duty  to  make 
to  your  Lordships  a  proposition  so  honour- 
able alike  to  your  Lordships'  House  and  to 
those  to  whom  it  is  addressed,  on  the  other 
hand  I  know  that  the  task  has  fallen  into 
hands  hardly  worthy  of  the  great  oooasion, 
and  that  it  ought  to  have  fallen  to  some 
other  of  your  Lordships  more  competent  to 
deal  with  it  as  it  deserves.  Therefore  I 
must  ask  your  indulgence  while  I  shortly 
put  before  you  the  great  events  to  which 
this  Motion  refers,  and  ask  your  Lordships 
to  consider  how  fair  and  just  it  is  to  do 
honour  to  the  Army  of  England  and  also 
to  the  Navy  who  have  been  employed  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  on  this  occasion. 
My  Lords,  Sir  Robert  Napier  himself  says 
at  the  end  of  his  despatch  that ''  it  is  dim- 
oult  to  find  words  that  can  do  justice  to 
every  arm  of  the  service  which  has  been 
employed;"  and  if  he  finds  it  hard  to 
do  BO,  far  more  difficult  must  it  be  for  me — 
who  have  not  been  present  during  the  ope- 
rations, and  can  only  judge  of  them  by 
what  I  read  in  his  despatches— to  do  full 

i'ustice  to  the  forces  on  this  occasion.  And 
lere  in  passing  I  may  remark  that  the 
despatches  of  Sir  Robert  shew  that  the  use 
of  the  pen  is  as  inseparable  from  the  name 
of  Napier  as  the  use  of  the  sword.    My 


Lords,  it  is  now  five  years  since  I  was  one 
df  the  first— if  not  the  first— to  direct  your 
Lordships'  attention  to  what  was  passing 
in  Abyssinia.  That  is  a  long  period  for 
Englishmen  to  suffer  under  Uie  cruelties 
of  a  barbarous  savage  ;  but,  if  anyone  is 
ready  to  find  fault  with  our  forbearance 
during  that  long  time,  he  must  recollect 
that  it  is  always  the  duty  of  the  strong 
man  to  bear  patiently  with  the  weak,  and, 
until  his  insolence  becomes  intolerable,  to 
refrain  from  any  violent  measures.  But, 
my  Lords,  at  last  this  conduct  on  the 
part  of  King  Theodore  did  become  in- 
tolerable—intolerable to  the  feelings  of 
humanity,  and  intolerable  to  our  feelings 
of  honour  as  an  independent  country ;  and 
in  the  year  1867  my  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Derby),  being  then  Premier,  de- 
termined to  chastise  this  half>educated 
savage.  My  Lords,  in  this  he  was  sup- 
ported by  public  opinion;  and  although 
no  doubt  there  were  some  hesitation  and 
some  apprehension  entertained  both  in 
Parliament  and  out  of  Parliament  as  to  the 
difficulties  that  would  have  to  be  encoun- 
tered, and  as  to  the  success  of  the  Expedi- 
tion ;  yet  on  the  whole  the  country  received 
with  indulgence  all  that  the  Governn^nt 
intended  to  do,  and  displayed  the  same  spirit 
and  confidence  in  British  energy  which  it 
has  always  shown  on  like  occasions.  And, 
my  Lords,  no  confidence  of  that  sort  was 
ever  justified  more  completely  and  rapidly 
than  by  the  results  of  this  Expedition.  Sir 
Robert  Napier,  if  he  had  within  him — 
which  he  has  not— the  epigrammatic  bom- 
bast of  Italian  conquerors,  might  quote  the 
three  Latin  words  which  Casar  used  to  des- 
cribe his  own  victory  ••  Vent,  vidi,  viei,*' 
He  might  have  done  so  had  his  nature  been 
the  same ;  but  I  need  only  allude  to  his 
despatches  to  show  how  modest  and  how 
simple  that  nature  is.  Well,  my  Lords, 
it  is  remarkable  that  this  Expedition  was 
crowned  with  a  rapidity  of  success  of  which 
I  think  there  is  hardly  another  instance. 
Lord  Stanley's  despatch  to  the  Emperor 
Theodore  informing  him  that  war  would  be 
declared  against  him  was  written  on  the 
16th  of  April,  1867,  and  on  the  13th  of 
April,  1868,  Magdala  was  taken  and  the 
Emperor  was  no  more.  Exactly  one  year 
passed  between  the  despatch  of  the  Foreign 
Secretary  of  State,  threatening  Theodore 
with  the  vengeance  of  England,  and  the 
execution  of  that  vengeance.  Sir  Robert 
Napier  landed  on  the  drd  of  January  at 
Zoulla,  and  in  exactly  100  days  fini^ed 
the  war.    My  Lords,  I  need  £^ly  sav- 
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more  in  fEtvour  of  the  Coinmander-in-Chief 
than  bj  putting  that  simple  fact  before 
your  Lordships.  When  this  Expedition 
was  determined  upon  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  your  Lordships  are  aware  that 
the  Bombay  Government  was  intrusted 
with  the  management  of  the  whole  matter ; 
and,  taking  it  in  the  historical  order  of 
affairs,  I  must  say  that  great  credit  is  due 
to  Sir  Seymour  Fitzgerald,  who,  under  the 
advice  of  Sir  Robert  Napier,  organized  the 
Expedition  in  Bombay.  Nothing  could 
have  been  done  with  more  sagacity,  with 
more  promptitude,  or  with  greater  judg- 
ment than  the  whole  arrangement  and  or- 
ganization of  this  Expedition  under  these 
two  able  men.  Many  of  your  Lordships 
have  known  Sir  Seymbur  Fitzgerald  in 
this  country,  and  I  for  one  can  testify  to 
his  ability  and  industry  when  he  was 
under  me  in  the  Foreign  Office.  I  am, 
therefore,  not  at  all  surprised  at  the  credit 
he  has  gained  by  the  management  of  the 
arrangements  and  the  organization  of  the 
Expedition.  My  Lords^  fler  Majesty's 
Government  gave  full  powers  to  Sir  Robert 
Napier  to  act  in  every  respect  as  he  thought 
fit,  to  determine  as  he  pleased,  and  to  act 
entirely  upon  his  own  judgment ;  and,  my 
Lords.  I  think  the  event  has  proved  how 
very  important  it  is  on  such  ooeasions,  when 
yuu  find  a  competent  man,  that  you  should 
give  him  as  much  liberty  of  action  as  pos- 
sible. My  Lords,  the  composition  of  the 
army  was  very  remarkable.  It  consisted 
of  men  of  different  nations  and  of  different 
creeds.  There  were  Mahomedan  and  there 
were  Christian  troops  ;  there  were  Chris- 
tian Sepoys,  there  were  Beloochees  and 
Hindoostanees ;  but  this  army,  though  of 
such  different  materials^  was  bound  to- 
gether by  so  solid  a  chain  of  discipline  that 
throughout  the  whole  campaign  the  utmost 
cordiality  prevailed  in  every  part  of  the 
force.  Doubtless,  my  Lords,  we  owe  much 
of  this  cordiality  and  good  feeling  to  the 
character  of  Sir  Robert  Napier,  who  com- 
manded them.  It  may  not  be  out  of  place  to 
mention  some  general  facts  respecting  the 
organization  of  the  Expedition,  indepen- 
dently of  the  troops.  There  were  23,600 
animals,  exclusively  of  forty -two  elephants, 
employed.  The  ships  of  various  sorts  num- 
bered 231,  with  a  tonnage  that  amounted 
altogether  to  209,600  tons.  And  when 
we  speak  of  the  forty-two  elephants  that 
were  employed,  we  cannot  help  observing 
that  no  such  use  has  been  made  of  those 
intelligent  and  magnificent  animals  since 
the  days  of  Hannibal.  In  India  they  are 
Ths  Earl  of  Malmihiry 


used  in  a  champagne  country,  and  more 
for  draught  than  carriage ;  but  in  this 
instance,  when  mortars  and  artillery  of 
18cwt.  were  put  upon  their  backs,  they 
showed  an  activity  in  climbing  those 
dangerous  and  slippery  paths  over  the 
mountains  that  astonished  even  the  Indian 
officers  who  had  been  them  at  t^ork  in 
theii"  own  countiy. 

My  Lords,  I  now  come  to  the  Resolu- 
tutions  which  I  have  to  move,  and  I  think 
it  better  to  read  them  at  once.  My  Lords, 
I  propose  to  your  Lordshi^i  to  tfesolve — 

"That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  ftvea 
to  Lieue.-General  Sir  Robert  Napier,  O.C3., 
G.C.S.I.,  for  the  exemplarf  Skill  with  which  he 
planbed  and  the  distinguithed  Energy,  Coaragd, 
and  Pertttveranee  with  which  he  condueted  the 
recent  Expedition  into  Abyssinia,  resulring  in  the 
Defeat  by  Her  Majesty's  Forces  of  the  Army  of 
King  Theodore  and  the  Vindication  of  the  Ildnour 
of  the  Country  by  the  Rescue  from  Captivity  of 
Her  Majesty's  Envoy  and  other  Britisji  Subjects, 
and  by  the  Capture  and  Destruction  of  the  strong 
Fortress  of  Magdala. 

"  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  giv^n  to 
Commodore  Heath,  R.N..  C.B.,  for  the  inde£itig- 
able  Zeal  and  great  Ability  with  which  he  con- 
ducted the  Naval  Operations  connected  with  the 
Transport  of  the  Troops  and  Stores  upon  which  the 
Success  of  the  Expedition  materially  depended. 

"  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  ffiv&n  to 
Major-General  Sir  Charles  Staveley,  K.C.B., 
Major-Genend  6.  Malcolm,  C.B.,  Major-General 
E.  L.  Russell,  Brigadier-General  W.  Merewether, 
C.B.,  and  the  other  Officers  of  the  Navy  and 
Army  for  the  Energy,  Gallantry,  and  Ability  with 
which  they  have  executed  the  various  Services 
which  they  hare  been  called  on  to  perform 
throughout  these  arduous  Operations. 

"That  this  House  doth  highly  acknowledge  and 
approve  the  Discipline,  Gallantry,  and  Endurance 
displayed  by  the  Petty  Officers,  Non-commis- 
sioned Officers,  and  Men  of  the  Navy  and  Army, 
both  European  and  Native,  during  these  Opera- 
tions ;  and  that  the  same  be  signified  to  thbm  by 
their  respective  Commanding  Officers." 

My  Lords,  I  thiuk  no  further  tribute  of 
praise  need  be  paid  by  me  to  Bir  Eobert 
Napier  than  is  embodied  in  these  Resolu- 
tions; but,  passing  for  a  moment  the  other 
ofSoers  engaged,  I  will  ask  your  Lordships 
to  recollect  that  General  Staveley  was 
the  officer  who  first  arranged  a  base  of 
operations  at  ZouUa,  and  being  afterwards 
sent  to  the  front,  commanded  the  troops 
that  fought  the  battle  in  front  of  Magdald, 
and  was  present  at  its  capture.  Let  me 
also  remind  your  Lordships  that  General 
Malcolm  had  command  of  the  ehain  of 
communication  between  ZouUa  and  the 
most  advanced  posts  of  the  army,  and 
though  he  and  the  officers  under  him 
were  not  present  at  the  taking  of  Mag- 
dala, yet  tiieir  servicee  were  equallv  iia- 
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portent ;  for  the  eototniixdcatibn  hete  ^^ 
Hke  the  chain  attached  to  the  anchoi'  of  a 
ihip — if  one  Kiik  were  broken,  the  army, 
like  the  ship,  wdnld  be  destroyed  or  at 
least  be  in  the  greatest  danger.  This 
eommunieaUoQ  was  mbintoined  iriih  the 
utrooet  possible  energy  and  intelligence, 
and  was  of  the  greatest  importance  in  se- 
coring  the  safety  of  the  advance.  And 
now  I  wonld  also  mention  the  name  of 
Major  General  Russell.  Sir  Bobert  Napier 
was  most  anxious  that  he  should  receite 
by  name  the  Thanks  of  Parliament  for  his 
■erriees,  and  Her  Majesty's  Government 
haTa  thought  proper  to  yield  to  that  desit>e. 
Major  Geneitd  Russell  was  taken  ^m  his 
poet  at  Aden  at  the  request  of  Sir  Bobert 
Napier,  who  speaks  of  his  services  in  main- 
taining the  base  of  operations  at  Zoulla  a^ 
of  the  greatest  Talne.  The  name  of  Bri- 
gadier General  Merewether  is  more  fami- 
liar to  your  Lordships.  From  the  very 
beginning,  and,  indeed,  before  the  Expe- 
dition landed,  he  showed  the  greatest  in- 
teUigence  in  maintaining  what  are  called 
''political  relations"  with  the  various 
tribee  and  chiefs,  first  upon  the  coast  and 
afterwards  inland  ;  and  Sir  Robert  Napier 
speaks  of  Ins  services  also  in  the  highest 
terms.  Nor  ought  we  to  oinit  the  great 
services  of  the  navy  on  this  occasion.  The 
«rfiaia  of  Commodore  Heath  and  the 
other  oflksers  employed  are  spoken  of  by 
Sr  Bobert  Napier  in  these  words — 

"  I  aoi  rrrj  happgr  in  this  opportanitx  of  saying 
kov  eoNially  Commodore  Qeath  hat  eondaoted 
the  &a«»l  doti«8  of  the  Expedition  in  connection 
vHi  the  army.  The  spirit  of  their  commander 
has  btt^n  nnnlated  hf  the  officers  and  men  of  the 
Ro9«i  Navy  imdcr  bis  orders.  The  labour  nnder 
ft  Itot  Mm  of  landing  supplies  and  water,  and  re- 
Mcbarkiag  troops,  followers,  and  cattle  has  never, 
tot  ft  sin^  day,  ceased  since  the  arrival  of  the 
in*  traasport  in  Annesley  Bay.  .  .  .  Greatly, 
ta»,  OT  w«  indebted  to  Captain  Tryon,  R.N.,  the 
aUa  Dirsetor  of  Transports." 

I  may  also  mention  the  name  of  Captain 
Bdye.  of  Her  Majesty's  ship  SdUUite,  who 
readared  most  nsefiil  assistance  in  snperin- 
tendxng  the  distillation  of  water  for  the 
army.  In  that  conntrv  it  is  impossible  in 
ibe  dry  season  to  fiad  a  sufficient  quan- 
tity of  water  for  the  troops,  and  the  dis- 
tillatioa  of  water,  therefore,  became  a  point 
of  vaat  importance.  Not  the  least  agree- 
alile  part  of  my  task  is  to  ask  your  Lord- 
ships to  acknowledge  the  discipline  and 
C^fiaatry  of  the  Petty  Officers,  Non-com- 
misnoaed  Officers,  and  Men  of  the  Army 
and  Hsvy.  No  campaign  ever  showed 
more  eoM^ononsly  the  energy  of  British 


ttooptf,  abd  theii*  constancy  in  endnting 
the  ]privatibns  and  overcoming  the  natund 
difficulties  of  the  country.  Their  labours 
were  immelise.  Sir  Bobert  Napier  in  his 
despatch  described  them  as  all  working 
With  the  spade,  every  regiment  being 
furnished  with  tools  ;  and  I  think  we 
shall  never  again  hear,  as  we  have  so  often 
heard  before,  that  the  EDglish  soldier  can 
only  fight,  but  cannot  dig,  and  is  incapable 
of  throwing  up  intrenchments  like  the  sol* 
diers  of  other  armies.  Again,  the  march 
of  the  45th  Begiment  is  one  of  the  mobt 
extraordinary  on  record.  Having  been 
dietained  in  the  reat*,  and  being  anxious  to 
come  as  soon  as  poteible  to  the  fVont,  they 
marched  800  miles  in  twenty-four  days, 
and  accomplished  seventy  miles  in  four 
days  over  a  pass  10,500 'feet  high.  The 
elLploits  6f  the  cavalry  appear  to  be 
equally  admirable.  We  can  easily  under- 
stand what  a  difficult  country  Abyssinia 
is  for  horses  ;  and  yet  Sir  Bobert  Napier 
described  the  manner  in  which  the  cavalry 
behaved  as  most  extraordinary  considering 
the  obstacles  they  had  to  encounter  in 
such  a  mountainous  country.  I  have 
mentioned  the  names  of  the  gallant  Ge- 
nerals who  have  led  our  troops  to  victory ; 
and  I  should  now  like  to  mention  two 
names  of  another  class  in  our  force— the 
names  of  Drummer  M'Guire,  and  Private 
Bergin  of  the  33rd  Begiment,  who  were 
the  first  two  men  at  the  storming  of 
Magdala.  Nor  was  the  humanity  and 
good  conduct  of  the  troops  throughout  the 
Expedition  inferior  to  their  courage  and 
endurance.     Sir  Bobert  Napier  says — 

'*  Not  a  single  complaint  has  heen  made  against 
a  soldier  of  having  injured  or  wilfully  molested 
either  property  or  person." 
My  Lords,  I  do  not  believe  that  of  any 
army  in  Europe  or  in  any  other  part  of 
the  world  eould  the  same  be  said.  As 
your  Lordships  are  aware,  Magdala  was 
taken,  and  finding  himself  in  a  des- 
perate condition — believing,  perhaps,  that 
the  same  cruelty  which  he  had  inflicted 
on  others  would  be  exercised  towards 
him  —  this  savage  King  put  an  end  to 
his  life  with  his  own  hand.  The  atro- 
cities he  had  perpetrated  were  6uoh  that 
I  think  there  cannot  be  a  single  person 
who  would  extend  to  him  the  slightest 
compassion.  The  cruelties  he  committed 
within  three  days  of  his  death  are  too 
horrible  to  be  repeated  ;  but,  if  anybody 
doubts  that  the  monster  was  unfit  to  live, 
he  has  only  to  study  the  first  part  of  the 
FapenI  laid  on  j^our  Lordships'  Table,  and  ^ 
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I  would  refer  more  particularlj  to  page 
693  for  a  descriptioii  of  horrors  almost 
incredible.  I  believe  that,  here  and  there, 
it  has  been  objected  that,  when  once  King 
Theodore  had  given  up  the  captires,  an 
attack  on  Magdala  was  unnecessary.  It 
has  been  suggested,  no  doubt  from  kindly 
motives  of  humanity,  that  Sir  Eobert 
Napier  might  have  accepted  the  submission 
of  Theodore  instead  of  deciding  to  storm 
his  fortress,  and  in  this  way  put  an  end 
to  his  existence.  But  there  can  be  no 
greater  mistake  than  to  suppose  that  such 
a  course  would  have  been  pursued  with- 
out risk  of  very  great  misfortune.  In  the 
first  place,  it  is  almost  certain  that  if  he 
had  been  left  there  with  the  whole  or  with 
any  considerable  part  of  his  army  still 
under  his  command,  when  we  had  begun 
our  retreat  in  that  very  difficult  country 
— a  retreat  almost  as  arduous  as  the  ad- 
vance, except  that  we  then  had  to  make 
no  roads — the  King,  with  the  little  faith 
to  Be  found  in  barbarian  rulers,  would 
have  attacked  or  have  harrassed  our  troops 
as  long  as  he  could  have  done  so.  There 
was  another  reason  why  Sir  Eobert 
Napier  could  not  adopt  such  a  course — 
namely,  that  in  his  advance  he  had  ob- 
tained the  support  of  the  chiefs  of  the 
country  on  the  understanding,  and  a 
thorough  confidence  on  their  side,  that  he 
would  put  an  end  to  the  tyranny  of  King 
Theodore,  who  was  as  hateful  to  them  as 
he  was  to  ourselves.  We  should,  there- 
fore, have  broken  faith  with  those  chiefs 
who  supported  us  in  our  advance  to  Mag- 
dala if  we  had  not  destroyed  the  power  of 
Theodore.  One  more  criticism  has  been 
made  very  often  during  the  progress  of  the 
Expedition  by  amateur  soldiers,  and  that  is 
that  it  was  extravagantly  large.  Now,  I 
think,  that  even  if  you  had  not  received  the 
statement  of  Sir  Robert  Napier  himself  to 
the  effect  that  he  had  not  one  man  too 
many,  it  would  still  have  been  evident 
that,  looking  at  the  long  chain  of  com- 
munication, extending  over  400  miles 
through  that  difficult  country,  from  the 
coast  to  Magdala,  it  would  have  been  im- 
possible to  have  employed  a  smaller  force 
with  a  fair  prospect  of  success,  or  to  listen 
to  suggestions  made  that  the  prisoners 
might  have  been  rescued  with  a  couple  of 
flying  squadrons  of  cavalry.  That  has  now 
been  shown  to  have  been  wholly  imprac- 
ticable. I  will  allude  to  one  point  more, 
and  that  is  the  very  small  loss  of  life  which 
has  occurred  during  these  operations.  In 
other  wars,  we  know  how  heavy  has  been 
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what  is  called  "  the  butcher's  bill,"  and  we 
know  what  numbers  have  generally  perished 
by  the  sword  and  by  disease.  But  there 
seems  to  have  been  a  special  Providence 
over  this  army,  and  it  is  not  unbecoming 
to  say  that  the  justice  of  our  cause  and 
the  crimes  which  called  for  punishment 
from  us  may  have  brought  upon  our  army 
the  Divine  blessing,  without  which  no 
science  and  no  gallantry  will  avail.  The 
army  feels,  and  justly  feels,  that  a  debt  of 
gratitude  is  due  to  the  illustrious  Duke 
who  sits  upon  the  cross-Benches.  Ail  are 
aware  of  the  assistance  he  rendered,  and 
the  zeal  he  showed  in  prosecuting  this 
Expedition  to  a  successful  end  ;  and  I 
have  myself  heard  the  strongest  expres- 
sions of  the  value  of  his  co-operation.  It 
is  with  pride  and  pleasure  I  hand  these 
Resolutions  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  ;  and 
I  am  assured  they  will  be  accepted  by 
your  Lordships  with  the  same  readiness 
and  satisfaction  that  I  feel  in  proposing 
them. 

The  Resolutions  having  been  read  by 
The  LoBD  Chancellob, 

Eael  RUSSELL :  My  Lords,  it  gives 
me  great  pleasure  to  second  the  Motion 
which  the  noble  Earl  has  proposed,  and  to 
express  my  concurrence  in  all  the  remarks 
he  has  made.  The  noble  Earl  has  stated 
that  on  the  16th  of  April,  1867,  the  Ex- 
pedition was  resolved  upon,  and  that  on 
the  13th  of  April  last  Magdala  was  taken ; 
and  I  may  add  that  on  the  2nd  of  July 
we  have  the  Expedition  wholly  completed, 
and  we  have  welcomed  on  his  return  the 
gallant  General  by  whom  it  was  so  ably 
commanded  and  have  now  only  to  vote 
our  thanks  to  our  officers  and  troops  for 
their  successful  conduct  of  the  enterprise. 
My  Lords,  I  quite  agree  with  the  noble 
Earl  that  it  was  right  to  show  forbearance 
before  we  resorted  to  the  dread^t  issue 
of  war  and  the  uncertainty  of  military 
operations  in  an  unknown  and  inhospitable 
country,  I,  therefore,  think  it  was  right 
to  postpone  until  the  time  when  the  Resolu- 
tion was  taken  the  determination  to  under- 
take this  Expedition  :  and  I  also  think  that 
determination  was  come  to  exactly  at  the 
right  time,  when  forbearance  had  reached 
its  utmost  limits,  and  there  was  nothing 
left  for  us  to  do  but  to  vindicate  the 
honour  of  the  country.  We  can  all  rejoice 
now  that  that  honour  has  been  vindicated 
in  so  triumphant  manner.  The  noble  Earl 
referred,  in  the  next  place,  to  the  prepara- 
tions that  were  made  for  the  Expedition  ; 
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and  I  think  that  to  all  the  Departments 
of  the  GoYernment  that  were  concerned — 
to  the  Foreign  Office,  which  carried  on 
the  communications  with    the    Emperor 
Theodore;    to    the    Indian   Department, 
which  was  charged   with   the  necessary 
preparations;    to    the   War  Department, 
and  to  the  Department  of  the  Commander, 
in- Chief—  the  Thanks  of  this  Honse  and  of 
the  whole  country  are  due  for  the  manner 
in  which  they  performed  the  duties  that 
devolved  upon  them.     Then,  again,  when 
the  Commander-in-Chief  was  to  he  named, 
the  Government  acted  at  once  with  pru- 
dence and  justice;  for,  having  ascertained 
from  authentic  sources  the  character  of 
Sir  Robert  Napier,  they  selected  him  and 
confided  to  his  discretion  the  details  of 
the  manner  in  which  the  Expedition  was 
to  be  carried  out.      Next    we  have  to 
admire,  through  the  period  over  which  the 
Expedition  has  extended,   the    harmony 
that  has  prevailed  among  all  the  Depart- 
ments of  the  Army  concerned  in  carrying 
on    the    operations.      The  infantry,   the 
cavalry,  the  artillery,  the  transport  corps, 
and  the  pioneers  all  acted  in  harmony,  and 
performed  their  duties  in  such  a  manner 
as  to  contribute  to  the  achievement  of  the 
great  result.      And  what    is   it    ^hich 
brought  to  bear  upon  bodies  of  men  of 
this  kind  of  many  different  nations,  and 
trained  in  very  different  schools,  distributed 
over  a  long  tract  of  country — some  of  them 
Natives  of  it — makes  them  all  act  in  har- 
mony,  and  with   that   common    purpose 
which  conduces  to  success  ?     It  is  due  to 
the  influence  of   the  single  mind  which 
commands;  and  in  this  case  it  was  the 
character  of  the  man  at  the  head  of  the 
Expedition  which  produced  harmony,  in- 
spired confidence  in  all  who  followed  him, 
and  made  them  confide  at  once  in  his  de- 
cisions, and  do  all  in  their  power  to  carry 
out  his  purposes.     I  need  not  enter  into 
any  of  the  details  of  the  Expedition,  be- 
cause Sir  Eobert  Napier  has  narrated  in 
the  most  simple,  the  most  modest,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  in  the  clearest  language 
all  the  operations  which  he  directed.     I 
will  only   say  that   to  all  the  brilliant 
achievements  of  the  British  Army  in  times 
past,  I  am  glad  that  we  have  in  our  times 
added  one  other  not  less  brilliant;   that 
we  have  added  another  to  the  roll  of  those 
names  which  cany  our  military  fame  over 
the  world.    There  might  have  been  greater 
difficulties  to  overcome;  there  might  have 
been  greater  obstacles  to  be  surmounted  ; 
there  may  be  some  gallant  officers  and  some 
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brave  men  who  may  lament  that  the  re- 
sistance was  not  greater,  that  there  were 
not  more  military  exploits  to  be  performed, 
and  that  there  was  no  long  siege  to  be 
undertaken  ;  but,  for  my  own  part,  when 
I  consider  the  purpose  for  which  this  Ex- 
pedition was  undertaken,  I  think  it  a  mer- 
ciful interposition  of  Providence  that  no 
cruel  act  was  committed  against  the  pri- 
soners to  induce  us  to  prolong  the  cam- 
paign, which  was  undertaken  with  the 
desire  to  carry  it  no  further  than  was  ne- 
cessary to  effect  their  release.  I  feel 
quite  sure^and  every  man  in  this  country 
feeb  quite  sure^that,  whatever  number 
of  assailants  had  come  against  the  British 
Army,  whatever  difficulties  of  marching 
they  had  had  to  surmount,  their  courage 
and  their  endurance  would  have  overcome 
them  all.  I  must  say  we  ought  to  be 
most  thankful  that  this  Army,  without 
having  had  such  obstacles  to  surmount, 
has  succeeded  in  rescuing  the  unfortunate 
men  and  women  who  had  been  so  long 
kept  in  captivity,  and  that  it  has  returned 
to  this  country  without  great  loss  of  life 
by  climate  or  by  war.  With  regard  to 
the  last  catastrophe  of  the  war,  it  is  a 
happy  thing  the  Emperor  Theodore  did 
not  attempt  any  further  retreat;  and,  as 
for  the  loss  of  his  life,  I  must  say  it  is  a 
benefit  to  mankind  that  such  an  odious 
monster  should  be  removed  from  the  world. 
I  therefore  beg  permission  most  cordially 
and  heartily  to  second  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Earl.  This  Motion  concerns  only 
the  military  and  naval  authorities,  who 
were  engaged  in  the  war,  all  of  whom 
deserve  the  Thanks  proposed  to  be  given 
to  them ;  and  although  it  does  not  come 
within  the  scope  of  the  Vote  of  Thanks, 
I  may  add  that  I  think  the  Government 
— for  the  determination  they  took,  for  the 
time  at  which  they  took  it,  and  for  the 
preparations  they  made  for  the  Expedition, 
deserve  the  acknowledgments  of  the  House 
and  the  country. 

The  Dote  of  CAMBRIDGE  :  My 
Lords,  your  Lordships  may  naturally  and 
reasonably  expect  that  I  should  address 
some  observations  to  the  House  on  this 
subject,  and  I  do  so  with  a  satisfaction 
which  is  rarely  experienced,  because  I 
believe  I  may  say,  without  fear  of  con- 
tradiction, that  in  the  whole  course  of  this 
Expedition  there  has  not  been  a  single 
military  step  taken,  which  may  not  be 
considered  a  success  and  a  triumph.  I 
admit  that  these  are  strong  terms,  which 
may  be  thought  to  have  a  more  appro* 
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priate  application  to  those  Btirring  and 
brilliant  military  exploits  which  have  often 
illustrated  our  history;  but  the  triumph 
which  has  been  achieved  in  the  case  of 
this  Expedition  is  the  result  of  sustained 
energy    and    unremitting    endurance,   as 
well  as  of  courage;  and  may,  therefore, 
claim  its  own  special  distinction.     From 
the    gallant    General,   who    commanded, 
down  to  the  youngest  drummer,  there  has 
not  been  one  man  in  the  Army,  who,  from 
the  day  he  landed  to  the  day  he  re-em- 
barked, did  not  devote  his  whole  energies, 
physical  and  mental,  to  the  service  of  his 
country.    Success  has  been  achieved  in  a 
most  remarkable  degree ;  and  that  success 
has  been  achieved  by  overcoming  difficul- 
ties,  and   by  contending  with    dangers, 
which  nobody  foresaw  to  the  extent  which 
were  afterwards  encountered.     I  have  ob- 
served it  has  been  occasionally  said  that 
the  General  might  have  been  more  rapid 
in  his  movements,  and  more  pressing  in 
his  attack ;  but,  so  far  from  that  being 
a  charge  against  him,  it  is  a  proof  of  his 
talent  and  capacity,  that  he  did  not  listen 
to  advice  —  the  very  natural  advice  —  of 
those  who  were  not  so  cognizant  as  he  was 
of  the  nature  of  what  he  had  to  do  ;  and 
that  he  was  not  to  be  so  far  carried  away 
as  to  attempt  that  which  he  was  not  as- 
sured he   could   accomplish,   but  would 
wait  until  the  moment  arrived  when  he 
knew  he  could  attain  his  object,  and  then 
strike  a  blow  with  vigour.     It  is  to  the 
exercise  of  this   discretion  we   owe  the 
happy  result  of  the  Expedition.     Such, 
in  few  words,  are  the  qualities  that  have 
given  distinction  to  the  General  who  car- 
ried on  these  operations,  whose  anxiety 
of  mind  must  have  been  great.    At  various 
stages  of  his  advance  he  found  himself 
called  upon  to  diminish  the  comforts  of 
the  troops,  to  diminish  their  rations,  to  dis- 
pense with  camp  followers,  and  to  leave 
behind  various  stores  and  necessaries  or- 
dinarily carried  by  an  Army ;  and  these 
sacrifices  were  made  in  order  to  attain  the 
object  in  view ;  and  I  hope  your  Lordships 
will  think  he  has  attained  it  with  no  more 
bloodshed  than  in  the  performance  of  strict 
doty  he  was  called  upon  to  incur.    I  know 
it  has  been  said  he  ought  not  to  have  done 
more  than  rescue  the  prisoners,  and  that 
having  obtained  them,  he  ought  to  have 
retired,  without  making  any  further  de- 
mand.   But  I  venture  to  think  your  Lord- 
ships will  agree  with  me  in  saying  that  as 
a  General,  he  could  not  have  done  that. 
As  it  was,  even  after  the  death  of  Theodore, 
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and  the  destruction  of  Iffagdala,  and  the 
dispersion  of  the  followers  of  Theodore, 
there  was  considerable  difficulty  in  pro- 
tecting the  return  of  the  Army  from  the 
dangerous  and  wild  tribes  of  the  country 
through  which  it  had  to  pass.     If  there- 
fore. Sir  Robert  Napier  had  not  strudL  the 
blow  home — if  I  may  use  the  expression — 
if  he  had  not  entirely  broken  up  the  nest 
of  robbers  who  had  recognized  the  autho- 
rity of  Theodore,  it  is  to  be  supposed  that 
the  forces  might  have  been  exposed  to  very 
serious  dangers,  which  might  have  resulted 
in  the  General  returning  with  a  shattered, 
instead  of  a  perfect  army.    It  was,  there- 
fore,  necessary  that   Sir  Eobert  Napier 
should   do  what   he  did    before   he  re- 
traced his  steps.     It  has  been  commented 
upon   as  singular   that    the    force    sent 
to  Abyssinia  was  not  under  the  imme- 
diate control  of  the  Government  Depart- 
ments of  this  country,  but  was  placed 
under  the  Indian    Government.      When 
Her  Majesty's  Government  did  me  the 
honour  to  consult  me  as  to  how  the  war 
should  be  conducted,  and  asked  me  for  my 
opinion  on  the  subject,  I  could  not  for  a 
moment  hesitate  to  say  that  one  thing  was 
quite  clear — namely,  that  the  Government 
must  allow  the  Expedition  to  be  planned 
by  one  authority  and  one  authority  only. 
The  question  then  arose  as  to  what  that 
authority  should  be— whether  it  should  be 
at  home  or  in  India.     My  Lords,  I  ven- 
tured to  suggest  that  it  should  be  in  India, 
and  for  the  simple  reason  that  an  expedi- 
tion of  that  kind  could  not  be  undertaken 
without  employing  a  very  large  proportion 
of  Indian  troops.     It  was,  therefore,  much 
more  reasonable  and  wise  that  the  whole 
conduct  of  this  war  should  be  in  the  hands 
of  an  Indian  authority,  instead  of  being 
confided  to  anyone  at  home.     Moreover— 
and  perhaps  this  is  the  most  important 
point  of  all — it  had  been  decided  by  Her 
Majesty's   Government  that    Sir    Eobert 
Napier  was  to  have  the  supreme  command 
of  the  Expedition  ;   and  it  therefore  ap- 
peared to  me  that  Uiere  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  General  officer  who  was  to  com 
mand  the  Expedition  was  the  proper  per- 
son to  have  the  sole  and  undivided  respon- 
sibility of  making  all  the  requisite  arrange- 
ments.    I  think  the  result  of  this  experi- 
ment— if  I  may  so  term  it — should  be  a 
lesson  to  us.   It  is  quite  evident  that  when 
any  great  operation  of  war  is  being  planned 
you  must  place  the  greatest  reliance  in  the 
officer  upon  whom  yon  intend  to  confer  the 
honour  of  commanding  the  troops.     Of 
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^ffonb,  it  is  natnxal,  and,  indeed,  essential, 
that  he  should  act  in  cordial  co-^peration 
with  the  authorities;  but  it  is  above  all 
essential  that  he  shoidd  be  the  rnling  and 
direeting  spirit  of  the  operations— that 
they  shonld  take  their  impress  from  him, 
and  he  will  be  stimulated  to  the  exeroise 
of  his  best  energies  bj  the  knowledge 
that  in  the  eyent  of  failure  the  responsibi- 
lity will  be  hisy  Depend  upon  it  that  is 
the  proper  way  to  conduct  such  a  military 
opoiition,  and  I  do  hope  that  the  lesson 
which  we  have  learnt  upon  this  occasion 
will  not  be  lost  upon  us  should  it  hereafter 
become  necessary  to  undertake  an  expedi- 
^n  of  a  similar  kind.  I  wish  also  to 
point  out  that  the  Expedition  has  shown 
ua  how  neoeesary  it  is  to  keep  in  a  state  of 
eflieieney  certain  establishments,  without 
which  the  Army  cannot  act.  It  is  a  very 
remarkable  circumstance  that  at  the  be- 
ginning oi  this  contest  we  were  all  of  us 
— inelodiiig,  I  belieye,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
remment^  and  certainly  myself— consider- 
ably alarmed  that  the  delay  consequent 
upon  our  want  of  transport  would  render 
it  doubtful  whether  the  Expedition  could 
be  bioo^t  to  a  close  with  safety.  There 
was  no  tzansport  corps  in  India  at  all,  and 
therefore  ertfything  had  to  be  improvised. 
I  may,  perhaps,  be  allowed  to  mention 
that  at  a  more  distant  period  I  experienced 
the  same  inconvenience ;  and  it  is  evident 
that  if  we  do  not  keep  up  at  least  the 
Bodeua  of  a  transport  establishment  in 
time  of  peace  we  shall  find  it  very  difficult 
■oddenly  to  improvise  one  in  time  of  war. 
The  seal,  however,  with  which  the  officers 
of  the  Indian  Army  worked  in  order  to 
form  an  efficient  transport  corps  was  quite 
remarkable.  8ir  Robert  Napier  told  me 
this  morning,  when  I  had  the  pleasure  of 
shaking  hands  with  him,  how  zealously 
file  officers  of  the  transport  corps,  brought 
together  ^m  every  part  of  India,  worked 
to  produce  those  results  on  which  we  are 
BOW  able  to  congratulate  ourselves.  He 
ti^  me  of  one  officer,  whom  he  met  at 
XoaQa,  wearing  a  <'  wideawake,''  and 
looking  extremely  tattered  and  shattered, 
\nX  vlwae  only  object  was  to  get  his  forty 
or  fifty  mules  to  the  proper  place.  Any 
oifeer  of  the  British  Army  would,  I  am 
sore^  be  willing,  in  order  to  promote  the 
seeoesB  of  an  expedition,  to  enter  into 
soticfs  which  were  somewhat  different 
fioB  the  duties  of  the  special  corps  to 
whi^  they  may  happen  to  belongs  I  am 
certsia  that  every  officer,  from  the  highest 
to  the  kwestyhaa  worked  very  hard  in  this 


Abyssinian  Expedition.  To  add  anything  . 
to  what  has  been  already  said  of  the  con* 
duct  of  Sir  Robert  Napier  would  be  quite 
superfluous  on  my  part;  but  I  cannot  re- 
frain from  saying  that  this  distinguished 
man,  who  has  shown  himself  so  competent 
to  command  and  to  express  in  suitable 
terms  the  exploits  of  the  force  under  his 
orders,  is  at  the  same  time  one  of  the  most 
simple,  modest,  and  unassuming  men  I 
ever  met.  After  seeing  him  this  morning, 
the  impression  left  on  my  mind  is  that  he 
is  an  officer  who  thought  nothing  of  him- 
self, and  everything  of  the  troops  under 
his  command.  I  hope  I  may  be  also  per- 
mitted to  say  that  while  I  share  in  the 
feeling  of  your  Lordships  with  regard  to 
the  ability  of  Sir  Robert  Napier,  and  the 
high  merits  of  Commodore  Heath,  Major 
General  Sir  Charles  Staveley,  Major  Gene- 
ral Malcolm,  Major  General  Russell,  Bri- 
gadier General  Merewether,.and  the  other 
Officers,  I  cannot  but  express  my  admira- 
tion of  the  extraordinary  determination, 
endurance,  and  vigour  displayed  by  the 
Non-commissioned  Officers  and  Men,  many 
of  whom  were  Natives.  It  should  be  borne 
in  mind  that  these  Native  troops  really 
vied  with  the  European  troops  in  the  per- 
formance of  their  duty.  They  performed 
their  duty  as  conscientiously  and  as  well 
as  the  Europeans,  and  I  am  sure  that  both 
Natives  and  Europeans  richly  deserve  their 
share  of  that  praise  and  commendation 
which  your  Lordships,  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  the  country  have  bestowed  upon 
the  Officers.  In  reference  to  the  very 
slight  assistance  which  I  may  have  given 
to  the  Expedition,  I  can  only  say  that  I 
certainly  did  my  best  to  give  it  every 
support  in  my  power,  and  that  in  doing  so 
I  received  the  cordial  support  and  assist- 
ance of  all  the  Departments  with  which  I 
had  occasion  to  communicate. 

The  Eabl  of  LONGFORD  :  My  Lords, 
though  this  Expedition  was  planned  and 
the  troops  were  supplied  by  the  authorities 
in  India,  yet  there  were  certain  supplemen- 
tary services  which  were  rendered  by  the 
Departments  under  the  control  of  the  War 
Office,  and  which  ha:iee  been  recognized 
by  Sir  Robert  Napier  in  his  despatches. 
For  instance,  there  was  the  Topographical 
Department,  which  has  constructed  from 
very  scanty  materials  an  excellent  map  of 
the  country.  The  Royal  Engineers  also 
sent  out  a  body  of  instructed  men— tele- 
graphers, signallers,  photographers,  and 
well  sinkers,  whose  services  were  of  the 
utmost  value,  while  the  Arsenal  at  Wool- 
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vich  designed  and  constrncted  two  small 
batteries  of  artillery.  An  order  was  like- 
wise received  at  Woolwich  to  provide 
6,000  baggage  animals  for  delivery  at 
Suez  in  the  short  space  of  three  months. 
From  our  experience  in  the  Crimea  it 
was  at  least  doubtful  whether  they  could 
be  supplied  in  the  specified  time ;  but, 
nevertheless,  the  task  was  undertaken, 
and  in  consequence  of  the  zeal  of  the  va- 
rious officers,  successfully  accomplished, 
I  regret  to  say,  however,  that  one  valu. 
able  life  was  lost.  Colonel  Clark  Kennedy, 
who  was  sent  to  Egypt  to  superintend 
the  arrangements,  died  of  a  disease  which 
was  caused,  or,  at  any  rate,  greatly  aggra* 
vated  by  the  anxiety  consequent  upon 
the  duties  which  he  had  to  perform.  He 
was  an  officer  of  high  reputation,  and 
had  served  with  distinction  in  India  and 
China,  and  was  as  much  distinguished  by 
his  energy  and  activity  in  peace  as  in 
war,  and  was  doubtless  known  to  many 
of  your  Lordships  on  account  of  the  active 
part  he  had  taken  in  the  Volunteer  move- 
ment. As  the  representative  in  this 
House  of  the  Department  with  which  I 
am  connected,  I  beg  to  add  my  cordial 
congratulations  to  the  gallant  General  and 
to  the  forces  under  his  orders,  and  I  will 
add  the  expression  of  my  sympathy  for  the 
relations  of  those  —  iortunately  few  in 
number— who  have  lost  their  lives  in  the 
Expedition.  In  India,  when  it  was  re- 
ported that  the  troops  would  be  furnished 
from  one  Presidency,  the  troops  in  the 
other  Presidencies  also  at  once  remon- 
strated and  claimed  to  have  a  share  in  the 
glory  and  the  danger  of  the  undertaking. 
In  this  country  also,  the  moment  the  Ex- 
pedition was  announced,  the  public  De- 
partments were  besieged  by  eager  appli- 
cants who  wished  to  join  the  Expedition 
in  different  capacities.  A  force  animated 
with  such  a  spirit  could  hardly  fail  to 
succeed.  To  ourselves — the  Members  of 
Parliament  —  it  has  been  suggested  that 
such  an  occasion  as  this  has  also  its  moral. 
The  incidents  of  a  military  campaign,  the 
calculation  of  forces,  the  preparation  for 
attack  and  defenoa,  the  sagacity  of  the 
leader  who  foresees  success,  and  the  en- 
durance of  the  rank  and  file,  which  enable 
him  to  retrieve  a  disaster  are  re-produced 
in  the  circumstances  of  political  life — 
namely,  in  the  discussion  and  the  conduct 
of  public  aSaxTB  in  a  powerful  and  free 
State ;  and  when  we  assemble  here  to  pay 
such  honour  as  we  can  pay  to  those  who 
have  been  mighty  in  war,  and  to  offer  the 
Th$  Earl  of  Lof^ford 
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thanks  of  Parliament  to*  the  General  and 
those  under  his  command  who  have  suc- 
cessMly  conducted  a  difficult  enterprize, 
we  may  bear  in  mind  that  men  will  follow 
us  who  will  inquire  with  a  keen  scrutiny 
how  we  have  conducted  ourselves  in  the 
campaign  of  the  national  life. 

The  Earl  of  ELLEN  BOROUGH :  My 
Lords.  I  beg  leave  to  say  a  few  words  on 
this  Motion.  I  desire  to  be  allowed  to 
offer  the  tribute  of  my  congratulations  to 
the  Commander  of  this  Expedition,  the 
English  troops  acting  under  him,  and  also 
—the  more  particularly  because  of  the  in- 
terest I  have  always  taken  in  the  Indian 
Army — to  the  soldiers  of  the  Indian  Army 
who  took  so  prominent  a  part  in  this 
achievement.  My  Lords,  you  will  recol- 
lect that  I  expressed  an  opinion  that  this 
Expedition  ought  not  to  have  been  under- 
taken. I  did  so  because  I  thought  the 
risks  greatly  exceeded  the  chances  of  suc- 
cess. I  pointed  out  that  the  troops  en- 
gaged in  the  Expedition  would  have  to 
maintain  a  line  of  communication  nearly 
400  miles  in  length,  between  the  point 
of  basis  on  the  coast  ftt)m  which  their 
supplies  were  to  be  received  and  the  point 
of  actual  attack  ;  and  that  there  would  be 
great  difficulties  arising  from  the  character 
of  the  population  and  the  nature  of  the 
country  generally.  Every  danger  that  I 
anticipated  has  been  encountered  by  our 
troops.  Indeed,  my  Lords,  the  country 
has  proved  to  be  more  difficult,  the  ob- 
stacles to  the  advance  of  our  troops  have 
been  more  serious,  the  embarrassments  in 
respect  of  transport  have  been  greater,  and 
the  supply  of  water  has  been  more  scanty 
thani  had  ventured  to  suggest.  In  fact,  no 
one  can  read  the  despatches  without  see- 
ing that  sometimes^ven  up  to  almost 
the  last  moment — the  Army  was  in  the 
greatest  peril.  It  is  because  I  was  more 
keenly  alive  to  the  difficulties  of  the  cam- 
paign, that  I  can  now  regard  the  result  of 
the  Expedition  with  feelings  of  perhaps 
greater  satisfaction  than  those  entertained 
by  your  Lordships  who  did  not  share  in 
my  apprehensions;  and  that  I  feel,  and 
am  entitled  to  feel,  greater  pride  and  satis- 
faction at  the  triumphant  success  achieved 
by  our  arms.  I  think,  my  Lords,  this 
Abyssinian  Expedition  has  no  parallel  in 
history.  In  all  previous  campaigns  the 
contest  was  between  man  and  man  ;  with, 
perhaps,  frequent  difficulties  arising  from 
the  nature  of  the  country,  but  difficulties 
which  had  to  be  surmounted  by  both 
parties.    But  this  was  a  oontest,  not  with 
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man«  but  ^ih  Natare«-a  contest  waged 
for  400  miles.     I  know  nothing  in  histoi^^ 
to  be  compared  with  the  difficulties  which 
the  troops  in  this  campaign  overcame  with 
such,  spirit  and  determination.     I  believe 
that  ibis  campaign  entitles  those  engaged 
in  it  to  the  highest  praise  which  can  be 
given  to  soldiers.     Ill  j  Lords,  I  remember 
the  Bake  of  Wellington   telling    me  on 
one  oecasioa  that  the  British  Indian  Army 
when  he  knew  it  came  nearer  to  his  idea 
of  what  the  Boman  Legion  was  than  any 
arm  J  he  bad  ever  seen.     I  am  glad  that 
on  this  occasion  the  British  Indian  Army 
has  maintained    its   reputation    of  those 
days.    I  recollect  that  in  one  of  those  ac- 
counts which    from  time    to  time  were 
furnished  by  private  hands  and  published 
in  the  newspapers  this  fact  particularly 
Btrofik  me — that  in  the  attack  on  Magdala 
the  Belochees  behaved  so  well  that  they 
received  loud    cheers   from  the    British 
Army.     My  Lords,  in  those  cheers  I  hear 
the    death   knell  of  the  memory  of  the 
Indian    mutiny;  because  I  believe  that 
henceforth  in  the  recollection  of  common 
Bsrvioes  and  common  efforts  the  British 
aoldier  and  the  Indian  soldier  will  once 
more  feel  for  each  other  those  feelings  of 
brotherhood  which  made  the  two  armies, 
when  formerly  thus  united,  invincible.     I 
trust,  my  Lords,  that  everything  will  be 
done  to  improve  the  organization  of  the 
Kative  Army,  and  that  they  will  not  be 
left  to  want  the  means  of  transport,  with< 
out  which  an  army  is  useless.    I  trust  the 
g;reateit  care  will  be  taken  to  establish  an 
stprit  de  eorps^  so  that  the  soldiers  and  the 
ofBoers  may  know  one  another  and  grow 
old  together.     I  hope,  also,  that  in  the 
treatment  of  the  Native  troops  every  con- 
^deration  will  be  given  to  their  religious 
feelings    and   their   laws  of  caste.     We 
ought,  I  think,  to  still  act  on  the  prin- 
ciples which  guided  us  in  the  early  days 
of  oar  connection  with  India.  I  remember 
reading  the  opinion  of  a  philosophic  his- 
torian, that  it  is  easy  to  rule  our  Empire 
by  the    means    through    which    it    was 
acquired.     I  trust  that  principle  will  in- 
loeuoe  US  hereafter  in  our  legislation  for 
British  India ;  that  we  shall  endeavour  on 
an  oeeaaions  to  conciliate  the  Natives  and 
to  obtain  their  confidence ;  and  that,  above 
aH,  cfQi  rule  shall  be  characterized  by  that 
which  prodaces  the  greatest  effect  in  an 
Eastern  country — the  principles  of  justice. 
If  we  follow  these  principles,  I  believe 
the  British  Empire  in  India  will  be  secure, 
that  for  centories  we  may  extend  the 


blessings  of  our  rule  to  a  constantly  in- 
creasing population,  and  that  British  India 
may  last,  endure,  and  be  eternal. 

The  Eakl  of  DERBY  :  My  Lords, 
I  do  not  apprehend  that  in  your  Lord- 
ships' House  there  will  be  any  proba- 
bility of  a  difference  of  opinion  on  this 
occasion ;  and  though  I  am  conscious  that 
I  am  not  entitled  to  speak  on  military 
matters  with  the  authority  of  the  illustrious 
Duke  on  the  cross- Benches,  or  with  that 
of  my  noble  Friend  who  has  just  sat  down, 
yet  I  trust  that,  considering  the  post  I  had 
the  honour  to  hold  when  this  Expedition 
was  determined  upon,  I  may  be  permitted 
to  add  my  voice  to  the  chorus  of  approba- 
tion which  has  been  raised  in  Parliament 
and  throughout  the  country  to  greet  the 
victorious  General  and  Army  who  have  just 
completed  an  Expedition  that  will  ever  be 
memorable  in  the  annals  of  our  country. 
My  Lords,  perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  also 
to  congratulate  my  noble  Friends  in  the 
Government  on  the  success  of  an  Expedi- 
tion which  I  can  assure  your  Lordships 
was,  at  the  time  we  resolved  upon  it,  a 
matter  of  deep  anxiety  to  all  the  Members 
of  the  Administration.  When  entering 
upon  this  Expedition  in  a  distant  and  un- 
known country,  at  a  period  of  the  year— 
and  it  could  not  have  been  undertaken 
sooner — which  left  only  scanty  time  for 
preparation — we  had  to  encounter  all  the 
difficulties  alluded  to  by  my  noble  Friend 
— difficulties  some  of  which  were  exag- 
gerated, others  the  anticipation  of  which 
fell  short  of  the  reality,  and  others  which 
were  not  anticipated  at  all.  We  had  also 
to  encounter  the  doubts  and  obstacles  of 
those  who  objected  to  the  Expedition  alto- 
gether, of  those  who  thought  the  prepara- 
tions too  large,  and  of  those  who  thought 
them  too  small.  Some  persons  thought 
that  the  work  to  be  done  was  absolutely 
insignificant  as  compared  with  the  amount 
of  power  which  we  proposed  to  employ  in 
its  accomplishment.  My  noble  Friend  be- 
hind  me  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  for  in- 
stance, believed  that  the  Expedition  was 
on  a  scale  of  too  great  magnitude.  He 
thought  that  the  proper  mode  of  action 
would  be  to  make  a  dash  with  1,000  men 
over  a  distance  of  400  miles. 

Thb  Eakl  op  CARNARVON :  I  beg 
pardon.  I  never  made  any  such  suggestion. 

The  Eael  of  DERBY:  Then  I  must 
have  lost  my  sense  of  hearing.  I  had  in* 
dulged  in  the  hope  that  my  noble  Friend, 
seeing  how  fallacious  were  his  original 
appr^ensions,  would  have  come  forward 
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and  joined  willingly  and  heartily  in  tbe 
general  oongratolations  on  the  success  of 
the  Expedition.  [The  Earl  of  Casnabtoit: 
Hear,   hear!)      On  the  other  hand,  my 
noble  Friend  who  has  just  sat  down  (the 
Earl  of  Ellenborough)  stated,  and  I  admit 
most  frankly,  that  he  thought  our  provi- 
sions for  the  Expedition  were  insufficient. 
He  pointed  out  with  the  greatest  force  the 
difficulties  in  our  path — the  difficulties  of 
landing,  the  difficulties  which  might  arise 
from  the  want  of  a  sufficient  supply  of 
water,  and  the  difficulty  of  keeping  up  in 
a  possibly  hostile,  and,  at  all  erents,  in  an 
unknown  country,  communications  extend- 
ing a  length  of  400  miles.     But  my  noble 
Friend  has  now  come  forward  in  the  hand- 
somest manner  and  acknowledged  that  the 
difficulties  he  had  anticipated  have  been 
overcome,  and  that  the  strength  of  the 
Expedition  was  sufficient,  though  not  more 
than  sufficient,  to  enable  General  Napier 
to  bring  the  operations  to  a  completely 
successful  termination.     Hy  Lords,  what 
was  the  inducement  to  us  to  enter  on  an 
undertaking  so  fraught  with  peril  and  un- 
certainty to  our  Army,  and  so  fraught  with 
danger  to  ourselves — I  mean  to  our  per- 
sontd  and  political  reputation—if  by  chance 
it  had  ended  in  signal  failure.^     I  will 
venture  to  say  that  never  was  a  war  under- 
taken more  unwillingly  by  any  Govern- 
ment, more  with  a  sense  of  its  inevitable 
necessity,  or  with  purer  motives — motives 
more  entirely  devoid  of  all  feeling  of  ambi- 
tion and  all  desire  of  political  or  military 
aggrandizement.     The  object  for  which  we 
undertook  the  Expedition  was,  in  the  first 
place,  to  vindicate  the  honour  of  the  coun- 
try, which  would  have  been  sullied   for 
ever  if  we  had  not  adopted  such  a  course. 
In  the  second  place  we  undertook  it  be- 
cause of  that  feelinff  of  humanity  which  was 
naturally  excited  by  the  sufferings  of  our 
countrymen  and  other  Europeans  who  were 
kept  in  prison  by  the  Emperor  of  Abyssinia. 
No  men  can  be  more  ready  than  the  Govern- 
ment, which  has  just  been  crowned  with 
success  in  this  Expedition,  to  acknowledge 
that  there  are  some  circumstances  attending 
it  for  which  special  thanks  are  due  to  a 
superintending  Providence.     It  is  obvious 
that  the  population  of  the  country  might 
have  fallen  upon  our  force,  have  continu- 
ally plundered  and  interrupted  it,  cut  off 
the  supplies,  and  in  various  ways  have 
offered  opposition,  annoying  to  a  stronger 
force,  but  which  would  have  been  destruc- 
tion to  a  weak  one.     No  one,  again,  could 
have  failed  to  remark  the  specicd  direction 
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which  was  given  by  Almighty  Ood  to  the 
mind  of  Theodore  at  the  very  last  moment^ 
leading  that  capricious  tyrant  to  abstain 
from  exercising  his  brutality  in  putting  to 
death  the  men  we  were  anxious  to  deliver. 
The  country,  certainly,  would  have  been 
deeply    disappointed,  and    heavy   blame 
would  have  fallen  upn  the  organueers  of 
the  Expedition,  if,  instead  of  being  able 
to  rescue  the  captives  from  that  imprison- 
ment in  which  they  had  languished  so 
long,  the  result  of  the  Expedition  bad 
failed  to  accomplish  the  great  object  in 
view,  and  had  only  exposed  them  to  a 
cruel  death.     I  must  say  that  whatever 
the  merits  of  Sir  Bobert  Napier--Hdgnall^ 
great  as  all  your  Lordships  will    admit 
them  to  be — I  know  of  no  point  in  the 
conduct  of  this  Expedition  tiiat   reflects 
more  honour  on  his  moral  courage  than 
the  trial  to  which  it  was  subjected  at  the 
very  close  of  the  Expedition,  when  he  had 
to  refuse  the  final  offer  of  Theodore  and 
to  return  to  captivity  those  who  had  just 
been  sent  to  his  camp  as  envoys — being 
well  aware,  moreover,  that  his  reply  might 
lead  to  the  destruction  of  those  whom  he 
desired  to  save.     But  the  gallant  officer 
exhibited  the  moral  courage  which  was 
necessary  to  encoutiter  so  fearfHil  a  respon- 
sibility,  and  judged  sagaciously  of  the 
demoralization  of  the  enemy  and  of  the 
effect  which  the  previous  success  of  oar 
arms  had  produced  on  the  mind  of  Theo- 
dore.     Happily,  his    expectations    were 
verified  by  the  event,  and  the  two  officers 
who  returned,  as  it  appeared  at  the  time^ 
certainly  to  captivity,   and    possibly    to 
death;  had  the  satisfaction  of  meeting  the 
whole  of  their  fellow-prisoners  on  their 
way  back,  and  of  returning  with   them 
in  triumph  to  the  camp.     With  regard  to 
the  Expedition  itself,  the  only  merit  to 
which  the  Government  can  lay  claim  ia 
that  of  having,  by  the  advice  of  the  illos- 
trious  Duke  the  Commander-in-Chief,  se- 
lected the    officer  the  most  experienced 
and  the  best  qualified  for  the  service  that 
his  Boyal  Highness  could  point  out,  and. 
intrusted  to    that   Generiu   the  absohite 
command  and  responsibility  oftheExpe- 
dition,  merely  saying  to  him  —  "What 
supplies  you  require  that  can  be  obtained 
from  Ind^  you  had  better  obtain  them, 
and  what  cannot  be  had  there  shall  be 
sent  out  from  this  country.     Remembexr 
that  you  have  only  to  ask  and  have  ;  w^e 
tell  you  the  object  which  we  have  in  vie^-, 
and  we  leave  you  entire  control  of  tbo 
means  by  which  it  is  to  be  effected/*     X 
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will  not  attempt  to  occupy  the  time  of 
yoar  Lordships  with  details ,  but  I  will  ask 
whether,  fVom  first  to  last,  it  was  not 
evident  that  over  the  Expedition  presided 
a  master-mind  who  was  not  to  be  diverted 
by  any  remarks  to  the  detriment  of  his 
judgment,  or  by  the  pressure  of  unwise 
advisers,  from  the  well-considered  coarse 
to  which  he  had  addressed  his  energies, 
and  by  means  of  which  he  anticipated — 
and,  as  the  event  proved,  correctly  antici- 
pated— that  at  the  right  time  he  should 
accomplish  his  purpose.  There  are  some 
circumstances  which  rendered  this  Expedi- 
tion one  of  a  very  peculiar  character.  The 
force  under  the  command  of  Sir  Eobert 
Napier  consisted,  as  has  been  already 
pointed  out,  both  of  British  and  Indian 
troops,  the  whole  of  which  vied  with  each 
other  as  to  the  manner  in  which  they 
should  best  perform  the  duties  devolving 
upon  them.  And  it  is  no  light  matter 
that  troops  raised  in  the  centre  of  Asia 
should,  under  the  condact  of  a  British 
General,  obtain  a  triumphal  success  in  the 
heart  of  Africa,  in  a  region  which  the  bold- 
est travellers  had  hardly  ever  penetrated. 
Then,  with  regard  to  discipline,  it  is,  I 
believe,  unhe^urd  of  that  an  Expedition 
over  such  a  country  should  have  been  con- 
ducted not  only  without  breach  of  disci- 
pline among,  but  with  almost  entire 
friendliness  towards,  the  barbarous  tribes 
with  whom  they  were  brought  into  fre- 
quent contact.  Prom  the  time  of  dis- 
4mbarkation;till  the  re-embarkation  of 
he  Expedition  there  was  noty  I  believe, 
a  single  complaint  that  any  injury  had 
been  gratuitously  inflicted  by  any  soldier 
upon  the  inhabitants  of  the  country 
through  which  they  moved.  Everything 
was  paid  for,  and  not  a  single  instance 
of  injustice  or  oppression  occurred  dur- 
ing the  march.  Hardly  a  soldier,  in 
fact,  was  sentenced  to  any  punishment 
during  the  Expedition.  The  difficulties 
which  had  to  be  encountered — not,  indeed, 
from  the  enemy,  but  from  the  nature  of 
the  country — were  enormous,  and  might 
hfive  appalled  men  less  eager  and  deter- 
mined to  do  their  duty;  but  they  were 
faced  with  excellent  spirit.  I  refer  es- 
pecially to  the  extraordinary  march  of  the 
45th  Begiment,  accomplishing  a  distance 
of  seventy  miles  in  four  days,  over  a  pass 
10,500  feet  high,  and  across  a  country  which 
justifled  the  forcible,  if  somewhat  homely 
description  of  the  soldier  who,  being  told 
that  they  were  marching  over  the  table- 
land of  Abyssinidy  observed  that  ''  the 


table  must  have  been  turned  upside  down, 
and  that  they  were  now  marching  over  the 
legs."  Although  the  march  was  aggravated 
by  thirst,  and  laborious  in  the  extreme, 
not  a  single  murmur  or  falling  off  from 
duty  was  heard ;  on  the  contrary,  it  was 
the  earnest  desire  of  everybody  to  press 
forward  to  the  front.  And  upon  the  last 
day,  when  the  troops,  exhausted  by  their 
weary  march,  and  almost  fainting  from 
thirst,  found  themselves  in  the  presence 
of  the  enemy,  and  heard  that  he  really 
meant  to  fight,  those  fatigued  and  way- 
worn men  went  with  loud  cheers  into  the 
oonfiict,  which  terminated  with  such  glo* 
rious  results.  It  has  been  said  that  the 
British  soldier  is  very  good  at  fighting, 
but  knows  nothing  of  the  other  business 
of  war.  All  I  can  say  is,  that  not  only 
did  Sir  Eobert  Napier  show  entire  oblivion 
of  himself  in  his  regard  for  others,  but  his 
despatches  bear  emphatic  testimony  on 
this  point — that  the  different  portions  of 
the  Army,  while  performing  their  own 
duties  thoroughly,  were,  at  the  same  time, 
ready  to  assist  their  comrades  in  the  dis< 
charge  of  duties  specially  belonging  to 
them.  Mv  Lords,  I  must  not  forget  the 
services  oi  the  Naval  Brigade.  We  are 
not  accustomed  to  consider  sailors  particu- 
larly at  home  in  managing  animals  of 
draught ;  but  among  the  various  subjects 
of  praise  distinct  mention  is  made  of  the 
fact  that  the  Naval  Brigade,  with  regard 
to  the  handling  and  breaking  of  mules, 
proved  themselves  superior  to  the  rest  of 
the  army :  there  were  no  persons  by  whom 
those  animals  were  more  carefully  tended, 
or,  owing  probably  to  the  kindly  nature 
of  seamen,  by  whom  they  were  more  suc- 
cessfully and  prudently  handled.  I  ought, 
perhaps,  to  apologize  for  having  ventured 
to  say  anything  upon  a  subject  of  this  ex- 
traoidinary  character.  But,  at  the  same 
time,  knowing  the  difficulties  which  had 
to  be  encountered  in  the  first  instance  in 
preparing  for  the  Expedition,  and  the  dif- 
ficulties, likewise,  which  had  to  be  sur- . 
mounted  by  the  General,  and  those  under 
his  command,  in  conducting  the  Expedi- 
tion to  a  triumphant  success,  I  could  not 
resist  allowing  myself  the  pleasure  of 
bearing  my  testimony,  however  humble 
and  unimportant,  to  the  great  services 
rendered  by  General  Sir  Robert  Napier, 
And  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  that  he  will 
receive  every  mark  of  approval,  not  only 
from  Her  Majesty's  Government,  but  also 
the  grateful  thanks  of  the  country,  for  the 
deeds  which  he  has  performed. 
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Retolvsd,  Nemine  Ditsentienis,  Tbat  th«  Tbanlcs 
of  this  riousa  be  frtven  to  Ta<»nt.-Genenil  Sir 
Robert  Napier.  G.C.B.,  G.C.S.I..  for  the  ex- 
em  plary  Skill  with  which  he  planned  and  the  dis* 
tinflruished  Energy,  Courage,  and  Perseverance 
with  which  he  conducted  the  recent  Expedition 
into  Abyssinia,  resulting  in  the  Defeat  by  Her 
Majesty's  Forces  of  the  Army  of  Kinsr  Theodore 
and  the  Vindication  of  the  Honour  of  the  Country 
by  the  Rescue  from  Captivity  of  Her  Majesty's 
Envoy  and  other  British  Subjects,  and  by  the 
Capture  and  Destmction  of  the  strong  Fortress 
of  Magdsia : 

Resofved,  Nemine  DUtenUente,  That  the  Thanks 
of  this  noo!*e  be  given  to  Commodore  Heath, 
R  N.,  C.B  .  for  the  indefatiirahle  Zeal  and  irreat 
Ability  with  which  he  conducted  the  Naval  Opera- 
tions connected  with  the  Transport  of  the  Troops 
and  Stores  upon  which  the  Success  of  the  Ex- 
pedition materially  dopended  : 

Resolved,  Nemine  Disientienfe,  That  the  Thanks 
of  this  House  be  given  to  Major-General  Sir 
Charles  Staveley,  K.C.B.,  Major-General  G. 
Malcolm,  C.B.,  Major-General  E.  L.  Russell, 
Brigadier-General  W.  Merewether,  C.B.,  and  the 
other  OflRcers  of  the  Navy  and  Army  for  the 
Energy,  Gallantry,  and  Ability  with  which  they 
have  execute<l  the  various  Services  which  they 
have  been  called  on  to  perform  throughout  these 
ardnous  Operations : 

Retdved,  Nemine  DiMsenHente,  That  this  House 
doth  highly  noknowledge  and  approve  the  Dis- 
cipline, Gallantry,  and  Endurance  displayed  by 
the  Petty  Officers,  Nnn-commissioned  Officers, 
and  Men  of  the  Navy  and  Army,  both  European 
and  Native,  during  these  Operations;  and  that 
the  same  be  signified  to  them  by  their  respective 
Commanding  Officen . 

Ordered,  That  the  Lord  Chancellor  do  com- 
munionte  the  said  Resolutions  to  Lieut. -General 
Sir  Robert  Napier  ;  and  that  he  be  requested  by 
The  Lord  Chancellor  to  signify  the  same  to 
Commodore  Heath,  Major-General  Sir  Charles 
Staveley,  Major-General  G.  Malcolm,  Major- 
General  E.  L.  Russell,  Brigadier-General  W. 
Merewether,  and  to  the  several  Officers  of  the 
Navy  and  Army  referred  to  therein. 

BOUNDARY  BILL.— (No.  170.) 
{The Lwd Privy  Seed,) 

COMMITTBE. 

Honse  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Clauses  1,  2,  and  3  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Alteration  of  Boundaries  of 
old  Boroughs). 

Earl  BEATJCHAMP  said,  that,  in 
moving  an  Amendment  to  the  clause,  he 
desired  to  submit  some  suggestions  for 
their  Lordships*  consideration.  It  was 
within  the  Committee's  recollection  that  a 
Eoyal  Commission  had  been  appointed  to 
arrange  the  boundaries  of  certain  counties 
and  boroughs  in  England  and  Wales  ;  and 
he  believed  he  gave  expression  to  a  unani- 
mous feeling  when  he  said  that  the  ability 
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and  impartiality  of  those  who  formed  the 
Commission  were  unquestionable.      They 
were  men  of  sound  judgment  and  great 
political  experience.     Two  of  them  were 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons,  two 
had  formerly  been  Members  of  that  House ; 
and  the  Chairman,  though  he  now  adorned 
their  Lordships'  House,  presided  for  a  long 
time  over  the  other  House,  his  eminent 
impartiality  being  but  one  of  the  many 
qualifications  which  recommended  him  for 
that  position.     Such  Gentlemen  might  be 
expected  to  bring  a  great  amount  of  ability 
and  impartiality  to  their  task,  and  he  be- 
lieved their  voluminous  Report  had  amply 
justified  their  selection  for  it.    Now,  their 
Instructions  were  to  inquire  into  the  boun- 
daries of  certain  boroughs  with  a  view  to 
ascertain  whether  they  should  be  enlarged 
so  as  to  include  within  their  limits  districts 
which,  due  regard  being  had  to  situation 
and  other  local  circumstances,  ought  to  be 
included,  for  the  purpose  of  conferring  on 
the  people  residing  therein  the  Parliamen- 
tary franchise.      Those   Instructions  had 
been  criticized  as  imperfect ;  but  from  that 
opinion  he  difi^ered,  for  he  thought  it  was 
a  wise  course  to  lay  down  a  broad  principle 
and  leave  the  Commiesioners  unfettered  to 
act  according  to  the  best  of  their  judg- 
ment.     It  might,   perhaps,  be  an  obvi- 
ous arrangement  that  the  Parliamentary 
should,  in  all  cases,  be  made  conterminous 
with  the  municipal  boundary ;    but  last 
year  Parliament  decided  against  that  idea, 
but  when  the  Report  of  the  Commission 
came  before  the  House  of  Commons  it  di# 
not  give  satisfaction.     In  a  large  number 
of  cases  the  Commissioners  recommended 
no  change,  and  in  a  large  number  they 
recommended    changes  which    had  been 
adopted  without  opposition.     Twenty-nine 
cases  were  referred  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons  to   a   Select  Committee,  and  that 
Committee  approved  the  recommendations 
of  the  Commissioners  with  regard  to  four- 
teen of  them.    Now,  he  (Earl  Beauchamp) 
thought  that  the  other  House,  having  ap- 
pointed  a  Committee  to  revise  the  decisions 
of  the  Commissioners,  it  would  be  compe- 
tent for  their  Lordships  to  revise  the  deci- 
sions of  the  Committee.  He  did  not  think, 
indeed,  it  would  be  respectful  to  send  down 
to  the  House  of  Commons  the  whole  of 
the  proposals   which    they  had    already 
negatived,  and  he  proposed  to  distinguish 
between  some  of  the  cases.     The  metro- 
politan boroughs  of  Marylebone  and  Lam- 
beth were  so  exceptional,  and   so  much 
might  be  said  on  both  sides  with  regard  to 
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them,  that  he  did  not  ask  their  Lordships 
to  rerert  to  the  reoommendations  of  the 
CoromissionerSy  although  personally  he 
agreed  with  them.  Warwick  and  Ports- 
mouth were  also  peculiarly  circumstanced. 
The  Commissioners  proposed  to  unite 
Leamington  with  Warwick  ;  hut  this 
would  practically  swamp  Warwick  and 
convert  it  into  a  suburb  of  Leamington, 
they  also  proposed  to  unite  Gosport  to 
Portsmouth.  Now,  the  boundary  of  Ports- 
mouth, through  mere  accident,  was  at 
present  the  high-water  mark,  not  of  the 
Portsmouth  but  of  the  Gosport  side  of  the 
harbour.  But  the  population  of  Gosport 
was  so  large  that  it  would  be  a  measure 
of  grouping  rather  than  a  revision  of  boun- 
daries if  that  place  was  added  to  Ports- 
mouth ;  and  as  the  House  of  Commons 
last  year  decided  against  the  principle  of 
grouping,  he  did  not  propose  to  interfere 
with  the  decision  of  the  Committee  in 
those  cases.  Reading  he  would  also  pass 
by,  on  the  principle  de  minimis  non  curat 
Uz,  The  other  cases  were  very  different, 
and  raised  an  important  question.  Among 
these  boroughs  were  the  important  towns 
of  Birkenhead,  Birmingham,  Bristol,  Gates- 
bead,  Liverpool,  Manchester,  Sheffield,  and 
South  Shields.  The  only  objection  to  the 
Commissioners'  recommendations  appeared 
to  be  the  fear  entertained  by  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  outlying  districts  that  they 
would  hereafter  be  obliged  to  share  the 
municipal  burdens,  while  the  people  within 
the  present  boundaries  thought  the  im- 
portance of  their  boroughs  would  be  di- 
minished, and  their  splendour  tarnished 
by  the  enlargement  proposed.  If,  how- 
ever, the  wishes  of  the  people  concerned 
were  to  be  conclusive,  the  principle  was 
capable  of  a  much  wider  application,  and 
would  be  attended  with  such  difficulties 
that  he  was  sure  it  could  never  be  adopted 
by  Parliament.  Since  he  had  g^ven  No- 
tice of  his  Amendments  he  had  had  the 
advantage  of  studying  the  Eeports  of  the 
Assistant  Commissioners,  who  seemed  to 
him  to  have  done  their  work  with  great 
fairness  and  impartiality..  In  every  case 
they  visited  the  locaUties,  they  gave  ample 
notice  to  all  parties  concerned,  they  heard 
all  who  went  before  them,  and  entered 
fully  into  all  the  circumstances  of  each 
case.  But  the  Select  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  though  they  ex- 
amined the  Assistant  Commissioners  and 
the  Members  for  the  boroughs  and  counties 
affected,  were  unable  to  make  such  minute 
inqniries.    The  Assistant  Commissioners 


were  instructed  to  take  into  consideration 
the  nearness  of  the  borough  to  the  dis- 
tricts proposed  to  be  added  to  it;  how 
many  of  the  houses  had  been  built  since 
1832,  and  whether  the  inhabitants  of  the 
new  districts  had  any  community  of  in- 
terest with  those  in  the  boroughs.  These, 
it  appeared  to  him,  were  considerations 
dictated  by  common  sense,  and  they  could 
only  be  arrived  at  by  a  knowledge  of  local 
details.  The  Commissioners  acted  upon 
these  principles,  and  they  did  not  recom- 
mend extension  unless  there  was  a  mass  of 
houses  and  not  a  mere  fringe  joining  the 
existing  boundaries.  He  saw  no  reason 
to  doubt  their  ability  and  impartiality,  or 
the  general  wisdom  of  their  recommenda- 
tions. He  would  briefly  refer  to  a  few  of 
the  cases  in  which  the  Select  Committee 
had  departed  from  those  recommendations. 
The  first  on  the  list  was  the  borough  of 
Birmingham,  which  happened  to  be  one 
with  which  he  had  some  little  acquaint- 
ance. That  borough  was  in  the  county  of 
Warwick,  and  abutted  on  the  counties  of 
Worcester  and  Stafford.  One  of  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Commission  was  that 
the  manor  of  Aston  and  the  district  of 
Balsall  Heath  should  be  taken  within  the 
Parliamentary  boundary,  one  of  which  was 
in  Worcestershire  and  the  other  in  Stafford. 
It  was  impossible  for  anyone  who  was  not 
well  acquainted  with  the  town  to  say 
where  Birmingham  ended  or  began ;  and 
there  was  no  reason  whatever,  if  they  were 
making  an  alteration  of  boundaries,  why 
an  exception  should  be  made  in  the  case  of 
Birmingham.  It  was  said,  indeed,  that 
the  constituency  would  be  made  too  large ; 
but  it  was  determined  last  year  to  augment 
very  considerably  the  constituencies  of  the 
country,  and  therefore  it  would  not  now 
be  proper  to  leave  their  handiwork  undone. 
He  believed  it  would  be  impossible  for  any 
person  to  come  to  any  other  conclusion 
than  this — that  if  any  borough  was  to 
have  its  boundaries  altered  it  would  be  the 
greatest  injustice  to  omit  Aston  Manor 
and  the  district  of  Balsall  Heath  from  the 
borough  of  Birmingham.  The  case  of 
Birkenhead  was  also  one  in  which  they 
ought  not  lightly  to  pass  over  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Commissioners.  They 
recommended  the  addition  of  Wallaby 
Pool  to  Birkenhead;  and  it  was  beyond 
doubt  that  that  district  was  an  essential  part 
of  the  town.  If  the  Commissioners  had  in 
any  way  misconstrued  their  Instructions 
that  would  be  a  reason  for  setting  their 
recommendations  aside;  but  if  they  had 
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acted  up  to  their  InBtrnotions  it  was  not 
right  for  anyone  to  come  down  with  an 
ex  post  facto  rule,  and  tell  their  Lordships 
that  they  ought  to  shrink  from  increasing 
the  constituenoies  of  the  country.  He 
begged  to  propose,  therefore,  in  Clause  4, 
line  7,  after  the  word  "  Bewdley/'  to  in- 
sert ''  Birkenhead  and  Birmingham.'* 

Babl  QRAHTILLE  said,  he  was  per- 
fectly satisfied  that  the  Commission  which 
had  sat  during  the  autumn  had  given  very 
great  and  impartial  consideration  to  the 
subject  on  which  they  were  employed. 
But  the  Commissioners  were  fettered  by 
the  terms  of  their  Instructions — and  for 
that  he  blamed  the  Government ;  they  had 
not  sufficient  power — and  the  result  was 
that  their  Report  had  created  great  dis- 
satisfaction both  in  the  House  of  Commons 
and  in  the  large  constituencies  with  which 
they  had  dealt.  The  question  of  accepting, 
the  recommendations  of  the  Commissioners 
with  respect  to  those  constituenoies  was 
raised  in  the  House  of  Commons,  objections 
were  made  and  divisions  taken  with  very 
large  majorities  against  the  proposition. 
The  Government  themselves  proposed  to 
refer  the  question  to  a  Select  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  which  made 
certain  recommendations  in  which  they 
were  perfectly  unanimous.  On  the  16th 
of  June  that  great  political  General,  of 
whose  praises  they  had  heard  much  that 
night — a  little  out  of  place  he  thought — 
who  usually  foresaw  success  when  others 
despaired  of  it,  and  achieved  the  success 
which  he  had  foreseen — he  trusted,  how- 
ever, he  would  never  resort  to  what,  though 
fair  in  war,  would  not  be  fair  in  party 
politics,  the  free  use  of  stratagems— that 
great  political  General  had  said  with 
reference  to  the  order  and  conduct  of 
Business — 

"Now  I  adhere  to  the  Btaiement  I  originally 
made  on  the  subject  of  Public  Butlness— namelji 
that  mj  first  object  was  to  carnr  the  three  supple- 
mentarj  Reform  measures.  Now,  the  Scotch 
Reform  BiU  and  the  Boundar/  BiU,  though  thej 
have  not  yet  left  this  House,  may  be  considered 
as  virtually  settled;  but  we  have  still  a  third 
measure  of  Reform  before  us." 

Well,  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  was  read  a 
third  time  and  passed  on  the  18th  of  June ; 
and  on  the  same  day  Hr.  Disraeli,  in  an- 
swer to  Mr.  Milner  Gibson,  on  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House,  and  referring  to  a  former 
statement  that  they  should  proceed  with 
the  supplementary  Beform  Bills  with  as 
much  despatch  as  possible,  said — 

^  And  I  must  add  that  we  have  proceeded  witii 
considerable  despatch,  that  we  hare  made  such 
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great  advances  with  those  Bills,  and  I  do  net 
anticipate  that  any  great  delay  is  now  possible  with 
respect  to  any  of  them." 

He  did  not  intend  to  say  that  these  words 
of  the  Prime  Minister  ought  to  bind  their 
Lordships'  House,  but  they  ought  to  bind 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  If  the  matter 
was  virtually  settled,  how  was  it  possible 
that  they  could  re-open  it  by  means  of 
Amendments  which  had  been  placed  in 
their  hands  only  two  days  ago?  They 
had  heard  a  good  deal  the  other  day  about 
that  House  being  made  the  copy  and  the 
slave  of  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
He  entirely  concurred  in  the  justice  of  the 
observation  ;  but  he  held  it  to  be  still 
worse  that  their  Lordships  should  be  made 
the  copies  and  the  slaves  of  small  minorities 
of  the  other  House.  He  could  not  con- 
ceive anything  more  injurious  than  that 
the  Government  should  make  use  of  their 
Lordships  as  instruments  in  carrying  out 
the  views  of  their  minority  in  the  other 
House  ;  moreover  nothing  could  be  more 
injurious  to  the  harmony  of  the  two  Houses 
than  that  the  Government  should  make 
use  of  their  majority  in  that  House  to 
over-ride  the  decisions  of  the  House  of 
Commons  in  a  matter  that  peculiarly  be- 
longed to  them. 

The  Eabl  of  MALMESBdRY  said,  he 
was  quite  sure  that  none  of  his  Colleagues 
"  elsewhere,"  whatever  their  position, 
would  think  of  pledging  the  House  of  Lords 
to  follow  the  decision  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. There  was  not  the  slightest  ground 
for  saying  that  any  unfair  advantage  had 
been  taken.  The  opinion  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  well-known,  and  it  was  notorious 
that  their  desire  was  to  support  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Boundary  Commis- 
sioners, and  he  had  never  heard  that  the 
opinion  of  any  one  of  his  Colleagues  had 
changed  upon  this  point.  The  question 
was  now  before  the  House,  and  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  listen  to  the 
opinions  of  the  House  upon  it.  The  sen- 
timents of  the  Government  had  not  altered 
in  any  way,  and  he  did  not  believe  that 
any  one  of  his  Colleagues  in  the  other 
House  had  maintained  that  the  decision 
of  the  House  of  Commons  was  final  and 
could  not  be  discussed  or  even  upset  in 
this  House. 

Eabl  RUSSELL :  This  is  altogether  a 
new  way  of  carrying  on  the  administra- 
tion of  the  country.  The  Boundary  Com- 
mission, over  which  my  noble  Friend 
(Yisoount  Eversley)  presided,  made  a  very 
elaborate   Report;    and  when  this  was 
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questioned  in  the  House  of  Commons  no 
difficulty  was  made  in  appointing  a  Com- 
mittee, at  the  head  of  which  was  a  person 
of  the  highest  character  —  Mr.  Walpole. 
They  came  to  a  unanimous  decision,  and 
Mr.  Walpole  gave  excellent  reasons  for 
adopting  the  Report  of  the  Committee. 
There  was  a  division,  and  a  rery  consid- 
erable majority  decided  in  farour  of  the 
Report  of  the  Committee.  The  Govern- 
ment might  thereupon  have  said,  "  We 
differ  from  this  decision,  and  we  shall  fight 
against  it  on  every  point."  We  might 
then  have  been  prepared  to  find  a  similar 
opposition  in  this  House  ;  but  instead  of 
that  the  Prime  Minister  said,  *'  the  ques- 
tion is  settled."  When,  after  this,  the 
Government  in  this  House  dispute  the 
decision  so  arrived  at,  we  have  a  right  to 
say  that  such  a  course  is  inconsistent  with 
good  faith ;  it  is  impossible  to  feel  any 
confidence  in  any  of  the  promises  of  the 
Government.  In  my  opinion,  if  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  mean  to  agree  at 
all  with  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
and  to  maintain  his  pledges,  they  must 
vote  in  favour  of  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Thb  LORD  CHANCELLOR:  My  Lords, 
I  think  the  energy  of  the  noble  Earl  is 
somewhat  misplaciwi,  and  that  upon  con- 
sidering what  has  passed  vour  Lordships 
will  be  far  from  adopting  his  opinion.  The 
facts  of  the  case  are  as  simple  as  possible, 
and  there  can  be  no  dispute  about  them. 
A  Commission  was  issued  for  the  purpose 
of  inquiring  into  the  Parliamentary  boun- 
daries of  boroughs  in  England.  That 
Commission  was  the  Commission  of  Par- 
liament, because  the  names  of  the  Com- 
missioners were  inserted  in  the  Act,  which 
also  specified  the  duty  which  they  were  to 
perform.  They  were  directed  to  inquire 
into  the  boundaries  of  boroughs— 

"With  a  Tiew  to  ascertain  whether  the  bounda- 
ries should  be  enlarged  so  as  to  include  within 
the  limits  of  the  borough  all  premises  which  ought 
—due  regard  being  had  to  situation  or  other  local 
eiroumstanoes— to  be  included  therein,  for  the 
purpose  of  conferring  upon  the  occupiers  thereof 
the  ParliamenUry  franchise  for  such  borough." 

These  Instructions,  I  repeat,  were  not 
issued  by  the  Executive  Government,  but 
were  imposed  by  Parliament,  and,  of 
course,  concurred  in  by  your  Lordships,  as 
a  guide  to  the  Commissioners  in  the  exe- 
cution of  the  duty  intrusted  to  them.  The 
Commissiooers  made  their  Report.  I  will 
not  say  a  word  now  upon  the  merits  of  it ; 
but  it  showed,  at  leasts  that  the  cases  of 


all  these  boroughs  had  received  the  greatest 
care  and  attention.  What  happened  then  ? 
The  Government  introduced  a  Bill  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  effect  to  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners.  The  Government  have 
always  said  that  they  were  perfectly  con- 
tent with  the  recommendations    of   the 
Commissioners.     But  it  was  said  that  the. 
principles  which  the  House  of  Commons 
wished  to  adopt  in  fixing  the  boundaries 
of  boroughs  had  not  been  sufficiently  indi- 
cated by  the  House  for  the  Instruction 
given  to  the   Commissioners;   and  ulti- 
mately, in  the  course  ofconversationinthe 
other  House,  a  proposal  was  made,  to  which 
the  Government  assented,  to  refer,  not  the 
Boundary  Bill,  but  the  Report  of  Uie  Com- 
missioners, to  a  Select  Committee.   At  the 
time  of  the  appointment  of  the  Select 
Committee — I  am  speaking  off  book,  but  I 
do  not  think  I  am  mistaken — the  question 
was  asked  whether  the  Report   of  the 
Committee  was  to  be  considered  as  final  ? 
and  according  to  my  recollection  the  Go- 
vernment would  give  no  such  pledge  and 
no  such  undertaking.      The    Committee 
made  their  Report.     It  was  a  unanimous 
Report,  I  admit,  and  I  speak  with  great 
respect  of  the  Members  of  the  Committee. 
So  far,  however,  from  that  Report  being 
acceded  to  by  the  Government,  they  pro- 
ceeded with  the  Bill  in  the  shape  in  which 
it  was  brought  in.  Thereupon  a  Resolution 
was  proposed  by  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  accept  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee in  eumulo,  substituting  the  conclu- 
sions of  the  Committee  with  regard  to 
fifteen  boroughs,  where  they  recommended 
that  there  should  be  no  alteration,  in  lieu 
of  the  new  and  enlarged  boundaries  pro- 
posed in  the  Bill.    Was  that  proposition 
assented  to  by  the  Government  ?  Certainly 
not.    The  Government  resisted  it,  main- 
taining strongly  that  the  views  of  the 
Commissioners  were  right  and  those  of  the 
Committee  were  erroneous.     The  House 
divided  on  the  question ;  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  was  carried;  but  the  proposi- 
tion made  was  really  one  which  took  the 
House  of  Commons  at  a  great  disadvantage, 
because,  instead  of  taking  up  the  case  of 
each  borough,  the  Resolution  embraced  the 
whole  fifteen  boroughs  ;  so  that  the  House 
of  Commons  had  no  opportunity,  as  your 
Lordships  might  now  have,  of  considering 
in  each  instance  whether  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  or  of  the  Committee  set  forth 
the  sounder  view.    The  majority  of  the 
House  of  Commons  having  been  in  favour 
of  the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee,  on 
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a  subsequent  day  when  the  Business  of  the 
House  of  Commons  and  the  prospects  of 
the  Business  came  under  discussion,  the 
Prime  Minister  said  that  those  prospects 
might  be  considered  with  reference  to  that 
which  had  occurred  —  namely,  that  the 
House  of  Commons  had  at  that  time  got 
rid  of  the  question  of  the  Boundary  Bill. 
In  that  sense  no  doubt  the  Bill  was  settled. 
!My  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Disraeli)  did 
not  mean  that  the  Government  had  entered 
into  any  compromise  or  had  altered  their 
opinion,  but  that  the  subject  no  longer  oc- 
cupied the  time  of  the  House,  and  there- 
fore the  House  of  Commons  might  proceed 
to  consider  the  other  Business  on  the  Paper. 
I  am  sure  that  nothing  was  iurther  from 
the  mind  of  any  Member  of  the  Qovemment 
in  the  House  of  Commons  than  to  abandon 
their  opinion.    The  case  now  comes  before 
your  Lordships,  and  the  question  is,  are 
you  satisfied  with  the  Eeport  of  the  Com- 
mission appointed  by  you  in  conjunction 
with  the  House  of  Commons,  or  will  you 
affirm  the  Keport  of  the  Select  Committee  ? 
As  I  understand  the  noble  Lord  who  pro- 
poses the  Amendment,  (Earl  Beauchamp) 
he  says,  "  The  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  made  a  Report  differing  from 
that  of  the  Commission  as  to  the  boundaries 
of  fifteen  boroughs.     I   will  be  satisfied 
with  the  Beport  of  the  Commission  as  to 
all ;  but  as  to  five  a  question  is  raised  of  a 
peculiar  kind— that  of  grouping,  and  to 
this  there  mayjbe  objections  which  mayjvery 
possibly  have  influenced  a  good  many  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons  while  deal- 
ing with  the  matter  en  bloe,  because  unions 
were  proposed  which  were  not  acceptable." 
This  is  a  question  upon  which  the  Govern- 
ment is  perfectly  free    to    re-assert  the 
opinion  it  asserted  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  it  is  one  for  your  Lordships' 
determination.      Bear  in  mind  that    no 
extension  of  the  Parliamentary  boundary 
of  any  borough  to  the  municipal  boundary 
will  in  the  ^Lightest  degree  interfere  with 
any  question  of   taxation    or  municipal 
government.  Any  alteration  of  a  municipal 
boundary  must  be  a  subject  of  separate 
legislation,  upon  which   those  concerned 
will  have  every  opportunity  of  being  heard. 
The  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
in  six  cases,  extended  Parliamentary  be- 
yond municipal  boundaries.      [A  noble 
Lord:    Because  nobody  objected!]     We 
do  not  know  that.     The  (Commission  do 
not  tell  us  whether  it  is  so  or  not    They 
have  made  a  Report  in  which  they  mention 
eleven  different  considerations  that  have  a 
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material  bearing  upon  the  Parliamentary 
boundaries  of  boroughs ;  but  they  do  not 
tell  us  which  consideration  or  what  con- 
siderations influenced  their  decision  in  any 
one  case.     As  regards  the  wishes  of  the 
inhabitants,  compare  the  course  taken  by 
the  Commissioners  with  that  taken  by  the 
Committee.     The  Commissioners  sent  As- 
sistant Commissioners  to   hold  local  in- 
quiries of  the  character  of  public  meetings, 
where  any  one  might  be  heard.      The 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  held 
private  conferences    and  consulted   with 
Members,  who  would  sometimes  represent 
sections  of  their  constituencies,  and  with 
the  Assistant  Commissioners.      If   local 
wishes  are  to  be  studied  it  is  much  more 
likely  the  local  inquiry  would  elicit  them 
than  that  the  private  deliberations  of  the 
Committee  would  do  so.     If  you  consider 
the  merits  of  the  question  it  by  no  means 
follows  that  persons  living  outside  a  Par- 
liamentary boundary  are  to  object  to  its 
extension  because  they  fear  increased  rates, 
if  their  inclusion  is  desirable  on  other 
grounds;  and  the  proposal  to  adhere  to 
the  Report  of  the  Commission  involves  the 
enfranchisement,  as  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee and  the  Bill]  involve  the  disfran- 
chisementof  18,6 10 persons.  Onthatground 
I  think  your  Lordships  will  pause  before 
you  say  that  the  decision  of  the  Commission 
was  not  wiser  than  that  of  the  Committee. 
Viscount    HALIFAX   said,   that    the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  not  answered 
the  observation  of  his  noble  Friend  (Earl 
Granville).  No  one  denied  the  competency 
of  the  House  to  entertain  the  question  or 
to  reverse  a  decision  of  the  other  House 
upon  it ;  but  what  his  noble  Friend  said 
was  that  in  the  other  House  the  Govern- 
ment said  the  question  had  been  settled 
by  the  decision  arrived  at.     He  believed 
in  the  impartiality  of  the  Commission  and 
of  the  Committee  ;  but  the  Committee  had 
before  it  documents  which  the  Commission 
had  noty  and  it  heard  Members  from  both 
sides  of  the  House.  As  to  the  Commusion 
not  giving  the  grounds  of  its  decision  in 
each    case,  nei^er    did  the  Committee. 
Their  Lordships  were  now  called  upon  to 
reverse  not  the  decision  of  the  Commis- 
sion nor  the  decision  of  the  Committee, 
but  the  solemn  determination  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  without  the  slightest  grounds 
being  assigned  for  doing  so.    He  had  un- 
derstood that  the  Government   accepted 
that  decision,  and  it  seemed  to  him  some- 
thing like  a  breach  of  faith  for  the  Upper 
Honse  to  reverse  that  decision.    Their 
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Iiordsbips  liad  only  just  received  the  Be- 
ports  of  the  Assistant  Commissioners^  and 
had  not  time  to  peruse  them.  It  was 
desired  to  expedite  the  dissolution  of  Par- 
liament, with  a  view  to  which  it  was  ab- 
solutely essential  that  this  Bill  should  be 
passed  without  delay ;  and  yet,  in  the 
teeth  of  declarations  made  by  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Members  of  the 
Government  were  now  adopting  a  course 
which  would  defeat  the  object  they  pro- 
fessed to  have  in  view.  He  trusted  their 
Lordships  would  not  go  into  the  merits 
until  they  had  ascertained  on  what  footing 
the  matter  stood  after  the  declarations 
which  had  been  made  by  the  Oovernment. 
If  the  government  of  the  country  was  to 
be  carried  on  in  that  way  very  great  evils 
must  result. 

Thb  Duxb  07  MABLBOEOUOH :  My 
Lords,  I  think  that  if  your  Lordships  had 
to  consider,  as  the  noble  Viscount  states, 
B  solemn  decision  of  the  other  House  oJP 
Parliament,  your  Lordships  would  not  feel 
yourselves  in  any  way  fettered  in  coming 
to  a  conclusion.  But  that  is  not  the  point 
which  we  have  under  discussion.  The 
noble  Lords  opposite  have  challenged  the 
conduct  of  the  OoTemment  and  their  good 
faith  in  dealing  with  this  question.  The 
noble  Viscount  seems  to  think  that  some 
statement  has  been  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  to  the  effect 
that  your  Lordships  must  consider  this 
question  as  settled,  and  not  re-open  it 
again.  Now,  I  do  not  believe  that  any 
such  statement  was  ever  made.  I  am  not 
aware  of  the  precise  passage  to  which  the 
noble  Viscount  referred,  but  I  know  that 
no  such  intention  was  ever  entertained  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  Indeed,  the 
whole  of  their  conduct  previously  to  the 
appointment  of  the  Commission  tends  to 
disprove  the  accusation.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  used  the  term  ''settled"  in 
any  way  whatever,  he  must  have  meant 
simply  that  the  matter  was  concluded  as 
far  as  the  Business  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons was  concerned  ;  and  he  certainly 
did  not  intend  to  fetter  the  action  of  the 
Government  or  of  this  House  on  the  sub- 
ject. I  will  just  state  what  was  the  in- 
tention of  Her  Majesty's  GoTemment,  and 
of  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  who  conducts 
the  Business  of  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament. When  the  subject  was  first 
brought  before  Parliament  a  question 
arose  how  far  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commissioners  were  to  be  accepted.  Great 
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opposition  was  raised  in  the  other  House, 
and  the  final  result  was  that  one  of  the 
Commissioners  moved  that  a  Committee 
should  be  appointed.  The  Government 
accepted  that  proposal,  and  accordingly, 
on  Uie  Motion  of  the  Home  Secretary,  a 
Committee  was  appointed  to  whom  all  the 
questions  at  issue  were  referred.  The  Go- 
vernment, however,  at  that  time  expressly 
precluded  themselves  by  the  words  used 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  and  the  Prime  Minister  from 
being  bound  by  the  decision  of  that  Com- 
mittee. Kow,  what  took  place  ?  The 
Committee  finished  their  labours  and  re- 
ported to  the  House ;  and  the  very  first 
day  the  Report  came  on  for  consideration 
a  question  arose  as  to  how  the  Government 
proposed  to  deal  with  it.  I  trust  that  as 
the  conduct  and  good  faith  of  the  Govern- 
ment have  been  called  in  question  your 
Lordships  will  allow  me  to  depart  from 
the  ordinary  rules  of  procedure,  and  to 
quote  from  the  recognized  channels  of  in- 
formation the  exact  words  made  use  of  by 
the  Prime  Minister.  According  to  the 
report  in  The  Times  he  used  the  following 
words  on  the  9th  of  June,  when  the  de- 
cision of  the  Committee  was  first  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  : — 

"  The  bon.  Member  for  Birmingham  made  an 
appeal  to  me  to  announce  the  part  which  the  Go- 
vernment woald  take,  and  argued  that  of  coarse 
we  could  not  oppose  the  Report  of  the  Committee. 
That  view  is  founded  on  an  assumption  which  I 
think  a  most  singular  one — namely,  that  my  right 
hoD.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  bad  announced 
to  this  House  that  Her  Mafesty's  Government 
were  prepared  to  receive  the  Report  of  the  Oom* 
mittee  as  conclusive.  Now,  such  an  arrangement 
was  never  made  by  my  right  hon.  Friend." 

The  Prime  Minister  went  on  to  state — 

"But  I  will  tell  the  Committee  what  we  are 
prepared  to  do.  We  are  prepared  to  give  to  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  the  same  consideration 
and  respect  as  we  have  given  to  the  Report  of 
the  Commission." 

Having  reminded  the  House  that  the  Ee- 
port  of  the  Commission  had  been  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  the  right  hon« 
Gentleman  proceeded  to  say — 

"  What  I  propose  is  indicated  by  the  order  of 
Business  that  has  been  prepared  for  this  evening. 
The  moment  we  concluded  the  Scotch  Bill  ws 
proposed  to  go  into  Committee  on  the  Boundary 
Bill.  We  shall  have  before  us  as  we  proceed  the 
Schedule,  with  the  conflicting  recommendations  of 
the  Commission  and  the  Committee,  and  the  good 
sense  of  the  House  will  come  to  a  conclusion.  I 
know  no  other  mode  by  which  we  can  arrive  at  a 
result  more  speedily  or  satisfactorily." 

Now,  what  was  the  course  adopted  by  the 
House  of  Commons  ?    The  Committee  re« 
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ported  Progress  that  OTening,  and  an  hon. 
Member  gaye  Notice  of  his  intention  to 
move  that  the  whole  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee shoold  be  accepted  in  a  lump.  That 
was  fairly  objected  to  by  the  Gk>yemment, 
who  were,  however,  put  in  a  minority. 
Now,  I  maintain  that  under  these  circum- 
stances the  Oovemment  have  a  right  to 
raise  the  question  again  in  your  Lordships' 
House. 

Eabl  BUSSBLL  :  I  think  the  remarks 
of  the  noble  Duke  have  entirely  altered 
the  question.  It  is  said  that  the  Some 
Secretary  has  been  misunderstood,  and  that 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  was  of  opi- 
nion that  the  Goyernment  were  not  bound 
to  accept  the  Report  of  the  Committee. 
When  tiie  Report  of  the  Committee  was 
brought  up  the  Government  wished  to 
deal  with  it  in  oneway  and  the  Opposition 
in  another.  As  the  noble  Duke  remarked, 
the  Government  were  defeated  on  a  divi- 
sion, and  certain  boroughs  were,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  Report  of  the  Commit- 
tee, left  out  of  the  Boundary  Bill.  Well, 
after  that,  what  happened?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  Head  of  the  Minis- 
try, said  on  the  16th  of  June—* 

**  Now,  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  and  the  Bonn* 
daiy  Bill,  tbongh  they  have  not  yet  lefb  this 
Honse,  may  be  regarded  as  rirtually  lettled." 

During  the  progress  of  the  Reform  Bill 
last  year  there  were  many  points  on  which 
the  Government  were  defeated,  but  in  re- 
gard to  which  they  accepted  the  decision 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  Every  one 
accordingly  thought  that  the  Government 
would  accept  the  decision  of  the  House  of 
Commons  in  the  present  instance.  The 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Beauchamp)  now  proposes 
to  move  an  Amendment,  the  effect  of  which, 
if  carried,  would  be  to  bring  back  the 
Bill  into  conformity  with  the  Report  of 
the  Boundary  Commissioners.  Now,  I 
confess  that  when  I  saw  that  Notice  on  the 
Paper  I  thought,  indeed,  that  it  was  per- 
fectly competent  for  any  Member  of  your 
Lordships'  House  to  disagree  with  the 
Bill,  and  to  propose  any  alteration  he 
might  deem  necessary  ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  certainly  was  of  opinion  that  the 
Government  were  pledged  to  abide  by  the 
decision  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
that,  consequently,  as  the  noble  Earl 
would  not  receive  the  support  of  the  Go- 
vernment, there  would  be  a  considerable 
majority  against  his  proposal.  All  I  can 
say  now  is  that,  as  the  Government  have 
broken  faith  on  this  subject,  I  cannot  be 
A  party  to  admitting  that  any  decision 
Th$  Duh  of  Marnorough 


which  your  Lordships  may  arrive  at  on 
this  question  is  a  fair  decision.  We  have 
been  taken  by  surprise  and  circumvented 
in  this  matter.  All  that  I  can  say,  there- 
fore, is  that  I  will  be  no  party  to  such  a 
breach  of  faith,  and  that  I  will  leaye 
rather  than  be  a  party  to  it. 

[The  noble  Bari  then  left  the  House, 
followed  by  Earl  Grakvillb,  Viscount 
Halifax,  the  Earl  of  Claeeitdok,  and 
other  noble  Lords.] 

The  Dukx  ov  ARGYLL :  XJnquestion* 
ably  an  intimation  was  given  to  the  House 
that  the  Boundary  BUI  was  virtually 
settled^" 

The  Dun  of  MARLBOROUGH:  I 
say  no! 

The  Dukb  of  ARGYLL :  I  say  yes ! 
The  Prime  Minister  said — 

^  Now,  the  Seoteh  Reform  Bill  and  the  Boun- 
dary Bill,  though  they  hare  not  yet  left  this 
House,  may  be  regarded  as  yirtually  settled." 

I  would,  however,  venture  to  suggest  to 
the  House  that  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment does  not  altogether  depend  upon  the 
words  of  the  Prime  Minister.  The  present 
Government  are  in  a  peculiar  position. 
They  are  the  Government  of  a  minority, 
and  under  these  circumstances  special 
obligations  lie  upon  them ;  for  had  it  not 
been  understood  by  the  majority  of  the 
House  of  Commons  that  the  decisions 
come  to  by  that  House  would  be  accepted 
by  the  Government,  and  that  Ministers 
would  not  use  their  superior  influence  in 
the  House  of  Lords  to  upset  the  decisions 
agreed  to  in  the  Commons,  it  is  more 
than  probable  that  that  Yote  of  Want  of 
Confidence  of  which  we  have  heard  would 
have  been  proposed  long  ago.  I  think  it 
a  breach  of  faith  even  if  no  promise  had 
been  given,  that  a  Gk>vemment  in  a  mino- 
rity should  use  its  influence  in  the  House 
of  Lords  in  order  to  upset  a  decision  to 
which  they  had  assented  in  the  House  of 
Commons. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  My 
Lords,  the  obvious  and  only  meaning  to 
be  extracted  from  the  words  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  under  the  circumstances  in  which 
they  were  used,  is  that  after  the  decision 
come  to  by  the  House  of  Commons,  the 
Boundary  Bill  might  be  considered  settled 
so  far  as  that  House  was  concerned,  and 
that  it  had,  been  removed  from  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House  requiring  discussion. 
The  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll) 
spoke  as  if  what  your  Lordships  do  now 
in  respect  of  this  Bill  will  be  conclusive  as 
against  the  House  of  Commons,*   but  I 
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mnit  feniiiid  year  LoidabipBl — and  I 
should  haye  thought  it  aimeoesflary  to  le- 
nind  eren  the  noble  Duke — that  the  Bill 
muftt  go  down  to  the  House  of  OommonB 
again.  The  House  of  Commons  did  not 
eonaider  the  case  of  eaoh  of  those  bo- 
roughs, bnt  considered  the  whole  of  them 
in  a  mass.  They  will,  however,  haye  an 
opportunity  of  considering  each  case. 
What  occorred  last  year  as  to  the  lodger 
frandiise  was  this— There  had  been  two 
propodcions  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
one  for  fixing  a  higher  and  the  other  for 
izing  a  lower  figure ;  but  an  arrangement 
was  made,  in  the  way  things  are  some- 
times ammged  in  that  House,  in  conse- 
quenee  of  which  a  figure  between  the  two 
originally  proposed  was  actually  intro- 
duced. In  ignoranoe  of  the  arrangement 
eome  to  in  the  House  of  Commons,  your 
Lordships  altered  that  figure  when  the  Bill 
eame  before  you ;  but,  subsequently,  on 
Isaming  how  matters  really  stood,  your 
Lordships  restored  the  figure  which  had 
been  agreed  to  by  the  Commons.  But  that 
is  not  the  ease  here.  There  was  no  com- 
promise and  no  arrangement.  The  views  of 
the  House  were  tested  by  a  formal  decision. 
Thb  Dm  OP  MABLBOROITGH:  My 
Lords,  the  accusations  made  against  the 
Government  are  very  serious,  and  calcu- 
lated to  §^re  rise  to  bitter  feelings ;  and 
although  my  Parliamentary  experience  is 
not  a  very  long  one,  I  venture  to  think 
tiiat  the.  conduct  of  the  noble  Lords  who 
made  them  in  leaving  the  House  after 
having  done  so  is  without  precedent.  A 
most  erroneous  interpretation  has  been  put 
upon  the  words  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  at 
ue  head  of  the  Government.  Noble  Lords 
apposite  have  referred  to  an  extract  from 
the  remarks  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  with- 
out paying  any  r^ard  to  Uie  context;  but 
tiitt  ahould  be  home  hi  mind,  for  it  has  a 
most  material  effect  upon  the  point  at  issue. 
The  oeeasion  on  which  those  expressions 
wen  Qsed  was  one  on  which  questions 
were  put  as  to  the  course  of  Pablic  Busi- 
aaaa  m  the  House  of  Commons.  Questions 
^rere  aiked  of  the  Prime  Minister  as  to  the 
>irraageaient  of  the  days  to  be  devoted  to 
partieukr  measures,  and  in  replying  to 
them  he  said,  "The  Scotch  Reform  Bill 
and  the  Boundary  Bill,  though  they  have 
iMt  yet  left  this  House,  may  be  regarded 
aavirtaaDyaettled."  What  did  that  mean 
tni  aettled  by  this  House—"  the  House  of 
ComnoQi?''  The  intention  and  meaning 
o^  these  words  are  clear  and  apparent. 
Hwy.ttm^  meant  tiiat  neittier  of  the 


Bills  to  which  he  referred  would  occupy 
any  more  of  the  time  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  No  other  meaning  can  pro- 
perly be  attached  to  his  words,  and  that 
sought  to  be  attached  to  them  by  noble 
Lords  opposite  is  not  warranted  by  the 
expressions  themselves. 

Eabl  BEAXJCHAMP  observed  that 
there  never  was  a  greater  mare's  nest  than 
that  discovered  this  evening  by  noble 
Lords  on  the  Opposition  side.  One  thing 
was  clear— that  the  I^mier  spoke  of  the 
Scotch  Reform  Bill  and  the  Boundary  Bill 
in^  the  same  terms.  Why,  then,  had  not 
his  supposed  undertaking  been  set  up 
when  Amendments  were  being  made  on 
the  former  Bill  on  Tuesday  evening  ? 

The  Babl  of  AIRLIE  said,  the  Amend- 
ments made  by  their  Lordships  in  the 
Scotch  Reform  Bill  were  merely  verbal 
Amendments. 

Visoouirr  EVERSLEY:  My  Lords,  I 
think  I  may  assume  ^m  what  has  fallen 
from  both  sides  that  your  Lordships'  House 
is  altogether  satisfied  with  the  conduct  of 
the  Commission.  ["  Hear ! '']  Tou  seem 
to  consider  that  its  Reports  were  fhlly  justi- 
fied by  the  Instructions  which  they  re- 
ceived from  Parliament.  It  should  not,  my 
Lords,  be  forgotten  that  the  Commission 
was  one  appointed  by  Parliament  and  in- 
structed by  Parliament.  Therefore,  we 
were  as  responsible  to  your  Lordships' 
House  as  to  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
The  way  in  which  we  proceeded  was  this 
— We  obtained  the  services  of  the  best  scien- 
tific men  and  the  best  legal  men  we  could 
find  to  act  as  Assistant  Commissioners. 
We  sent  those  gentlemen  to  different 
parts  of  the  country.  The  greatest  pub- 
licitr  attended  their  proceedings.  Their 
coming  to  a  borough  or  town  was  notified 
previously  ;  they  always  sat  in  public,  and 
invited  information  and  suggestions  from 
all  sides.  Having,  as  far  as  possible,  made 
themselves  masters  of  the  case,  they  re- 
ported to  the  Commissioners  in  London. 
We  read  their  Reports  and  their  recom- 
mendations ;  but  we  did  not  confine  our- 
selves to  those  Reports.  Whenever  we 
thought  it  advisable  we  sent  for  the  As- 
sistant Commissioner,  and  had  the  benefit 
of  his  assistance  before  coming  to  a  decision 
with  reference  to  the  particular  borough. 
It  is  well  known  to  your  Lordships  that 
many  of  our  decisions  were  challenged  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  that  a  Com- 
mittee was  appointed  by  that  House.  I 
think  the  noble  Bake  (the  Duke  of 
Marlborough)  was  not  quite  correct  wheu 
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he  said  that  the  Committee  was  appointed 
at  the  suggestion  of  the  Commission.  I 
rememher  heing  consulted  by  one  of  my 
brother  Commissioners,  and  I  said  that  I 
did  not  think  we  could  object  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Committee.  Now,  my 
Lords,  nothing  can  be  further  from  my 
intention  than  to  wish  to  say  anything  in 
disparagement  of  the  Oentlemen  who 
composed  that  Committee ;  but  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  I  differ  altogether  from 
the  conclusions  at  which  they  have  ar- 
rived. When  their  Report  came  out  I 
was  most  anxious  to  see  in  what  way  the 
information  we  received  from  the  AJssist- 
ant  Commissioners  had  been  used  ;  but  I 
find  nothing  in  the  Report  to  show  me 
that.  I  observed  that  the  Committee  con- 
ferred with  the  Members  for  the  place,  or, 
with  more  than  one  of  the  Members  for 
the  place,  and  memorials  were  presented 
to  the  Committee;  but  the  book  which 
contains  the  account  of  their  proceedings 
does  Hot  appear  to  me  to  contain  any 
evidence  whatever.  I  believe  that  in  ten 
out  of  fifteen  of  the  boroughs  referred 
to  by  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Beauchamp) 
the  Parliamentary  and  the  municipal 
boundaries  are  conterminous.  In  fifty- 
three  boroughs,  exclusive  of  the  Welsh 
boroughs,  the  municipal  and  the  Parlia- 
mentary boundaries  do  not  coincide.  Se- 
veral boroughs  have  had  municipal  privi- 
leges conferred  upon  them  since  the  Re* 
form  Bill.  What  the  particular  objection 
may  have  been  which  governed  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Committee  we  do  not  discover 
from  their  Report;  but  plainly  this  objec- 
tion, that  the  municipal  boundary  and  the 
Parliamentary  boundary  were  not  the  same, 
vanishes  the  moment  it  is  examined  ;  for 
it  has  not  been  the  practice  of  the  country 
to  make  them  conterminous.  The  noble 
Earl  opposite  (Earl  Beauchamp)  has  very 
fairly  stated  the  case,  of  Birmingham.  I 
this  day  presented  a  Petition  upon  the 
subject,  which  confirmed  the  view  taken 
by  the  Commissioners,  that  the  suburb  of 
Aston  was  as  much  part  of  the  town  of 
Birmingham  as  Piccadilly  was  part  of 
London.  In  the  Petition  which  I  had  the 
honour  to  present  it  is  stated  that  if  the 
district  of  Aston  were  added  to  Birming. 
ham,  5,000  or  6,000  persons  would  be 
added  to  the  voters  for  that  borough; 
whereas,  if  it  continued  to  be  excluded, 
and  were  left  in  the  county,  only  1,850 
persons  would  obtain  the  franchise — being 
a  difference  of  upwards  of  8,000  votes. 
There  is  another  borough  in  which  the 
VtKouni  I^erslep 


case  is  still  stronger,  and  that  is  Netting- 
ham,  one  of  the  boroughs  mentioned  by 
the  noble  Earl.  It  happens,  curiously 
enough,  that  in  the  year  1837,  some  time 
after  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill,  I 
was  appointed  Chairman  of  the  Municipal 
Boundary  Commission.  I  told  my  noble 
Friend  who  made  the  proposition  that  I 
was  very  reluctant  to  undertake  the  duty, 
because  I  knew  well  that  it  was  most  diffi- 
cult, except  the  Government  of  the  day 
was  a  very  strong  Government,  to  carry 
any  changes  of  the  kind ;  they  always  ex- 
cite opposition,  and  in  some  respects  have 
to  be  carried  against  the  wishes  of  friends 
of  the  Government  itself.  And  what  I 
predicted  occurred.  The  Government  then 
happened  to  be  an  exceedingly  weak  Go« 
vernment ;  pressure  was  put  upon  them, 
and  they  never  attempted  to  carry  out  our 
recommendations.  Our  Report  contained 
a  passage  with  regard  to  the  borough  of 
Nottingham,  with  which  I  will  trouble 
your  I^rdships^ 

"The  increasing  population,  unable  to  find 
room  within  the  limits  of  the  town,  has  resorted 
to  the  neighbouring  parishes  of  Radford,  Lenton, 
and  Sneinton,  and  in  these  three  parishes  upwards 
of  20,000  people  cto8«*Iy  connected  with  the  town 
of  Nottingham  are  now  congregated.  New  Snein- 
ton forms  actuall/  a  portion  of  the  town  of  Not* 
tingham.  New  Uadford  may  be  said  to  form  a 
portion  of  the  town,  although  not  quite  so  doso 
AS  Sneinton.  The  extra-parochial  district  of 
Poole  is  nearly  surrounded  by  the  parish  of 
Lenton." 

The  House  will  scarcely  credit  it  when  I 
state  that  in  the  late  Report  of  the  Boun- 
dary Commission  we  hardly  proposed  any 
addition  to  the  limits  indicated  in  that 
Report  of  the  Municipal  Commissioners  in 
1S37  ;  yet  this  is  one  of  the  proposals 
which  has  been  rejected  and  set  aside. 
The  case  of  Nottingham  is  less  remarkable 
than  the  borough  of  East  Retford,  which 
occupies  an  entire  hundred.  For  my  part 
[  have  always  been  astonished  that  the 
Reform  Bill  of  last  Session,  and,  indeed, 
that  any  Reform  Bill  did  not  deal  with 
those  peculiar  boroughs  —  East  Retford, 
Cricklade,  Shoreham,  Much  Wenlock,  and 
Aylesbury  —  by  reducing  them  to  one 
Member  each,  and  throwing  them  into  the 
county.  As  matters  stand,  they  are  no- 
thing more  nor  less  than  electoral  dis- 
tricts, and  I  am  satisfied  that  their  con- 
tinued existence  will  ultimately  have  a 
tendency  to  lower  the  county  franchise. 
For  when  you  find  what  are  absolutely 
elective  districts,  with  persons  on  one  side 
of  the  hedge  having  a  borough  quaHfica- 
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tion,  and  penons  on  the  other  requiring  a 
£13  rating,  aome  day  or  other  this  will 
create  great  discontent  and  a  deaire  for  the 
redaction  of  the  county  franchise.     Great 
alarm  haa  heen  expressed  as  to  the  numher 
of  Totea  which  will  he  lost  hy  a  transfer  ; 
to  show  that  this  alarm  is  not  warranted 
by  the  &cts  I  will  take  a  case  that  I 
happen  to  be  well  acquainted  with.     In 
Sooth  Hampshire  the    total  number  of 
eleetora  ia  5.677,  of  whom  2,858,  or  juat 
OQe-ha]f»  derive  their  quali£cation  from 
the  represented  towna  within  the  county. 
Therefore,  it  does  not  at  all  follow  that 
by  ^e  suggested  transfer  of  the  population 
jou  reduce  the  number  of  Yotes  for  the 
eouity  to  the  extent  that  has  been  antici- 
pated.     I  mention  this  because  it  is  a 
point  which  attracted  considerable  atten- 
tioo,  and  is  beliered  to  have  had  much 
indaeDce  both  with  the  Committee  and 
subsequently  with  the  House.     Speaking 
of  my  Colleagues  in  the  Boyal  Commis- 
sion, I  can  assure  you  that  nothing  could 
exceed  the  industry,  the  honesty  of  pur- 
pose, and  the  perfect  absence  of  all  party 
feeling  which  marked  their  conduct  dur- 
ing the  whole  course  of  the  inquiry  com- 
mitted to  them.      I   am  sure,  therefore, 
that  their  finding  merits  the  confidence 
of  the  country. 

£a2L  BEAUCHAMP  said,  a  noble  Lord 

oppoaite  (BarlBusaell)  had  aaid  something 

about  his  Motion  being  a  surprise,  and  he 

thought  that  a  charge    so    put   forward 

ought  to  be  met,  as  it  deserved,  with  a 

di^net  denial.     Complaint  had  been  also 

made  as  to  shortness  of  Notice  of  the 

Amendments.  What  were  the  facts  ?    The 

Boundary  Bill  was  brought  up  from  the 

other  House  on  the  23rd  of  June,  but  was 

Bot  deHrered  to  Members  till  the  25th  of 

June.    That  was  on  Thursday.     He  had 

not  time  to  read  the  Bill  and  consider  what 

ooQiae  he  should  take  until  Saturday,  the 

27  th;  and  Notice  of  hia  present  Motion 

was  given  upon  Monday.     On  Wednesday 

their  Lordships  did  not  ait ;    but  after  the 

Kotice  had  lain  before  them  for  two  daya 

^  now  brought  it   forward.      Hence  it 

'^f^'fM,  be  seen  that  he  had  acted  with  all 

proper  caution.  Had  he  given  Notice  sooner 

na  Bhoold  have  been  charged  with  precipi- 

taaey.  To  remove,  howefer,  any  excuse 

iM*€OfBplahit,  he  now  proposed  to  move  the 

adjoonuDent  of  the  debate.     He  regretted 

that  BoUe  Lords  opposed  to  this  matter 

^^^^^  ao  far  have  forgotten  themselvea 

«nd  the  dignity  of  that  House  as  to  bring 

^onmi  a  groundlesa    and    nonaenaical 

TOL  CXCIU.  [xHiBD  sxaisa.] 


charge,  and  then  retire  from  the  House 
without  either  supporting  or  discussing  it. 

The  Eabl  op  MALMESBURY  thought 
his  noble  Friend  acted  very  wisely  in  the 
course  which  he  proposed  to  take.  He 
had  certainly  been  surprised  at  the  grave 
charges  brought  on  the  authority  of  a 
forced  construction  put  upon  the  words  of 
the  Prime  Miniater.  Noble  Lorda  on  the 
other  aide  of  the  Houae  have  with  great 
ingenuity  mia-stated  the  tenour  of  the 
Prime  Miniater's  remarka  when  aim  ply 
alluding  to  the  courae  of  Buaineas  in 
the  House  of  Commons;  it  is  perfectly 
impossible  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  have  intended  to  say  any- 
thing with  a  view  to  fetter  your  Lord- 
ships ;  and  I  state  positively  from  my  own 
knowledge,  in  the  most  solemn  manner, 
that  the  Government  never  meant  at 
the  time  the  Prime  Minister  spoke  to  re- 
gard the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  or  the  Boun- 
dary Bill  as  settled  ;  it  is  monstrous  to 
charge  his  words  with  so  incongruous  a 
meaning,  because  no  one  knows  better 
than  he  that,  whatever  influence  he  may 
have  with  your  Lordships  from  his  posi- 
tion, he  has  no  absolute  control  over  the 
actions  of  this  House.  I  am  very  glad  my 
noble  Friend  has  taken  the  course  he  has, 
because  no  one  could  be  more  annoyed 
than  myself  at  the  suspicion  of  surprise  ; 
and  perhaps  when  the  noble  Lords  who 
should  be  opposite  have  returned  to  their 
places  they  will  be  prepared  to  admit  that 
the  observations  of  the  Prime  Minister 
applied  alone  to  the  House  of  Commons. 

Tub  Eab^  of  LICHFIELD  thought 
the  only  course  open  to  their  Lordahipa 
waa  to  agree  to  an  adjournment  of  the 
debate ;  for  whatever  had  been  done 
amiaa,  and  whoever  waa  blamable  or  free 
from  blame,  it  would  be  moat  undeairable 
that  the  question  should  turn  entirely 
upon  an  alleged  breach  of  faith  on  the 
part  of  the  Government.  He  could  not 
help  adding  that  if  noble  Lords  on  his 
side  of  the  House  had  remained  in  their 
places,  they  wo\ild  have  better  studied  the 
dignity  of  the  House  than  by  running 
away. 

Houee  reiumed;  to  be  again  in  Com- 
mittee on  Monday  next. 

House  adjoanied  at  Nine  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  half  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


ill        Pamh  Mortuariti-^ 


lOOUMONS} 


QunUon. 


616 


HOVSB    OF    COMlCOIfS, 
Thursday,  July  2,  1868. 

M INUTES.}^Suppur— tfonnd^t^  in  OmmiUee 

— ^NaVT  EsTXMATBa. 

Public  Bills — Second  Reading — Poor  Law  and 
Medical  Inspeotors  (Ireland)*  [183];  Fain 
(MetropoUs)*  [205], 

Committee  ->  Regislration  (re-cmm,)  [190]; 
Olerkfl  of  the  Peaoe,  4to.  (Ireland)  •  [104] ; 
Asfiignees  of  Marine  Policies  (re-comm,)  * 
[203]. 

Re^xnrt — Registration  (re-^onm.)  [190];  Olerks 
of  the  peace,  dec.  (Ireland)*  [194]  ;  Assignees 
of  Marin*  Policies  (rtf-i^omm.)  *  [208]. 

Cantideri^  a$  amende^  —  Lan<i  Writ9  Registra- 
tion (Scotland)*    [ill];    Burials  (Ireh^nd)* 


rir- 


Third  Reading  —  Railway  Oompanies  (Ireland) 
Advances*  [177];  Drainage  and  Improvement 
of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supplemental  (No.  9)* 
[105]  ;  Turnpike  TrusU  Arrangements  •  [200]  ; 
Revenue  Officers  Disabilities  Removal  *  [76]  ; 
Bankruptcy  Act  (1861)  Amendment*  [146]; 
Libel  (Ireland)*  [199],  hii6 pa$ted, 

WittAtMW>— Sea  FUheries  (Ireland)*  [101]. 

HIGH  SHERIFF  FOR  THE  EAST  RIDING 
OF  YORKSHIRE.— (QUESTION. 

Admibal  BUNCOMBE  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  If  he  sees  any  objec- 
tion to  the  appointment  of  a  separate  High 
Sheriff  for  the  East  Riding  of  the  County 
of  York  ;  and,  if  he  will  take  the  subject 
into  his  consideration,  with  the  yiew  of 
remedying  some  of  the  inconveniences 
arising  from  there  being  one  High  Sheriff 
for  the  whole  County  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  in 
reply,  that  there  was  no  doubt  consider- 
able objection  to  the  present  state  of  things 
in  that  respect  in  the  county  of  York. 
The  High  Sheriff  had  very  onerous  duties 
cast  upon  him,  and  perhaps  there  ought 
to  be  two  High  Shenffs;  but  the  matter 
would  be  considered  by  the  Government. 

TREATY  OF  COMMERCE  WITH 
AUSTRIA.— (QUESTION. 

Mb.  LAYARD  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
A|Eai|8,  Whether  the  Treaty  of  Commerce 
recently  in  negotiation  with  Austria  has 
been  signed  ;  and,  if  not,  why  not ;  and, 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 

Sousei  the  Reports  of  Mr.  Morier  and  Mr. 
allet,  and  any  other  Correspondence  re- 
lating to  the  negotiation  for  the  Treaty  ? 

Mb.  E.  C.  EGERTON  said,  in  the 
absence  of  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Stanley), 


he  oould  state  that  a  telegram  was  on  the 
previous  day  received  at  the  Foreign  Office 
from  the  British  Ambassador  at  Vienna, 
stating  that  the  Treaty  had  been  signed 
on  that  very  day.  There  would  be  no 
objection  to  lay  on  the  table,  not  only  the 
valuable  Reports  of  Mr.  Morier  and  Mr. 
Mallet,  bat  also  any  other  Correspond- 
ence relating  to  the  subject. 

MILITARY  KNIGHTS  OF  WINDSOR. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  EYKYN  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  he  objects  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  a  Return  of 
the  Military  S[nights  of  Windsor  deceased 
since  the  appointment  of  the  late  and  the 
present  Governor,  the  date  of  their  de- 
cease, the  dates  from  which  their  succes- 
sors received  their  pay,  the  amount  of 
their  deductions  in  pay,  the  mode  in  which 
the  deductions  were  disposed  of ;  also,  a 
Return  of  all  sums  applied  to  the  use  of 
the  late  and  present  Governors  of  the 
Military  Knights  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  difficult  to  deal  with  a  Ques- 
tion such  as  this,  as  he  did  not  know  what 
were  the  reasons  given  for  the  production 
of  the  Returns.  He  was  not  prepared  to 
lay  them  upon  the  table,  as  he  did  not 
know  for  what  purpose  they  were  re- 
quired. He  had  that  day  received  a  docu- 
ment from  the  Knights  of  Windsor  depre- 
cating any  interference  with  them,  and 
stating  they  were  perfectly  content  with 
the  mode  in  which  the  funds  were  adminis- 
tered. 

PARISH  MORTUARIES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  GODDARD  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  a  paragraph  emanating  from 
the  British  Medical  Journal,  headed  •'  The 
Dead  among  the  Living, ''  and  to  inquire 
whether  it  is  in  their  power  (o  enforce  upon 
the  London  vestries  the  fulfilment  of  that 
Clause  in  the  Sanitary  Act  with  reference 
to  providing  Parish  Mortuaries  for  the  use 
of  the  poor  inhabitants  of  the  metropolis, 
which  both  the  interests  of  the  public 
health  as  well  as  the  cause  of  suffering 
humanity,  so  urgently  demands  ? 

LoBD  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  in 
reply,  that  no  doubt  the  British  Medioal 
Journal  was  a  publication  of  considerable 
influence  and  authority ;  but  hii  attention 
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bad  not  been  directed  to  the  paragraph 
or  artide  in  queation.  It  was,  however, 
p^ectly  optional  With  the  London  ves- 
tries whether  they  enforeed  the  clauses  of 
the  Sanitary  Act  or  not,  for  the  Govem- 
ment  had,  nnder  the  Aot  of  1866,  no  power 
over  them. 


WORKSHOP  REGULATION  ACT  (1867). 
ai7B8Tioir. 

Mfi.  POWELL  said,  he  would  beg  to 
aik  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  he  has  reason  to 
beliere,  from  representations  made  to  him 
by  Faetory  Inspectors  or  otherwise,  that 
local  aathorities  fail  to  discharge  the  duty 
imposed  upon  them  by  Section  18  and 
other  provinons  of  the  Workshop  Regula- 
tion Act,  1867,  under  which  they  are 
boflod  to  enforce  the  Act ;  whether  diffli- 
eulties  have  arisen  in  eases  where  the  local 
aathority  as  described  by  the  Act  is  "  the 
Testry  or  Select  Vestry,"  and  whether 
modifications  of  the  Law  are,  in  his  judg- 
ment, there  necessary,  in  order  to  invest 
the  local  aothortty  with  powers  to  carry 
Got  the  Aot  and  to  raiff  the  funds  requisite 
for  that  purpoee ;  and,  if  so,  whether  it 
be  the  tnt^tioti  of  the  Government  to 
amend  the  Law  during  the  present  Session, 
with  a  view  to  render  the  local  authority 
more  efficient  in  these  cases  ? 

Ma.  GATHORNB  HARDY,  in  reply, 

•aid,  he  had  not  had  any  such  applications 

made  to  bim  as  his  hon.  Friend  alluded 

to,  ner  had  he  received  any  notice  of  the 

exiftenoe  of  those  difficulties,  except  from 

the  Ron.  Member  fbr  Bradford  (Mr.   W. 

£.  Forater),  who  had  been  kind  enough  to 

send  him  a  letter  that  he  had  received  on 

file  subject.     His  attention  had  not  been 

called  to  any  defects  in  the  present  law  ; 

b«t  the  Inspectors  in  their  next  Reports 

wonld  probably  take  notice  of  the  matter. 

Km.  W.  £.  FORSTER  said,  he  wished 

to  know  whether  the  Inspectors  were  in- 

•tniet^  to  report  npih  it  ? 

Ml.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  that 
^iM  oC  the  Inspeetora  having  been  in  town 
t^t  dajr  be  had  inquired  of  him,  and  he 
^^^>^^t  there  would  be  Reports  on  the 
•abjeit. 

ABMT-ARTILLERT  PRACTICE  AT 
PORTSMOUTH.— QUESTION. 

^  SxuxAVT  OASELEE  said,  he 
woild  bcf  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
^^  ^ir,  If  his  attention  has  been  called 


to  the  following  paragraph  in  the  Hants 
Telegraph : — 

"  The  iteamer  Princeit  of  WaU$,  beleaging  to 
tht  Port  of  Porttmouth  and  Ryde  Steam  Packet 
Company,  left  Southeea  Pier  on  Thursday  morn- 
ing, at  half-past  nine  o'clock,  on  her  passage  to 
Ryde.  When  opposite  Fort  Monokton  a  shot 
passed  between  the  foremast  and  the  jib  stay, 
oansing  eonsiderable  consternation  among  the 
passengers,  many  of  whom  were  so  frightened 
that  they  laid  down  upon  the  deck.  This  oc- 
onrrenee  will  serve  to  show  the  immense  amount 
of  danger  resulting  from  the  shot  practice  at  this 
fort,  for  if  the  shots  bad  struck  the  vessel  beneath 
the  water  line,  the  probability  is  that  she  would 
have  been  sunk,  and  that  many  lives  would  have 
been  sacrificed ;" 

and,  if  that  statement  be  true,  whether 
measures  have  been  taken  to  prevent  the 
recurrence  of  a  practice  so  dangerous  to 
the  lives  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  ? 

SiK  J0H2T  PAKINGTON  said,  in  re- 
ply,  that  as  soon  as  the  statement  to 
which  the  question  referred  appeared  in 
the  newspapers,  a  communication  was  sent 
to  the  Assistant  Adjutant  General  at  Ports- 
mouth, desiring  him  to  inauire  into  and 
report  upon  the  facts ;  and  he  now  held 
in  his  hand  the  answer  returned  by  Lieu- 
tenant Colonel  Peel,  which  was  as  fol- 
lows : — 

«*  Portsmouth,  July  1. 

"  Sir,— In  aeoerdanee  with  instructions  reoeived 
in  your  telegram  of  this  day's  date,  I  have  the 
honour  to  forward  for  the  information  of  his  Koyal 
Highness  Commanding-in-Chief  the  accompanying 
statements  of  IJeuienant  Colonel  Lovell,  R.A., 
and  Captain  Girardot,  R.A.,  the  oifflcers  under 
whom  the  artillery  practice  from  Fort  Monckton 
was  conducted  on  Thursday  roorniug,  the  3dth  of 
June,  1868.  These  officers  both  state  most  posi- 
tively that  no  shot  fired  from  Fort  Monckton 
passed  within  500  yards  of  any  steamer  during 
the  practice.  In  consequence  of  the  hour  at  which 
the  telegram  was  received  (5.30  p.m.)  I  have  not 
been  able  to  procure  from  the  editor  of  the  HanU 
Telegraph  any  information  as  to  the  source  of 
the  report  contained  in  his  newspaper,  the  office 
being  closed.  I  understand  that  practice  was 
also  being  carried  on  that  morning  from  Her 
Majesty's  sbi^  TerrihU,  now  laying  at  Spithead." 

Lieutenant  Colonel  Lovell  wrote — 

"  Fort  Monckton,  July  1, 1868. 
**  Sir, — In  reply  to  your  memorandum  of  this 
day's  date,  requesting  a  full  report  upon  a  state- 
ment  eontained  in  the  HanU  Telegraph  that  ou 
Thursday,  the  25th  of  June,  that  a  shot  from  Fori 
Monckton  passed  between  the  foremast  and  jib- 
stay  of  a  Ryde  steamer,  I  have  the  honour  to 
state  that  I  was  superintending  the  practice 
carried  on  by  Captain  Girardot,  R.A.'s  battery 
on  that  date,  and  no  shot  fired  on  that  morning 
passed  within  800  yards  of  a  Ryde  steamer  or  any 
other  steamer,  and  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand 
what  could  have  caused  any  report  to  such  effect. 
I  beg  to  fbrwarda  statement  of  Captain  Girardot, 
R.A.,  commanding  the  battery." 
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Captain  Girardot'e  statement  was  to  this 
effect— 

"  I  was  in  oommand  of  No.  7  Battery,  6th 
Brigade,  Royal  Artillery,  during  the  hoars  of  gun 
practice,  from  9.80  a.m.  to  11.30  a.m.  on  Thurs- 
day last,  the  25th  of  June.  The  firing  was  con- 
ducted under  the  superintendence  of  Lieutenant 
Colonel  Lovell,  R.A.  The  greatest  precautions 
were  taken  to  observe  the  orders  regarding  the 
distance  of  Tcssels  passing  from  the  range,  and 
I  most  confidently  state  that  no  shot  was  fired 
when  any  steamer  was  within  500  yards  of  the 
range." 

He  could  not  allow  that  question  to  rest 
where  it  was.  If  the  statement  in  the 
EanU  Telegraph  was  a  true  one  it  was 
quite  intolerable  that  the  public  should 
be  exposed  to  such  a  danger.  He  should 
therefore  make  further  inquiries  in  order 
to  have  the  matter  thoroughly  sifted. 

Mr.  Sebjeant  QASELEE  said,  he 
wished  to  say  that  he  had  a  letter  in  his 
pocket  from  a  passenger  in  the  steamer — 
[*'  Order ! "] 


POST  OFFICE— MAILS  TO  THE  WEST 
INDIES.— (QUESTION. 

Mb.  QEAVES  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  The  cause 
of  the  delay  in  presenting  the  Gorres- 
pondeuoe  [ordered  12th  May]  between 
the  West  India  and  Pacific  Company  and 
the  Treasury  and  Post  Office,  relative  to 
the  conveyance  of  Mails  to  the  West 
Indies  ? 

Mb.  SCLATEB-BOOTH  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  cause  of  the  delay  had  been  that 
parts  of  the  Correspondence  had  to  be 
furnished  by  the  Treasury  and  other  parts 
by  the  Post  Office.  The  whole  of  it  was 
now  in  the  hands  of  the  printer,  and  it 
would  be  distributed  to  hon.  Members  in 
a  few  days. 

EJECTMENTS  SUSPENSION   (IRELAND) 
BILL.— (QUESTION. 

Mb.  KENNEDY  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Not 
to  displace  the  Ejectments  Suspension 
(Ireland)  Bill,  which  stands  No.  1  on  the 
Orders  of  the  Day  for  the  Evening  Sitting 
of  Tuesday  the  7th  instant  ? 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  he  would  not 
be  unmindful  of  the  hon.  Qentleman*s 
wish,  but  must  frankly  tell  him  that, 
desiring  to  bring  the  Business  of  the  House 
forward  at  a  reasonable  time,  he  could  not 
really  pledge  himself  to  comply  with  the 
hoD.  Gentleman's  request. 

8ir  John  Pakington  ^ 


ARMY— EMPLOYMENT  OF   OLD 
SOLDIERS.— QUESTION. 

Sib  HABBY  YERNEY  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether,  referring  to  his  opinion  that  it 
is  desirable  to  give  Government  employ- 
ment to  deserving  old  soldiers,  it  is  true 
that  the  custody  of  the  Parks,  hitherto 
under  the  park  keepers,  almost  all  old 
soldiers,  is  about  to  be  taken  from  them 
and  placed  under  the  Metropolitan  Police; 
and  whether,  if  this  alteration  is  considered 
necessary  in  Hyde  Park,  it  must  be  carried 
out  in  the  other  Parks,  where  the  park 
keepers  have  hitherto  done  their  duty  per- 
fectly well,  and  the  custody  of  which 
afforded  employment,  with  a  small  remu- 
neration, to  many  meritorious  old  soldiers  ? 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  in  re- 
ply,  that  his  hon.  Friend  had  quite  cor- 
rectly expressed  the  views  he  had  ex- 
pressed with  respect  to  the  employment 
of  old  soldiers;  but  his  regard  for  old 
soldiers  did  not  give  him  any  authority 
over  the  Parks.  He  must  refer  his  hon. 
Friend  to  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
for  any  information  Vb  to  the  future  custody 
of  the  Parks. 

Sib  HABBY  YEBNEY  said,  he  would 
therefore  put  his  Question  to  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works. 

Lobd  JOHN  MANNEBS  said,  it  had 
been  thought  highly  expedient  for  the 
public  service  that  old  soldiers  should  no 
longer  be  appointed  as  park  keepers,  and 
he  hoped  that  before  long  every  Boyal 
Park  would  be  placed  in  the  custody  of 
the  Metropolitan  Police. 


CORRUPT   PRACTICES   AT  ELECTIONS 
BILL.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  DARBY  GBIFFITH  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether,  considering  the  re- 
peated personal  pledges  he  has  given  to 
the  House  and  the  flbuntry  to  take  every 
means  to  pass  a  Bill  for  the  repression  of 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  he  does  not 
think  it  desirable  so  to  arrange  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House  as  to  give  precedence 
to  that  Bill  over  others  of  an  ordinary 
character,  if  he  wishes  to  redeem  the 
pledges  he  has  made  on  the  subject? 

Ma.  DISBAELI :  Sir,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  placed  an  argumentative  Ques- 
tion on  the  Paper,  which  is  a  very  incon- 
venient course,  and  one  that  might  lead  to 
discussion.     He  wishes  to  know  if  we 
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intend  to  cany  out  our  intentions.  All  I 
can  say  is,  tbat  if  we  had  not  intended  to 
carry  out  our  intentions  -we  should  not 
have  placed  the  Bill  on  the  Paper  in  the 
position  we  have  done. 

ARMY  ESTIMATES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
If  it  is  the  intention  of  the  GK)yemment 
to  proceed  with  the  Army  Estimates  on 
Monday,  considering  that  the  Papers  con- 
nected with  the  Controller's  Department 
have  not  been  printed  ? 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  in  re- 
ply,  that  he  had  promised  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  North  Lancashire  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  that  the  Papers 
in  question  would  be  laid  on  the  table  in 
good  time  before  Vote*  18  was  moved.  The 
Papers  had  been  laid  on  the  table  on  Tues- 
day, but  he  was  sorry  to  say  it  had  been 
found  impossible  to  complete  the  printing 
in  time  to  allow  them  to  be  distributed  to 
Members  before  Saturday  next.  He  could 
not,  therefore,  bring  on  the  Vote  on  Mon- 
day consistently  with  his  promise  to  the 
noble  Lord.  Although,  therefore,  the 
Army  Estimates  might  stand  on  the  Paper 
for  Monday,  he  should  not,  if  it  was  the 
wish  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  proceed  with 
them  on  that  day. 

NAVY— CAPTAINS   ON    THE  RESERVED 
LIST.— OTESTION. 

Mb.  OTiEIRNE  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  he  will  place  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  the  Case  submitted  in  1862  to 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  with  their 
Opinion  thereon,  upon  the  Claims  of  the 
Captains  on  the  Reserved  List  ? 

SiB  JOHN  HAY  said,  that,  in  the 
unavoidable  absence  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
he  would  reply  to  the  Question.  He  had 
to  inform  the  bon.  Gentleman  that  it 
would  be  contrary  to  all  precedent  to  lay 
on  the  table  Copies  of  the  confidential 
commnnications  which  might  have  passed 
between  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
and  the  Heads  of  Public  Departments. 
The  case  of  those  Reserved  Captains  had 
been  carefully  considered,  as  soon  as  the 
present  Government  came  into  Office. 
Nearly  half  of  them,  thirty-seven,  had 
served  one  year  at  sea  and  so  fulfilled  the 
conditions  which  enabled  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty to  grant  the  advantages  for  which 


they  asked ;  but  the  rest  of  them  had  not 
served  a  year  at  sea,  and  the  Admiralty 
were  therefore  unable  to  pursue  a  similar 
course  in  their  case. 

ABYSSINIAN  EXPEDITION— VOTE  OF 
THANKS   TO   HER  MAJESTY'S  FORCES. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Mr.  Speaker— I  rise 
to  move  that  the  Thanks  of  this  House 
be  given  to  those  who  planned  and  accom- 
plished one  of  the  most  remarkable  mili- 
tary enterprizes  of  this  century.  When 
the  invasion  of  Abyssinia  was  first  mooted 
it  was  denounced  as  a  rash  enterprize, 
pregnant  with  certain  peril  and  probable 
disaster.  It  was  described,  indeed,  as  one 
of  the  most  rash  undertakings  which  had 
ever  been  recommended  by  a  Government 
to  Parliament.  The  country  was  almost 
unknown  to  us,  or  known  only  as  one 
difficult  of  access  and  very  deficient  in  all 
those  supplies  which  are  necessary  for  an 
army.  Indeed,  the  Commander  of  this 
Expedition  had  to  commence  his  operations 
by  forming  his  base  on  a  desolate  shore, 
and  by  a  creating  a  road  to  the  land  he 
was  invading  through  a  wall  of  mountains. 
Availing  himself  for  this  purpose  of  the 
beds  of  exhausted  torrents,  he  gradually 
reached  a  lofty  table- land — wild  and  for 
the  most  part  barren — frequently  inter- 
sected with  mountain  ranges  of  great  ele- 
vation, occasionally  breaking  into  ravines 
and  gorges  that  were  apparently  unfathom- 
able. Yet,  over  this  country,  for  more 
than  300  miles,  the  Commander-in-Chief 
guided  and  sustained  a  numerous  host, 
composed  of  many  thousands  of  fighting 
men,  as  many  camp  followers,  and  vast 
caravans  of  animals,  bearing  supplies,  more 
numerous  than  both.  Over  this  land  he 
guided  cavalry  and  infantry,  and — what 
is  perhaps  the  most  remarkable  part  of 
the  Expedition — he  led  the  elephants  of 
Asia,  bearing  the  artillery  of  Europe,  ov«r 
AMcan  passes  which  might  have  startled 
the  trapper  and  appalled  the  hunter  of 
the  Alps.  When  he  arrived  at  the  base  of 
this  critical  rendezvous,  he  encountered  no 
inglorious  foe  ;  and  if  the  manly  qualities 
of  the  Abyssinians  sank  before  the  re- 
sources of  our  warlike  science,  our  troops, 
even  after  that  combat,  had  to  scale  a 
mountain  fortress,  of  which  the  intrinsic 
strength  was  such  that  it  may  be  fairly 
said  it  would  have  been  impregnable  to 
the  whole  world  had  it  been  defended 
by  the  man  by  whom  it  was  assailed.  But 
ail  these  obstacles  and  all  these  difficul- 
ties and  dangers  were  overcome  by  Sir 


Digitized  by 


Google 


52d 


Abp$Hman 


(COMUOKSl 


JExp^ikn^ 


524 


Robert  Kapier,  and  thai  came  to  pass 
which  ten  years  ago  not  one  of  us  could 
have  imagined  even  in  his  dreams,  and 
which  must,  under  all  the  circumstances, 
be  an  event  of  peculiar  interest  to  an 
Englishman — the  standard  of  St.  George 
was  hoisted  on  the  mountains  of  Basselas. 
If  we  turn  from  the  oonduet  of  the  Bxpe- 
dition  to  the  character  of  the  person  who 
commanded  it,  I  think  it  must  be  acknow- 
ledged that  rarely  has  an  Expedition  been 
planned  with  more  providence  and  exe- 
cuted with  more  preeision.  In  connection 
with  it  everything  seems  to  have  been 
foreseen  and  everything  supplied.  It 
would  be  presumptuous  in  me  to  dwell  on 
the  military  qinalities  of  the  Commander  ; 
bnt  all  must  recognize,  and  all  may  ad- 
mire,  the  sagacity  and  the  patience,  the 
temper  and  the  resource,  invariably  ex- 
hibited. I  shall,  however,  perhaps  be 
justified  in  calling  attention  to  the  rare 
union  of  diplomatic  ability  and  military 
■kill  in  the  conduct  of  Sir  Robert  Napier. 
Indeed,  I  do  not  think  a  public  man  has 
ever  shown  more  discretion  than  he  has 
done.  Had  it  not  been  for  his  manage- 
ment of  men— not  merely  in  the  skilful 
handling  of  bis  troops  on  an  exhausting 
march,  but  in  the  way  in  which  he 
moulded  the  dispositions  of  the  Kative 
Princet— the  result  might  have  been  dif-' 
ferent.  And  he  moulded  them  to  his  pur- 
pose without  involving  his  country  in  any 
perilous  contract  or  engagement.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  am  sure  the  House 
will  heartily  offer  and  vote  its  Thanks  to 
this  distinguished  man.  It  has  been  said 
by  the  greatest  soldier  who  ever  flourished 
-^at  leastin  modemtimes— that  the  Thanks 
of  the  House  of  Commons  were  a  com- 
pliment the  most  appreciated  by  military 
men,  and  that,  next  to  the  favour  of  their 
Sovereign,  the  acknowledgment  of  their 
services  by  Parliament  was  the  reward 
which  they  most  valued.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  Sir  Robert  Napier  is  influenced  by 
those  feelings ;  but  the  House  of  Com- 
mons^ at  this  moment  will  remember  that 
this  is  not  the  first  time,  nor  even  the 
second,  that  it  has  ofie^d  to  him  its 
thanks.  Happy  is  the  man  who  has  been 
ihrice  thanked  by  his  country  !  By  his 
splendid  aohierements  in  Abyssinia,  Sir 
Robert  Napier  has  only  fulfilled  the  pro- 
mise of  the  plains  of  India,  and  consum- 
mated his  exploits  on  the  Chinese  field. 
It  is,  I  may  add,  not  the  least  interesting 
part  of  our  business  this  evening  to  re- 
oogniie  the  merits  of  another  great 
Mr,  DUraeli 


branch  of  Her  Majesty's  forces.  The 
army  and  navy  have  rarely  acted  together 
in  the  history  of  this  country  without 
successful  results;  but  there  have  been,  I 
think,  few  instances  in  which  they  have 
mutually  assisted  each  other  more  efieo- 
tually,  and  in  which  their  combined  ex- 
ertions have  been  attended  with  greater 
(success  than  in  the  Abyssinian  Expedition. 
I  need  not  remind  the  House  how  much 
depends  on  the  skill  and  efficiency  with 
which  the  transport  of  troops  and  stores  is 
conducted  in  such  an  undertaking.  Bnt 
I  may  recall  to  the  recollection  of  the 
House,  in  order  that  they  may  clearly  un- 
derstand them,  the  very  great  difficulties 
attending  the  Expedition  in  that  respect, 
and  the  admirable  manner  in  which  those 
difilculties  were  surmounted.  The  num* 
her  of  vessels  employed  amounted  to  no 
fewer  than  800,  some  of  great  tonnage, 
collected  from  all  parts  of  Her  Majesty's 
dominions,  yet  all  brought  at  the  right 
moment  to  the  right  place,  under  the 
superintendence  of  Commodore  Heath. 
The  exertions  of  the  Navy  were  not,  how- 
ever, limited  merely  to  this  important 
branch  of  the  public  service.  The  un- 
known waters  of  Abyssinia  were  buoyed 
and  lighted  with  a  promptitude  and  cer- 
tainty which  cannot  be  too  highly  praised, 
and  which  were  of  the  utmost  importance; 
and  it  was  mainly  owing  to  the  great  ex- 
ertions of  the  Navy  that  water,  on  which 
the  success  of  the  Expedition  greatly  de- 
pended, and  the  want  of  which  for  a  mo- 
ment threatened  the  successful  accom- 
plishment of  the  Expedition,  was  supplied. 
The  building  of  the  piers  and  the  estab- 
lishing of  condensing  machines  were  mainly 
owing  to  the  exertions  of  the  Navy,  who 
on  all  occasions  showed  the  utmost  will* 
ingness  to  devote  their  labours  to  the  suc- 
cess of  this  great  enterprize.  But  it  was 
not  to  the  mere  transport  of  troops,  not 
to  the  mere  buoying  and  lighting  of 
Annesley  Bayi  nor  the  mere  condensing 
of  water  that  the  duties  and  labours  of 
the  Navy  were  limited.  They  equipped 
and  manned  a  most  efficient  corps,  which 
took  a  very  active  part  in  the  invasion  of 
Abyssinia  —  the  Rocket  Brigade.  They 
were  present  on  that  great  march  during 
which  Sir  Robert  Napier  handled  his 
troops  with  so  much  dexterity — a  march 
requiring  so  much  endurance  on  the  part 
of  our  forces  —  and  they  joined  in  that 
critical  operation  the  scaling  of  the  fortress 
of  Magdda.  Therefore,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  House  will  offer  its  most 
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cordifti  and  grateliil  Thanks  to  Commodore 
Heath,  irho  commanded  the  naval  force. 
In  acfcoowledging  the  great  seryiees  of  the 
distingaisfaed  man  who  was  the  chief  Com- 
maader   of  the  Expedition,   and  of  the 
eminent  officer  who  eommanded  the  NaTj, 
we  must  not  be  nnmindfdl  of  the  condnct 
of  the  men,  both  in  the  Army  and  the  Na?y. 
I  think  we  may  fairly  say  that  the  con- 
daet  of  the  troops  and  sailors  was  alike 
complete    and    admirable.     There    have 
been  instances,  no  donbt,  of  rapid  marches 
snd  triumphant  fields,  which  have  occa- 
lioaed  greater  sensation  at  the  moment, 
in  the  history  of  modem  times  ;   but  if 
joa  look  to   the  exhibition    of  military 
virtue,  I  donbt  whether  the  qualities  of 
patience,  endurance,    and  good    temper, 
manifested  under  the  most  trying  ciroum- 
stanees,  have  ever  been  more  fully  exem* 
plified.     I  doubt  whether  the  loroe  of  dis- 
dplined  man  was  ever  more  successfully 
asitfted.    There  was  shown  that  gallantry 
on  which  we  can  always  count,  and  which 
enables  our  forces  to   meet  any  dangers 
and  difficulties;  but  what  was  most  ad- 
mirable was  the  endurance  and  docility 
which  were   exemplified   by  the  troops, 
and  which  enhanced  the  glorious  result  of 
the  operations. '  The  House  therefore  will, 
I  am  sure,  acknowledge  in  a  manner  most 
grateful  to  the  men  both  of  the  Army  and 
Sfavy  its  sense  of  their  services,  and  will 
take  means  by  whieh  that  sense  shall  be 
made  known  to  them  through  their  re- 
spective commanding  officers,  making  men- 
tion to  each  regiment  the  opinion  of  the 
Honse  with  reference  to  their  services  and 
eottdnct.    There  are  many  distinguished 
oficera  whose   services   they    must    also 
diortly  acknowledge,    and  whose  names 
were  inserted  in  the  Besolution.     Before 
eoneluding,  I  would  venture  also  to  con- 
grstohite  the  Honse,  not  on  the  conduct 
of  the  Expedition,  of  which  I  have  al- 
ready treated,  but  on  its  character.   When 
it  was  first  announced  that  England  was 
i^Mot  to  embark  on  a  most  costly  and 
periloos  Expedition  merely  to  vindicate 
tifes  honour  <xf  onr  Sovereign  and  to  rescue 
fr^Ms  an  unjust  but  remote  captivity  a  lew 
of  our  Mlow-snbjects,  the  announcement 
^«i  reeeived  in  more  than  one  country 
vith  aooiethiBg  like  mocking  incredulity. 
But  we  have  anerted  the  purity  of  our 
Purpose.    In  on   f^  accused,  and   per- 
»afs  not  unjustly,  of  selfishness  and  a 
y^  great  regard  for  material  interests,  it 
^  taaieUiiiig,  is  so  striking  and  significani 
a  ttaaaer,  for  a  great  nation  to  hare  vindi- 


cated the  higher  principles  of  hvmanity. 
li  is  a  privilege  to  belong  to  a  country 
wliich  has  done  such  deeds.  They  will 
add  lustre  to  the  nadie  of  this  nation,  and 
will  beneficially  influence  the  future  his- 
tory of  the  world.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman concluded  by  proposing  the  Reso- 
lutions. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  1  believe  it  is 
my  duty  to  second  the  Motion  which  has 
been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ; 
and  this  is  certainly  an  occasion  on  which 
the  performance  of  such  a  duty  must  be 
regarded  in  the  light  also  of  a  rare  pri- 
vilege. Indeed,  Sir,  if  it  were  the  custom 
of  this  House,  as  it  is  not,  on  any  occasion 
to  dispense  with  forme,  and  to  give  effect 
to  its  feelings,  in  the  manner  of  some  as- 
semblies, by  the  method  of  acclamation,  I 
believe  that  acclamation  is  perhaps  the 
mode  in  which  it  would  be  most  gratifying 
to  us  all  to  make  known  our  decision  on 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  described 
with  great  felicity  of  expression,  and,  so 
far  as  I  can  judge,  without  the  smallest 
exaggeration,  the  general  character  of  this 
Expedition,  from  which  it  derives  its  title 
to  a  plaoe  of  no  very  common  order  in 
military  history.  I  do  not,  of  course, 
mean  to  claim  for  it— nor  would  it  be  wise 
to  claim  for  those  who  have  been  engaged 
in  it — precisely  the  same  kind  of  fame  as 
attaches  to  occasions  in  which  desperate 
conflicts  have  been  waged  with  equal  or 
nearly  equal  force  between  nations  or  be- 
tween armies  alike  possessed  of  all  the 
resources  of  modem  warfare.  But  we  have 
lived  into  a  time  in  which,  if  it  cannot  be 
said  of  'the  soldier,  it  must  be  said  of  the 
commander,  that  mere  fighting,  however 
arduous  the  task,  mere  tactics,  and  mere 
strategy  have  become,  perhaps  though  still 
vital  and.  essential,  yet  almost  secondary 
parts  of  the  qualities  required  to  make  a 
successful  general.  And  it  is  in  this  de- 
partment, which  relates  to  the  conflict  that 
had  to  be  carried  on  by  Sir  Bobert  Napier, 
with  Nature,  with  distance,  with  climate, 
with  all  the  diversities  and  difficulties 
presented  by  one  of  the  most  peculiar  por- 
tions of  the  earth,  with  the  civil  govern- 
ment of  the  Army,  with  the  provision  made 
for  every  want,  that  this  Expedition  pre* 
sents  to  our  view  a  history  alike  complete 
and  satisfactory.  There  is,  indeed,  some- 
thing tame  and  feeble  in  the  language  of 
uniform  and  unbroken  eulogy,  and  yet  the 
occasion  does  not  permit  us  to  adopt  ixxf 
other  language.     WO  may  look  at  what 
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has  ooenrrecl  with  reference  to  the  Com- 
mander, with  reference  to  the  officers  hy 
whom  he  was  so  ably  seconded,  with  re- 
ference to  the  soldiers  who  moved  and  acted 
tinder  their  orders,  and  lastly  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Government  at  home.  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  has  abstained  from 
claiming  any  peculiar  praise  for  the 
Government  at  home ;  but  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  we  are  indebted  to  them  for 
the  wise  choice  of  the  Commander.  We 
are  indebted  to  them,  and  we  are  in- 
debted to  those  with  whom  they  may  have 
taken  counsel,  for  the  unbounded  confi- 
dence they  reposed  in  the  abilities  of  the 
object  of  their  choice ;  for  the  unsparing 
liberality  with  which,  on  deciding  the 
difficult  question  of  facing  these  great  risks, 
they  made  the  whole  resources  of  the 
country  available  for  the  purposes  that 
were  in  view ;  for  the  care  and  forethought 
with  which,  so  far  at  least  as  I  am  able  to 
judge,  all  the  necessary  provisions  were 
made.  Here  it  would  not  be  more  than 
justice,  I  thipk^  to  distinguish  among  the 
Members  of  the  Government  that  Minister 
who  necessarily  must  have  been  charged 
with  the  chief  share  of  the  responsibility 
and  labours  of  the  Expedition — I  mean  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  ;  and  lastly,  we 
are  indebted  to  the  Government  for  the 
firmness  and  decision  with  which,  from  first 
to  last,  they  persisted— acting  therein,  I 
must  say,  in  accordance  with  public  opinion 
and  the  enlightened  mind  of  the  nation — in 
confining  the  operations  of  this  Expedition 
to  its  legitimate  purpose,  and  in  refusing 
to  be  led  beyond  the  line  of  duty  and  wis- 
dom by  any  visions,  however  flattering  and 
seductive.  We  have  been  permitt^  to 
gain  on  this  occasion  what  may  be  called 
an  almost  tearless  victory.  Perhaps  I  shall 
not  be  going  too  far  from  this  subject  if  I 
uttter  a  word  of  regret  for  the  fate  of 
Colonel  Dunne,  the  only  field  officer  who 
lost  his  life,  though  not  by  direct  military 
operations,  and  who  proved  in  the  deadly 
charge  at  Balaclava  the  courage  with  which 
he  was  endowed,  who  received  from  the 
hands  of  his  Sovereign  the  Victoria  Cross, 
who  sought  active  service  as  commander 
of  his  gallant  regiment,  the  SSrd,  which 
made  the  assault  on  Magdala ;  and  who 
found  a  grave  io  the  country  to  which  he 
accompanied  the  Expedition,  and  a  place 
of  honour  in  the  recollections  of  his  fellow- 
citizens.  But,  though  we  know  that  all 
have  done  their  duty  well  from  first  to  last, 
it  is  impossible  not  to  dwell  with  a  pecu- 
liar interest  on  this  special  occasion  on  the 
Mr.  Gladitons 


character  of  the  man  whose  name  first  ap- 
pears and  most  prominently  in  the  Motion 
now  made.  Without  him  it  might  have 
been  possible  that  great  things  might  have 
been  achieved ;  but  there  is  a  complete- 
ness in  the  work  achieved  that  we  cannot 
do  otherwise  than  connect  in  a  special 
manner  with  the  special  qualities  of  his 
mind  and  his  capacity.  Without  him  we 
scarcely  could  have  hoped  that  this  Expe- 
dition would  stand  upon  record  among 
those  occasions  when  nations  resort  to  the 
bloody  arbitrament  of  war,  as  one  in  which 
not  one  drop  was  added  to  the  cup  of  human 
suffering  which  any  humane  forethought 
could  spare,  and  in  which  the  severest 
critic,  in  reviewing  the  proceedings,  will 
find  nothing  to  except  to  in  regard  to  the 
military,  political,  and  moral  aspect  of  the 
proceedings.  No  man  can  read  the  de- 
spatches of  Sir  Eobert  Napier,  and  es- 
pecially the  despatch  circulated  for  our 
information  to-day,  without  seeing  that, 
after  we  ha?  e  given  him  the  praise  of  being 
a  Commander  apparently  consummate  in 
meeting  every  demand  made  on  him  for 
military  qualities,  there  is  something  which 
remains  beyond «— there  is  the  mind,  firm 
of  purpose,  never  losing  for  one  moment 
its  thorough  balance,  and  among  all  anxiety 
and  excitement,  keeping  an  eye  steadily 
fixed  on  moral  aims,  and  remembering, 
under  all  circumstances,  the  duty  of  keep- 
ing and  maintaining,  untainted  and  in 
virgin  purity,  the  honour  and  character  of 
his  country.  Nor  can  anyone  become 
acquainted  with  Sir  Robert  Napier — and 
we  must  all  feel  we  become  acquainted 
with  him  when  we  read  his  interesting, 
his  manly,  his  simple,  and  his  modest  ac- 
count^ without  feeling  that  we  part  from 
the  consideration  of  the  subject  not  only 
with  gratitude  and  admiration  of  the  Gen- 
eral, but  with  respect,  with  regret — I 
would  almost  say,  with  affection — for  the 
man.  Sir,  I  re-echo  the  statement  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  value 
highly  the  privilege  that  fiEdls  to  me  of 
seconding  the  Motion  he  has  made. 

Resolved,  Nemine  ConiradieenU,  That  the 
Thanks  of  this  House  be  giyen  to  Lieutenant 
General  Sir  Robert  Napier,  G.C.B.,  G.C.S.I.,  for 
the  exemplary  skill  with  which  he  planned,  and 
the  distinguished  energy,  courage,  and  per- 
seyerance  with  which  he  conducted  the  reoent 
Expedition  into  Abyssinia,  resulting  in  the  defeat, 
by  Her  Majesty's  Forces,  of  the  Army  of  King 
Theodore,  and  the  Tindication  of  the  honour  of 
the  Country,  by  the  rescue  from  Captirity  of  Her 
Migesty's  Envoy  and  other  British  Subjects,  and 
by  the  capture  and  destmotion  of  the  strong 
Fortress  of  Magdala. 
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Buehed,  Nemitis  CorUradicenU,  That  the 
Thanki  of  this  Hoose  be  given  to  Commodore 
Heath,  R.N^  C.B.,  for  the  indefatigable  zeal  and 
pvkt  ability  with  which  he  conducted  the  Naral 
Operations  connected  with  the  Transport  of  the 
Troops  and  Stores,  upon  which  the  success  of  the 
Expedition  materiall  j  depended. 

Retobted,  Nemine  ContrcuHcejUe,  That  the 
Thanks  of  this  Ilouse  be  given  to  Major  General 
Sir  Cbarlee  Staveley,  K.C.B.,  Major  General  G. 
Malooim,  C.B.,  Maior  General  E.  L.  Russell, 
Brigadier  General  W.  Merewether,  C.B^  and  the 
other  Oficers  of  the  Navy  and  Army,  for  the 
eoefgy,  gallantry,  and  ability  with  which  they 
hare  executed  the  various  Services  which  they 
hare  been  called  on  to  perform  throughout  these 
arduous  operationa. 

B$$dhfed^  Nemitu  Contradieenie,  That  this 
Hooae  doth  highly  acknowledge  and  approve  the 
disoipline,  gallantry,  and  endurance  displayed  by 
the  Petty  Oflloers,  Non-commissioned  OflScers, 
and  Men  of  the  Navy  and  Army,  both  European 
and  Native,  during  these  operations  ;  and  that  the 
sane  be  signified  to  them  by  their  respective 
Cominaoding  OflBcers. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  communicate 
the  said  Reaolotions  to  lieutenant  General  Sir 
Robert  Napier,  and  that  he  be  requested  by  Mr. 
Speaker  to  aignify  the  aame  to  Commodore 
Baath,  R.N.,  C.B.,  M«jor  General  Sir  Charles 
Staveley,  K.G.B.,  Major  General  G.  Malcolm, 
C.B^  Major  General  £.  L.  Russell.  Brigadier 
General  W.  Merewetber,  O.B.,  and  to  the  several 
OfBeen  of  the  Nary  and  Army  who  served  in  the 
taid  Expedition.— (ifr./>i>rae/t.) 


SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

MoCioii  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  ICr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Owdr." 

IRRIGATION  WORKS  IN  INDU. 

MOnOV  70B  AIT  ADDEBSS. 

He.  BOUVEEIE  rose  to  move  for  Copy 
cif  any  further  Despatches,  Telegrams,  and 
Lett^s  between  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
CoQoeil  and  the  Government  of  India, 
rapecting  the  proposed  purchase  of  the 
works  of  the  East  India  Irrigation  Com- 
pany, or  the  advance  of  fiinds  for  th9 
works  thereof  since  July  16,  1867.  There 
were  two  Bills  of  an  important  character 
^"CiCore  the  House  relating  to  the  Qovem- 
meat  of  lodia,  affecting  the  relations  be- 
tweea  the  Home  Government  and  the 
Indian  Government,  and  the  relations 
between  tiie  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
sad  the  Council.  The  Papers  he  wished 
to  obiain  would,  he  anticipated,  throw  an 
inDpoctaat  light  upon  these  questions,  and 
asBtat  them  materially  in  arriving  at  a 
WHuid  condosion,  as  to  the  proper  mode  in 
wrfaioh  these  relatioiis  should    be  estab- 


lished. The  House  would  remember  that 
about  two  years  ago  there  was  a  most 
fearful  famine  in  the  province  of  Bengal 
— one  of  the  most  frij^htful  famines  ever 
recorded  in  history.  He  was  not  about  to 
dilate  on  the  famine  in  Orissa  ;  but  it  was 
necessary,  in  order  to  lay  the  ground  for 
what  he  was  going  to  urge,  that  he  should 
state  one  or  two  circumstances  connected 
with  it ;  and  he  could  not  do  better  than 
read  two  extracts  from  papers  now  in  the 
Library.  There  had  been  an  inquiry  in 
the  province  as  to  the  nature  and  extent 
of  tiie  famine,  and  a  great  number  of 
witnesses  had  been  examined,  from  whose 
evidence  he  would  select  two  passages 
almost  at  random  : — The  Bev.  A.  Miller, 
Balasore,  said — 

"  I  think  the  mortality  was  greater  than  was 
reported.  Hundreds  died  in  the  fields  and  oat- 
of  the- way  plaoes,  where  no  one  knew  them.  If 
one  chanced  to  cross  the  coontry  one  saw  the 
bodies  lying  about,  and  the  jackals  eating  them. 
I  should  say,  to  be  within  bounds,  that  alwut  one 
quarter  of  the  population  of  Orissa  has  died.  In 
this  neighbourhood,  I  think  the  mortality  has 
been  about  one-third,  but  I  believe  in  other  parts 
of  the  province  it  has  not  been  so  severe.  But, 
as  respects  the  general  misery  and  suflbring,  1  do 
not  think  it  has  ever  been  fully  described ;  it 
would  almost  be  impossible  to  exaggerate  it.  The 
people  bore  their  misery  with  extraordinary  quiet 
and  submission.  Nothing  that  I  have  ever  read 
has  enabled  me  to  conceive  anything  equal  to  this 
&mine.  I  have  known  no  instance  of  Hindoos 
eating  dogs,  or  oats,  or  cows.  But  they  did  eat 
their  own  children,  when  they  were  dead.  I  heard 
a  well-authenticated  instance,  in  which  a  mother 
and  son  were  found  eating  a  dead  child." 

Abdool  Ghunnee,  zemindar,  Balasore,  said— 

'*  There  were  18.000  people  on  my  estates  ;  of 
these  4,700  have  died  during  the  &mine." 

He  believed  that  the  mortality  occasioned 
by  that  great  calamity  was  little  short  of 
1,000,000.  The  inference  he  wished  to 
draw  from  this  deplorable  state  of  things 
was  that  no  effort  they  could  make  of  an 
indirect  kind  should  be  spared,  in  order  to 
avoid  the  recurrence  of  such  a  calamity  as 
this.  They  were  bound  to  do  their  best 
for  the  people  they  had  undertaken  to 
govern.  Now,  there  was  but  one  remedy 
that  had  ever  been  suggested,  and  which 
was  admitted  to  be  perfect  against  the 
recurrence  of  such  calamities,  and  that 
was  irrigation  works.  These  calamities 
arose  from  the  failure  of  water,  owing  to 
the  great  prevalence  of  drought,  which 
would  have  been  almost  entirely  obviated 
if  those  means  of  irrigation  had  been  pro- 
vided which  engineers  were  perfectly  able 
to  supply,  if  they  were  furnished  with  the 
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necessary  fdnds.  This  was  a  matter  of 
great  importance  to  India,  and  the  Papers 
he  asked  for  would  show  that  the  present 
GoTernment  had  not  acted  as  they  should 
have  done  in  regard  to  it.  A  private  com- 
pany of  adventurers,  encouraged  hy  Lord 
Canning,  when  he  was  Governor  General 
of  India,  did  undertake  to  provide  irriga- 
tion works  for  the  province.  They  made 
great  progress  with  the  works,  and  laid 
out  a  large  amount  of  capital  in  forming 
dams,  canals,  and  other  engineering  ar- 
rangements, with  the  ohject  of  provid- 
ing the  means  of  irrigating  a  large  por- 
tion of  this  very  province  —  arrange- 
ments which,  if  they  had  been  completed, 
would  have  obviated  this  dreadful  famine. 
There  were  two  sets  of  opinions  with  regard 
to  the  construction  of  public  works  in 
India ;  there  was  one  set  that  believed 
that  these  great  undertakings  should  be 
carried  on  by  private  enterprize ;  and  there 
was  another,  more  associated  with  the  old 
notions  of  Indian  government,  which 
imagined  that  the  less  private  capital  and 
enterprize  had  to  do  with  India  the  better 
for  India,  and  that  works  of  this  kind  had 
better  be  executed  by  Government  officers, 
and  with  public  revenue.  Lord  Canning 
was  in  favour  of  private  enterprize,  whilst 
Sir  John  Lawrence  belonged  to  the  school 
that  believed  that  such  works  should  be 
executed  by  Government.  There  was 
upon  the  table  of  the  House  a  Paper  pre- 
sented this  Session,  signed  by  the  Queen 
in  Council,  and  by  the  Council,  in  which 
it  was  recommended  that  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment should  purchase  the  works  of 
this  great  Company  at  a  certain  stated 
price.  That  despatch  was  withheld  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  for  a  con- 
siderable time  from  the  House,  and  in 
doing  no  doubt  what  he  considered  his 
duty  he  committed  an  act  not  becoming 
the  head  of  a  great  public  Department. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  adopted  the 
policy  recommended  by  the  Governor 
General  and  his  Council,  but  he  kept  back 
the  despatch  containing  the  terms  which 
were  proposed  as  just  and  feir  by  them, 
while  be  endeavoured  to  drive  a  hard  bar- 
gain with  the  Company.  It  was  not  in  his 
opinion  consistent  with  the  dignity  of  a 
great  Department  of  the  State  to  endea- 
vour to  make  a  very  good  bargain  out  of 
the  special  necessities  of  a  private  company; 
neither  was  it  within  the  duty  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  to  dispute 
the  authority  of  the  Governor  and  Council 
in  a  matter  which  they  were  peculiarly 
Mr.  Bouverie 


fitted  to  determine.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet having  offered  far  less  terms  than 
Sir  John  Lawrence  and  his  Council  thought 
just,  his  offer  was  refused  by  the  Company, 
and  then  the  despatch  was  laid  upon  the 
table  of  the  House,  when  the  Company  at 
once  perceived  that  the  Government  had 
offered  them  less  than  the  terms  proposed 
by  Sir  John  Lawrence.  The  Company, 
taking  what  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  rea- 
sonable step,  offered  the  works  to  the  Go- 
vernment dn  the  terms  mentioned  in  the 
despatch,  but  their  offer  was  declined  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  no  doubt  for  what 
he  deemed  very  good  reasons.  It  appeared 
to  him  essentia  that  these  great  and  benefi- 
cial works  should  be  completed  as  early  as 
possible,  in  order  to  prevent  the  recurrence 
of  these  dreadful  famines,  and  if  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  refused  to  purchase  them 
on  the  terms  offered,  he  should  lend  all 
the  assistanee  in  his  power,  consistently 
with  his  public  duty,  to  facilitate  their 
completion,  by  which  water,  that  great 
blessing  and  source  of  wealth  in  India, 
would  be  diffused  throughout  the  province 
in  question.  This  was  not  merely  a  ques- 
tion between  a  private  company  on  the 
one  hand  and  the  Indian  Government  on 
the  other,  it  was  an  illustration  of  the  dif- 
ficulties which  beset  all  Indian  financial 
questions.  The  Secretary  of  State  had  told 
them  that  in  all  matters  of  finance  he  was 
dependent  upon  his  Council,  who,  by  Act 
of  Parliament,  possessed  the  entire  control 
of  all  matters  relating  to  the  expenditure 
of  money  in  India  ;  and  that  was  the  sys- 
tem which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  pro- 
posed to  continue.  Instead  of  there  being 
a  Secretary  of  State  in  that  House  who 
was  responsible  for  these  matters,  there 
was  an  irresponsible  Council  behind  whom 
the  Secretary  of  State  could,  if  he  were 
so  inclined,  always  shelter  himself.  It 
had  been  his  object  to  draw  attention  to 
that  point,  and  having  done  so  he  begged 
to  make  the  Motion  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Mb.  BAZLBT,  in  seconding  the  Mo- 
tion, recommended  that  large  basins  or 
reservoirs,  connected  by  canals,  should  be 
made  in  India  for  the  purpose  of  storing 
the  water  and  affording  water  communica- 
tions throughout  the  country.  Such  works 
would  be  of  immense  importance  to  the 
development  of  the  resources  of  the  coun- 
try, and  would  prevent  a  recurrence  of 
that  frightful  calamity  under  which  the 
district  in  question  had  recently  suffsred. 
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AnModment  proposed. 

To  leare  out  from  the  word  "  Thai"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  an  bumble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, that  She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to  give 
directions  that  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
Copy  of  any  further  Despatches,  Telegrams,  and 
Letters  between  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council 
and  the  Govenment  of  India  respecting  the  pro- 
posed porehass  of  the  works  of  the  East  India 
Irrigation  Company,  or  the  adranoe  of  funds  for 
the  works  thereof  since    July  16,  1867,"— (ifr. 

— instead  thereof. 

Qoetdon  proposed*  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Qoes^n." 

8»  8TAFF0BD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  had  not  expected  that  the  Motion  of 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman,  which  was  at 
the  bottom  of  the  list  of  Motions  upon 
gofDg^  into  Committee  of  Supply,  would 
have  been  reached  at  such  an  early  hour« 
and  therefore  he   had  not  obtained  any 
wgMsi  information  upon  the  subject.    He, 
however,  was  prepared  to  give  a  general 
answer  to  the  observations  of  the  right 
boo.  Gentleman.     In  the  first  place,  he 
liad  no  Q^ijeetion  to  the  production  of  all 
despatches  and  telegrams  which  had  passed 
upon  the  sel^ect.     He  regretted  tiiat  the 
T^bt  hoD.  Gentleman  should  have  thought 
it  neeessory  to  comment  in   the   terms 
which  he  had  employed  on  the  fact  that 
it  had  not  been  deemed  right  to  eommuni- 
eate  to  the  Directors  of  the  Irrigation 
Company  the  despatch  of  the  Governor 
Geeertl  proposing  certain  terms  for  the 
pnrebaae  of  the  works  of  the  Company. 
He  believed  the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
would  acknowledge  that  if  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Comaeil  for  India  to  offer  less  liberal 
terras  than  those  mentioned  in  that  des- 
pateh,  it  would  eertainly  not  have  been 
tbeir  duly  to  have  accompanied  that  pro- 
posal with  a  communication    in   which 
higho  terms  were    mentioned,   for    the 
^eet  of  soeh  a  course  would  simply  have 
been  to  throw  dirt  on  their  own  offer. 
The  question  really  resolved  itself  into 
^n*— wh^her  they  ought  to  have  at  once 
acted  upon  the  judgment  of  the  Indian 
Govenusent,  or  have  exercised  the  right 
*^ J"^Wg  for  themselves?    Now,  ParSa- 
B6at  hid  distinctly  imposed  upon  the 
Seeretaiy  of  State  for  India  in  Council  the 
d>ity  of  superintending  the  expenditure  of 
the  lerenue  and  finances  of  India,  and  as 
t^^re  w»  a  difiTerence    of  upwards    of 
£100,000  in  the  terms  mentioned  in  the 
^ttjftbi^  and  the  oflier  actually  made,  he 


did  not  think  that  he  would  have  been 
justified  in  offering  so  large  a  sum  above 
what  he  believed  to  be  the  real  value  of 
the  works.     But  the  Government  of  India 
not  only  suggested  those  terms  as  the  ex- 
treme point  to  which  the  offer  should  be 
carried,  but  contemplated  moreorer  their 
exercising  their  own  discretion  in  the  mat- 
ter.    But  he  must  take  exception  to  one 
of  the  statements  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  an  offer  below  the  real  value 
of  the  works  had  been  made  in  order  to 
gain  an  advantage  over  the  Company,  and 
to  force  them  to  enter  into  a  bargain  which 
would  be  advantageous  for  the  Govern- 
ment, and  that  therefore  the  Company  were 
purposely  kept  in  the  dark  as  to  the  re- 
commendation which  had  been  made  by 
the  Government  of  India.     That  was  not 
the  case.     The  Government  of  India  were 
not  at  all  anxious  to  purchase  these  works, 
but  they  were  desirous  of  purchasing  the 
Behar  scheme,  which  the  Company  would 
scarcely   at   present  have  the  means  of 
completing  with  reference  to  the  Orissa 
scheme,   however,   it  was    not    thought 
advisable  to  deviate  from  the  policy  which 
had  been  adopted  from  the  days  of  Lord 
Canning  and  even  earlier — of  allowing 
works  of  this  nature  to  be  undertaken  by 
private  individuals,  and  though  the  Orissa 
Company  had  for  some  little  time  been  in 
difficulties,  they  could  not  blind  their  eyes 
to  the  f^t  that  the  Company  had  made 
great  efforts  to  raise  money,  and  had  ac- 
tually succeeded  in  raising  something  like 
£800,000,  which  had  been  expended  in 
carrying  on  the  work  in  a  very  creditable 
manner.     In  case  the  offer  made  should 
not  prove  acceptable,  the  Government  fur- 
ther offered  to  assist  the  Company  with 
a  loan   on    terms  which,  they  thought, 
were  fair,  and  on  the  condition  that  the 
Company   would  hand    over  the    Behar 
scheme  to  the  Government,  but  that  offer 
was  also  rejected  by  the  Company.    The 
view  of  the  Council  for  India — a  view  in 
which  he  entirely  concurred — was  this. 
They  did  not  think  it  right  to  give  any- 
thing in  the  nature  of  a  guarantee  for 
the  capital  required  to  carry   on   these 
works,  or  that  the  Government  of  India 
should  in  any  way  identify  themselves 
with  the  scheme  as  shareholders.     They 
\^ere  prepared  to  abide  by  the  offer  they 
had  made,  or  to  aid  the  Company  by  a  loan 
on  the  security  of  the  works.    Upon  the 
latter  point  there  had  be^i  a  difference 
of  opimon  between  the  Direoton  ttd  the 
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Government.  The  Direotora  stated  that 
they  were  willing  to  accept  the  loan  on 
the  security  of  the  works  on  this  under- 
standing, that  when  the  Government  had 
entered  upon  the  works,  in  case  of  failure 
of  payments,  they  should  only  retain  pos- 
session until  the  advance  with  reason- 
able interest  had  been  repaid.  But  to 
this  plan — a  plan  which  would  give  rise 
to  vast  and  endless  complications,  and 
would  be  attended  by  very  great  incon- 
venience—the Government  did  not  think 
that  they  could  consent.  As  far  as  he  was 
personally  concerned,  he  had  no  ill-will 
towards  the  Company.  He  believed  that 
they  had  done  good  service  to  the  public, 
and  he  trusted  that  their  labours  would 
ultimately  prove  remunerative.  He  be- 
lieved, however,  that  it  would  be  for  the 
advantage  of  the  Company  themselves  as 
well  as  for  that  of  the  public  that  they 
should  give  up  the  Behar  scheme.  The 
Government  had  no  arriere  pen%k$  in  this 
matter,  and  had  not  the  slightest  desire  to 
get  possession  of  these  works  by  a  side- 
wind. All  thoy  wished  was  to  have  a 
good  security  for  their  money.  He  was 
perfectly  prepared  to  produce  the  docu- 
ments for  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
asked,  and  would  lay  them  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair/'  put,  and  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— NAVT  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — eonndered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee). 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  took  the  op- 
portunity of  expressing  his  great  regret 
that  he  was  compelled  to  appear  in  the 
place  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Mr.  Corry),  who  was  laid  up  by  a  serious 
indisposition,  which  rendered  it  quite  im- 
possible for  him  to  be  in  his  place  and  to 
go  on  with  the  Estimates.  It  was  thought 
better  that  the  House  should  go  into 
Supply,  and  that  the  Navy  Estimates 
should  be  intrusted  to  him,  and  he  should 
desire  to  give  the  same  information  to  the 
Committee  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
would  have  done  had  he  been  present. 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

*'Tluit  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £183,364,  be 
granted  to  Her  liajeetj,  to  defraj  the  Salaries  of 
the  Oflleert  and  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the 

Sir  Stafford  NortheoU 


Admiralty  OiBoe,  which  will  come  in  ootine  of 
payment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day 
ofACarohl869.^' 

Mb.  HANBTJRY  -  TRACY  asked  a 
question  respecting  the  appointment  of  the 
Director  General  of  the  Ordnance,  and  also 
wished  for  information  as  to  the  enormous 
increase  of  the  expenditure,  especially  in 
the  Accountant  General's  Department? 
He  trusted  that  the  First  Lord  would  en- 
deavour to  find  situations  at  the  Admiralty 
as  messengers  and  porters  for  seamen  who 
were  discharged  from  the  service  with 
good  characters.  Some  of  the  petty  offi- 
cers would  be  found  quite  fit  for  the 
smaller  clerkships.  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  stated  the  other  night  that  the 
experiment  of  employing  non-commissioned 
officers  and  men  whose  terms  of  service  had 
expired  had  succeeded  very  well  in  the 
army,  and  he  believed  it  might  be  tried 
in  a  still  greater  degree  for  the  navy. 

Mb.  £ldkbmxs  LUSK  said,  the  ex- 
penses of  the  Admiralty  Office  had  gone 
on  increasing  ever  since  the  year  1858, 
when  they  stood  at  £149.000.  They  had 
now  reached  the  sum  of  £182,364,  the  net 
increase  for  the  present  year  being  £6,346. 
He  objected  to  the  large  number  of  per- 
sons employed  in  the  Admiralty  Office, 
not  to  the  amount  of  pay  of  each.  Surely 
it  was  quite  unnecessary  that  489  persons 
should  be  employed  in  this  Office.  The 
noble  Lord  had  stated  that  we  should  now 
require  fewer  ships,  and  consequently 
2,500  fewer  men.  If  they  were  decreasing 
their  ships  and  men,  how  could  they  need 
a  greater  number  of  clerks  ?  The  Press, 
the  public,  and  the  House  agreed  in  de- 
claring that  the  navy  cost  too  much  for 
the  results;  and  he  did  not  see  why  the 
expenses  of  the  Admiralty  Office  should 
go  on  increasing  to  this  extent.  If  the 
naval  expenditure  became  more  and  more 
in  this  way  the  burden  would  soon  become 
intolerable.  He  moved  that  the  Vote  be 
reduced  by  the  sum  of  £6,300. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed* 
<*  That  a  sum,  not  ezoeeding  £176,064,  h% 
granted  to  Her  Migeity,  to  defraj  the  Salaries  of 
the  OfBcers  and  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the 
Admiralty  Office,  which  will  come  in  course  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  dlst  da/ 
of  March  1869."-(  Jfr.  Lutk. ) 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  he  re- 
gretted to  be  obliged  to  oppose  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  Vote,  which  had  certainly  in- 
creased during  the  last  few  years,  nor 
ooold  he  see  that  that  increase  was  likely 
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to  come  to  a  dofle.  The  clerical  labour 
coDoected  with  rendering  the  acoonnts  of 
the  Admiralty  had  more  than  quadrnpled 
of  late  years.  The  staff  at  Somerset  House 
was  quite  inadequate  to  meet  the  require- 
ments of  the  serrice,  and  it  was  constantly 
necessary  to  employ  the  clerks  for  many 
extra  hours  in  order  to  prevent  the  ac- 
eounts  from  falling  greatly  into  arrear.  The 
correspoodenoe  connected  with  the  Ad- 
miral^ had  also  yastly  increased.  The 
propowd  reduction  of  the  Yote  would 
tWefore  tend  to  diminish  the  clerical 
efldeney  of  the  Department,  and  he 
tnirted  that  it  would  not  be  pressed.  The 
boo.  Gentleman  had  done  good  service  by 
calling  attention  to  the  progressive  in- 
crease of  the  YotOy  and  it  was  to  be  hoped 
the  derks  would  be  induced  to  write  faster, 
so  as  to  enable  them  to  do  with  less  staff. 
Bat  the  Amendment,  if  carried,  would  be 
most  detrimental  to  the  public  service. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY,  in  answer  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Montgomeryshire  (Mr.  Hanbury-Tracy) 
respecting  the  appointment  of  the  Director 
Oeneral  of  Naval  Ordnance,  said,  that  in 
conaequenee  of  the  great  change  that  was 
taking  place  in  our  naval  ordnance,  the 
labours  of  the  Director  of  Stores  were  so 
gzcat  that  it  was  impossible  for  him  to 
perform  the  duties  of  Director  General  of 
Naval  Ordnance  in  addition  to  his  own 
duties,  and  therefore  it  was  found  neces- 
Mry  to  appoint  Admiral  Cooper  Key  to 
that  Department.  It  was  found  necessary 
to  continue  the  services  of  the  gallant 
oSoer  for  another  year ;  but  it  was  hoped 
Hie  day  would  come  when  our  ordnance 
would  all  be  of  one  pattern,  and  our  ships 
l^ftve  uniform  armaments.  He  confessed 
be  was  afraid  that  day  was  distant,  and  in 
the  meantime  this  additional  labour  must 
be  disebarged  by  some  efficient  officer. 

Ms.  DU  CANE  explained,  that  an  enor- 
BOQs  increase  had  arisen  in  the  work 
tiirown  on  the  Accountant  General's  De- 
putsMnt  by  the  Greenwich  Hosnital  Act 
ud  by  various  other  causes,  and  that  it 
b»d  been  found  necessary  to  divide  that 
I^epartaaent  into  two  branches,  with  a  de- 
puty Accountant  General  to  each. 

AnxnuL  ERSEINE  commented  on  the 
x»c«aaed  charge  for  temporary  clerks  and 
writers  this  year  aa  oompared  with  pre- 
Tkme  years. 

'^^  CHELDEBS  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury  (Mr.  Alderman  Lusk) 
'would  Bot  press  his  Motion  to  a  division. 
^nbe  whole  subject  of  the  Admiralty  ac- 


counts had  been  under  the  consideration  of 
a  Select  Committee,  presided  over  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Seely), 
and  it  would  be  certain  that  their  labours 
would  result  in  changes  which  would  im- 
prove the  efficiency  and  at  the  same  time 
reduce  the  expenditure  of  the  central  ad- 
ministration. This  would  be  the  last  year 
of  the  present  system,  and  it  would,  there- 
fore, be  inexpedient  to  incommode  the 
Admiralty  unnecessarily  by  cutting  down 
the  Yote  in  the  manner  now  proposed. 
Nobody  could  believe  that  the  existing 
division  of  business  at  the  Admiralty  could 
stand  on  its  present  basis ;  and  with  respect 
to  the  lower  class  of  clerks  and  copyists  he 
thought  it  would  be  possible  to  effect  by  de- 
grees a  great  saving  to  the  public  in  the 
number  and  character  of  the  staff  employed 
by  substituting,  in  the  performance  of  work 
of  a  merely  mechanical  description,  persons 
of  the  class  of  writers  for  persons  in  the 
class  of  clerks.  A  change  of  that  kind  had 
been  adopted  in  the  Revenue  Departments 
with  satisfactory  results. 

Mb.  GRAVES  said,  that  as  several  of 
the  small  dockyards  must  be  reduced  in  a 
few  years  it  must  lead  to  a  corresponding 
reduction  of  work  at  head-quarters.  He 
had  given  notice  of  a  Motion  that  would 
raise  the  question. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL-HTJGESSEN  said, 
he  should  be  prepared  at  the  proper  time 
to  defend  the  continuance  of  some  of  these 
dockyards,  and  especially  Sheerness. 

Lord  HENRT  LENNOX  said,  a  saving 
had  already  been  effected  in  substituting 
writers  for  paymasters  at  one-fifth  less  the 
usual  cost.  The  appointment  of  messen- 
gers was  in  the  patronage  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  and  he  would  con- 
vey the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's  (Mr. 
Hanbury-Traoy's)  wishes  to  him.  Every 
precaution  was  taken  that  proper  persons 
were  appointed,  for  they  had  to  undergo 
a  Civil  Service  examination  of  so  strict  a 
character  as  officers  in  the  army  some 
years  ago  would  have  been  hardly  able  to 
meet. 

Mb.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  he  con- 
sidered  that  the  examination  referred  to  by 
the  noble  Lord,  which  the  messengers  had 
to  undergo,  went  far  beyond  what  such  an 
examination  should  be.  There  was  a  ten- 
dency to  increase  the  severity  of  the  ex- 
aminations beyond  the  position  of  those 
who  had  to  undergo  them. 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  what  he 
meant  to  say  was  that  the  requirements  of 
the  present  day  would  have  pu2zled||entle- 
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men  wko  entered  the  army  befiinre  the  days 
when  Civil  Senrioe  examinations  were  in- 
stituted. The  examinations  were  ci  a  cha- 
racter to  ensure  the  efficienoy  of  the  per- 
sons who  were  appointed  messengers  to 
the  Admiralty. 

Mb.  Sebjsant  GASELEE  took  ezoep- 
tion  to  the  word  "  patronage,"  as  used  hy 
the  nohle  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty. It  was  an  odious  word,  and  there 
should  be  no  such  thing.  He  also  pom- 
plained  that  the  Cinl  Lord  was  the  only 
official  of  his  grade  who  was  not  proyidod 
with  a  house. 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  that  if 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
move  an  increase  in  the  Yote  for  the  pur- 
pose, the  Civil  Lord  would  support  him. 

Mb.  SBBJBurT  GASELEE  said,  he  un- 
derstood that  it  was  not  competent  for  any 
Member  to  increase  a  Yote. 

Mb.  Albbbicah  LUSK  said,  the  expenses 
went  on  from  year  ^  year  increasing,  and 
he  did  not  understand  why  it  should  be 
so,  considering  the  small  number  of  ships 
which  were  in  eommission.  He  would  not 
press  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  vnihdravm. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

•'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £163,926,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of 
the  Const  Ouard  Service,  the  Charges  for  the 
Royal  Naval  Coast  Volunteers,  and  for  the  Royal 
Naval  Reserve,  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  81st  day  of 
March  1869." 

Admibal  ERSKINE  said,  that  the  sum 
for  the  Naval  Reserve  was  in  excess  of 
what  was  required,  and  the  Yote  was 
going  on  gradually  increasing.  In  this 
year  there  was  an  increase  of  £2,958  over 
the  Yote  of  last  year  for  nominally  the 
same  number  of  men.  He  obeerved  that 
more  deputy  registrars  and  clerks  were 
employed  than  during  the  previous  year 
at  a  cost  of  £2,000,  and  the  result  was 
that  only  thirteen  additional  men  were 
obtained.  During  the  last  three  years 
£80,000  had  been  expended  in  matters 
analogous  to  this  Yote  which  the  House 
has  not  assented  to.  The  Yote  was  not 
for  the  Naval  Reserve  at  all.  It  was  a 
kind  of  sponge,  from  which  to  squeeze 
money  for  purposes  of  which  no  one  knew 
anvthing.  He  moved  that  the  Yote  be 
reduced  by  £20,000 
L9rd  H$nry  Lmnox 


Motiea  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'That  a  sum,  not  ezoeeding  £143,086,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of 
the  Coast  Guard  Service,  the  Charges  for  the 
Royal  Naval  Coast  Volunteers,  and  for  the  Royal 
Naval  Reserve,  which  will  oorae  in  course  of  pay. 
ment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of 
March  IS^^^'-^Adnwral  Er$kini,) 

Bib  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  thought  it 
right  to  explain  that  the  excess  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had 
arisen  in  consequence  of  the  system  adopted 
ever  since  the  institution  of  the  Royal 
Naval  Reserve.  At  first  it  was  considered 
that  the  number  of  16,000  men  might 
reasonably  be  anticipated  from  the  Mer- 
cantile  Marine  to  form  the  Royal  Naval 
Reserve ;  and  the  Estimate  was  always 
framed  on  the  assumption  that  that  num- 
ber would  be  completed.  At  present  the 
number  was  15,156.  The  number  en- 
rolled had  been  24.704  ;  but  9,548  had 
to  be  deducted  for  discharges  and  failures 
to  re-enlist.  The  official  Return  on  the 
dOth  June  was,  as  he  had  stated.  15,166 
men  available  for  the  public  service,  if  at 
any  moment  hostilities  should  break  out. 
There  was  a  sudden  reduction  in  the  num- 
ber in  1866,  3,000  men  being  found  not  fit 
for  re-enlistment ;  but  since  then,  by  very 
great  care  in  enlistment  and  judicious  se- 
lection,  the  force  had  again  been  increased 
to  15,156.  As  he  had  stated,  an  excess  of 
£20.000  had  been  taken  on  the  assumption 
that  the  number  of  16,000  men  would  be 
enlisted  and  drilled ;  but  that  number  had 
not  risen  to  that  amount,  and  he  was  free 
to  confess  there  had  always  been  a  consider- 
able balance  on  the  Yote.  This  arose  from 
the  great  desire  not  to  check  enlistment  or 
drill.  But  if  the  House  thought  it  un* 
desirable  that  the  extra  £20,000  should 
be  voted,  the  Government  would  have  no 
objection  to  the  reduction  proposed.  Of 
course,  it  would  still  be  their  duty  not  to 
check  enlistment  or  drill,  and  he  felt  as- 
sured if  the  Yote  were  exceeded,  the 
House  would  make  it  good.  He  was  glad 
to  assure  the  House  that  in  the  Royal 
Naval  Reserve  the  country  had  a  most 
admirable  force,  which  might  be  entirely 
relied  on  in  case  their  services  were  re- 
quired— a  most  valuable  class  of  men,  who 
had  shown  their  readiness  to  serve,  as  well 
as  their  zeal  and  energy,  on  the  occasion 
of  the  IVsnt  affair. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  was  glad  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  expressed 
his  readiness  to  accept  the  reduction.  This 
was  a  simple  matter  of  account,  and  he  be« 
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Kevedy  ailer  looking  into  tile  Ugares  at  the 
Public  Acoonnts  Committee,  tkere  would  be 
a  taiplae  of  £10.000  after  the  reduction. 

Mft.  GRAVES  said,  he  believed  the  re- 
duction would  not  interfere  with  the  effi- 
eiency  of  the  force.  The  oommanders  of 
the  TariouB  drill  ships  bore  the  highest 
testimony  to  the  intelligence  and  efficiencj 
of  the  Besenre.  They  were  considered 
the  snperiorB  of  the  same  class  of  men  in 
the  navy.  They  had  broken  down  the 
prejudfoe  that  formerly  existed,  and  now 
fbrmed  a  connecting  link  between  the  navy 
ind  the  M eroautile  Marine.  If  they  had 
done  nothing  more  than  this  they  most  be 
considered  to  have  rendered  valuable  ser- 
vioe  to  Uie  eoantry.  The  Beserve  had 
been  takrai  as  the  cream  of  the  Mercantile 
Marine,  and  were  highly-skilled  men.  He 
thought  from  ordinary  seamen  and  those 
imder  the  age  and  standard  of  efficiency, 
sq)eeiaUy  from  the  deep-sea  fishery  men, 
a  seeoDd-daes  Beserve  might  be  formed. 
The  latter  consisted  of  the  finest  class  of 
men  around  our  coasts,  who  would  be  ready 
to  join  the  Beeerve  at  perhaps  £1  a  head 
per  annum,  and  he  strongly  advised  that 
both  of  these  classes  should  be  utilized. 
After  the  Drent  affair  the  seamen  of  the 
Noftti  v^denteered  into  the  service,  with- 
out waiting  for  the  Boyal  Proclamation 
iavitiBg  them  to  do  so.  These  were  facts 
which  tended  to  show  that  the  force,  as 
m  rule,  could  be  relied  upon  in  the  event 
of  eoiergeneies  arising.  It  must  not  be 
supposed  that  the  force  was  inefficient  be- 
eaue  it  did  not  fill  up  the  Navy,  the 
foiee  was  instituted  for  a  totally  different 
etgeot— namely,  to  man  our  ships  in  oases 
of  eaiergenoy — the  very  constitution  of  the 
Isree  was  in  itself  a  sufficient  guarantee 
tkat  it  diould  not  interfere  with  the 
BHasiBg  of  the  Mercantile  Marine  unless 
IB  casss  of  absolute  neoessity. 

Ml.  OABDWELL  said,  he  was  glad 
thai  the  eAeiency  of  the  ionee  had  not 
keen  inpngned.  The  question  before  the 
Hoese  was  one  merely  of  account,  and  the 
GoTcnuaeBt  had  assented  to  the  reduction 
adnd  &t.  Owing  to  the  judicious  course 
vkick  wiiscisiveQovemments  had  adopted, 
tte  MiBgef  distrust  that  formerly  existed 
ketvsen  ^  men  in  the  Mercantile  Marine 
^Md  given  plaee  to  one  of  cordiality.  It 
was  00  small  advantage  to  have  a  body  of 
1^,000  or  16,000  men  ready  to  turn  out  in 
^fi^nss  of  the  country.  The  Act  had 
P^Msd  sniy  in  1859.  At  the  time  of  the 
•finr  «f  tks  iVtffi^  the  men  enrolled  in  the 
Bojal  fiiral  Beeenre,  wkioh  at  that  time 


was  scarcely  formed,  so  far  from  standing 
on  their  strict  rights,  and  refusing  to  serve 
except  for  the  immediate  defence  of  the 
coast,  came  forward  and  said  that,  knowing 
they  were  not  bound  to  serve,  they  ear- 
nestly intreated  that,  nevertheless,  they 
might  be  permitted  to  volunteer.  So  far 
they  had  provided  for  the  defence  of  the 
country  by  sea,  but  the  time  was  not 
distant  when  they  would  have  to  provide 
for  its  defence  by  land,  and  he  hoped  to 
see  men  enlisted  who,  following  other 
trades,  were  neither  exclusively  soldiers 
nor  sailors,  but  who  might  yet  be  made 
available  for  the  defence  of  the  country. 
He  should  have  been  sorry  if  anything 
had  been  said  to  discourage  the  disposition 
of  men  to  join  this  force.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Graves)  had  truly 
stated  that  the  force  as  it  was  at  present 
constituted  was  imperfect,  because  the  plan 
of  the  Committee  upon  which  it  was 
based  recommended  that  there  should  be 
two  classes  of  Beserve,  one  receiving 
higher  pay  than  the  other,  and  that,  out  of 
the  saving  to  be  effected  in  the  Navy 
Estimates,  training  ships  should  be  estab* 
lished  for  the  purpose  of  training  boys 
from  the  beginning  for  the  Navy  and  the 
merchant  service.  He  trusted  that  the 
present  or  some  succeeding  Government 
would  be  enabled  to  effect  such  a  saving 
upon  these  Estimates  as  would  permit  of 
funds  being  provided  for  this  most  useful 
purpose.  The  time  was  approaching  when 
it  would  be  necessary  that  a  large  propor- 
tion of  the  men,  not  only  in  the  Navy, 
but  also  in  the  Army,  should  earn  their 
own  livelihood,  and,  nevertheless,  be 
trained  so  as  to  he  available  when  emer- 
gencies arose. 

Mr.  LIDDELL  inquired  whether  the 
Admiralty  had  determined  upon  the  amount 
of  remuneration  which  the  shipping  mas- 
ters were  to  receive  for  enrolling  and 
watching  the  movements  of  the  men  of 
this  foree,  seeing  that  upon  their  assistance 
the  efficiency  of  the  body  greatly  depended? 

Mb.  Sebjsant  GASELEE  said,  he  ob- 
jected to  the  time  of  the  House  being 
wasted  and  hon.  Members  being  kept  out 
of  their  beds  in  consequence  of  certain 
hon.  Gentlemen  persisting  in  delivering 
lectures  to  the  House  on  this  question  after 
the  Government  had  intimated  their  wil- 
lingness to  assent  to  the  proposed  reduction 
in  the  Vote. 

Mb.  HANBUBY-TBACT  asked  whe- 
ther any  means  existed  for  identifying  the 
men  enrolled  ia  the  force  ? 
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Mb.  Aldebitak  LTJSK  Baid,  he  was 
desiroas  that  the  Estimates  should  be  pre- 
pared in  greater  detail. 

Colonel  SYKES  held  it  to  be  highly 
unconstitutional  to  vote  more  than  is  super- 
ficially wanted. 

Qm  JOHN  HA.Y  said,  he  had  to  inform 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northumberland 
(Mr.  Liddell)  that  there  was  one  item  of 
£2,000  for  the  purpose  of  remunerating 
the  gentlemen  to  whom  he  had  referred. 
The  distribution  of  it  was  in  the  hands 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  it  would  be  distributed  with  justice. 
The  officers  selected  for  the  coast  batteries 
were  supposed  to  thoroughly  understand 
their  duties,  and  the  drilling  of  the  men 
had  been  reported  as  very  satisfactory. 
The  men  were  most  anxious  to  make 
themselves  efficient,  and  as  they  were, 
doubtless,  well  known  at  their  place  of 
joining,  it  ^as  not,  he  thought,  at  all 
necessary  to  watch  them  with  policeman- 
like vigilance,  because  he  believed  that 
their  patriotism  might  safely  be  relied 
upon  when  their  services  were  required  by 
the  State. 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVE,  in  reference  to 
the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northumberland  (Mr.  Liddell)  said,  that 
the  payment  by  tiie  Board  of  Trade  was 
made  according  to  the  work  done.  This 
was,  as  he  had  explained  the  year  before, 
represented  by  marks  bearing  a  money 
value.  At  the  end  of  the  year  a  Return 
was  made  by  each  registrar-»the  number 
of  marks  was  then  calculated,  and  pay- 
ment made  accordingly.  If  there  was 
any  surplus,  it  was  distributed  as  an  extra 
gratuity  among  those  registrars  who  had 
shown  most  zeal  in  the  service. 

Mb.  OTWAY  complained  that  the 
answers  which  had  been  given  were  based 
upon  Returns  which  appeared  to  be  falla- 
cious, and  which,  he  thought,  betrayed  great 
irregularities  on  the  part  of  the  public 
Departments  with  regard  to  the  arrange- 
ment of  the  accounts. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(3.)  £63,565,  Scientific  Departments. 

(4.)   Motion  made,  and   Question  pro- 


'*  That  a  sam,  not  exoeediDg  £823,062,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  oonoplete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Salaries  of  the  OflBcers  and 
the  Oontinffent  Expenses  of  Her  Majesty's  Dock- 
yards and  Naval  Yards  at  Home  and  Abroad, 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the 
year  ending  on  the  8 1st  day  of  March  1869." 
!&•»  Hanhury-Traoy 


LoED  HENRT  LENNOX  said,  that 
before  asking  the  Committee  to  agree  to 
this  Vote,  he  thought  it  would  be  desira- 
ble for  him  to  state  the  changes  which  had 
been  made,  and  they  were  verj  few,  since 
the  introduction  of  the  Estimates  a  few 
weeks  since.  At  that  time  it  had  heen 
pointed  out  that  the  programme  anticipated 
last  year  had  very  nearly  been  carried  out. 
The  Estimate  for  iron- clad  shipbuilding 
was  6,845  tons,  the  number  of  tons  actu- 
ally built  were  6,829,  and  for  unarmoured 
shipbuilding  16,699  tons,  as  against  16,427. 
During  the  Eecess,  the  Gk>Temment  had 
come  to  the  determination  to  reduce  the 
amount  for  wages  in  the  dockyards,  and  it 
appeared  that  there  had  heen  a  reduction 
of  £157|775  in  wages,  and  8,049  in  the 
number  of  men.  The  Gk>7emment  were 
justified  in  making  that  reduction ;  hut 
they  had  learned  with  regret  that  a  great 
amount  of  distress  existed  in  the  dock- 
yards in  consequence  of  the  reduction. 
By  the  regulations  made  at  the  Treasury 
under  which  the  hired  men  were  employed, 
those  who  had  served  for  twenty  years 
were  entitled  to  a  gratuity  on  their  dis- 
charge ;  but  many  of  those  thrown  out  of 
employment  in  consequence  of  the  reduc* 
tion  had  not  served  the  prescribed  time, 
and  thus  while  oftentimes  unable  to  obtain 
other  employment,  they  also  received  no- 
thing in  the  shape  of  a  gratuity  from  the 
Government.  He  felt  bound  to  state  this 
circumstance,  inasmuch  as  the  Admiralty 
had  received  numerous  applications  on  the 
subject.  The  Admiralty  had  reduced  this 
item  in  consequence  of  the  large  amount 
of  unarmoured  ships  which  were  not  in- 
tended to  be  laid  down  this  year.  When 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  moved 
the  Estimates  he  stated  that  there  would 
be  built  at  Chatham  two  iron-clads — one 
of  the  Invincible  class,  and  another  of  the 
Eereules  class ;  and  two  other  ships^one 
of  the  Monitor  class,  and  another  of  the 
ram  class,  which  were  to  be  built  by  con- 
tract. The  Government  had  so  far  altered 
their  programme  on  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Childers)  as  to  build 
the  Monitor  ship  in  the  Government  dock- 
yard, and  the  ship  of  the  Invincible  class 
by  contract.  The  Osborne,  that  had  heen 
doing  good  service  for  twenty-six  years, 
came  to  a  sudden  breakdown  on  her  return 
from  conveying  the  Prince  and  Princess  of 
Wales  to  Germany.  It  was  hoped  that 
she  might  he  patched  up ;  but  she  had 
heen  found  to  be  entirely  rotten,  and  was 
obliged  to  be  broken  up.    The  vessel  that 


Digitized  by 


Google 


545 


Supply^Ifavy 


{Jijlt2,  18681 


Usiimafei, 


546 


would  take  the  place  of  the  Osborne  would 
be  ready  in  two  years,  by  which  time  the 
Black  EagU  would  be  worn  out.  It  was 
not  intended  to  re-place  her,  and  there 
would  thus  be  a  saying  of  one  ship  in 
oommisnon.  When  the  Estimates  were 
moTed,  his  right  hon.  Friend  stated  that 
the  present  as  well  as  the  late  Goyemment 
had  the  matter  of  riyer  dockyards  under 
their  consideration.  When  a  sloop,  which 
was  now  in  coarse  of  construction,  and 
which  would  be  launched  within  the  year, 
was  finished,  it  was  decided  that  Deptford 
as  a  building  yard,  should  be  closed.  A 
Committee  had  been  appointed  on  his  Mo- 
tion to  consider  the  subject  of  reducing 
the  dockyard  craft.  The  Chairman,  Sir 
Thomas  Symonds,  had  consented  to  place 
himself  in  communication  with  the  officers 
at  Deyonport,  and  he  and  the  Admiralty 
Superintendent  had  come  to  an  agreement 
by  which  all  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  would  be  carried  into  effect. 
The  remaining  yards  would  be  yisited  in 
tum,  and  he  trusted  that  the  yaluable 
suggestions  of  the  Committee  would  be 
carried  out  with  an  important  saying  of 
expense.  When  the  Nayy  Estimates  were 
moyed,  many  criticisms  were  expended  on 
the  Constxuotiye  Department  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, and  the  iron-dad  ships  designed  by 
thai  Department,  and  the  Notice  Paper  of 
to-night  promised  other  hostile  criticisms 
on  the  same  subject.  These  Notices,  how- 
eT6r,  referred  to  ships  now  afloat,  and  of 
which  a  trial  had  taken  place.  These 
criticisms  had,  he  thought,  taken  the 
diape  of  an  attack  upon  the  Department 
Father  than  a  criticism  of  the  designs  that 
hrnd  iMoed  from  it.  His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bye  (Captain 
Mackimion)  had  been  profuse  in  such  cri- 
ticism ;  but  it  should  be  remembered  that 
we  were  in  a  latmsition  state  as  regarded 
shipbaiiding,  and  that  eyery  new  ship 
buHt  must  be  more  or  less  the  result  of  a 
smes  of  compromises.  Usually  they  heard 
nothing  of  the  good  points  that  had  been 
gaiaed;  but  of  all  the  daring  pieces  of 

oritidsm  he  had  eyer  heard  that  of  the 

boo.  tod  gallant  Gentleman  was  the  most 

d^ng.    He  had  instituted  a  comparison 

between  the  Beilerophon  and  the  Aehilles,^  it   a    reproach 

and  stated  that  as  an  engine  of  war  the 

latter  was  superior.     The  hon.  and  gallant 

IkKember  »dd  that  while  the  Beilerophon 

requiwd  more  power,  the  engines  of  the 

AckilUi  cost  £69,117,  and  thoso  of  the 

BeUer^phon,  which  he  said  was  the  smaller 

▼mk],  £88,612,  being  an  excess  of  £19,000 

YOL.  CXCni.      [XHIBD   SEMES.] 


in  the  cost  of  the  engines  of  the  smaller 
ship.  But  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
forgot  that  while  the  hull  of  the  Beilero- 
phon cost  £256,114,  the  hull  of  the 
Aehillee  cost  £375,478,  being  a  difference 
of  £119,359.  On  the  whole  there  was  a 
balance  of  cheapness  of  cost  of  £100,000 
in  fayour  of  the  Beilerophon.  The  late 
Board  of  Admiralty  charged  the  Chief 
Constructor  of  the  Nayy  to  solye  the  pro- 
blem whether  they  could  build  a  smaller 
and  less  costly  ship,  that  should  be  more 
handy,  and  should  carry  armour-plates  of 
greater  thickness  and  an  armament  of 
greater  power.  The  Chief  Constructor 
obeyed  Ihose  instructions,  and  the  Beilero- 
phon was  the  result.  The  armour  of  the 
Beilerophon  was  6  inches  thick,  while  the 
armour  spread  oyer  the  long  lines  of  the 
Aehillee  was  only  4}  inches.  But  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  said,  ''Oh,  but 
the  Beilerophon  is  not  a  fast  sailer.''  Now, 
the  result  of  recent  cruizes  preyed  that  she 
had  always  held  a  good  position  in  the 
squadron  in  that  respect.  His  hon.  and 
gaUant  Friend  said,  ''True,  she  went 
14  knots,  but  that  was  aU  done  with  a 
fSayourable  tide."  There  again  he  was 
obliged  to  contradict  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend.  The  Beilerophon  kept  up  her 
speed  at  the  second  trial  at  the  measured 
mile,  and  during  six  hours  in  the  open 
sea  she  kept  up  that  yery  high  rate  of 
speed.  Again,  he  could  refer  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  to  the  opinion  of  dis- 
tinguished officers  as  to  whether  the  Bei- 
lerophon was  or  was  not  likely  to  turn 
out  a  dangerous  customer,  eyen  in  com- 
parison with  the  Aehillee.  The  officers  of 
the  Construction  Department  were  sub- 
jected to  such  constant  criticism,  and, 
Arom  the  yery  nature  of  their  position, 
were  denied  the  opportunity  of  explaining 
matters,  that  it  was  only  an  act  of  justice 
to  them  that  he  should  state  the  case 
fairly  before  the  Committee.  Another  of 
the  complaints  made  against  the  BeUero- 
phon  certainly  much  astonished  him.  The 
Committee  was  aware  that  the  balanced 
rudder,  as  fitted  in  the  Beilerophon,  was 
one  of  the  noyel  inyentions  of  science, 
and  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  made 
to  the  Chief  Construc- 
tor of  the  Nayy  that  the  reason  why 
she  turned  so  much  quicker  and  handier 
than  the  Aehillee  was  because  these  latest 
inyentions  were  introduced  in  building 
her.  Let  him  mention  what  occurred  in 
the  Channel  squadron  last  year.  The  . 
Minotawr  and  the  Lord  Warden,  the  first 
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of  which  was  400  feet  loDg  and  the  seoond  i  He  was  commisaoned  by  two  of  his  gallant 
280,  had  radders  alike;   and  yet  at  10  I  Colleagues,  one  of  whom  had  the  command 


knots  the  full  circle  was  turned  by  the 
shorter  ship  in  three  minutes  and  forty- 
nine  seconds,  while  the  JRnotaur  required 
seTen  minutes  and  forty-five  seconds  to 
make  a  similar  circle.     That   occurred 
during  the  cruize  of  the  experimental 
squadron  last  year.     The  very   name  of 
the  Constructor's  Department  seemed  to 
act  on   his  hon.    and    gallant   Friend's 
nervous  system  as  a  sort  of  blister ;  and, 
not  content  with  all  those  charges  against 
the  Bellerophont  he  wound  up  with  one 
which  at  first  sight  looked  very  formidable. 
His  hon.  and  g^ant  Friend  said  she  was 
deficient  in  coal  supply.     Now,  the  Mituh 
tour  carried  650  tons  of  coal,  tiie  AehilUi 
620,  the  EercuUi  600,  and  the  Bellero- 
phon  520  ;  but  it  should  be  remembered 
that  the  JTercuUs*  engines,  with  super- 
heaters and  surface  condensers  for  econo- 
mizing fuel,  weighed  nearly  300  tons  more 
than  ordinary  engines    of  like  nominal 
power;  and  the  BeU0rophon*i  nearly  200 
tons  more ;  so  that  their  coal  should  really 
enable  them  to  steam  much  further  than 
either  the  Minotaur  or  the  AchiUss,  There 
had  therefore  been  an  increase,  not  a  de- 
crease, of  steaming  power  in  the  BelUro- 
phon  and  the  Eercuhi.     Before  passing 
from  that  subject  he  might  mention,  in  re- 
ference to  the  opinions  of  certain  critics  of 
Admiralty  ships,  that  when  the  same  hand 
designed  ironclad  ships  for  other  Powers 
it  was  astonishing  what  a  chorus  of  ap- 
probation rewarded  the  efforts  of  the  Chief 
Constructor  in  that  very  same   organ  of 
public  opinion  which,  perhaps,  a  very  few 
days  before  had  strongly  decried  him.  The 
gre^it  leviathan  of  the  Press  hardly  allowed 
a  week  to  pass  without  giving  the  Admi- 
ralty a  dressing.     Now,   it  so  happened 
that  a  very  fine  broadside  ship  was  de- 
signed by  the  Chief  Constructor  of  the 
British  Navy,  which  was  at  first  intended 
for  the  Oovemment  of  Turkey ;  but  she 
afterwards  changed  hands  and  became  the 
property  of  the  King  of  Prussia  and  was 
launched  in  the  Thames.     Her  name  was 
the  Kbniff    Wilhelm.     That  ship,   being 
the  design  and  handiwork  of  Mr.  Eeed, 
was  thus  spoken  of  on  the  27th  of  April 
last— 

"  And  when  she  rode  securely  on  the  Thames 
with  her  Tast  hull  and  beaatiful  lines,  dwarfing  to 
mere  pigmies  the  vessels  around,  there  was  none 
who  saw  her,  except  the  Prussian  visitors  them- 
selves, who  did  not  regret  that  the  Admiralty  had 
allowed  such  a  vessel  to  pass  into  the  hands  of  any 
foreign  Power."  I 

Lord  Smry  Lmnox  I 


of  the  Channel  squadron  in  1865,  when  he 
had  two  iron-dads  under  his  control,  to 
state  that  in  their  opinion  iron-dads  were 
excellent  ships,  and  that  the  BdUrophon 
was  one  of  the  most  powerinl  and  uselHil 
sea- going  ships  of  war  that  any  country 
ever  possessed.  But,  further,  Admiral 
Yelverton,  when  Admiral  of  the  Channel 
cruize,  thus  spoke  of  those  two  ships,  a 
comparison  between  which  had  been  made 
by  lus  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  and  much 
to  the  detriment  of  the  BeUerophon,  Ee- 
ferring  to  the  AokiUes,  Admiral  Ydverton 
said — 

"  We  must  not  lose  sifht  of  the  &ot  that  from 
the  great  length  of  the  Aehille$,  with  aU  her  good 
qualities,  she  is  most  difficult  to  handle,  and  in  ac- 
tion this  defect  might  prove  her  ruin.  I  feel  cer- 
tain this  ship  might,  and  probahly  would,  have  to 
go  out  of  action  to  turn  round,  thus  exposing  her- 
self in  almost  a  defenceless  position  to  the  flre^f 
more  than  one  of  the  enemy's  ships." 

Next,  with  regard  to  the  BelUrqphon,  Ad- 
miral Yelverton  said — 

**  I  consider  this  ship  to  be  a  very  successful 
specimen  of  our  new  ships." 

And,  comparing  her  with  the  AehilleSf  he 
added— 

"  I  feel  bound  to  award  the  first  plaoe  to  the 
Achilles.  I  am,  however,  of  opinion  that  her  great 
length  is  an  insurmountable  objection,  and  I  hare 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  ships  of  the  BeUtrO' 
phon  class,  from  their  sixe  and  general  handiness, 
particularly  under  steam,  will  prove  more  efficient 
and  serviceable  for  war  purposes." 

What  was  the  testimony  of  Captain 
Macdonald?  Writing  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Corry)  from  on  board  the 
BeU&rophon^  in  the  Sound,  on  February  21, 
1868,  Captain  Macdonald  said — 

*^  I  hear  various  reports  that  this  ship  is  a  bad 
roller  in  a  sea  way ;  this  I  can  with  the  greatest 
confidence  contradict.  I  consider  her  a  remarti- 
ably  steady  ship— so  much  so,  indeed,  as  quite  to 
surprise  me  alter  the  Arethuia  and  other  vessels 
1  have  served  in.  When  she  does  roll,  which  in 
an  Atlantic  swell  must  be  the  case,  she  goes  so 
easy  as  rarely  to  upset  furniture,  die.,  or  to  render 
it  necessaiy  to  secure  such.  Coming  home  fi*om 
Lisbon  in  i)ecember,  with  a  heavy  westerly  swell, 
we  undoubtedly  rolled  heavily — ^heavier  than  I 
ever  saw  her;  but  we  were  quite  light,  out  of 
coals,  provisions,  and  water.  The  AeniUes  in  cer- 
tainly steadier ;  but  the  diflbrence  between  us  and 
the  Warrior,  Lord  Clyde,  and  Lord  Warden  is 
remarkable.  I  mentioned  this  to  Mr.  Reed  the 
other  day,  and  he  thought  you  might  like  to  have 
my  opinion  direct  on  the  subject." 

The  next  evidence  which  he  would  lay 
before  the  Committee  was  somewhat  re- 
markable, because  it  was  that  of  the  cap- 
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tain  of  the  AekilU$  himaelf,  Captain 
Yanflittart,  who  said — 

'*  The  BeUerophon  joined  jretterday,  m  eyer,  the 
noct  sightly  amoDg  ns,  and  of  a  right  powerful 
batterr,  too.  If  she  keepa  np  14  (or  14^?)  knots, 
the  AckSla^  wings  will  be  clipped ;  but  even  at  12 
or  15  knots  she  will  always  prove  a  preoions  awk- 
ward enskomflr." 

In  about  a  month  or  six  weeks  the  Chan* 
Del  sqnadzan  left  their  quarters,  and  the 
Bepoit  of  the  gallant  Admiral  who  was 
second  in  command  was»  to  his  mind, 
quite  conclosiye  as  to  the  excellence  of 
the  design  of  the  Bettm>phon.  Admiral 
Bjda  said — 

"I  was  most  agreeabtj  surprised,  therefore,  to 
find  that  she  had  not  only  made  good  a  speed  of 
18*6  knots  oo  her  late  six  hours'  trial,  but  is 
reoarkably  steady  ship,  as  the  recorded  angles  of 
the  iquadroo  will  show.  She  is  also  a  very  handy 
ship  under  steam  alone,  and  for  her  small  saQ 
power  a  Ttry  handy  ship  under  sail  alone.  This 
comparatiTe  handiness  when  she  is  oompared  with 
loDg  AiTm^Mnotaur,  400  feet ;  AchilUi,  880 
feet ;  BtUemhon  being  only  300  feet— is  no  doubt 
doe  partly  to  ner  comparative  shortness,  and  partly 
te  ker  balaneed  rudder  with  Its  large  surfiuje.  The 
Bater^^mi'M  magnificent  battery  of  ten  12-ton 
guns,  protected,  as  is  also  the  case  with  three- 
foorUMi  of  the  water-line,  by  6  inches— only  a 
quarter  <^  the  belt  being  tapered  to  a  less  thick- 
ness—snakes her,  in  my  opinion,  as  fkr  as  I  can 
judge  at  present,  the  most  successful  plated  sea- 
going emistng  line-of-battle  ship  that  I  have 
Tiiiied  ;  and,  as  &r  as  I  know,  she  possesses,  tak- 
ing all  difBcnltiee  and  clashing  quaJifications  into 
consideration,  in  a  larger  degree  than  any  such 
ship  that  has  yet  been  on  actiTc  service,  the 
greatest  poseible  development  of  the  greatest  num- 
ber of  the  nemerous  qualities  required  to  make 
aa  efficient  man-of-war,  with  one  exception  — 
namely,  the  quantity  of  coals  she  can  carry  in  her 
bankm— coo  tons,  but  restricted  at  present  by 
the  Admiralty  Orders  to  500  tons.  I  should  here 
ehieiie  that  this  limited  quantity  is  made  the 
most  of  by  the  use  of  sur&ce-oondensers  and 
■gpei heating  apparatus,  which  now  works  satis- 
factorily, and  in  the  opinion  of  the  chief  engineer 
eflbcts  a  saving  of  8  per  cent,  making  600  tons 
sqaal  to  about  660.  After  giving  this  question 
the  closest  consideration,  I  am  driven  irresistibly 
te  the  oMielusion  that  the  BeUercpkon  is  of  all 
the  ihips  here  present  the  only  type  to  be  fol- 
Wwtd ;  and  in  saying  this  I  purposely  throw  aside 
sU  consideration  of  her  comparative  economy  in 
fint  cost  The  Bitteivphmit  handiness  under 
■tasB,  arisiag  from  the  combined  effects  of  com- 
i*ntife  ihoitnees  and  the  large-surfaced  balanced 
'^^^t «  io  invaluable  a  quality  that  I  have  not 
*^*<«'M>eaded  any  material  increase  in  her  length, 
***ko«gh  the  grott  importance  of  the  700  tons  of 
•o^  w*^  Boch  with  me." 

Tlie  cext  point  to  which  he  wished  to 
drmw  the  attention  of  the  Committee  was 
tb«  very  graphic  langaage  wHich  had  on 
•  former  occasion  been  urged  by  his  hon. 
and  giUaat  Friend,  who  said  he  thanked 
his  Stan  that  broadsides  had  come  to  an 


end.  That  was  language  which  he  was 
snre  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  would 
be  disposed  to  recall  when  he  informed 
him  that  the  voyage  of  the  Ocean  was 
made  from  the  Mediterranean  to  Batavia, 
touching  at  Rio,  and  thence  shaping  the 
course  for  Tristan  d'Acunha.  When  within 
150  miles  of  the  latter  place  the  ship  was 
turned  southward  for  some  time,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  wind  having  shifted  to 
the  eastward.  In  a  letter  which  was 
written  on  the  9th  of  October  last  one  of 
the  officers  on  the  Oc$an^  wrote  of  her  as 
follows : — 

"  I  am  sure,  when  we  left  the  Mediterranean 
and  it  was  known  that  our  route  was  to  be  down 
to  the  southward  of  Uie  Gape,  among  all  the 
strong  westerly  gales  that  prevail  there,  that  there 
were  faw  on  that  ftne-weather  station  who  would 
have  cared  to  belong  to  her,  and  perhaps  not  a 
few  who  thought  we  should  not  get  there  without 
going  through  loss  of  spars,  accidents,  and  bat- 
tening down  of  every  sort;  in  &ct,  everyone 
seemed  to  think  that  every  sea  must  wash  clean 
over  her  —  that  she  could  never  rise  to  them. 
Experience,  however,  has  taught  us  that  in  both 
theories  we  are  wrong,  and  n'om  my  own  expe- 
rience I  can  safely  say,  and  so  can  *  all  of  us,' 
that  if  all  iron-clads  are  like  the  Otean  there 
never  could  be  better  sea  boats  in  heavy  weather 
than  they  are.  .  .  We  have  gone  under  sail 
alone  12  knots.  .  .  We  have  been  in  three 
gales,  the  last  one  being  a  cyclone  or  circular 
storm  of  most  terrific  force,  which  we  were  obliged 
to  run  before  udder  close-reefed  fore  and  main 
topsails,  and  steaming,  to  make  her  steer  easily. 
The  other  two  gales,  fortunately,  both  sprung  up 
dead  aft,  so  we  were  enabled  to  keep  our  course, 
merely  steering  to  keep  the  sea  from  dead  af^. 
.  .  It  has  always  been  our  admiration  in  bad 
weather  to  see  her  so  very  buoyant  and  raising 
her  stern  so  easily  out  of  the  water.  .  .  Al- 
most directly  afterwards  the  wind  sprung  up  foul 
from  the  eastward,  so  we  made  sail,  standing  to 
the  southward,  barometer  falling  rapidly,  and 
every  appearance  of  bad  weather.  Reef  after 
reef  followed  in  the  night  watches  (I  had  all  night 
in  and  the  forenoon  and  first  the  next  day),  and 
at  six  the  hands  were  turned  up  to  reef,  close 
reef  topsails,  and  reef  courses,  at  the  same  time 
steam  being  got  up  to  make  her  steer  easily." 

Again — 

*'  The  sea,  of  course,  was  very  heavy,  and  stove 
every  boat  we  had  at  the  davits  ;  but,  on  the 
whole,  I  think  we  may  congratulate  ourselves  that 
we  made  such  excessively  good  weather  as  we 
did.  No  wooden  ship  could  have  gone  through 
it  better,  and  a  good  many  worse." 

His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  went  on  to 
condemn  the  new  class  of  sloops  as  utterly 
unseaworthy.  That  statement  could,  how- 
ever, hardly  be  reconciled  with  the  facts 
of  the  case,  for  the  trials  of  the  new  sloops, 
such  as  the  DanaS  and  the  Blanche,  which 
had  left,  or  were  about  to  leave  for  foreign 
climes,  had  Mfilled,  he  believed,  to  the 
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full  the  expectations  of  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty. He  was  well  aware  that  in  that 
House  whatever  fell  from  the  responsible 
Chief  of  a  Department  carried  with  it  far 
greater  weight  than  could  attach  to  the 
words  of  one  holding  a  subordinate  posi- 
tion like  himself  ;  but  his  right  hon. 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty  was 
very  anxious  that  it  should  be  stated  on 
behalf  of  his  Department  that,  in  their 
opinion,  the  Belter ophon  fully  carried  out 
the  requirements  which  had  been  laid 
down.  The  Admiralty,  in  short,  were 
anxious  to  endorse  the  Minute  which  was 
made  by  the  late  First  Lord  before  he  re- 
tired iVom  Office,  which,  he  thought,  bore 
the  best  testimony  to  the  skill  displayed 
in  the  ConstructiTe  Department.  In  that 
Minute  the  Admiralty  expressed  their  high 
approval  of  the  ability  which  Mr.  Reed 
had  displayed  in  the  construction  of  the 
Bellerophon.  On  the  same  occasion  to 
which  he  had  just  been  referring  another 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tavistock  (Mr.  Samuda),  made  one  or 
two  remarks  to  which  he  wished  briefly 
to  advert.  He  stated  that  the  Indian 
troop-ships  had  been  a  failure;  but  upon 
the  part  of  the  Admiralty  and  the  India 
Office  he  must  answer  that  statement  by 
expressing  it  to  be  their  opinion  that  they 
had  been  a  great  success.  He  was  sure 
that  the  Committee  would  feel  quite  as 
much  as  the  Admiralty  for  the  misery 
which  had  fallen  on  many  persons  by  the 
large  reductions  in  the  dockyards  ;  but 
haviug  determined  to  lay  down  no  wooden 
ships  this  year,  the  Admiralty  were  bound 
to  discharge  those  men,  and  to  devote 
whatever  money  might  be  at  their  dis- 
posal in  building  iron-olads  by  contract. 

Mb.  PEMBERTON  wished  to  ask  whe- 
ther it  was  the  intention  of  the  Admiralty 
to  continue  the  system  of  selling  the  old 
and  useless  ships  by  private  tender  with 
their  rigging  and  stores  complete,  instead 
of  having  them  broken  up  in  the  Dockyard 
at  Sheerness  ?  The  loss  upon  these  sales 
by  private  tender  is  very  great.  By  a 
Return  which  had  recently  been  printed, 
it  appeared  that  thirteen  ships  were  sold 
in  the  lump,  and  their  estimated  value  to 
be  broken  up  was  £144,000.  They  were, 
in  point  of  fact,  sold  by  private  tender  for 
£87,000,  and  in  re-purchasing  stores  out  of 
tiiese  ships  the  Government  paid  £38,000; 
BO  that  all  they  received  for  the  ships  was 
£49,000,  making  a  loss  of  £94,000  on  the 
estimated  value  of  the  ships.  The  same 
Return  showed  that  no  less  than  twenty 
Zord  Henry  Lennox 


ships  had  been  re-sold  by  the  Government, 
and  afterwards  the  purchasers  re-sold  the 
stores  to  the  Government  at  a  loss  that 
appeared  perfectly  astounding.  The  Ravm 
was  a  ship  of  180  tons,  and  the  gross 
amount  paid  for  her  was  £160  ;  whilst 
the  amount  paid  to  the  purchaser  who  re- 
sold stores  to  the  Government  was  £214, 
so  that  the  loss  to  the  country  was  £54. 
The  next  ship  was  the  Arrow,  on  which 
the  loss  by  the  same  calculation  was  £75. 
He  thought  that  it  was  very  desirable  that 
this  mode  of  disposing  of  ships  should  be 
altered,  and  that  the  dockyards  should  be 
put  to  the  use  of  breaking  up  these  ships. 
He  was  informed  that  the  cost  of  breaking 
up  ships  was  about  6«.  %d,  a  ton,  and 
therefore  the  cost  of  breaking  up  the 
Raven  would  have  been  about  £35,  and 
deducting  this  sum  from  the  £214  there 
would  have  been  a  balance  of  £179  in 
favour  of  the  Gbvemment,  if  they  had 
broken  her  up,  instead  of  a  loss  of  £54. 
With  regard  to  the  Arrow  also,  there 
would,  upon  the  same  calculation,  have 
been  a  gain  to  the  Government,  instead  of 
a  loss  of  £70.  It  is  desirable  that  the 
men  still  engaged  at  the  dockyards  should 
be  employed  in  this  work,  which  would  be 
a  great  saving  to  the  country. 

Mk.  KNATCHBULL  -  HTJGESSEN 
said,  that  he  very  much  agreed  with  the 
observations  just  made  by  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend.  As  he  understood  the 
complaint  made,  it  was  not  that  the 
ships  referred  to  were  sold  for  **  breaking 
up''  with  rigging  and  stores  complete, 
but  that  they  were  sold  for  other  ser- 
vice, and  sold  for  considerably  less  than 
might  be  realized  by  breaking  them  up 
in  our  own  dockyards.  He  would  not 
occupy  the  time  of  the  Committee  by 
quoting  instances  in  which  these  disad- 
vantageous sales  have  been  effected ;  but, 
if  his  information  was  correct,  the  sale 
of  the  timber  alone  would  pay  for  the 
cost  of  breaking  up  these  ships  in  the 
dockyards,  and  the  engines  would  still 
be  available  for  the  purposes  of  the  Go- 
vernment. He  might  add  that  at  the 
dockyard  into  which  he  had  specially 
enquired  (Sheerness),  there  were  ample 
means  for  disposing  both  of  timber  and 
metal,  and  if  ships  were  there  broken  up, 
under  the  eye  of  responsible  officers,  much 
of  the  old  material  might  be  found  avail- 
able for  re-use.  He  would  also  say, 
though  he  could  not  pretend  to  speak 
with  authority  upon  the  subject,  that  it 
would  be  a  popular,  as  weU  as  a  wise 
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xnoTementy  if  the  Admiralty  would  oon- 
traot  with  the  dockyard  workmen  for 
8ome  of  thifl  work,  "whereby  the  men 
would  be  able  to  earn  more,  and  the 
dockyard  would  be  placed  on  a  better 
fooUng  in  competing  with  private  yards. 
The  speech  of  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
H^iry  Lennox)  had  opened  up  a  wider 
question,  and  there  were  two  points  to 
which  he  would  aUude — the  reduction  of 
the  number  of  hired  men,  and  the  ques- 
tion of  closing  the  smaller  dockyards. 
He  knew  that  there  were  some  gentlemen, 
both  in  and  out  of  that  House,  who  looked 
with  no  favourable  eye  upon  the  Hoyal 
EstaUishments.  He  (Mr.  EnatchbuU- 
Hogessen)  could  not  concur  in  such  a 
Tiew — although  it  is  quite  possible  that 
there  might  be  room  for  improvement  in 
the  internal  arrangements  of  some  of  these 
dockyards,  he  confessed  that  it  appeared 
to  him  that  if  the  time  should  ever  come 
when  the  Navy  of  England  was  entirely  or 
mainly  dependent  upon  private  yards, 
great  miachief  would  follow  ;  these  Eoyal 
Eetabliahments,  affording  constant  employ- 
ment and  ihe  advantage  of  superannuation, 
must  be  able  to  command  a  certain  regular 
supply  of  labour,  not  exposed  to  those 
different  agencies — strikes,  trades'  unions, 
&e.,  &C. — which  from  time  to  time  affected 
the  operations  of  private  yards,  and  it  was 
most  essential  that  the  country  should  not 
be  without  that  supply.  But  his  imme- 
diate object  was  to  elicit  from  Govern- 
ment an  opinion  favourable  to  the  dock- 
yard at  Sheemess.  He  did  so  especially 
because  there  appeared  to  be  some  discre- 
pancy between  the  words  and  the  acts  of 
GoTcanment,  and,  indeed,  between  their 
WQ^  at  one  time .  and  at  another.  A 
dujrt  time  ago,  when  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Graves)  attacked  the 
smaller  dockyards,  he  spoke  out  with 
^laraeteristio  boldness,  and  said  that,  in 
in  his  opinion,  **  Sheemess,  from  its  prozi- 
Buty  to  Chatham,  was  almost  useless." 
The  ^rst  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  at  that 
tixae,  could  say  no  more  than  thia--*that— 

''TW  pfx»poMd  to  abandon  Sheernesi  was 
n«te  VnoatiiTO ,-"  that  *<  at  present  he  thought  it 
ywki  \%  iBwise,  bot  that  they  would  be  able  to 
fens  a  ii^iiid  opinion  when  the  Chatham  extension 
«M  aompletwl.'' 

Bat  very  shortly  after  this  debate  came 
^  Etst  Kent  Election.  Certain  words  of 
lui  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Pontefraot 
"were  made  a  great  deal  of,  and  the  par- 
tiass  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr. 
Pemberton)  declared  that  the  Liberals  were 


agreed  to  abolish,  and  the  present  Govern- 
ment to  preserve  the  smaller  dockyards. 
Anxious  to  serve  his  Friends,  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  thought  it  con- 
sistent with  his  high  position  to  write  a 
letter  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Pemberton)  during  that  contest, 
which  he  might  read  to  a  public  meeting 
at  Sheemess.  On  that  occasion  the  can- 
didate said,  speaking  evidently  with 
authority — 

«  He  could  oolj  tell  them  that  there  was  no 
intention  on  the  part  of  the  present  Goremment 
of  giring   up  or   abandoning  Sheemess  Dook- 

He  then  read  an  extract  from  a  letter 
written  to  him  by  the  present  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  in  which  he  said  that — 

**He  had  expressed  it  as  his  opinion  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  that  Sheemess  Dockyard 
ought  not  to  be  given  up,  and  that  it  would  be 
very  advantageous  to  the  country  in  case  of 
war." 

He  (Mr.  Enatohbull-Hugessen)  thought 
that  the  House  would  at  once  see  the  dis- 
crepancy between  these  two  statements. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  had  said 
that  Sheemess  would  be  very  advantageous 
to  the  country  in  case  of  war.  He  (Mr. 
KnatchbuU-Hugessen)  had  thought  that 
the  only  argument  against  Sheemess  was 
its  exposed  situation  in  case  of  war.  But 
for  that,  without  wishing  to  dbparage 
Chatham,  he  believed  that  the  vast  ex- 
penditure there  would  never  have  been 
incurred  whilst  we  had  Sheemess  eleven 
miles  nearer  the  sea,  with  much  greater 
depth  of  water,  and  in  every  way  more 
convenient  for  dockyard  purposes.  But  it 
was  always  said  that  if  an  enemy  had 
command  of  the  Channel,  all  your  works 
at  Sheemess  would  be  destroyed  with  the 
greatest  facility.  He  did  not  speak  with- 
out, knowing  that  he  was  supported  by 
authority  when  he  answered  that  if  an 
enemy  once  had  command  of  the  mouth  of 
the  Thames  and  Medway,  other  things  be- 
sides Sheemess  would  be  destroyed  with  the 
greatest  facility.  Chatham  would  stand  a 
bad  chance,  and  the  mischief  would  not 
stop  there.  The  true  policy  of  England 
was  to  make  the  Channel  her  main  line 
of  defence,  and  never  allow  an  enemy  to 
obtain  such  a  position.  He,  (Mr.  Knatch- 
bull-Hugessen)  was  not  urging  the  claims 
of  Sheemess  as  against  Chatham.  The  ex- 
penditure at  Chatham  had  been  commenced 
and  must  continue ;  but  he  argued  that  if 
Chatham  was  to  be  our  great  building  yard, 
there  was  all  the  more  reason  why  Sheer- 
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nesB  should  be  maintained  in  full  efficiency 
— and  extended — as  a  fitting  and  repairing 
yard.  If  everything  was  done  in  one  yard 
the  mischief  that  might  be  caused  by  fire 
or  other  accident  was  incalculable,  and  the 
position  of  Sheemess  pointed  it  out  for 
every  reason  as  the  proper  place  for  a 
large  fitting  and  repairing  yard  in  con- 
nection with  Chatham.  He  (Mr.  Knatch- 
buU  Hugessen)  hoped  that  he  should  elicit 
from  the  Government  an  authoritative 
statement  that  they  shared  that  opinion, 
that  they  had  no  intention  of  abandoning 
the  dockyard;  but  that  by  maintaining  and 
extending  it,  nnd  further  developing  the 
advantages  of  the  locality,  they  woxild  be 
taking  that  course  which  would  best  add 
to  the  efficiency  of  the  navy,  and  would 
be  most  oondncive  to  the  public  interest. 

Mb.  PEMBERTON  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Knatchbull  -  Hugessen)  had 
committed  two  errors.  No  letter  had  been 
addressed  by  him  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  with  reference  to  the  dockyard 
at  Sheemess,  nor  did  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  make  any  communication 
whatever  to  him  on  the  subject.  But 
during  the  course  of  the  election  various 
statements  were  made  as  to  the  intentions 
of  different  Governments,  and  some  gen- 
tleman, whose  name  he  did  not  recollect, 
wrote  to  the  First  Lord,  asking  what  the 
intention  was.  His  recollection  of  that 
letter  was  simply  this — it  repeated  what 
the  First  Lord  had  stated  in  the  House, 
and  that  he  thought  it  would  be  a  very 
great  advantage  to  have  a  dockyard  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  town  for  the  re-fitting 
of  ships.  The  gentleman  to  whom  the 
letter  was  addressed  was  told  that  he  was 
at  liberty  to  make  what  use  of  it  he 
pleased,  and  it  had  been  placed  in  his 
hands.  He  had  accordingly  stated  that 
he  believed  there  was  no  intention  of 
abandoning  the  dockyard  of  Sheerness.  If 
the  hon.  Member  had  given  him  any  in- 
timation of  his  intention  to  refer  to  this 
matter,  he  would  have  endeavoured  to  ob- 
tain a  copy  of  the  letter;  but  he  very 
much  feared  it  was  not  now  in  existence. 
The  other  error  which  the  hon.  Member 
had  committed  was  as  to  the  question 
which  most  agitated  the  minds  of  electors 
at  the  last  election;  it  was  no  doubt  a 
question  of  disestablishment,  but  it  was 
the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church, 
not  of  the  dockyard. 

Mr.   KN^ATCHBTJLL  -  HUGESSEN 

explained  that  he  had  quoted  from  a  local 

newspaper,  which  stated  that  the  letter  of 

Mr,  Knatchbull'EJugsssm  I 


the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  had  been 
addressed  to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend ; 
of  course,  after  the  statement  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  he  had  no  difficulty 
in  admitting  that  it  was  not  so. 

Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Henry  Lennox)  had  stated  that 
there  was  a  reduction   on  this  Vote  of 
£157,000  this  year  upon  the  correspond- 
ing Vote  of  last  year.     If  this  had  been 
an  absolute  saving,  no  one  would  have 
rejoiced  at  the  announcement  more  than 
he  should  have  done ;  but,  unfortunately, 
what  was   saved  on  one  Vote  was  more 
than  balanced  by  the  increase  of  expen- 
diture   on    other    Votes.     For   instance^ 
Vote  10  showed  an  increase  of  £250,000 
over  the  corresponding  Vote  of  last  year, 
and  thus  upon  shipbuilding  and  repairing 
there  was  a   total  increase  of  £100,000 
over  the  expenditure  of  last  year.     The 
truth  was,  that  the  work,  instead  of  being 
performed  in  the   dockyards,  was  trans- 
ferred to  the  yards  of  private  contractors 
on  the  Tyne  or  at  Liverpool.     There  was 
great  hardship  experienced  in  consequence 
of  the  reduction  of  the  number  of  men 
usually  employed  in  Portsmouth,  because 
it  was  by  no  means  easy  for  the  men  thus 
thrown  out  of  employment  to    transfer 
themselves  and  their  families  to  another 
part  of  the   country.     The  Government 
had  now  adopted  the  policy  urged  upon 
them  last  year  by  the  Opposition.     The 
Government  commenced  last  year  to  build 
fifty  out-and-run  vessels,    at   a   cost   of 
about  £1,000,000;  they  were  to  be  used 
in  cruizing,  and  not  for  the  purposes  of 
war.     Of  that  number,  thirty-seven  were 
to  be  built  in  the  dockyards,  and  thirteen 
by  contract.     He  regretted  the  work  was 
decided  to  be  done  in  one  year  instead  of 
two,  because,   instead  of  rendering   the 
cession  of  these  men's  labour  less  sudden, 
the  sudden  change  had  fallen  upon  them 
with  considerable  hardship.     At  Ports- 
mouth  the    number  of  shipwrights  was 
1,575  in  March  last,  having  been  consider- 
ably increased  during  the  winter,  and  it 
had  since  been   gradually  reduced,   the 
contemplated  number  being  only  988.     A 
change  of  policy  such  as  tiiat  which  had 
been  adopted  in  having  vessels  built  in 
private  yards  ought  to  have  been  carried 
out  gradually  and  with  some  consideration 
to  the  men  employed  in  the  dockyards. 
He  thought  also  that  so  considerable  a 
reduction  having  been  made  in  the  wages 
of  artificers,  the  expenses  of  management 
and  establishment  charges  should   have 
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been  likewise  redaced,  bnt  these  had 
undergone  little  or  no  alteration.  In 
1858  artificers'  wages  in  the  dockyards 
amounted  to  £986,000,  and  this  year  they 
were  £918,000,  while  the  management 
charges  were  in  1858  £150,000,  and  were 
this  year  £209,000,  so  that  they  now  bore 
a  much  greater  proportion  to  wages.  He 
conld  not  bnt  think  that  the  Vote  had 
been  most  carelessly  prepared,  and  that 
it  had  been  carried  out  without  a  due 
regard  to  the  interests  of  the  men  or  to 
the  real  economy  of  the  dockyards. 

Mb.  SAMUBA  said,  the  amount  of  work 
to  be  performed  in  the  dockyards  this  year 
appeared  to  be  very  considerably  less  than 
it  was  last  year.     Instead  of  23,500  tons 
of  shipping  to  be  built,  there  were  only 
14,400,  being  9,000  tons  less  than  last 
year.    From  the  declarations  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  it  appeared  that 
the  Government  were  building  two  yessels 
of  the  Monitor  class,  of  500  and  600-horBe- 
power  respectively,  from  which  they  pro- 
posed to  obtain   9  and  12  knots  speed. 
There  was   a   great    similarity   between 
the   two  vessels,  and  the  difference    in 
the  horse  power,  one  being  500  and  the 
other  600-horse  power,  would  only  repre- 
sent about  half  a  knot.     If  the  Admiralty 
could  give  a  speed  of  12  knots  to  one 
vessel,  and  he  did  not  for  a  moment  pre- 
tend to  say  that  they  could  not,  he  thought 
that,  when  speed  was  a  consideration  of  so 
much  value  in  the  present  days  of  ship- 
building,  it  was  extraordinary  that  the 
Admiralty  should  give  no  higher  speed  to 
the  second  vessel  than  9  ^ots.     On  a 
former  occasion  allusion  had  been  made  to 
an  observation  of  his  with  respect  to  the 
Indian  transports.     But,  to  the  best  of  his 
recollection,   what  he  had  done  on  that 
occasion  was  merely  to  point  out  distinctly 
the  failure  of  the  application  to  the  private 
firms  for  a  competitive  design.     He  now 
came  to  the  proposal  which  he  had  put  on 
the  Paper,  and  which  was  a  very  reason- 
able one.     The  two  vessels  which  he  pro- 
posed to  substitute  were  of  similar  tonnage 
to  those  which  the  Government  designed 
to  build  ;  the  si^e  and  material  were  sim- 
ilar.    Now,  there  were  serious  reasons  why 
the  country  should  not  commit  itself  to  the 
extent  to  which  the  Admiralty  seemed 
bent  on   committing  it  with   regard    to 
vessels  of  the  class  to  which  he  referred. 
It  would  be  recollected  that  during  the 
whole  time  that  the  re-construction  of  the 
navy  with  iron-clad  vessels  had  been  in 
progress  there  had  always  been  one  main  j 


object  which  he  had  kept  in  view,  and 
which,  as  far  as  he  had  been  able,  he  had 
endeavoured  to  urge  upon  the  Government, 
and  that  was  that  the  ultimate  aim  of  all 
their  improvements  should  be  to  obtain  a 
perfectly  protected  vessel.  He  had  warned 
the  Admiralty  that  it  was  useless  to  decide 
the  country  and  to  delude  themselves — 
for  none  were  so  deluded  as- the  Admiralty 
— by  supposing  that  any  vessel  would  be- 
come useful  which  had  nothing  but  a  patch 
of  armour  on  a  small  portion  of  the  hull, 
while  all  the  rest  of  her  was  utterly  at  the 
mercy  of  any  other  vessel,  however  small. 
The  Admiralty  laid  down  as  a  condition  for 
adoption  at  the  time  they  were  about  to 
build  their  first 'iron -clad  ships  of  the 
Warrior  class  that  only  the  central  part  of 
the  ship  should  be  armoured.  He  gave  the 
Admiralty  full  credit  for  this,  that  they  be- 
lieved the  difficulties  in  the  way  of  obtain- 
ing a  perfectly  armoured  ship  were  too  great 
to  be  overcome,  and  that  they  could  not  at 
the  same  time  get  a  ship  constructed  of 
such  a  form  as  to  give  both  a  sufficient 
amount  of  displacement  and  that  degree  of 
speed  which  they  justly  looked  on  as  in- 
dispensable. He  felt  at  that  time  quite  as 
strongly  as  he  did  now  the  impolicy  of 
relying  on  a  vessel  so  constructed  and 
which  he  foresaw  would  be  nothing  but  a 
log  upon  the  water  when  the  two  ends  were 
knocked  away.  In  the  proposal  which  he 
then  sent  to  the  Admiralty  he  had  suggested 
that  the  ends  should  be  protected.  By  con- 
tinually pressing  the  same  consideration 
upon  them  the  Admiralty  did  by  degrees 
depart  from  their  original  plan.  In  the 
vessels  of  the  Valiant  class  they  recognized 
the  principle,  though  not  to  the  full  extent ; 
but  in  the  JUinotaur  class  they  covered  with 
armour  the  entire  vessel.  They  had  then 
got  something  substantial,  and  if  they  ha^ 
only  applied  themselves  to  decreasing  the 
size  and  increasing  the  handiness  of  the 
vessel  they  would  have  arrived  at  a  veiy 
useful  and  efficient  class  of  vessel  indeed. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving  to 
omit  the  sums — 

"For  building  two  Iron-olad  Veaaels  of  the 
Audacious  oIass  (four  of  which  are  alreadj  build- 
ing,  though  at  jet  none  have  been  tried),  and  to 
suggest  in  substitution  for  them  two  Turret  Ships 
of  the  oompetitive  designs  submitted  to  the  Ad- 
miralty bj  private  firms,  and  which  were  rejected 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  Controller  and 
Chief  Constructor  of  the  Navj  in  fiivour  of  their 
own  official  design." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
« That  a   sum,  not  ezoeediag  £823^862,   be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  lora 
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neoeiaanr  to  defray  the  Salariee  of  the  OflSoen  and 
the  Contingent  Expenses  of  Her  Migestj's  Dock- 
yards and  Naval  Yards  at  Ilome  and  Ahroad, 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  daring  the 
year  ending  oh  the  dlst  day  of  March  1809/' 
— <16-.  Samvda.) 

Mb.  CHILBERS  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  much  more  conyenient  to  take 
the  decision  of  the  question  on  Vote  10, 
where  there  was  a  distinct  sum  for  new 
armour-plated  ships.  That  was  the  next 
Yote  on  which  the  question  arose,  and 
respecting  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lincoln  (Mr.  Seely)  intended  to  address 
the  House.  He  sympathized  with  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Henry  Lennox)  in  the 
difficulty  in  which  he  was  placed  by  the 
unfortunate  illness  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  ;  but  the  Committee  would 
admit  that  no  one  could  have  explained 
the  question  more  clearly,  or  stated  the 
policy  of  the  Government  more  intelli- 
gibly than  the  noble  Lord  had  done.  As 
to  the  alteration  proposed  in  the  pro- 
gramme of  the  year,  he  thought  his  noble 
Friend  had  done  thorough  justice  to  the 
Controller  and  the  Chief  Constructor ;  and 
he  rejoiced  that  the  Yote  had  not  been 
passed  without  the  questions  being  raised 
and  the  answers  stated  as  to  the  first 
change  he  had  originally  offered  to  the 
Committee — a  proposition  to  build  a  broad- 
side ship  and  one  of  novel  construction  by 
contract,  and  one  of  each  in  the  dockyard, 
instead  of  two  broadsides  in  the  dockyard 
and  two  of  novel  construction  out  of  it ; 
and  he  therefore  approved  the  altered  pro- 
gramme announced,  for  novel  ships  in 
private  yards  involved  heavy  extras  for 
experience  gained  as  construction  pro- 
ceeded. It  was  also  judicious  to  reduce 
the  class  of  vessels  for  special  purposes 
from  foftr  to  three  on  the  completion  of  the 
new  yacht  in  substitution  for  the  0«6om«, 
and  to  close  Deptford  as  a  building  yard, 
which  he  hoped  was  the  first  step  towards 
closing  it  as  a  naval  yard.  But  in  saying 
this  he  could  not  help  referring  to  the 
unwise  conduct  of  the  Admiralty  in  de- 
ciding last  year  to  build  a  small  fieet  of 
wooden  vessels,  and  in  going  beyond  their 
original  intentions  during  the  year  as  to 
the  number  of  men  in  the  dockyards.  So 
fickle  was  their  policy  that,  during  the 
course  of  the  year,  and  in  spite  of  the  as- 
surances given  in  the  debate  on  the  Esti- 
mates, at  Portsmouth  the  strength  of  the 
establishment  was  raised  from  1,233  men 
to  1,662,  and  a  sudden  reduction  was  made 


this  year  to  930  men.  The  result  of  that 
was  that  very  great  distress  prevailed 
among  the  men,  and  similar  consequences 
followed  at  Woolwich,  where  the  number 
of  shipwrights  had  been  reduced  from 
1,021,  which  was  the  number  in  the 
month  of  October,  to  525.  That  was  the 
main  fault  to  which  he  had  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  in  connection 
with  those  Estimates,  for  he  looked  upon 
the  policy  of  the  Admiralty  in  other  re- 
spects as  being,  on  the  whole,  sound.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  be  able  to 
get  this  Vote. 

Mb.  OT  way  said,  that  what  the  coun- 
try desired  was  to  have  the  very  best  vessels 
constructed ;  and  the  country  was  disap- 
pointed at  not  having  vessels  of  a  light 
draught  of  water  which,  nevertheless, 
could  carry  heav^  armour  plates  and  ^uns. 
Every  other  mantime  Power  was  building 
vessels  different  from  those  we  were  build- 
ing. At  Chatham  the  distress  was  not  so 
severe  as  in  other  dockyards ;  but  there 
was  one  class  in  the  dockyard — ^the  rope- 
makers — who  had  been  rather  hardly 
treated.  He  should  like  to  ask  his  noble 
Friend  why  no  provision  was  made  for 
the  workmen  in  Chatham  Dockyard  to 
dine  comfortably?  Surely  some  shed 
oould  be  constructed  in  which  the  men 
could  dine  with  some  sort  of  comfort. 
With  regard  to  superannuation  allowances, 
he  thought  that  if  a  man  died  just  before 
be  became  entitled  to  superannuation  al- 
lowance, his  widow  ought  to  receive  some 
payment  out  of  that  fund  to  which  her 
husband  had  so  long  contributed.  Since 
the  introduction  of  iron  for  shipbuilding 
the  number  of  accidents  had  greatly  in- 
creased, and  great  complaint  was  made 
that  no  accommodation  existed  for  the 
men  at  the  hospital,  and  that  they  had  to 
contribnte  out  of  their  own  wages  towards 
the  expense  of  the  hospital. 

LoBD  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  he 
hoped  the  Committee  would  allow  this 
Vote  to  pass,  in  order  that  Progress  might 
be  reported,  with  a  view  to  the  Registra- 
tion Bill  being  proceeded  with. 

Me.  M.  chambers  suggested  that 
the  Vote  now  before  the  Committee  should 
be  postponed. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  hoped  that,  as  the 
feeling  of  the  Committee  evidently  was  in 
favour  of  passing  the  Yote  and  reporting 
Progress,  the  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  not  offer  any  opposition  to  that 
course. 
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Mb.  SAMTJDl  said,  he  would  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

Motion,  bj  leave,  Moithdrawn, 
Original  Question  pot,  and  agreed  to. 
House  resumed. 

Resolations  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ; 
Committee  to  sit  again  Tomorrow. 

REGISTRATION  {re-eommiUed)  BILL. 
(Mr,  Secretary  O.  Hardy ^  Sir  J,  Fergueeon.) 

[bill  167.]        COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Colonel  BARTTELOT  said,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  not  think  that  he  was 
going  to  offer  a  factious  opposition  to  the 
Bill.  It  was  not  a  party  Bill,  and  it  was 
not  a  Bill  which  could  affect  any  individual 
Member ;  but  it  was  simply  a  BiU  to  ac- 
celerate the  registration  of  the  voters  in  the 
country.  But  that  was  not  the  sole  point 
for  the  House  to  consider.  They  were 
there  to  consider  whether  it  was  wise  and 
prudent  that  a  Bill  of  that  kind  should  be 
passed  for  this  specific  year,  and  whether 
it  would  have  the  effect,  which  aU  wished, 
of  placing  on  the  register  those  whom  they 
had  admitted  to  the  franchise.  If  the  BiU 
was  passed,  it  would  prevent  a  large  num- 
ber  of  those  whom  they  wished  to  enfran- 
chise from  getting  that  franchise,  and  there 
would  be  a  universal  cry  when  they  met  in 
December  or  January  by  those  who  were 
returned  that  their  constituents  were  not 
fairly  represented.  The  result  would  be 
that  another  election  would  loom  in  the 
distance,  and  he  knew  not  if  that  was  their 
wish.  The  Bill  provided  that  the  regis- 
tration should  be  completed  by  the  end  of 
October.  The  elections  were  to  take  place 
in  November,  and  they  are  to  meet  there 
in  December.  For  what  purpose  ?  Simply 
to  decide  whether  the  Qentlemen  opposite 
should  sit  on  that  side,  and  whether  those 
who  sat  on  that  side  shall  go  to  the  oppo- 
aite  Benches.  Whether  that  was  to  take 
place  time  would  show.  If  the  registration 
was  not  complete  it  would  matter  little 
whether  they  met  in  January  or  Decem- 
ber. Let  them  consider  the  complicated 
nature  of  the  BiU.  There  was  the  com- 
pound-householder, a  gentleman  whom 
they  thought  dead  and  buried,  but  who, 
nevertheless  would  make  alterations  in  the 
new  registry  necessary.     There  was  also 
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the  lodger  franchise,  and  he  beUeved  that 
in  towns  where  30,000  or  40,000  would 
be  added  to  the  register  that  register  would 
not  be  complete.  He  knew  something  of 
the  towns,  and  he  ventured  to  say  tiiat 
November  was  a  very  bad  month  for  the 
elections.  He  beUeved  it  would  be  alto- 
gether a  false  move  if  they  were  to  hurry 
on  the  registrations  now,  simply  to  decide 
who  was  to  sit  on  this  and  who  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  in  November  next. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HAKDY  said,  if  he 
thought  that  this  BiU  would  in  any  way 
affect  the  rights  of  the  electors  by  dimin- 
ishing their  chances  of  getting  upon  the 
register  he  would  not  have  considered  it 
his  duty  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  propose  it.  But  those  who  sat  on  the 
Select  Committee  were  satisfied  that  no- 
thing would  be  taken  away  from  the  rights 
of  voters.  The  only  question  was  whether 
sufficient  time  was  allowed  for  revision. 
Those  who  had  most  considered  the  ques- 
tion beUeved  there  was.  He  was  himself 
satisfied  there  was,  and  therefore  he  hoped 
the  House  would  go  into  Committee. 

Mb.  SMOLLETT  said,  he  had  a  few 
observations  to  make  on  the  BiU,  which  he 
thought  had  been  but  little  discussed  in 
the  House.  He  must  describe  this  as  a 
Bill  designed  to  slur  over  the  registration 
and  to  hurry  on  the  General  Election  at 
the  earUest  possible  period.  He  dared  say 
that  some  Gentlemen  in  that  House  were 
anxious  to  bring  on  an  election;  but  he 
had  asked  himself,  and  he  had  asked  per- 
sons out  of  that  House,  what  possible  ob- 
ject could  be  gained  by  the  new  House  of 
Commons  meeting  in  December.  The  only 
answer  he  could  get  to  the  question  was 
this — "  If  we  accept  this  BiU,  and  hurry 
on  the  elections,  the  new  House  of  Com- 
mons will  be  able  to  meet  in  December,  in 
order  to  decide  which  of  the  two  factions  in 
this  House  shall  carry  on  its  Business  next 
Session."  That  might  be  a  very  impor- 
tant matter  for  those  who  expected  Office ; 
but  hon.  Gentlemeo  who  were  **  outsiders*' 
and  the  pubUc  at  large  did  not  care  one 
farthing  which  set  of  statesmen  might  con- 
duct the  Business  of  the  country  during 
the  months  of  December  and  January. 
When  ParUament  had  passed  a  BiU  en- 
abUng  very  large  numbers  to  get  them- 
selves placed  on  the  electoral  roU,  common 
sense  and  prudence  would  dictate  that  the 
registration  should  be  conducted  in  the 
most  effectual  manner.  This  BiU  came 
before  the  House  with  great  recommenda- 
tions. It  professed  to  be  a  Ministerial  BiU; 
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but  they  ftll  knew  under  what  oircum- 
stances  it  bad  been  brought  forward.  It 
had  been  brought  forward  under  coercion. 
That  was  his  opinion.  There  had  been  a 
threat  made  by  Qentlemen  sitting  on  the 
Opposition  side  that  they  would  withhold 
the  Supplies  [''No!"];  but  he  belieyed 
that  threat  would  not  have  been  carried 
out.  The  Bill  had  been  subjected  to  the 
ordeal  of  a  select  Committee.  How  was 
that  Committee  composed?  Qentlemen 
connected  with  the  present  Administration 
served  on  it.  That  Administration  had 
been  for  some  time  exposed  to  such  taunts 
from  the  front  Opposition  Bench,  and 
the  House  itself  had  been  in  such  a 
state  of  chronic  anarchy,  that  the  reten- 
tion of  Office  by  its  members  was  almost 
intolerable.  It  was  on  that  account 
that  he  described  the  Bill  as  having  been 
brought  in  under  compulsion.  There 
also  sat  upon  the  Committee  a  number  of 
Gentlemen  who  had  held  Office  under  the 
late  Administration,  and  who  were  not  at 
all  indisposed  to  hold  Office  under  that 
which  was  coming.  He  dared  say  those 
Gentlemen  would  not  think  the  drawing 
of  their  official  salaries  so  irksome  a  task 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer)  had  considered 
it  during  the  past  few  months.  [''  Ques- 
tion !'']  He  would  not  detain  them  many 
minutes ;  but  what  he  had  to  say  he  must 
say  out.  There  sat,  then,  on  the  Com- 
mittee a  number  of  Gentlemen  who  were 
very  anxious  to  obtain  Office  at  the  very 
earliest  period.  Indeed,  that  anxiety  was 
so  great  as  to  lead  to  the  belief  that  some- 
thing more  than  patriotism  actuated  them 
when  they  strove  to  obtain  the  meeting  of 
Parliament  in  December  next.  Upon  the 
decision  of  such  a  Committee  he,  for  one, 
placed  no  reliance  whatever,  knowing,  as 
he  did,  that  there  existed  no  desire  at  all 
in  unofficial  quarters,  nor  out-of-doors, 
that  Parliament  should  assemble  at  bo 
early  a  date.  Now,  why  should  any  in- 
dependent Member  on  either  side  of  the 
House  go  an  inch  out  of  his  way  to  bring 
about  a  change  of  Ministers  in  December 
instead  of  six  weeks  later,  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  affairs?  What  reason  had  any 
independent  Member  to  bridge  more  rapidly 
than  need  be  the  gulf  which  still  yawned 
between  the  right  hon.  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  and  Office  ?  What  had  kept 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  out  of  Office  for 
the  last  four  or  five  months  ?  He  would 
himself  answer  that  question  with  the  ut- 
most possible  candour.  It  had  been  the 
JUr.  8molUti 


behest  and  desire  of  a  very  considerable 
number  of  Gentlemen  on  the  Opposition 
side,  of  whom  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  the  ostensible  Leader.  They  probably 
thought,  and  with  justice,  that  the  in- 
tellect of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ma- 
tured much  more  rapidly  in  the  winter  of 
Opposition  than  in  the  summer  heat  of 
Office.  The  House  had  been  in  a  very  ex- 
cited state  for  the  last  four  or  five  months. 
There  had  been  in  Office  a  Ministry  which 
did  not  hold  the  reins  of  power.  The 
Executive  had  been  weak,  not  in  abiHty, 
but  in  Parliamentary  support.  Then  there 
had  been  a  powerful  Opposition,  number- 
ing at  least  350  or  860  heads.  If  the  Op* 
position  had  so  willed  it,  they  might  in 
the  early  part  of  the  Session  have  carried 
a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence  in  the  Mi- 
nistry, and  the  result  of  such  a  Vote  would 
have  been  to  transfer  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
and  the  satellites  who  surrounded  him  to 
the  right  hand  of  the  Speaker's  Chair. 
What  had  prevented  this  from  being  done, 
and  why  had  350  Gentlemen  allowed  300 
Gentlemen  to  hold  the  reins  of  Office  during 
the  whole  of  the  present  Session  ?  He 
would  give  an  explanation  of  the  circum- 
stances. In  doing  so  he  should  violate  no 
confidence,  as  he  should  merely  repeat 
what  was  openly  spoken  of  and  discussed 
at  the  Bar,  in  the  Lobbies,  in  all  political 
coteries,  and  very  probably  even  in  the 
sacred  precincts  of  Brookes's.  It  was  a 
well-known  fact  that  there  were  on  the 
Opposition  Benches  a  number  of  Gentle- 
men who  were  esteemed  Members  of  the 
Liberal  party;  but  who  refused  to  sup- 
port a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence  in  the 
present  Government.  In  other  words, 
they  refused  to  be  parties  to  any  Motion 
the  direct  effect  of  which  would  be  to  place 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Lancashire  in 
high  Offioe.  ["  Question !"]  There  were 
scores  of  Gentlemen,  opposite  who  knew 
what  he  had  stated  to  be  an  absolute  fact. 
Those  Gentlemen  did  not  deny  that  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
possessed  great  abilities;  but  they  dis- 
trusted his  political  sagacity,  and  were 
very  probably  not  enamoured  of  his  versa- 
tility; they  had  no  confidence  in  his  tact 
and  his  power  to  keep  a  party  together. 
If,  then,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
his  Friends  had  been  kept  out  of  Office  by 
the  behest  and  at  the  dictation  of  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  Her  Majesty's  Opposi- 
tion, what  possible  object  could  they  have 
in  now  coming  forward  and  desiring  that 
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we  should  meet  next  December,  in  order 
to  determine  whether  by  the  new  elections 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  be  placed  in 
the  position  of  First  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
Under  these  circumstances  he  should  give 
his  vote  against  the  Bill,  and  if  it  went 
into  Committee  he  trusted  the  House  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  discussing  it  on  its 
merits  on  the  third  reading. 

Mb.  MELLER  said,  the  Bill  would 
cause  so  much  dissatisfaction  that  he  must 
protest  a^^ainst  it,  and  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment. For  the  last  two  years  they  had 
been  discussing  the  desirability  of  making 
most  important  changes  in  the  electoral 
system,  and  yet  their  labours  were,  after 
all,  to  have  no  fruition,  as  it  were,  because 
those  whom  it  was  sought  to  benefit,  would 
receive  no  benefit  at  all,  in  consequence  of 
the  haste  with  which  registration  was  to 
be  slurred  over.  In  the  large  towns  and 
counties  in  the  North  great  inconvenience 
would  be  caused,  and  he  wished  to  point 
out  that  if  the  number  of  Bevising  Barris- 
ters were  doubled,  the  number  of  election 
agents  must  be  doubled  also.  The  time 
at  present  allowed  for  registration  was 
quite  short  enough,  but  it  was  proposed 
still  further  to  shorten  it,  and  as  tne  Court 
of  Common  Fleas  did  not  sit  until  some 
time  on  in  the  month  of  November,  there 
would  practically  be  no  appeal  from  the 
decisions  of  the  Bevising  Barristers.  He 
did  not  like  the  idea  of  an  election  in  No- 
vember, for  the  reason  that,  as  some  two 
hours  at  least  of  the  polling  must  take, 
place  in  partial,  if  not  entire  darkness,  it 
would  give  great  facilities  for  personations. 
The  question  put  before  the  country  was 
whether  Catholicism  or  Frotestantism  was 
to  have  the  superiority.  ["  Oh,  oh  !  "1 
Members  might  object  to  that,  so  he  woula 
say  it  was  whether  Ireland  was  to  be 
pacified  or  not.  It  was  incumbent  on 
them,  therefore,  to  have  a  well-selected 
jury,  and  to  commit  the  decision  of  the 
question  to  a  respectable  constituency. 

Mb.  MABSH  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that,  on  the  whole,  it  was  much  better 
that  this  Bill  should  pass.  It  was  possible 
that  the  Bill  might  be  passed  in  a  hurry  ; 
but  then  they  would  have  the  advantage 
of  getting  a  Ministry  established  sooner. 
That  difficulty  even  might  be  got  over  by 
the  present  Ministry  resigning  at  once. 
The  election  gentry,  et  genus  omne,  might 
not,  perhaps,  have  so  much  time  to  make 
up  their  books,  and  if  an  autumn  Session 
were  inconvenient  they  would  all  be  there, 
and  the  Session  would  be  a  very  short 


one.  Commercial  matters  were  very  much 
depressed,  and  that  depression  would  not 
cease  until  the  General  Election  was  over. 
It  would  be  better  to  get  the  election  over^ 
so  AS  to  have  a  fair  start  again. 

Motion,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair,"  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  to  5,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Revision  of  Lists  in  Counties). 

Mb.  CORRANCE  suggested,  but  did  not 
move,  the  insertion  of  words  binding  the 
Revising  Barristers  to  commence  their  ope- 
rations on  the  14th  of  September  next  at 
latest. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  7  to  28,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  29  (Application  of  certain  Rating 
Sections  to  Counties). 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
that  although  it  had  been  inserted  by  the 
Select  Committee,  in  the  spirit  of  caution 
which  they  had  very  properly  exercised  in 
dealing  with  the  measure,  he  found,  on 
careful  examination,  that  it  was  quite  un- 
necessary, and  might  possibly  lead  to  mis- 
chief if  permitted  to  remain  in  the  Bill. 
The  clause  proposed  to  make  the  30th 
section  of  the  2  Will.  IV.,  c.  45,  and  the 
75th  section  of  the  Act  of  6  &  7  of  the 
Queen,  c.  18,  the  principal  Act,  applicable 
"to  all  cases  of  occupancy  creating  a 
franchise"  by  last  year's  Reform  Act. 
But  the  56th  section  of  last  year's  Act 
made  all  Registration  Acts  apply  to  its 
provisions,  and  he  feared  the  retention  of 
this  29th  clause  would  derogate  from  the 
full  power  of  that  56th  section. 

Mb.  LEEMAN  said,  that  the  clause  was 
well-considered  by  the  Committee,  and  he 
hoped  it  would  be  retained. 

Mb.  AYRTON  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  strike  out  the  clause,  and  give 
the  voters  to  which  it  applied  the  benefit 
of  the  general  law. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said,  it 
was  necessary  to  omit  the  clause. 

Clause  struck  out. 

Clauses  80  to  34,  inclusive,  a^eed  to. 

Mb.  DIXON  moved  the  addition  of  the 
following  clause : — 
(List  of  voters  to  be  made  oat  by  overseers.) 
"  That  the  overseers  of  every  parish  or  town- 
ship in  anj  Citj  or  Borough  may,  on  or  before  the 
last  day  of  Jol/,  make  oat  or  cause  to  be  made 
oat  the  lists  of  all  persons  who  may  be  entitled 
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to  Tote  in  the  election  of  a  Member  or  Members 
to  serye  in  Parliament  for  such  City  or  Borough, 
80  far  as  practicable,  in  the  manner  following, 
Tic. :— In  the  alphabetical  order  of  streets  or 
places  in  each  parish  or  township,  or  where  such 
parishes  or  townships  shall  haye  been  diyided 
into  polling  districts,  then  in  the  alphabetical 
order  of  streets  or  places  in  each  polling  district ; 
the  names  of  voters  being  arranged  in  the  order 
in  which  they  appear  in  each  street  or  place  in  the 
rate-books  for  such  parishes  or  townships." 

The  effect  of  the  clause  would  be  to 
make  the  regiBter  an  exact  copy  of  the 
rate-book,  the  streets  being  arranged  in 
alphabetical  order.  At  the  present  time 
expense  is  caused  by  having  to  re-arrange 
the  rate-book  and  place  the  list  of  voters 
in  alphabetical  order.  The  authorities  of 
Birmingham  believe  that  this  labour  and 
expense  are  quite  unnecessary,  and  they 
requested  him  to  move  the  addition  of  this 
clause  to  the  Bill,  to  avoid  unnecessary  ex- 
pense, and  for  the  purpose  of  furthering  the 
objects  of  the  Bill — ^namely,  to  save  time. 
By  adopting  the  Resolution  there  would 
be  a  very  considerable  saving  effected  for 
the  candidates,  because  they  would  other- 
wise have  to  re-arrange  the  list  of  voters 
and  undo  what  the  overseers  had  already 
done.  The  expense  of  the  operation  in  Bir- 
mingham last  year  was  £250  on  one  side 
only,  and  the  total  expense  was  probably 
£500.  The  voters  would  be  increased  un- 
der the  new  Act,  and  it  was  not  unreason- 
able to  suppose  that  this  particular  item  of 
expenditure  would  be  increased  consider- 
ably, perhaps  trebled,  if  this  clause  should 
not  be  added  to  the  Bill.  The  expense 
thus  caused  in  Birmingham  would  probably 
reach  £1,000;  and  one  of  their  objects 
should  be  to  make  the  elections  as  cheap, 
and  not  as  dear  as  possible.  He  had 
altered  the  clause  since  it  was  first  placed 
on  the  Notice  Paper  from  "shall"  to 
"may,"  so  that  the  overseers  might  not 
be  compelled  to  make  out  the  lists  in 
alphabetical  order  in  places  where  it  was 
not  wished  to  put  the  clause  into  opera- 
tion. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  that 
the  proposal  might  seem  suitable  to  Bir- 
mingham, which  was  only  one  parish,  but 
it  would  cause  great  confusion  in  placet 
where  a  borough  contained  several  pa- 
rishes. The  clause  appeared  to  be  framed 
in  order  to  save  the  candOate  the  expense 
of  making  out  canvassing  books.  The 
result  of  making  the  clause  permissive 
would  be  that  some  overseers  would  make 
out  the  register  on  one  plan  and  some  on 
the  other.  He  was  told  that  the  overseers 
in  some  parishes  had  made  considerable 
Mr.Dwon 


progress  in  preparing  the  lists  for  the  pre- 
sent year,  and  they  were  very  anxious 
that  the  clause  should  not  pass. ' 

Mr.  ATRTON  thought  that  the  clause 
would  not  work  unless  it  was  made  im- 
perative,  or  was  added  as  a  power  to  the 
overseers  in  addition  to  the  duty  which 
was  now  imperative.  It  would  not  do  to 
have  a  permissive  clause  in  substitution  of 
the  present  duty. 

"Mr,  LOCKE  said,  he  did  not  think  any 
great  difficulty  would  arise  by  the  over- 
seer carrying  out  the  plan  proposed  by  the 
clause,  or  that  any  serious  additional  ex- 
pense would  be  thrown  upon  parishes. 

Mb.  Serjeant  GASELEE  said,  he 
thought  it  would  be  much  easier  and 
cheaper  for  the  overseer  to  be  allowed 
merely  to  copy  the  rate-book,  than  to  be 
obliged  to  arrange  the  list  of  names  in 
alphabetical  order. 

Mr.  BOUYERIE  said,  it  was  neces- 
sary at  election  times  that  they  should  be 
able  with  facility  to  turn  to  the  names  of 
the  electors,  and  that  could  be  done  only 
when  the  list  was  arranged  alphabetically. 
On  the  whole,  if  there  was  to  be  a  choice 
between  the  two  methods,  it  would  be 
better  to  adhere  to  the  present  practice. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  he  thought  the 
plan,  if  adopted  at  all,  should  only  be 
adopted  in  those  boroughs  which  consisted 
of  one  parish  or  township. 

Clause  negatived. 

Ma.  FOUAMBE  rose  to  move  the  fol- 
lowing new  clause : — 

**  Where  in  any  Borough  the  overseers  shall, 
after  the  twenty-ninth  day  of  September,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  sixty-soTen,  have 
rated  the  owner  instead  of  the  occupier  of  any 
dwelling-house  or  other  tenement,  in  contravention 
of  *  The  Representation  of  the  People  Act,  1867,' 
the  occupier  of  such  premises  shall,  upon  duly 
payinff  or  tendering  on  or  before  the  twentieth 
day  of  July  next,  the  difiference,  if  any,  between 
the  amount  of  poor  rate  payable  on  or  before  the 
fifth  day  of  January,  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  sixty-eight,  in  respect  of  such  premises  by 
such  owner,  and  that  which  would  have  been  pay- 
able by  an  ordinary  occupier  thereof,  be  entitled 
to  be  registered  as  a  voter,  as  fully  as  if  he  had 
been  rated  and  paid  all  rates  in  pursuance  of  the 
third  and  seventh  sections  of  the  said  Act." 

The  clause  was  very  similar  to  the  SOth 
section  of  the  old  Reform  Act;  and  his 
object  in  proposing  it  was  to  do  an  act  of 
justice  towards  a  class  of  occupiers  who 
were  fuUy  entitled  to  be  put  upon  the  re- 
gister. In  a  parish  in  his  own  constitu- 
ency (East  Retford)  several  hundreds  of 
such  men  had  been  omitted  from  the  list, 
and  it  was  fair  to  suppose  that  the  same 
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thing  might  have  ooonrred  in  other  places. 
His  clause  would  remedy  that  state  of 
things. 

VisoouKT  GAL  WAT  supported  the 
clause  proposed  by  his  hon.  Colleague, 
and  read  a  letter  from  the  overseer  of 
Worksop,  explaining  the  circumstances 
under  which  between  600  and  600  per- 
sons there  would  be  practically  disfhtn- 
chised  unless  some  such  clause  as  that 
were  adopted. 

The  SOLICITOB  GENERAL  said,  it 
was  obvious  that  the  clause  was  proposed 
to  meet  a  particular  case,  and  such  legisla^ 
tion  was  always  objectionable  and  dan- 
gerous. It  was  difficult  to  say  whether  it 
would  meet  that  case,  and  still  more  diffi- 
cult to  say  what  its  effect  would  be  upon 
other  oases.  The  persons  whose  names 
were  said  to  have  been  improperly  omitted 
by  the  overseer  had  a  remedy  at  the  time 
under  the  existing  statutes,  and  if  they 
had  not  then  availed  themselves  of  that  re- 
medy the  passing  of  the  proposed  enactment 
in  their  favour  would  be  giving  them  an 
unfair  advantage. 

8iB  ROBERT  COLLIER  said,  that  the 
persons  to  whom  the  clause  referred  ought 
not  to  be«>  allowed  to  suffer  from  the 
wrongful  act  of  others.  He  thought  that 
a  good  deal  was  to  be  said  for  the  proposi- 
tion that  when  a  man  whose  landlord 
paid  the  composition  rate,  and  himself 
paid  the  difference,  he  should  have  a  vote. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  there 
could  be  no  party  feeling  in  this  matter. 
He  conceived  that  it  would  be  injudicious 
to  pass  a  clause  for  the  sake  of  one  parti- 
cular borough,  for  its  operations  might 
extend  to  other  cases  to  which  it  would 
be  improper  to  apply  it. 

Clause  n$gat%vBd, 

Mb.  YILLIERS  moved  the  insertion  of 
the  following  clause  :^ 

(OTeneera  may  oaaie  houiei  and  bnildiiigs  In 
streets  to  be  marked  with  numbers.) 

*'  The  overseers  of  any  parish  in  England,  the 
population  whereof  shall  ezoeed  ten  thousand  per- 
sons, according  to  the  Census  for  the  time  heinff, 
may,  with  the  consent  of  the  Poor  Law  Board, 
from  time  to  time  cause  the  houses  and  huildings 
in  all,  or  any  of  the  streets,  to  he  marked  with 
numbers  as  they  think  fit,  and  the  cost  shali  he 
chargeable  upon  and  paid  out  of  the  monies  to 
be  nlsed  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  of  any  such 
parish." 

The  right  hon.  Member  said  that  in  the 
manufacturing  districts  there  were  large 
blocks  of  houses  without  any  numbers,  and 
streets  without  any  names,  the  property 
belonging  to  owners  who,  under  iJie  Com- 


pounding Acts,  had  been  rated.  Since 
the  Reform  Act  of  last  year  the  compound- 
householder  was  done  away  with;  and 
the  clause  he  proposed  would  enable  over- 
seers to  number  the  houses,  so  that  the 
occupiers  might  be  identified  as  the  per- 
sons  entitled  to  be  placed  on  the  register. 

Mb.  POWELL  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  inconvenient  to  introduce  the 
clause  into  the  BiU,  inasmuch  as  such  a 
power  was  already  given  in  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Act. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDT  said,  that 
the  clause  was  not  a  fit  one  to  be  incorpo- 
rated in  the  present  Bill,  though  it  might 
be  a  very  proper  one  to  be  inserted  in  a 
rating  Bill.  This  clause,  besides,  would 
have  no  operation  in  the  present  year  with 
respect  to  registration,  as  the  lists  were 
now  practically  commenced. 

Clause  negatived, 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  that  it  would  ma- 
terially interfere  with  the  progress  of  the 
proceedings  before  the  Revising  Barristers 
to  have  a  large  number  of  lodgers  brought 
to  their  Courts  to  wait  and  see  whether 
anybody  would  start  up  and  challenge 
their  votes.  As  these  persons  were  to 
have  their  names  in  the  lists  long  before 
the  Revising  Barristers  held  their  Courts, 
it  was  only  reasonable  that  those  who 
wished  to  challenge  the  votes  of  any 
lodgers  should  give  them  notice  before  the 
holding  of  the  Registration  Courts.  He 
hoped  the  Home  Secretary  would  consider 
the  expediency  of  introducing  a  provision 
by  which  notice  should  be  given  to  lodgers 
of  objections  to  their  claims,  without  which 
they  should  not  be  compelled  to  come  to 
the  Court. 

Mb.  BAINES  said,  he  believed  the 
lodgers  were  a  much  more  respectable 
class  of  people  than  was  at  first  supposed. 
He  was  certain  that  any  clause  which 
compelled  the  attendance  of  the  lodger  at 
the  Court  must  be  amended. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  objected 
to  the  suggestion.  The  efiect  of  it  would 
be  to  repeal  a  section  in  the  Act  of  last 
Session,  which  had  been  deliberately 
adopted  after  considerable  discussion. 

Mr.  BAINES  moved  a  clause  to  pro- 
vide that  lodgers  who  may  have  made  a 
claim  duly  certified  shall  be  entitled  to 
vote  unless  notice  of  objection  to  his  claim 
had  been  gi? en  to  him  three  clear  days 
before  the  sitting  of  the  Revising  Bar- 
rister's Court. 

Sib  ROBERT  COLLIER  supported  the 
dause. 
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M»-  GATHQRNE  HABDT  said,  he 
hoped  the  clause  would  not  be  pressed. 
The  subject  was  deliberately  considered 
and  decided  last  year,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury  (Mr.  M'CuUagh  Torrens), 
who  was  much  interested  in  Uie  question, 
was  then  an  assenting  party  to  the  deci- 
sion then  arrived  at. 

Clause  negatived. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  consi- 
dered To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

Hoose  a<yoiirDed  at  half  after 
One  o'clock. 
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PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

HINISTSBIAL   BZFLAlfATIOir. 

The  Eabl  of  MALMESBITBY:  My 
Lords,  I  must  begin  by  congratulating  your 
Lordships  on  the  return  to  the  House  of 
noble  Lords  opposite.  I  rise  now  with 
the  intention  and  tbe  wish  to  explain  to 
your  Lordships  the  course  which  the  Go- 
Temment  propose  to  take  with  respect  to 
tbe  Public  Business  of  this  House.  After 
the  unfortunate  scene  which  I  regret  to 
say  I  witnessed  yesterday  evening,  I  can- 
not go  into  that  explanation  without  first 
expressing  what  I  feel  with  respect  to  the 
conduct  of  noble  Lords  opposite  in  leaving 
the  House  as  they  suddenly  did  in  the 
midst  of  a  debate.  I  do  not  believe  that 
in  either  House  of  Parliament  there  lives 
a  man  old  enough  to  remember  conduct  so 
disrespectful  to  the  House  itself,  and,  I 
must  say,  so  wanting  in  respect  to  the 
noble  Lords  themselves.  My  Lords,  there 
SirBobert  Collier 


was  no  reason  and  no  excuse  whatever  for 
— I  will  not  say  insulting  the  House,  but 
for  what  might  seem  to  be  an  insult  to 
the  House  by  breaking  off  a  debate  which 
was  being  conducted  by  your  Lordships, 
and  which  ought  to  have  been  conducted 
with  that  equanimity  and  temper  which 
it  is  the  custom  of  your  Lordships  to 
exercise  in  this  House.  And  when  I  say 
there  was  no  reason  for  the  conduct  of 
which  I  complain,  I  say  this — ^that  if  the 
noble  Lords  opposite  r^dly  believed  what 
they  said — and  they  said  no  less  than  that 
Government  had  wantonly  attempted  to 
deceive  them  and  Parliament — I  affirm 
that  they  are  totally  wanting  in  any  proof 
to  substantiate  such  a  charge.  But,  my 
Lords,  if  they  had  really  any  proof  or 
conviction  that  such  was  the  case,  that  was 
not  the  moment  they  ought  to  have 
chosen  to  say  so.  They  passed  by  the 
fitting  opportunity  upon  which  they  ought 
to  have  brought  that  accusation  against  us 
when  on  Tuesday  night  they  accepted  the 
discussion  on  the  Scotch  Eeform  Bill  with- 
out any  allusion  to  the  charge  that  we 
were  deceiving  Parliament  in  consequence 
of  the  statement  which  Mr.  Disraeli  had 
made.  I  say  if  they  had  had  any  ground 
for  their  accusation  they  would  have  taken 
that  opportunity  of  stating  it,  because  a 
much  stronger  case  could  have  been  made 
with  regard  to  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill 
than  could  have  been  made  out  in  respect 
of  the  Boundary  Bill.  Mr.  Disraeli,  it 
must  be  remembered,  in  the  speech  which 
was  quoted  yesterday,  was  speaking  of  the 
management  and  course  of  Business  in  the 
other  House.  He  said  that  he  considered 
the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  and  the  Boundary 
Bill  as  "  virtually  settled,"  meaning,  of 
course,  so  far  as  regarded  their  progress 
through  the  Lower  House.  ["  Hear, 
hear  1"  **  No,  no  !*']  The  Scotch  Reform 
Bill  having  thus  been  included  in  the  sen- 
tence—being in  fact  the  first  that  was 
mentioned,  why  did  not  the  noble  Lords 
bring  up  their  complaint  when  we  took 
that  Bill  in  hand  ?  Why  is  it,  I  ask,  that 
this  mare's  nest  was  not  discovered  then  ? 
The  Scotch  Reform  Bill  was  a  much 
stronger  case  than  the  Boundary  Bill,  be* 
cause  the  Amendments  proposed  upon  the 
former  on  Tuesday  night  came  directly 
from  the  Government,  having  been  pro- 
posed by  the  noble  Duke  at  the  head  of 
the  Post  Office  (the  Duke  of  Montrose). 

The  Duke  op  ARGYLL  :  No,  no : 
there  was  no  Notice  given  of  those  Amend- 
ments. 
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Thi  Eabl  of  MALUESBUBT:  Ym; 
Noiiee  was  giren  ;  and,  that  being  so,  I 
tflk  again,  why  did  not  the  noble  Lords  bring 
forwf^  their  grave  accusation  on  Tuesday 
last?    And  yet,  having  missed  that  oppor- 
tunity, the    noble  Lords  came    forward 
yesUffday  evening,  and  said  we  had  been 
fidse  to  omr  promises  and  had  attempted  to 
deceive  the  House.     Had  the  noble  Lords 
of^wtite  believed    the    case   which  they 
strove  to  make  oat,  I  should  have  thought 
ihej  would  not  have  been  able  to  contain 
themselves  when  the  Amendment  on  the 
Scotch  Beform  Bill  was  proposed.    No, 
my  Lords,  I  suspect  that  discovery  was 
made  by  some  ingenious  person  b^ween 
the  Tuesday  and  the  Thursday,  and  then 
followed  what  the  French  call  a  mm  m 
uhi6  on  Thursday  night — and  I  might  use 
even  stronger  words  of  it>  for  I  never  saw 
the  like  before.     I  stated  in  the  strongest 
language  I  could  use,  both  when  the  noble 
Lords  left  the  House  and  before  they  left 
ri,  that  the  Government  had  no  idea  of 
deceiving  the  House  in  any  way ;  that 
they  always  said  that  the  Report  of  the 
Commisaioners  ought  to  be  upheld,  and 
UMkt  Mr.  Disraeli's  words  were  applicable 
only  to  the  conduct  of  Business  in  the 
other  House.    But  I  will  now,  with  your 
Lordships'  pennission,  read  a  letter  which 
I  received  this  morning  from  Mr.  Disraeli 
on  the  subject     It  is  as  follows : — 

"10,  DowDing-ttreet,  Whitdiall,  July  S. 
"  My  dear  Lord, — I  have  learnt  your  prooeed- 
iaga  in  the  Uonse  of  Lords  last  night  with  astonish- 
ment. The  interpretation  placed  on  my  words 
when  speaking  of  the  progress  of  Business  in  the 
Boase  of  Commons  is  one  painftilly  distorted.  I 
vae  sBsweriog  an  inquiry  as  to  the  prospeotf  of 
Basiaess  in  t£ai  House,  and  in  estimating  them 
I  msntioiied  that  certain  measures,  though  they 
had  not  fermally  passed  the  House  of  Commons, 
Bight  be  eon^dered  yirtuaily  settled — that  Is  to 
■7,  weald  lead,  in  the  House  of  Commons,  to 
■0  farther  debate  or  division.    Yours  sinoerely, 

«'B.  DiSRABU. 

"  The  Right  Hon.  the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  O.C.B." 

How,  my  Lords,  if  you  read  the  context  of 
that  speech  in  The  T%tne9  newspaper,  in 
vhidi  it  is  headed  '<  The  Business  of  the 
Hoitie,''  it  is  impossible  for  any  candid 
»^n  to  mppose  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
eoold  have  meant  anything  but  what  rela- 
ted to  the  Business  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons— the  course  that  Business  was  likely 
to  take^and  speaking  of  that  he  said  that 
^  House  of  Commons  had  virtually  done 
vith  these  two  Bills.  Well,  my  Lords,  I 
ean  only  tay  again  that  I  deeply  regret  the 
•eene  Uist  ooeurred  last  night.  It  really 
doss  icBiad  me  <d  what  I  used  to  see  at  a 


school  for  small  boys  when  I  was  seven 
years  old,  There  were  fery  small  boys, 
not  above  nine  or  ten  years  old,  at  the 
school  to  which  I  refer,  and  when  one  of 
them  was  caught  at  trap-ball  or  playing 
any  other  game  in  which  he  thought 
he  was  getting  the  worst  of  it  be  used  to 
run  away  saying,  **  I  won't  play  any 
more."  That  was  exactly  what  was  done 
last  night  by  noble  Lords  opposite,  who  are 
not  quite  so  young  as  the  small  boys  to 
whom  I  have  alluded. 

I  will  now,  my  Lords,  explain  to  your 
Lordships  the  intentions  of  the  Government 
with  respect  to  the  Business  of  the  House. 
We  repudiate  the  accusation  that  has  been 
made  against  us— we  feel  it  the  more  that 
it  was  entirely  undeserved.     But  after  you 
had  left  your  seats,  and  scarcely  anyone 
remained  on  that  side  except  one  or  two  of 
your  own  supporters  who   blamed  your 
conduct,  we  thought*  it  would  not  have 
been  respectful  to  the  House  to  continue 
the  discussion  of  the  Bill.     The  discussion 
was  accordingly  adjourned.     We  were  ac- 
cused of  hurrying  your  Lordships,  and  we 
have  put  off  both  the  Boundary  Bill  and 
the  Scotch  Eeform  Bill  to  Monday  next. 
Hy  Lords,  in   doing   that   we  certainly 
have  to  apologize  to  independent  Peers  who 
might  have  wished  to  move  Amendments 
in  both  of  these  Bills,  but  whom  now,  for 
reasons  I  shall  explain  in  a  moment,  the 
Government,  I  am  afraid,  will  be  obliged 
to   request  not  to  move   those    Amend- 
ments.   Therefore,  to  a  certain  degree,  we 
shall  have  prevented  those  independent 
Peers  from  taking  action.    To  them  I  must 
tender  an  apology  on  the  part  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  and  I  must  ask  my 
noble  Friend  behind  me  (Earl  Beauchamp), 
not  to  move  his  Amendments  in  the  Boun- 
dary Bill.  We  regret  to  have  to  ask  him  not 
to  persist  in  those  Amendments,   for  the 
reasons  which  I  will  give.     Hy  noble 
Friend,  perhaps,  is  not  aware  that  this  is 
a  question  of  very  deep  importance,  both 
as  respects  the  country  and,  I  may  say,  the 
honour  of  the  Go? emment.   We  have  been 
long  taunted  with  wishing  to  remain  in 
Office  as  long  as  possible,  from  the  most 
paltry  and  sordid  motives.     We  are  there- 
fore most  anxious  to  meet  these  accusations. 
Our  most  anxious  desire  is,  as  has  been 
stated  in  the  House  of  Commons,  that  there 
should  be  a  General  Election  as  soon  as 
possible,  and  with  some  considerable  trou- 
ble and  difficulty  we  have  so  managed 
matters  that  I  believe  such  a  consummation 
may  be  arrived  at  in  November  next.   But, 
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my  Lords,  it  is  neoessary,  as  you  all  know, 
acoording  to  the  Beform  Act,  that  the 
claims  for  registration  should  be  put  in  by 
the  20th  of  this  month ;  there  must  be 
four  days  previous  to  these  claims  being 
put  in,  and  therefore  it  becomes  quite  evi- 
dent that  the  Boundary  Bill  and  the  Scotch 
Eeform  Bill  must  receive  the  Eoyal  Assent 
by  Friday  next  or  this  day  week.  I  say 
the  Scotch  Eeform  Bill,  because  your 
Lordships  will  recollect  that  the  seats  of 
seven  English  boroughs  will  be  transferred 
to  Scotland,  and  that  if  the  Scotch  Eeform 
Bill  be  not  passed  by  Friday  next  the  elec- 
tors in  those  boroughs  will  be  placed  in 
such  a  position  that,  while  deprived  of 
their  borough  votes,  they  will  have  no 
me&ns  of  putting  in  their  claims  to  be 
registered  as  county  electors.  We  are, 
therefore,  placed  in  this  position — ^that  we 
are  obliged  to  pass  these  Bills  as  quickly 
as  we  can,  or  else  it  will  be  impossible  to 
have  an  election  until  after  Christmas,  or, 
in  fact,  till  next  year.  These  are  the 
grounds,  and  in  fact  the  only  grounds,  on 
which  the  Government  are  obliged  to  resist 
any  Amendments  to  these  Bills.  It  is  not 
on  account  of  any  thing  that  occurred  last 
night,  because  I  positively  deny  the  truth 
of  the  allegations  which  were  then  made 
against  us.  But  it  is  under  the  necessity 
which  I  have  described  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  consents  to  induce  your  Lord- 
ships to  pass  the  Bill  without  the  Amend- 
ments. 

Eaxl  ETJSSELL  :  After  the  accusation 
which  the  noble  Earl  has  made  against 
those  who  went  away  from  the  Hoase  last 
night,  your  Lordships  cannot  be  surprised 
that  I  should  endeavour  to  vindicate  our 
conduct.  At  the  outset  I  may  say  that  in 
the  course  we  thought  it  our  du^  to  take 
we  did  not  intend  to  create  a  sensation,  as 
was  done  during  the  American  War  and 
the  French  War ;  but  rather  to  indicate  our 
sense  that  the  Government  were  taking  a 
very  unusual  and  objectionable  course.  If 
the  noble  Duke  the  President  of  the  Council 
(the  Duke  of  Marlborough^  had  said  that, 
as  there  seemed  to  be  a  misunderstanding 
on  our  part  of  the  words  that  had  fallen 
from  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  the 
Government  were  ready  to  postpone  the 
question  in  order  that  they  might  consider 
it  further,  I  should  have  said  at  once  that 
was  quite  satisfactory,  and  I  am  sure  my 
noble  Friends  near  me  would  have  joined 
me  in  that  expression  of  satisfaction.  But 
the  noble  Earl  said  that  we  were  guilty  of 
disrespect  to  your  Lordships'  House.  Now, 
Th4  Earl  of  Mahneihury 


our  only  complaint  was  against  the  Mi- 
nisters of  the  Grown ;  our  only  dispute  was 
with  them.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  I 
must  complain  of  the  noble  Duke  that  he 
was  himself  disrespectful  towards  the  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown.  He  said  he  had 
never  heard  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  stated,  and  did  not  know  what  he 
had  stated.  Now,  the  First  Minister  of 
the  Crown  is  the  organ  of  the  Government, 
and  when  he  speaks  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons he,  to  a  great  degree,  binds  the  Go- 
vernment. His  Colleagues  ought,  at  least, 
to  accept  and  act  upon  his  statements.  The 
noble  Duke,  however,  was  so  disrespectful 
to  his  Chief  that  he  entirely  disregarded 
the  statement  of  his  Chief,  and  did  not  take 
the  trouble  to  attend  to  what  he  had  said, 
and  apparently  did  not  care  a  farthing 
what  had  been  done.  Therefore,  if  we 
were  disrespectful  to  the  Government  the 
noble  Duke  was  disrespectful  to  the  Head 
of  the  Government.  Now,  if  the  Govern- 
ment came  down  and  told  us  that  upon  the 
Scotch  Eeform  BiU  they  would  support 
the  Motion  to  strike  out  the  clause  for  the 
disfranchisement  of  seven  English  bo- 
roughs as  agreed  to  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, I  should  say  in  the  same  way  that 
it  would  be  contrary  to  the  language  held 
by  the  Government  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  attempt  now  to  preserve  those 
boroughs,  and  increase  the  numbers  of  the 
House  instead. 

The  Earl  op  MALMESBUEY  :  We 
never  intended  to  alter  that  clause ;  and  I 
wish  to  explain  that  the  reason  we  were 
obliged  to  pass  th^  Scotch  Eeform  Bill 
without  Amendments  as  soon  as  we  could 
was  that  it  must  be  passed  before  the  13th, 
because  those  seven  boroughs  are  included 
in  the  Bill,  and  voters  within  them  will  be 
in  a  dilemma  if  the  Bill  does  not  pass 
within  that  time. 

Eabl  ETJSSELL :  The  same  question 
arises  with  regard  to  the  Boundary  Bill, 
because  Mr.  Disraeli  said,  "My  great 
object  is  to  carry  the  three  supplementary 
Eeform  measures;"  and  in  another  speech, 
that  he  meant  to  promote  despatch.  It 
is  evident  from  the  Eegistration  Bill  that 
that  must  be  the  object  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and  it  is  obvious  that  if  we  alter 
the  Boundary  Bill  as  proposed  there  can- 
not be  despatch,  because  the  Bill  would 
go  back  to  the  House  of  Commons ;  it 
would  be  the  subject  of  great  discussion 
if  those  boundaries  were  enlarged;  pro- 
bably after  a  great  deal  of  discussion  there 
would  be  a  decision  adverse  to  the  pro- 
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poaal  made  in  this  House,  and  in  that 
case  we  should  have  fresh  debates  here, 
and  we  could  not  have  that  despatch 
which  is  the  object  of  the  Government 
and  of  all  parties.  The  situation  in  which 
we  are  placed  is  certainly  a  new  and 
strange  one,  and  I  am  very  glad  to  find 
that  those  who  are  responsible  for  it  are 
uneasy.  They  being  uneasy  —  and  it  is 
Bentham,  I  think,  who  says  it  should  be 
the  object  of  Parliament  to  make  Govem- 
meots  uneasy — our  object  is  attained. 

Eabl  BB ATJGHAMP  :  The  noble  Earl 
18  quite  right  in  saying  that  the  position  is 
a  somewhat  strange  one.    In  that  opinion 
I  think  every  one  of  your  Lordships  will 
concur.      But  a  charge  was  made   last 
night  against  the  Government  of  a  distinct 
Inreach  of  fisdth,  and  noble  Lords  took  so 
strong  a  view  that  they  withdrew  from 
the  House.     Notwithstanding  the  appeal 
of  the  Leader  of  the  House,  I  think  that 
my  Amendment  on  the  Boundary  Bill  is 
an  insignificant  matter  compared  with  the 
character  of  this   House    and  with  the 
chaises   which   the  noble   Earl   opposite 
has  so  lightly  and  recklessly  made.     It  is 
raze  that  such  charges  are  made  in  this 
House;  it  is  rarer  still  to  find  that  they 
are  neither  retracted  nor  apologized  for. 
I  suppose  noble  Lords  opposite  went  upon 
the  principle  that  if  you  throw  mud  enough 
tome  is  sure  to  stick,  and  that  they  make 
these  diarges   quite   irrespective  of  the 
ocmsequencee  to    those  who    indulge  in 
such  an  ignominious  mode  of  warfare.  In 
my  ofttnion  the  charge  has  been  completely 
and  satisfactorily  disposed  of.    [•*  No,  no !"  J 
If  not,  it  is  the  duty  of  those  who  believe 
that  a  breach  of  faith  has  been  committed 
to  call  upon   the  House  to  express   an 
opinion  on  the  subject.     Such  a  charge 
OKight  not  to  be  lightly  made;  it  ought  to 
be  dkposed  of  one  way  or  the  other  ;  and 
I  think  the  <K>untry  will  view  with  some 
nrpriBe  and  regret   the  conduct  of  the 
BoUe  Lords  who  do  not  withdraw  that 
d^arge.    With  regard  to  the  Amendment 
of  which  I  gave  Notice,  it  is  difficult  for 
an  independent  Member  of  your  Lord- 
>hip^  HtHise  to  resist  such  an  appeal  as 
has  been  made  to  me  under  present  cir- 
cumstances.   The  question  of  Beform  has 
long  been  made  the  stock-in-trade  of  noble 
I^ads  opp(»ite.     They  have  been  loud  in 
their  professions  of  Keform,  but  have  in- 
^f'Mi^bly  found  some  pretext  for  evading 
i^  faifilioent   of  their  pledges  and  the 
cofraachiscnicnt  of  their  fellow-country- 
men.  The  effect  of  my  Amendment  would 

TOI,  CZCnL  [thxso  sbbubs.] 


have  been  to  enfranchise  18,600  additional 
electors,  who  would   have  gained  votes 
under  tiie  proposed  enlargement  of  these 
borough  boundaries.    That  is  a  fact  which 
has  not  been  disputed,  and  which  I  trust 
the    constituencies    will    bear  in   mind. 
That  fact,  taken  in  connection  with  the 
persevering  efforts  of  noble  Lords  opposite 
to  disfranchise  the  freemen,  will  test  the 
value  of  those  liberal  professions  of  which 
we  have  heard  a  great  deal  too  muoh.    I 
am  not  going  to  enter  into  the  general 
question  of  Eeform.     If  I  thought  tha 
the  charge  of  breach  of  faith  could  be 
sustained  against  the  Go? emment,  or  that 
by  acceding  to  the  appeal  that  has  been 
made  to  me  I  was  giving  any  countenance 
to  so  unsubstantial  and  trumpery  an  accu- 
sation, I  should  not  yield  to  that  appeal ; 
but,  as  I  believe  that  in  the  opinion  of 
your  Lordships  the  charge  has  been  satis- 
factorily met,  and  that  it  is  one  of  the 
most    contemptible     mare's   nests    ever 
trumped  up  in  this  House,  I  think  it  is 
due  to  the  Government  that  I  should  not 
resist  the  appeal  they  have  addressed  to  me. 
The   DuicB   of  MONTROSE :  As  my 
name  was  appended  with  the  full  consent 
of  the  Government  to  an  Amendment  to  a 
clause  in  the  Scotch  Beform  Bill  for  ex- 
tending the  boundaries  of  Glasgow,  it  is 
right  that  I  should  say  a  few  words  upon 
this  subject.    If  I  had  supposed  that  there 
was  any  breach  of  faith  or  anything  like 
what   is  called  **  a  dodge  **   in  such   an 
Amendment  I  should  certainly  never  have 
proposed  it ;  but  I  did  not  think  that  there 
was  any  such  pledge  given  as  noble  Lords 
opposite  seem  to   suppose.     The    noble 
Duke  the  President  of  the    Council  and 
the  Lord  Chancellor  both  supported  the 
Amendment   upon   that    understanding ; 
and  when  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl 
Bussell)  says  we  were  guilty  of  disrespect 
to  the  Prime  Minister  because  we  were 
not  aware  of   the   words  he   uttei*ed,  I 
answer  that  this  was  very  natural,  for  the 
words    of   the   Prime    Minister  referred 
merely  to  the  course  of  the  Business  in  the 
other  House.     He  said  that  certain  Bills 
had  passed,  that  others  were  in  progress, 
that   the   Scotch    Beform  Bill   and   the 
Boundary    Bill    were    virtually    settled, 
meaning  as  regards  the  Business  of  the 
House  that  there  would  be  no  more  dis- 
cussion upon  them  there.     The  accusation 
of   noble  Lords  opposite,  therefore,  was 
perfecUy  unfounded;  and  I  cannot  under- 
stand at  this  moment  how  they  can  sit 
there  and  not  state,  like  honourable  Gen- 
XT 
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tlemeiiy  that  they  were  mistaken.  Have 
you  any  right  to  say  that  Mr.  Disraeli 
was  telling  a  falsehood  ?  He  says  he  did 
not  mean  what  you  supposed.  That  is  the 
explanation  of  the  matter;  and  if  the 
question  were  put  to  any  twelve  men  in  a 
jury  box  every  man  among  them  would 
say  that  that  is  the  natural  meaning  of 
his  words.  I  repeat  that  there  is  no 
ground  for  the  accusation ;  but  the  moment 
it  was  made  I  felt  that  it  applied  to  the 
Amendment  in  the  Scotch  Eeform  Bill  as 
much  as  to  any  Amendment  in  the  Boun- 
dary Bill,  and  that  if  one  was  given  up 
the  other  should  be  given  up  also. 

The  Mabquess  op  SALISBURY:  If 
I  interpose,  my  Lords,  it  must  be  as  a 
peacemaker,  for  it  seems  to  me  that  we 
have  got  into  rather  warm  latitudes  when 
such  words  as  **  contemptible,"  **  trum- 
pery," and  **  falsehood*'  are  introduced  into 
our  discussions.  I  was  told  that  when  I 
came  into  this  House  I  should  find  the 
atmosphere  one  of  temperate,  calm,  digni- 
fied serenity  ;  but  really  I  find  it  this 
evening  a  good  deal  warmer  work  than  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  What  I  wish  to 
suggest  is  that  we  are  trying  to  decide  a 
question  which  belongs  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  It  is  quite  clear  that  if  Mr. 
Disraeli  gave  any  pledge  he  did  not  do  so 
with  the  consent  of  his  Cabinet,  because 
they  knew  nothing  about  the  matter. 
Now,  whether  Mr.  Disraeli  did  or  did  not 
give  that  pledge,  or  whether,  putting  it 
in  the  delicate  words  of  the  noble  Dc^e, 
Mr.  Disraeli  told  a  falsehood — 

The  DtJKE  of  MONTROSE:  I  beg 
leave  to  correct  the  noble  Marquess.  I 
said  nothing  of  the  kind.  I  merely  asked 
whether  noble  Lords  opposite  meant  to  say 
that  Mr.  Disraeli  told  a  falsehood  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY:  I 
am  yery  sorry  if  I  have  misquoted  the 
noble  Duke,  but  he  was  in  the  recollection 
of  the  House.  What  I  would  suggest  is 
that  this  very  delicate  and  unpleasant 
question  is  not  one  for  us  to  decide.  The 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  are 
perfectly  competent  to  deal  with  those 
who  are  in  their  midst,  and  to  decide 
questions  of  an  invidious  character.  I 
would  humbly  suggest  that  your  Lordships 
are  now  satisfied  that  the  Members  of  the 
Qovemment  in  this  House  did  not  intend 
to  be  parties  to  any  such  pledge  as  that 
alleged  to  have  been  given  in  the  other 
House,  and  that  we  should  pass  over  the 
matter  as  one  no  longer  within  our  juris- 
diction. 

Th€  Dulse  0fMmira$4 


LoBD  RAVENBWORTH  wished  to  say 
he  was  no  party  to  the  Amendments  of 
which  Notice  had  been  given  by  the  noble 
Earl,  nor  to  the  withdrawal  of  them,  and 
that  in  Committee  he  should  move  that 
the  boundary  of  the  borough  of  South 
Shields  be  remodelled  according  to  the 
recommendations  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sioners. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR:  My  noble 
Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  has 
drawn  a  contrast  between  the  proceedings 
of  this  and  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  says  he  thinks  that  we  present 
here  a  scene  as  exciting  as  any  to  be  wit- 
nessed in  the  other  branch  of  the  Legisla* 
ture.  But  my  noble  Friend  forgot  that 
your  Lordships  have  a  great  safety- valve 
which  has  not  yet  been  tried  in  the 
other  House,  and  it  is  that,  whenever  a 
contest  arises  here,  if  it  assume  the  ap« 
pearance  of  seriousness,  one  side  of  the 
House  can  walk  out  and  leave  the  other 
in  undisputed  possession  of  the  field.  I 
venture  to  say  that  if  that  be  established 
.as  the  uniform  practice  of  either  House 
it  will  be  found  one  of  the  best  possible 
sedatives  against  excitement,  and  will  al- 
ways have  a  most  effectual  result  in  pre- 
venting disputes  from  assuming  the  cha- 
racter of  hostilities.  But  I  only  rise  in 
order  to  remind  your  Lordships  of  the 
course  which  the  Oovemment  feel  com- 
pelled to  take  with  regard  to  the  future 
progress  of  these  measures.  In  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  a  Bill  has  been  in- 
troduced for  the  purpose  of  arranging  the 
various  dates  which  have  to  be  considered 
with  reference  to  calling  into  existence 
the  new  constituencies,  and  preparing  for 
a  dissolution  of  Parliament.  Before  it 
was  introduced  the  dates  in  it  were  con- 
sidered by  the  Government  with  the 
greatest  anxiety.  The  whole  measure  was 
based  upon  the  assumption  that  the  Boun« 
dary  Bill  and  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill 
would  receive  the  Royal  Assent  by  the 
13th  instant.  The  Bill  was  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  of  the  other  House,  and 
that  Committee  virtually  endorsed  the  pro- 
positions which  were  contained  in  it ;  and 
they  in  their  turn  also  assumed  that  the 
two  other  Bills  referred  to  would  receive 
the  Royal  Assent  upon  the  days  named. 
If  we  had  been  favoured  with  the  con- 
tinued presence  of  noble  Lords  last  even- 
ing, and  if  your  Lordships  had  thought 
it  right  to  make  the  Amendments  pro- 
posed, there  would  have  been  just  time 
sufficient  to  send  the  Amendments  to  tiie 
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ottier  Hettse  for  ooimderaticm ;  but  the 
result  of  the  delay  that  has  occurred — the 
Boandary  Bill  having  been  deferred   to 
Monday — is  that  if  the  Amendments  were 
made  and  we  consider  them  on  Monday, 
it  wonld  be  utterly  impossible  for  the  Bill 
to  pass  through  the  necessary  stages  in 
this  and  the  other  House  in  time  to  re- 
ceive the  Royal  Assent  on  the  18th  inst. 
In  point  of  fact,  three  m:  four  days  would 
be  lost,  and  the  times  are  so  calculated 
that  I  may  say  the  loss  of  an  hour — cer- 
tainly the  loss  of  a  day — would  derange 
the  whole  plan  of  the  R^'stration  Bill 
and  BO  overtam  all  our  arrangements  for 
a  Oenend  Election  this  year.    These  are 
the  reasons — I  am  sorry  to  say  the  impe- 
rative reasons — which  oblige  the  Govern- 
ment te  abstain  from  any  support  of  a 
pin^K>sal  which  would  alter  in  any  sub- 
stantial manner  either  the  Boundary  Bill 
er  die  Seoteh  Reform  Bill.     Let  me  say 
a  word  as  to  the  accusation  which  was 
made  lasft  night.     The  Scotch  Reform  Bill 
m  it  stands  now  provides  that  the  boun- 
dary of  the  borough  of  Glasgow  shall  not 
be  altered.     In  the  other  House  a  propo- 
ntiem  was  made  by  the   Government  to 
alter  that  boundary  in  accordance  with  the 
wishes  oi  the  Corporation^  and  the  ophiion 
of  the  House  was  taken.      In  the  first 
fngtanee  there  was  a  tie;   but  upon  the 
Beoond  division  there  was  a  majority  of  5 
against  the  Government.    The  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Montrose),  with  the  assent 
^  the  Government,  had  given  Notice  of 
Amendmenta    to   alter  the  boundary   of 
Ghttgow  in  the  manner  desired   by  the 
Corporation,    and  of  Ihese  Amendments 
Hodoe  was  given  on  Monday  morning ; 
ett  Tuesday  evening  the  BiU  was  in  Com- 
mittee, and  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll)  complained  that  they  had  not  been 
prated  sufficiently  long  to  give  an  oppor- 
toity  to  oonsider  them.     If  it  was  the 
case  that  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
the  tern  **  settled  "  was  used  with  regard 
to  the  Boundary  Bill  in  the  sense  of  im- 
piyiag  a  pledge  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  ^ey  would  not  be  consenting 
psrties  to  any  alteration,  it  follows  that 
ti^  snoe  pledge  was  given  with  regard  to 
the  Seotoh  l^f^Drm  Bill.     I  cannot  help 
thialmig  that    the    accusation    made  so 
Cn^^y  last  night  was  an  after-thought ; 
beoaase  oa  Tu^ay  last  the  noble  Duke 
eemphaned  that  time  had  not  been  given 
ts  coBsito  this  Amendment  about  Glas- 
gow.    I  therefbre  think  that  the   accu- 
Mtfad,  hsilrevBir  wi^  it  may  have  ans- 


wered its  purpose,  found  its  first  entrance 
into  the  minds  of  the  noble  Lords  yester- 
day; and  after  the  cool  reiiection  they 
were  able  to  bestow  on  the  matter  last 
night  after  they  retired  from  Public  Busi- 
nesSf  I  had  expected  that  this  morning 
they  would  have  been  prepared  to  with- 
draw the  accusation,  which  I  think  is 
quite  untenable.  They  had  ample  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  whether  the  words 
on  which  thev  founded  the  accusation 
would  sustain  it ;  for  when  the  other  ele- 
ments of  ability  and  talent  on  the  Opposi- 
tion side  left  the  House  last  night,  and  the 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  alone 
remained,  we  appealed  to  him  to  give  us 
the  words  on  which  the  charge  was 
founded,  and  he  said  that  the  noble  Earl 
who  had  left  the  House  had  taken  the 
words  with  him.  We  were  thus  placed 
in  an  awkward  position  for  continuing  the 
discussion  with  the  noble  Duke  single- 
handed,  and  without  the  words  on  which 
the  charge  rested.  I  trust  now  that  noble 
Lords,  especially  as  they  have  attained 
their  object,  and  by  delay  have  prevented 
any  Amendments  being  made  in  the  Bill, 
will  admit  that  the  construction  they  put 
on  those  words  was  altogether  unwar- 
ranted. 

Eael  GRAITVILLE  said  :  —  Speaking 
on  behalf  of  several  of  my  Friends  and 
myselfi  I  have  to  say,  we  do  not  wish  to 
recede  from  the  position  we  took  last 
night.  Without  any  disrespect  to  the 
House  or  to  the  Government,  we  do  not 
apologize  to  the  House,  for  the  simple 
reason  that  we  believe  we  did  no  more 
ihan  was  necessary  to  mark,  in  the  strong- 
est manner,  our  sense  of  the  unusual  po- 
ration  taken  by  the  Government.  The 
noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  has  alluded  to  the  warmth  of 
this  discussion.  I  do  not  know  whether  I 
spoke  with  any  warmth  yesterday ;  but  if 
I  did,  I  am  quite  sure  that  today  the 
warmth  has  passed  away.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  suggests 
that  for  the  future  when  we  become  more 
than  usually  excited,  there  is  a  safety- 
valve  which  can  be  opened,  by  one  side  of 
the  House  walking  out.  Well,  the  value 
of  that  safety-valve  has  been  proved  in 
this  instance,  at  all  events;  for,  by  our 
retirement,  we  have  succeeded  in  defeating 
the  proposal  for  the  alteration  of  the  Bill. 
But  we  may  derive  another  lesson  from 
this  discussion ;  and  that  is,  t^at  we  should 
possess  a  still  more  effectual  sedative,  if 
the  Government  would  abstain  from  press-  j 
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iog  aa  Amendment  of  this  kind,  after  it 
had  been  disposed  of  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  My  noble  Friend  near  me 
would  admit  the  physical  superiority  of 
the  Lord  Privy  Sed ;  but  would  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  like  to  pursue  the  compa- 
rison and  measure  by  inches  the  intellec- 
tual stature  of  the  two  ?  ["  Oh,  oh !'']  Do 
noble  Lords  object  to  the  comparison, 
evidently  intended  by  the  noble  Earl 
himself,  or  to  my  remarks  upon  it  ?  Tbe 
Boundary  Bill  and  the  Scotch  Eeform  Bill 
were  read  a  second  time  in  this  House 
without  any  remarks  being  made  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  except  that  it 
was  necessary  to  pass  them  in  the  most 
rapid  manner.  Then  we  find  three  or  four 
sheets  of  Amendments  to  the  Scotch 
Beform  Bill  on  the  Paper,  and  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  objected  to 
discussing  them  without  further  Notice. 
Thereupon,  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  got  up 
and  said  the  Amendments  were  unim- 
portant, with  the  exception  of  one,  which 
he  would  postpone  to  Friday.  Then  we 
were  astonished  and  surprised  at  an 
Amendment  to  the  Boundary  Bill  being 
proposed,  contrary  to  what  we  had  been 
led  to  expect  from  the  words  of  tbe  Prime 
Minister  in  the  other  House.  With  re- 
spect to  our  secession  last  night,  we  might 
quote  precedents  for  our  conduct  in  wedk- 
ing  out  of  the  House ;  for,  on  more  than 
one  occasion,  the  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  other  House  have  gone  out  in 
a  body,  because  it  was  inconvenient  to 
commit  themselves  on  either  side  in  a 
division.  The  practice,  therefore,  is  one 
on  which  they  are  not  entitled  to  pro- 
nounce an  unqualified  condemnation.  Last 
night  we  were  challenged  to  go  on  with 
the  discussion.  In  the  position  in  which 
we  found  ourselves,  what  were  we  to  do  ? 
We  remonstrated ;  but  on  finding  that  our 
remonstrances  were  perfectly  useless,  we 
went  away.  If  we  had  remained,  we 
should  have  been  placed  in  a  minority, 
and,  under  the  circumstances,  I  think  we 
took  the  right  course  in  leaving  the  House. 
There  would  then  very  likely  have  been  a 
great  collision  between  the  two  Houses — 
for  I  do  not  think  there  was  the  slightest 
chance  of  these  Amendments  being  passed 
into  law,  and  therefore,  in  all  probability, 
the  delay  which  has  been  so  much  objected 
to  would  have  arisen  in  that  way. 

The  Dukb  op  ARGYLL :  As  allusions 

have  been  made  to  me  by  three  or  four 

speakers,  I  think  I  have  a  right  to  address 

the  House.    I  wish  to  relate  to  the  House 

JSarl  QratwUk 


an  anecdote  about  the  Scotch  Eeform  Bill. 
Notice  was  given  on  the  Paper  that  the 
Scotch  Beform  Bill  was  to  be  read  a 
second  time  on  the  very  day  it  was  printed 
and  circulated,  or  at  all  events  not  more 
than  a  day  after.  On  that  day  I  went 
across  the  House  to  the  noble  Earl  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal  and  said  to  him,  ''  We 
intend  to  move  no  Amendment  of  any  im- 
portance to  this  Bill.  I  think  it  is  a  very 
good  BiU.''  I  was  very  much  surprised, 
however,  to  see  that  when  I  expressed 
this  favourable  opinion  of  the  Bill  a  very 
dark  cloud  passed  over  the  countenance 
of  the  noble  EarL  He  evidently  did  not 
approve  my  saying  it  was  a  good  Bill ; 
and  the  suspicion  immediately  occurred  to 
me — '*  Is  it  possible  that  the  Government 
intend  in  Committee  and  without  Notice 
to  move  important  Amendments?"  How- 
ever, I  dismissed  that  suspicion  from  my 
mind,  and  it  was  with  infinite  amazement 
that  I  afterwards  saw  on  the  Paper  a 
number  of  Amendments,  some  of  which, 
indeed,  were  merely  formal,  but  one  of 
which  involved  a  most  important  alteration 
of  the  arrangements  come  to  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  Although  I  have 
not  hitherto  said  anything  on  the  subject, 
I  can  assure  noble  Lords  opposite  that  they 
have  misconstrued  my  silence  ;  it  was  my 
full  intention,  when  that  Amendment  was 
brought  forward,  not  only  to  oppose  it  on 
its  own  merits,  but  al^o  to  express  my  strong 
opinion  that  the  pressing  of  it  would  be  a 
breach  of  the  undertakmg  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  entered  into  in  the  House 
of  Commons. 

The  Eabl  op  DERBY :  I  have  now 
had  the  honour  of  being  a  Member  of 
your  Lordships'  House  for  twenty-four 
years,  but  never  during  that  period  have 
I  witnessed  anything  with  so  much  shame 
and  regret  for  the  character  of  the  House 
as  the  scene  last  evening.  I  have  been 
present  at  many  warm  and  keenly-debated 
political  discussions ;  but  before  this  I 
never  heard  one  in  which  there  was  in- 
troduced so  much  personal  virulence  and 
so  many  misrepresentations  —  and  perse- 
vering misrepresentations.  My  Lords,  I 
will  admit  tiiat  the  expression  used  by 
Mr.  Disraeli  in  the  House  of  Commons 
might  be  capable  of  the  misconstruction 
which  was  put  upon  it.  At  the  same  time^ 
looking  at  all  the  circumstances,  and  con- 
sidering that  the  expression  was  used  on 
an  occasion  when  the  House  of  Commons 
was  discussing  what  time  there  might  be 
for  their  deliberations  on  particular  mea- 
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snres  whioh  were  passing  through  that 
House,  and  were  to  he  submitted  to  this 
— looking  at  these  circumstances  I  think 
it  is  quite  clear  that  the  remark  of  Mr. 
Disraeli  simply  meant  that  the  Scotch 
Beform  Bill  and  the  Boundary  Bill  might 
he  considered  as  settled  so  far  as  the 
House  of  Commons  was  concerned;  that 
they  would  not  occupy  any  more  of  the 
time  of  that  House  ;  and  that  in  their 
then  condition  they  would  be  sent  up  for 
the  consideration  of  your  Lordships.  Now, 
what  happened  with  regard  to  the  debate 
on  the  Irish  Church  Bill  ?  A  division  was 
taken  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  a 
Tory  large  majority  gave  a  decision  ad- 
Terse  to  the  Government.  The  Govern- 
ment, thereupon,  allowed  the  Bill  to  pass 
through  its  future  stages  without  any  fur- 
ther opposition,  in  order  that  it  might  be 
sent  up  to  your  Lordships.  But  wUl  any 
human  being  venture  to  contend  that  your 
Lordships  were  not  perfectly  free  to  deal 
with  that  Bill  because  the  Ministers  in 
the  other  House,  after  one  debate  and 
division,  said  it  was  not  their  intention 
to  give  the  House  any  further  trouble  by 
dividing  again  upon  the  measure  ?  Will 
any  person  say  that  the  Ministers  thereby 
debarred  themselves  from  the  right  of 
dealing  in  this  House  with  the  measure 
as  freely  as  if  nothing  had  passed  in  the 
House  of  Commons  ?  I  admit,  however, 
that  the  noble  Lords  opposite  misconstrued 
that  whioh  to  my  mind  was  clearly  and 
plainly  the  real  meaning  of  the  Prime 
Minister;  but  I  think,  my  Lords,  that, 
when  that  misinterpretation  had  been  em- 
phatically repudiated  it  might,  have  been 
open  to  the  noble  Lords  to  express  their 
regret  that  such  ambiguous  terms  had  been 
used  as  to  lead  to  such  a  misconstruction. 
But  for  them  to  persist  in  endeavouring 
to  affix  a  stigma  on  the  Government  is  to 
do  that  which  I  have  never  seen  before, 
and  which  I  hope  I  shall  never  see  again. 
I  think  also,  my  Lords,  that  a  most  un- 
generous use  has  been  made  of  the  course 
which  the  Government  pursued  last  night. 
I  say  nothing  about  the  dignified  form  of 
the  retirement  from  the  House  of  the 
noble  Lords  opposite  who  imitated,  though 
on  a  very  small  scale,  a  memorable  pro- 
ceeding on  the  part  of  Mr.  Fox,  which 
was  not  generally  approved  at  the  time. 
But  what  was  the  consequence  ?  Finding 
that  under  the  pressure  of  excited  feelings 
the  noble  Lords  opposite  refused  to  remain 
and  discuss  the  question  under  considera- 
tion^ Her  Majesty's  Government  said-* 


with  what  I  will  not  call  an  excess  of 
generosity,  because  I  approve  entirely  the 
course  they  adopted — •'  We  will  not  sub- 
ject ourselves  to  the  imputation  of  taking 
advantage  even  of  the  voluntary  absence 
of  our  opponents.  We  have  the  power 
of  passing  this  measure  now  without  any 
opposition  from  the  other  side,  but  we  will 
allow  our  opponents  time  to  reflect  on  the 
charge  which  they  have  brought  against 
us.''  The  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville)  says 
that  the  course  which  the  noble  Lords  op- 
posite pursued  last  night  was  vindicated 
by  the  success  which  attended  it.  Now, 
I  must  say  that  is  a  most  ungenerous  re- 
mark. It  is  equivalent  to  saying,  **  We 
calculated  on  the  generosity  of  our  oppo- 
nents." ["  No,  no  ! "]  What,  then,  did 
•the  noble  Earl  mean  ?  To  me  his  remark 
appeared  to  mean,  '*  This  move  was  suc- 
cessful, and  why  ?  Because  if  we  had  re- 
mained there  would  have  been  a  division 
in  favour  of  the  GoTcmment,  but  our  re- 
tirement acted  on  their  generous  feelings." 
If  the  noble  Lords  opposite  had  asked  for 
further  time  to  consider  the  question  on 
the  ground  of  the  short  Notice  they  had 
received,  I  am  certain,  from  what  I  know 
of  my  noble  Friends  on  this  side  and  from 
the  course  they  pursued  last  night,  that 
they  would  have  agreed  to  a  postpone- 
ment of  the  Bill.  As  it  is,  however,  the 
Boundary  Bill  will  have  to  be  passed 
without  the  consideration  of  these  Amend- 
ments, and  we  shall  be  compelled,  without 
argument  and  without  any  comparison  of 
reasons,  to  disregard  the  recommendations 
which  the  Commissioners,  acting  under 
the  authority  and  by  the  direction  of  Par- 
liament, made  after  investigating  the  whole 
subject  during  four  or  five  months.  This 
is  a  painful  position  for  the  House  to  be 
placed  in  ;  but  as  it  is  so  placed  I  do  not 
at  all  wonder  at  the  course  whioh  has  been 
pursued  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  of 
yielding  to  the  necessity  of  the  case,  and 
abandoning  what  they  considered  material 
Amendments  rather  than  subject  the  coun- 
try to  the  great  inconvenience  of  having 
the  Bill  indefinitely  postponed.  Again  I 
say  that,  in  the  course  of  my  experience 
in  this  House,  I  have  never  heard  anything 
so  ungenerous  and  insulting  in  its  tone  as 
the  cheer  with  which  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House  met  my  noble  Friend's  an- 
nouncement that,  in  deference  to  the  feel- 
ing on  that  side,  the  Government  intended 
to  withdraw  the  Amendments.  I  trust 
that  on  cooler  reflection  the  noble  Lords 
opposite  will  do   justice  to  the  motives 
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wHioh  have  actuated  their  opponents,  and 
that  after  the  solemn  declaration  which 
has  heen  made  on  this  side  of  the  House 
they  will,  at  all  events,  have  the  grace  to 
withdraw  the  imputation  which  they  have 
passed,  without  the  shadow  of  a  pretence, 
on  the  conduct,  the  motives,  and  the  cha- 
racter of  the  Government. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  wished  to 
say  a  word  on  the  general  question  of 
hreaches  of  faith  with  Parliament.  He 
thought  there  had  heen  more  than  one. 
Last  year  it  was  distinctly  stated  that  the 
question  of  the  boundaries  was  to  be  re- 
ferred to  a  qtum-indicial  tribunal,  in  order 
that  the  questions  relating  to  those  bound- 
aries might  be  settled  without  reference  to 
party  principles  or  local  jealousies.  That 
arrangement  was  acceded  to,  and  Parlia- 
ment had  a  right  to  expect  that  it  would 
be  strictly  acted  upon.  But  how  had  it 
been  carried  out  ?  Why,  no  sooner  was 
the  Beport  of  the  Commission  presented 
than  those  local  jealousies  which  were  to 
have  been  so  carefully  excluded  were  all 
admitted  as  an  element  in  the  considera- 
tion of  the  matter.  That,  in  his  opiDion, 
was  a  signal  breach  of  faith  with  Parlia- 
ment. There  had  been  another  breach  of 
faith  with  reference  to  the  representation 
of  the  people  in  Parliament.  When  the 
English  Eeform  Bill  of  last  year  was 
passed  every  one  supposed  that  the  repre- 
sentation was  settled  as  far  as  England 
was  concerned ;  but  when  the  Scotch  Ee- 
form Bill  came  on  for  discussion  in  the 
House  of  Commons  this  Session  the  ques- 
tion of  the  English  representation  was 
re-opened,  and  several  seats  were  taken 
from  England  in  order  that  they  might  be 
transferred  to  Scotland.  That,  in  his 
opinion,  was  another  breach  of  faith  with 
Parliament.  Putting  aside  the  occasion 
of  the  present  miserable  debate,  which 
had  given  an  opportunity  for  a  display  of 
feelings  not  in  accordance  with  the  gentle- 
manly habits  which  usually  characterized 
the  Members  of  their  Lordship's  House, 
he  thought  that  in  the  two  instances  to 
which  he  bad  referred  Parliament  had 
reason  to  complain  of  its  not  having  been 
fairly  treated. 

SOUTH   AFRICA. 
MOTION    FOR    A    PAP£R. 

The  Eabl  of  CARNARVON,  in  rising 

to  move  for  Copies  of  a  Circular  Despatch 

of  the  30th  of  January,  1868,  from  the 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  and 

The  £arl  of  Derby 


of  a  De^atch  of  the  31st  of  Uarch,  also 
from  the  Colonial  Office,  said^  he  feared 
that  the  subject  to  which  he  was  about  to 
oall  the  attention  of  their  Lordships  was 
not  so  exciting  a  one  as  that  which  had 
just  engaged  their  attention.  For  himself 
he  was  resolved  that  no  word  should  es- 
cape him  calculated  to  give  cause  of  com- 
plaint hereafter  in  reference  to  a  very  deli- 
cate question.  For  this  reason  he  proposed 
to  sedulously  avoid  entering  on  a  contro- 
versy on  the  subject  of  letters  patent,  or 
on  that  of  the  general  state  of  the  oolonial 
Church.  He  wished  to  call  the  attention 
of  his  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  to  two  despatches  on  the 
subject  of  the  consecration  of  a  Bishop  in 
South  Africa,  and  which  had  reference  to 
the  state  of  things  prevailing  in  the  Church 
at  Natal.  On  the  30th  of  January  his 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  wrote 
a  very  important  despatch,  in  which  he 
observed  that  it  had  come  to  the  knowledge 
of  Her  Majestv^'s  Government,  through  the 
newspapers,  that  there  was  an  intention 
on  the  part  of  a  colonial  Bishop  to  conse- 
crate another  Bishop  to  the  see  of  Natal ; 
and  that  such  an  intention  was  viewed  with 
apprehension  and  regret  by  Her  Majesty's 
Cfovemment ;  and  the  Lieutenant  Gbvemor 
was  instructed  to  use  any  influence  he 
might  possess  to  prevent  such  an  ocour- 
rence.  It  is  also  stated  that  any  ecclesi- 
astical officers  receiving  a  salary  from  the 
Government  would  be  deprived  of  his  sa- 
lary and  office  if  he  assisted  in  such  oonse- 
cration.  Now,  though  he  (the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon)  could  not  say  that  he  agreed  in 
that  despatch,  he  did  not  want  to  enter 
into  any  discussion  as  to  its  terms.  How- 
ever, his  noble  Friend  seemed  to  have  re- 
considered the  subject,  for  on  the  23rd  of 
May  he  wrote  a  second  despatch  to  the 
Lieutenant  Governor,  in  which  he  stated 
that  he  had  had  certain  communications 
with  the  Bishop  of  Capetown,  who  declared 
that  it  was  not  his  intention  in  any  manner 
to  interfere  with  the  legal  rights  of  Dr. 
Colenso,  his  object  simply  being  to  conse- 
crate a  Bishop  for  those  who  would  volun- 
tarily submit  themselves  to  his  spiritual 
jurisdiction,  and  that  nothing  would  be 
done  by  the  new  Bishop  that  would  in  any 
way  conflict  with  any  legal  rights  which 
Dr.  Colenso,  by  virtue  of  his  letters  patent 
might  have.  Under  these  circumstances, 
his  noble  Friend  the  Colonial  Secretary  went 
on  to  state  that  Her  Migesty's  (government 
would  interpose  no  obstacle  to  the  pro- 
posed consecration;  and  that  they  would 
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his  inaa«ice  to  prevent  parties  from  being 
oonoemed  in  the  proposed  consecration. 
Now,  though  this  second  despatch  appeared 
to  baTe  b^n  written  in  consequence  of  a 
misapprehension  having  ezistea  when  the 
first  despatdi  was  sent  out,  he  (the  Earl 
of  Carnarvon)  believed  from  a  nnmber  of 
private  letters  which  had  reached  him  on 
the  sulject  that  the  first  despatch  had  been 
misosdostood  in  the  oonntrj  to  which  it 
was  addressed.     It  appeared  that  immedi- 
ately on  the  receipt  of  that  despatch  the 
eo2<mial  authorities  of  Natal  wrote  to  Dr. 
ColensQ  oommunicatiDg  the  pnrport  of  it 
to  him,  and  requesting  him  to  commnnioate 
not  onlj  to  the  salaried  clergy,  as  his  noble 
Friend  had  diiiected,  but  to  all  the  clergy. 
Indeed,  he  was  informed  that  the  Natal 
aothorhies  went  very  far  beyond  the  terms 
ef  the  deq>atch.     lliey  did  not  stop  with 
the  dergy,  beoanse  he  held  in  his  hand 
UDquestioiiable  evidence  that  they  so  far 
mistook  its  tenour  as  to  convey  a  most  ex- 
traozdlDary  warning  to  all  civilians  in  the 
Govemment  employ  to  take  no  part  in  the 
QonsecxatioBy  and  give  no  countenance  to 
it,  under  pain  of  the  displeasure  of  Her 
lUjesty's  Government.     He  was  sure  his 
noUe  Triend  had  never  intended  that  snch 
a  use  should  be  made  of  the  despatch.    He 
meed  not  point  out  to  their  Lordships  how 
improper  it  was  that  such  a  ocmimunication 
ahonld  have  been  addressed  to  civilians 
serving  under  the  Lieutenant  Governor- 
He  was  further  informed — though  he  con- 
fessed he  was  very  reluctant  to  believe  that 
soch  a  thing  conld  have  occurred — that 
the  military  officers  in  the  colony  were  in- 
dnoed  to  sign  a  document  pledging  them- 
lehres  to  ti^Le  no  part  in  the  consecration. 
From  some  other  circumstances  which  had 
mdied  him  he  was  afraid  that  the  local 
anthorities  had  gone  not  only  beyond  the 
instructions  of  his  hon.  Friend,  but  beyond 
all  ocmstitutional  limits.    He  was  informed 
that  a  clergyman  who  bad  been  for  some 
time  in  possession  of  a  church  in  Natal, 
sod  had  held  a  school  in  that  church  which 
was  ai^nowledged  to  be  an  excellent  school, 
had  been  suddenly  deprived  of  his  grant 
^  %  beeause  he  had  declined  to  acknow- 
Mge  Br.  Colenso  for  his  Bishop.     When 
he  gave  op  the  church  and  removM  the 
^thool  to  a  private  house  a  technicaiargu- 
Bentwas  made  nse  of  to  the  efiTect  that  as 
tbe  sdiool  was  not  held  in  a  church  he  was 
net  eatitled  to  the  grant.    He  had  been 
foxsaAai  with  another  case,  in  which  ano- 
tbsr  dayman  had  been  deprived  of 


of  poor  men  dependent,  in  a  great  degree, 
on  the  local  Government,  who  had  been 
prevented  attending  certain  churches  to 
which  they  would  otherwise  have  gone,  in 
consequence  of  their  fear  of  giving  offence 
to  the  local  authorities.  Some  of  the  in- 
formation supplied  to  him  had  been  fur- 
nished under  the  seal  of  secrecy— so  much 
afraid  were  persons  of  compromising  them- 
selves in  this  matter  with  the  local  Go- 
vernment. Through  this  miserable  con- 
troversy all  the  missionary  labour  of  the 
Church  in  Natal,  and  all  its  civilizing 
influences  were  declining.  From  these  facts 
he  apprehended  that  there  was  much  going 
on  in  the  nature  of  religious  persecution, 
and  he  thought  the  matter  was  well  worthy 
the  consideration  of  his  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies.  He  thought 
it  very  much  to  be  regretted  that  local 
authorities  should  depart  from  a  position 
of  neutrality,  and  should  lend  the  weight 
of  their  patronage  and  support  to  either 
of  the  religious  parties  in  tiie  colony,  con- 
trary to  the  Instructions  of  previous  Se- 
cretaries of  State.  Accordingly,  he  hoped 
to  hear  from  his  noble  Friend  that  he  had 
not  countenanced  proceedings  on  the  part  of 
the  local  authorities  which,  if  they  had 
not  relation  to  such  a  serious  subject,  he 
should  call  ridiculous;  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, that  he  had  advised  them  to  inter- 
meddle as  little  as  possible  with  religious 
matters.  They  could  not  hope  permanentiy 
to  maintain  a  Church  with  privileges  and 
endowments  in  the  colonies  ;  and  it  was 
but  common  sense  that  if  a  Church  could 
not  be  maintained  with  exceptional  privi- 
leges, it  should  not  be  weighted,  at  least, 
with  exceptional  restraints. 

Moved,  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  for.  Copies  of  Circular  Despatch  of 
30th  January  1868  from  the  Secretary  of  State 
lor  the  Colonies  relative  to  the  Consecration  of  a 
Colonial  Bishop  in  South  Africa,  and  of  a  De- 
spatch of  Slst  March  on  the  same  Subject. — {The 
Earl  of  Carnarvon.) 

The  Duke  op  BUCKINGHAM  said, 
he  was  not  disposed  to  regret  that  his 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon) 
had  not  postponed  this  Question  till 
after  the  tvro  Despatches  had  been  pro- 
duoed,  although  he  had  rather  misre- 
presented the  policy  indicated  in  them. 
He  concurred  entirely  with  the  opinion 
which  had  been  expressed  by  the  noble 
Earl,  that  religions  matters  in  the  colony 
should  be  as  little  interfered  with  as  pos- 
sible by  the  civil  Oovernment,  Colonial  or 


Digitized  by 


Google 


691 


South  Afrtca^^ 


[LORDS] 


Motion  for  a  Paper. 


592 


Imperial.  Salaried  officers  appointed  by 
the  Crown,  and  holding  office  under  the 
pleasure  of  the  Crown,  in  his  opinion, 
ought  not  to  interfere  in  matters  of  parti- 
zanship ;  and  accordingly  he  had  thought 
it  better  to  warn  those  officers  not  to  in- 
terfere in  such  proceedings.  The  occur- 
rences in  the  colony  to  which  his  noble 
Friend  had  referred  amounted  to  what  he 
could  call  by  no  other  name  than  perse- 
cution ;  they  had  occurred  without  any 
authority  from  home,  and,  according  to 
the  advices  hitherto  received,  some  of  those 
occurrences,  at  least,  while  the  Governor 
of  Natal  was  absent  from  the  seat  of  go- 
vernment. At  the  same  time,  he  believed 
that  when  many  of  those  occurrences  had 
been  inquired  into,  they  would  be  found 
capable  of  full  and  satisfactory  explanation. 
In  one  of  the  cases  referred  to  by  the  noble 
Earl,  it  would  seem  that  a  grant  had  been 
withdrawn  from  a  school  in  consequence 
of  its  being  removed  from  the  church  to 
some  other  place.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  the  school  was  a  good  one,  and  that 
the  teachers  were  well-qualified  ;  and  it 
certainly  seemed  to  him,  upon  first  read- 
ing the  papers,  that  a  building  of  an  ordi- 
nary character  was  better  suited  than  a 
consecrated  church  to  the  holding  of  a 
school.  But,  on  looking  further  into  the 
matter,  he  found  that  the  grant  given  by 
the  colony  for  that  particular  year  was  for 
a  school  to  be  held  at  and  in  this  certain 
church,  and  which  could  not  be  moved  to 
any  other  place  without  the  sanction  of  the 
Government  previously  obtained — a  condi- 
tion which  appeared  to  have  been  utterly 
lost  sight  of.  He  had  felt  it  his  duty  to 
point  out  to  the  Governor  of  the  colony 
that  such  reasons,  although  applicable  in 
the  particular  case,  ought  not  to  be  rea- 
sons for  withholding  pecuniary  aid ;  and 
he  felt  certain  that  the  Governor,  when 
he  returned  to  the  seat  of  government, 
would  take  such  measures  as  would  avoid 
the  appearance  of  partizanship  with  either 
of  the  parties  which  had  unhappily  arisen 
in  the  colony.  Having  had  an  interview 
with  the  Bishop  of  Capetown,  and  learnt 
his  Lordship's  views  as  to  many  of  the 
proceedings  which  had  occurred,  he  felt  it 
his  duty  to  write  the  second  despatch  to 
which  his  noble  Friend  had  referred.  And 
there  was  a  passage  in  that  despatch  which 
he  desired  to  explain.  It  was  drafted 
in  accordance  with  what  he  understood  to 
be  the  views  of  the  Bishop  of  Capetown, 
expressed  in  two  or  three  interviews ;  but 
unfortunately,  owing  to  his  Lordship  being 
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out  of  town,  the  final  draft  could  not 
be  submitted  to  him  till  the  very  evening 
that  the  despatch  was  to  leave.  His  Lord- 
ship was  strongly  opposed  to  a  particular 
phrase,  and  various  suggestions  were  made 
before  one  could  be  adopted  in  which  he 
felt  disposed  to  concur;  but  eventually 
this  difficulty  was  overcome  by  words 
written  with  his  Lordship's  own  hand.  It 
afterwards  appeared,  however,  that  his 
Lordship  had  an  objection  to  some  words 
which  preceded  this  particular  phrase,  to 
which  he  himself  did  not  attach  any  im- 
portance, and  which  were  not  struck  out ; 
so  that  the  despatch,  being  rapidly  tran- 
scribed, and  there  not  being  the  opportu- 
nity of  again  submitting  it  to  his  Lord- 
ship, included  these  particular  words.  He 
could  only  say  that  he  regretted  there  had 
been  the  slightest  misconception  on  the 
subject ;  not  one  word  had  been  intended 
to  give  the  slightest  offence  to  his  Lord- 
ship. It  was  not  right  that  ecclesiastical 
officers  in  the  colony  holding  offices  under 
the  pleasure  of  the  Crown  should  lend  the 
weight  of  their  authority  to  proceedings 
upon  one  side  or  the  other ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  it  had  never  been  Contemplated 
to  interfere  with  the  fullest  and  freest 
independence  of  religious  opinions.  This 
was  the  principle  that  had  been  acted 
upon,  and  he  thought  it  a  most  important 
principle  to  maintain  in  our  colonial  legis- 
lation. The  despatches  would  be  laid  on 
the  table  as  soon  as  possible,  together 
with  any  further  information  that  dliould 
happen  to  be  received  in  the  meantime. 

Lord  HOUGHTON  said,  that  he  wished 
the  Papers  had  been  on  the  table  before 
the  subject  came  on  for  discussion,  because 
without  them  it  could  not  be  fairly  dealt 
with.  As,  however,  there  was  little  chance 
of  the  question  being  again  raised,  he 
wished  briefly  to  express  his  opinion  on 
it.  Bemarking  that  the  observations  of 
the  noble  Duke  were  eminently  states- 
manlike, he  expressed  the  belief  that  as 
long  as  the  officials  of  the  colony  could  be 
kept  from  the  controversy  the  better  it 
would  be  for  the  colony  and  the  country. 
Injustice  on  one  side  naturally  engendered 
injustice  on  the  other ;  and  much  of  what 
had  happened  could  easily  be  traced  to  the 
treatig^nt  which  the  whole  subject  had 
received  in  this  country,  so  widely  differ- 
ent was  it  from  the  course  recommended 
by  the  noble  Duke.  But  since  the  feeling 
originally  engendered  had  been  uselessly 
kept  up  by  discussions  in  the  most  dis- 
tinguished body  in  this  country,  he  did 
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not  tUnk  we  could  oomplain.  The  ques- 
tions, howeTer,  which  Dr.  Colenso  had 
started  were  quite  beyond  the  province 
of  this  House ;  and  he  believed  the  best 
efforts  of  the  noble  Duke  or  of  any  other 
person  were  quite  unable  to  settle  the 
difficulty  which  had  arisen.  Br.  Colenso 
stood  at  this  moment  the  spiritual  and 
temporal  Bishop  of  the  diocese,  and  he 
exercised  his  right  with  great  temper  and 
judgment ;  and  it  was  much  to  be  re- 
gretted that  he  had  not  been  treated  with 
more  brotherly  friendship  and  kindness. 
He  wished  only  to  repeat  his  desire— the 
desire  of  all  those  who  believed  Dr.  Colenso 
had  been  treated  with  great  injustice — 
that  the  spirit  advocated  by  the  noble 
Duke  would  in  future  animate  all  those 
in  this  country  who  concerned  themselves 
in  the  matter. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  said,  that  while 
agreeing  with  the  noble  Lord  that  the 
subject  could  not  be  well  dealt  with  until 
the  Papers  were  before  their  Lordships, 
objected  to  the  latter  part  of  his  observa- 
tions, expressing  an  opinion  that  the 
position  and  proceedings  in  the  colony 
were  concurred  in  by  only  a  very  small 
minority. 

Thb  Bishop  of  OXFORD  said,  he  had 
no  intention  of  entering  upon  the  general 
question,  but  could  not  refrain  from  say- 
ing a  word  upon  what  had  fallen  from 
the  noble  Baron  (Lord  Houghton),  who 
took  upon  himself  to  lecture  ecclesiastics 
and  others  for  not  having  treated  the 
person  to  whom  he  alluded  with  kindness 
and  brotherly  friendship.  The  fact,  how- 
ever, was  as  diametrically  opposite  to  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Baron  as  it  was 
possible  for  any  fact  to  contradict  any 
statement.  Dr.  Colenso  had  received  pri- 
vate remonstrances,  brotherly  counsel — 
the  tenderest  and  kindest  counsel — from 
his  brethrcD  at  home  ;  but  every  attempt 
in  the  direction  of  counsel  and  remon- 
strance had  only  led  him  to  some  new 
outbreak  of  violence.  He  could  not  let 
the  statement  of  the  noble  Baron  go  un- 
contradicted, though  of  course  it  had  been 
made  in  that  absolute  ignorance  of  the 
subject  which  it  was  natural  he  should 
possess,  and  equally  natural  he  should 
express. 


AboUium  Bill. 


594 


Motion  agreed  to. 


COMPULSORY  CHURCH  RATES  ABOLI- 

TION  BILL— (No.  144.) 

(The  Earl  RutielL) 

COKHITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee  read. 

Eabl  EUSSELL  :  Before  dealing  with 
the  alterations  made  by  the  Select  Com- 
mittee  in  this  Bill,  which  I  think  are  on 
the  whole  improvements,  I  will  offer  a 
word  or  two  on  the  general  subject.  My 
impression  is  that  a  Bill  designed  simply 
to  abolish  church  rates  unconditionidly 
would,  in  effect,  differ  very  little  from  what 
will  be  entailed  by  the  passing  of  this. 
A  few  cases  will  occur  of  parishes  in  which 
there  are  no  resident  landlords,  but  only 
poor  farmers,  having  a  large  and  expensive 
church  to  maintain  ;  in  such  cases  local 
contributions  will  be  few  ;  but  here  the 
Church  Building  Society  and  other  socie- 
ties will  step  in  and  advance  necessary 
funds.  This  is  merely  my  impression  of 
what  will  occur,  though  of  cousse  the  Bill 
makes  no  allusion  to  such  cases.  It  is 
stated  in  the  Preamble  that — 

**  Charoh  rates  bare  fbr  lome  years  ceased  to 
be  made  or  oolleoted  in  many  parishes  bj  reason 
of  the  opposition  thereto,  and  in  many  other  pa- 
rishes where  ohuroh  rates  have  been  made,  the 
levying  thereof  has  given  rise  to  litigation  and 
ill-feeling." 

This  is,  no  doubt,  perfectly  true,  and  the  1st 
clause  proceeds  to  enact  that  no  proceedings 
shall  hereafter  be  taken  to  enforce  or  compel 
the  payment  of  any  church  rate  made  in 
any  parish  or  place  in  England  and  Wales. 
To  that  1st  clause  the  Government  agrees, 
and  therefore  in  principle  the  prayer  of 
Dissenters  is,  in  fact,  complied  with.  The 
object  of  the  2nd  and  3rd  clauses  was 
to  distinguish  between  ordinary  church 
rates  and  rates  the  payment  whereof  is 
secured  by  Act  of  Parliament,  or  where 
money  has  been  borrowed  on  the  security 
of  church  rates.  All  will  agree  in  the 
justice  of  reserving  the  right  to  make  and 
collect  rates  for  such  purposes.  There 
are  some  other  cases  which  may  be  doubt- 
ful, and,  no  matter  what  arrangements 
we  may  make,  it  is  impossible  that  we  can 
absolutely  prevent  disputes.  All  that  we 
can  do  is  to  reserve  church  rates  which 
are  really  commuted  tithes,  and  to  take 
our  chance  as  to  any  disputes  that  may 
arise ;  and  as  to  the  necessity  of  future 
legislation,  which  is  not  unlikely  to  arise, 
especiaUy  as  there  are  no  less  than  700 
Acts  of  Parliament,  some  of  them  of  a  very 
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difficult  and  intricate  natare,  in  which 
church  tates  are  mentioned.  So  much 
with  regard  to  that  portion  of  the  Bill 
which  relates  to  the  abolition  of  compulsory 
church  rates.  The  other  part  of  the  mea- 
sure relates  to  application  and  security  of 
Toluntary  contributions  for  the  repair  of 
the  fabric  and  for  the  other  purposes 
for  which  rates  have  been  levied.  Now, 
the  Bill  allows  vestries  to  continue  the 
making  and  receiving  of  rates,  the  only 
difference  being  that  the  power  of  compel- 
ling payment  is  taken  away.  A  vestry 
may  decide  that  a  certain  sum  is  required, 
and  persons  may  voluntarily  pay  at  a  cer- 
tain rate  in  the  pound.  I  think  that  in 
this  respect  the  Select  Committee  have 
made  an  improvement,  for  they  retain  the 
vestry,  the  name  and  powers  of  which  are 
well-known;  and  I  can  conceive  that  in 
numerous  parishes  where  church  rates  are 
at  present  made  no  great  change  will  occur 
in  consequence  of  the  absence  of  compul- 
sion. Things  are  far  more  likely  to  go  on  as 
at  present  under  these  circumstances  than 
if  a  new  body  were  constituted,  as  was 
proposed  by  the  other  House.  Then  there 
is  a  clause  empowering  the  incumbent  and 
two  householders,  one  appointed  by  the 
patron  and  one  by  the  bishop,  to  act  as 
trustees  and  receive  any  bequests,  dona- 
tions, or  contributions  for  ecclesiastical 
purposes,  which  funds  they  may  hand  over 
to  the  churchwardens  to  be  applied  to 
such  ecclesiastical  purposes  as  they  may 
specify.  That  is  a  provision  whidi  will 
come  into  operation  in  some  cases,  but  I 
think  that  the  Church  Building  Society 
or  the  churchwardens  will  generally  apply 
the  contributions  they  may  receive.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack 
has  given  Notice  of  a  further  clause,  re- 
quiring the  trustees  to  lay  before  the  vestry 
an  annual  statement  of  their  receipts  and 
expenditure.  Upon  the  whole  this  is  a 
Bill  which  fulfils  its  object,  for  while  abo- 
lishing compulsory  rates  it  empowers  the 
vestry  to  make  voluntary  rates,  and  it  also 
empowers  trustees  to  receive  contributions. 
As  to  its  general  effect  it  is,  I  trust,  the 
settlement  of  a  controversy  which  ever 
since  1833  or  1834  has  given  rise  to  much 
ill-will  and  litigation,  and  therefore  the 
termination  of  such  a  dispute  is  a  consum- 
mation devoutly  to  be  wished.  Moreover, 
there  is  much  greater  anxiety  than  used 
to  exist,  not  only  to  keep  our  churches  in 
proper  repair,  but  to  preserve  them  in  that 
ancient  character  which  has  long  made 
them  an  object  of  reverence.  Such  feelingB 
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are  not  confined  to  members  of  the  Chnrob, 
for  many  Protestant  Dissenters,  members 
of  whose  families  have  been  married  in 
churches  in  past  times,  or  have  been  buried 
within  their  precincts,  would  be  most  un- 
willing to  see  those  edifices  fall  into  decay, 
and  when  the  obnoxious  compulsory  pow- 
ers are  removed  I  believe  they  will  contri- 
bute voluntarily.  I  know  a  case,  indeed, 
in  which  a  Dissenter  gave  £100  each  to 
two  churches,  and  I  believe  such  cases  will 
be  more  numerous  after  the  passing  of  this 
measure.  I  hope,  therefore,  your  Lord- 
ships will  adopt  the  Bill  in  its  present 
form,  and  send  it  down  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  Some  question  may  be  raised 
Uiere  on  the  9th  clause,  but  I  believe  Pro- 
testant Dissenters,  both  those  who  are 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  and 
others  who  have  taken  a  leading  part  in 
the  controversy,  are  satisfied  witi^  a  mea- 
sure of  this  kind,  and  I  am  sure  it  will  be 
a  great  advantage  if  we  can  pass  sudi  a 
BUI  by  the  general  consent  of  both  Houses 
and  of  both  Churchmen  and  Dissenters.  It 
is  much  better  to  settle  the  question  in 
this  way  than  to  leave  it  open,  to  be  set- 
tled, perhaps,  hereafter  with  angry  feel- 
ings, when  one  party  will  be  elated  by 
victory  and  the  other  will  fael  sore  under 
defeat.  I  shall  not  myself  propose  any 
alteration  in  the  Bill  as  settled  by  the 
Select  Committee. 

Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  now  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  said  Bill.'* 
--{The  Earl  Bwsell) 

The  Makquess  of  SALISBUBY  :  I  re- 
gret to  be  obliged  to  agree  with  the  noble 
Earl,  that  the  effect  of  this  Bill  as  it  now* 
stands  will  not  differ  widely — I  should 
scarcely  say  that  it  will  differ  at  all — 
from  the  effect  of  a  Bill  for  total  abolition 
of  church  rates.  When  it  came  up  from 
the  House  of  Commons,  it  contained  some 
very  valuable  provisions  for  the  protection 
of  the  Church.  It  contained  a  provision 
that  if  the  churchwarden  was  a  Dissenter 
and  did  not  pay  his  church  rate,  he  should 
not  be  allowed  to  administer  the  payments 
of  those  who  did  contribute,  but  that  a 
Churchman  should  be  appointed  for  that 
purpose.  That  provision  has  disappeared; 
and  now  it  will  be  necessary  for  Church- 
men who  wish  to  give  their  voluntary 
contributions  to  place  tliem,  if  there  be 
a  Dissenting  churchwarden,  in  his  hands, 
however  bitter  and  hostile  to  the  Church 
he  may  be.  Again,  there  was  a  provision 
that  those  who  had  not  paid  the  church 
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rate  one  year  should  not  form  part  of  the 
vestry  for  the  purposes  of  a  church  rate  in 
the  succeeding  year.  The  result  of  that  pro- 
vision would  have  heen  that  when  once 
the  first  vestry  had  been  held  it  would  not 
be  in  the  power  of  the  Dissenters  in  any 
parish  where  they  might  be  numerous  and 
hostile  to  paralyze  the  action  of  the  vestry, 
and  to  forbid  altogether  a  voluntary  rate 
from  being  raised.  As  the  matter  stands 
now  it  will  remain  in  the  power  of  the 
Dissenters,  whenever  they  shall  be  irritated 
by  some  real  or  fancied  grievance,  to  come 
to  the  vestry  and  prevent  this  voluntary 
rate  from  being  made.  Again,  there  was 
a  third  provision  to  this  effect — that 
when  any  persons  had  promised  to  con- 
tribute to  the  maintenance  of  the  Church, 
the  churchwardens  should  have  the  power 
of  going  on  with  the  church  repairs,  and 
afterwards  of  suing  any  person  who,  hav- 
ing promised  to  pay,  had  subsequently  re- 
fused. It  was  obvious  that  the  object  was 
that  the  churchwardens  should  be  exone- 
rated from  personal  risk  if  they  undertook 
repairs  on  the  faith  of  being  promised 
large  sums  which  were  afterwards  refused. 
But  that  provision  also  had  disappeared, 
and  the  effect  of  it  would  be  this,  that  it 
would  not  be  competent  for  any  church- 
warden, having  any  regard  to  his  own 
safety,  to  spend  a  single  farthing  till  he 
had  it  in  his  pocket.  The  statement  of 
the  noble  Earl  was,  therefore,  singularly 
just — that  it  scarcely  differed,  if  it  cUffered 
at  all,  from  a  Bill  for  the  total  abolition  of 
church  rates.  He  deeply  regretted  that  in 
a  Committee  of  their  Lordships'  House  it 
should  have  assumed  such  a  character. 
But  as  it  was  assented  to  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  he  could  only  say  that  the 
views  with  which  many  persons  in  the 
House  of  Commons  assented  to  the  mea- 
sure had  been  entirely  departed  from,  and 
that  their  interest  in  the  measure  was 
quite  defeated. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  My 
Lords,  as  I  had  the  honour  of  serving  on 
the  Select  Committee  to  which  your 
Lordships  committed  this  Bill,  and  took 
an  interest  in  the  progress  of  the  Bill 
through  the  Committee,  perhaps  your 
Lorde^ps  will  allow  me  to  say  a  few 
words  with  reference  to  some  of  the 
changes  which  have  been  made  in  it.  I 
entirely  agree  in  one  respect  with  the 
observations  of  the  noble  Marquess  who 
has  just  sat  down.  Nothing  could  be 
more  unfortunate  than  that  there  should 
be  any  misconception  as  to  the  character  of 


this  Bill.   I  believe  that  this  is  a  Bill  for 
the  abolition  of  church  rates ;  that  is,  for 
the  abolition  of  the  compulsory  power  of 
levying  those  rates.     I  do  not  look  upon 
the  Bill  as  a  compromise.     I  do  not  look 
upon  it  as  giving  back  anything  to  the 
Church  in  return  for  the  power  which  you 
take  away.     Having  said  so  much,  I  will 
now  state  the  advantages  which  I  con- 
ceive to  be  gained  by  the  clauses  now  to 
be  found  in   the  Bill  over  those  which 
were  in   the  Bill  as  it   came  from  the 
House  of  Commons.   When  this  Bill  went 
into  Committee  it  was  clearly  understood 
that  the  1st  clause,  doing  away  with  the 
coercive  power  of  levying  church  rates, 
was  not  to  be  altered  in  any  substantial 
manner.     If  it  was  the  intention  of  your 
Lordships  to  do  away  with  that  clause  the 
proper  way  would  have  been  to  have  re- 
jected the'  Bill  on  the  Second  Reading. 
The  attention  of  the  Committee,  therefore, 
was  addressed  to  the  other  parts  of  the 
Bill.      The  real  difference   between  the 
clauses  as  they  were  before  and  as  they 
are  now  is  this-^By  the  clauses  of  this 
Bill  as  they  stand  now,  the  Committee  had 
it  in  view  to  leave  the  whole  parochial 
machinery  exactly  as  it  stands  at  present 
minm  the  one  power  of  the  coercive  levy 
of  church  rates.     Their  object  in  other  re- 
spects was  to  leave  the  machinery  un- 
touched, so  that  in  those  parishes,  of  which 
there  are  a  vast  number,  in  which  church 
rates  are  levied  and  coercive  proceedings 
in  the  Courts  of  Law  are  unknown  the 
course  of  making  and  levying  the  rate 
should  go   on  just  as  at   present.      My 
Lords,  I  venture  to  entertain  a  hope  that 
if  this  Bill  becomes  law  the  expectations 
of  its  supporters  in  that  respect  will  be 
realized.     I  believe  that  though  bv  no 
means  universally,  yet  in  a  very  large 
number  of  parishes  in  the  country,  where 
from  conscientious  motives  or  oUierwise, 
church  rates  have  been  refused,  henceforth 
the  vestries  will  assemble,  church  rates 
will  be  voted,  and  many  persons  will  pay 
cheerfully  and  willingly  who  would  refuse 
if  they  were  levied  compulsorily.     If  this 
be  so  the  views  which  led  to  the  inti educ- 
tion  of  those   clauses  will  be  fully  ac- 
complished.    The  view  of  the  Committee 
was  this,  that  the  best  hope  of  obtain- 
ing that  result  was  by  leaving  the  old 
machinery  untouched ;    because    if   you 
introduced  a  new  machinery  you  would 
put  the  present  machinery  out  of  gear. 
You  would  lose  your  old  system  without, 
perhaps,  getting  any  other  system  in  re- 
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torn.  My  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  referred  to  the  clauses  which 
came  up  from  the  House  of  Commons.  I 
quite  agree  with  him  as  to  the  plausibility 
of  some  of  those  clauses.  For  instance, 
nothing  can  be  more  plausible  than  to  say, 
"Do  not  let  anyone  who  does  not  pay 
church  rate  vote  either  as  to  the  expendi- 
ture of  that  rate  or  as  to  the  making  of  a 
new  rate  next  year."  But,  my  Lords, 
let  us  observe  what  the  consequences  of 
that  would  be.  The  noble  Marquess  said 
that  if  you  once  had  a  church  rate  made 
then  those  who  did  not  pay  would  not  be 
entitled  to  vote  about  a  rate  next  year. 
But  the  effect  of  such  a  clause  would  be 
that  you  would  furnish  the  strongest  pos- 
sible inducement  to  those  who  were  op- 
posed to  the  Church  to  resist  the  making 
of  a  rate  the  first  year.  A.s  the  clause 
stands  now  a  strong  Dissenter  would  say 
— **If  you  are  going  to  make  a  church 
rate  which  cannot  be  levied  coercively 
against  me,  I  shall  have  an  opportunity  of 
appearing  next  year  and  objecting,  and  I 
would  not  mind  interfering  now."  But  if 
you  tell  him  that  if  he  allows  a  rate  to  be 
made  this  year  he  will  be  excluded  for 
the  future  from  voting  on  the  question,  he 
will  say,  **  Now  is  my  time.  This  is  the 
only  opportunity  I  shall  have.  I  must 
get  all  my  friends  to  come.  Now  is  the 
time  the  battle  must  be  fought,  and  fight 
we  will  to  prevent  the  church  rate  being 
made."  Well,  what  would  the  next  con- 
sequence be?  Suppose  you  make  your 
church  rate  the  first  year  ;  there  may  be 
100  persons  who  ought  to  pay,  but  only 
fifty  of  them  do  pay.  Next  year  instead 
of  a  constituency  of  100  you  get  only  fifty. 
The  fifty  make  a  new  rate,  and  twenty 
fall  off  and  do  not  pay.  The  third  year 
you  get  a  constituency  of  thirty,  and  per- 
haps ten  of  them  would  not  pay.  Thus 
by  degress  you  get  to  a  constituency  so 
small  and  ridiculous  that  the  thing  must 
die  out.  In  fact,  the  whole  course  of 
things  I  have  described  is  so  new  and  so 
contrary  to  experience  that  the  moment 
you  begin  to  work  it  in  a  parish  it  would 
be  opposed  because  it  was  a  new  system. 
There  was  another  provision  in  the  Bill 
as  it  came  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  this  effect — that  an  action  at  law 
might  be  brought  against  persons  who 
upon  the  making  of  a  church  rate  held  out 
a  promise  to  pay  and  would  not.  I,  for 
one,  expressed  my  own  opinion  against 
that  clause  in  Committee.  I  believe,  com- 
ing down  as  you  are  now  obliged  to  do 
The  Lard  Chancellor 


to  the  voluntary  system,  the  working  of 
it  depends  entirely  upon  your  doing  no- 
thing which  would  have  an  alarming  effect 
upon  those  who  are  asked  to  come  in  and 
accept  the  voluntary  system.  If,  there- 
fore, you  speak  of  actions  at  law,  I  am 
greatly  afraid  you  will  frighten  many 
persons,  who  will  say,  **  No  doubt  compul- 
sory church  rates  have  been  abolished,  but 
churchwardens  may  go  to  law  with  us  if 
we  promise,  and  therefore  we  will  keep 
away  from  the  vestry  altogether."  Now 
that  is  a  reason  of  the  value  of  which  your 
Lordships  may  judge ;  but  it  was  one 
which  influenced  me  in  suggesting  that 
the  clause  as  it  came  from  the  House  of 
Commons  should  be  omitted.  The  only 
other  point  in  the  Bill  as  it  came  from  the 
House  of  Commons  which  was  different 
from  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape  was  as 
to  the  mode  of  treating  churchwardens. 
In  the  Bill  as  it  came  from  the  other 
House,  if  a  churchwarden  did  not  pay  the 
rate  there  was  a  power  to  elect  a  treasurer 
in  his  place,  who  was  to  have  the  power 
of  disbursement  over  the  rates  collected. 
If  this  treasurer  is  to  be  elected  by  those 
who  pay  the  church  rate,  you  run  exactly 
into  the  danger  I  have  attempted  to  de- 
scribe ;  you  have  a  diminishing  consti- 
tuency, which  may  never  be  called  into 
existence,  and  you  introduce  a  new  officer 
altogether  unknown  to  the  parochial  sys- 
tem. If  a  provision  had  been  introduced 
that  the  vestry  at  large,  in  default  of  the 
churchwarden  paying  his  rate,  should  be 
at  liberty  to  elect  a  successor,  the  difficulty 
might  have  been  avoided.  Otherwise,  you 
get  into  a  new  channel  of  operations  to 
which  no  parish  is  accustomed.  These  are 
the  reasons  which  weighed  with  the  Com- 
mittee, and  induced  them  to  amend  the 
Bill  and  introduce  the  clauses  which  your 
Lordships  now  find  there.  I  hope  that 
with  this  machinery  the  Church  even  in 
country  parishes  will  not  suffer,  and  that 
the  fabrics  of  the  Church  will  continue 
to  be  decently  maintained. 

The  Abchbishop  of  CANTERBURY 
said,  that  he  originally  thought,  and  was 
still  of  the  opinion,  that  the  best  solution 
of  the  difficulty  would  be  to  abolish  the 
compulsory  collection  of  church  rates,  and 
leave  the  existing  machinery  as  it  is. 

The  Eaxl  of  DERBY  said,  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  oppose  the  going  into 
Committee;  and  although  he  retained  all 
his  objections  to  doing  away  with  the 
compulsory  power  of  levying  church  rates, 
yet,  at  the  same  time,  the  principle  of  the 
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lit  clause  haying  been  adopted  by  tbeir 
Lordsbipsy  and  accepted  also  by  a  large 
majority  of  the  House  of  Commons,  he 
thought  it  would  be  useless  to  struggle 
against  such  a  majority  in  both  Houses. 
That  point  being  settled,  he  would  further 
say  that  it  was  his  earnest  desire  that  this 
question  should  be  brought  to  a  satisfiEictory 
issae  in  the  present  Session,  and  should 
not  be  left  open  for  any  further  agitation 
or  to  be  any  cause  of  bitterness  among 
the  new  constituencies.     He  must  confess, 
LowcTer,  that  on  one  point,  notwithstand- 
ing the  statement  just  made  by  his  noble 
and  learned  Priend,  he  was  strongly  in- 
clined to  agree  with  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury).      In  many 
respects  he  thought  the  Bill  had  been 
amended  by  the  Select  Committee.     As 
he  understood  it  now,  retaining  all  the 
existing  powers  of  the  yestry  and  all  the 
existing  machinery,  the  Bill  simply  pro- 
yiddl  that  there  should  be  no  compulsory 
enforcement  of  rates.     Clause  8  proyided 
that  no  defaulter  should  haye  the  oppor- 
tunity of  speaking  or  of  raising  any  objec- 
tion or  discussion  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
church  rates  should  be  applied  in  the  year 
during  which  he  was  a  defaulter.     But  he 
(the  Earl  of  Derby)  thought  that  principle 
ought  to  be  carried  further.    This  was  to 
be  a  yolnntary  rate,  leyied  by  a  yoluntary 
machinery.    If  so,  surely  the  persons  who 
paid  the  rates  were  the  persons  who  should 
say  whether  the  rates  should  or  should  not 
be  leyied.    If  persons  objected  to  rates  and 
threw  the  charge  upon  their  fellow-parish- 
ioners, surely  tiiey  ought  not  to  haye  the 
<^portunity  of  saying  next  year  whether  a 
nmilar  charge  uoidd  or  should  not  be 
thrown  upon  those  who  had  borne  the 
^large  in  ^e  last  year.    If  the  measure 
was  a  yoluntary  one,  he  thought  it  ought 
to  be  left  to  Churchmen  alone  to  say  whe- 
ther &e  rates  should  be  leyied  or  not. 
He  6on£etsed  that,  clear  as  his  noble  and 
leaned   Friend    (the    Lord    Chancellor) 
imally  was,  he  did  not  understand  the 
force  of  his  argum^t  when  he  said  that 
if  thej  restored  the  clause  as  it  came 
^^  the  House  of  Commons,  they  would 
^^uiitth  an  inducement  to  persons  to  ab- 
•tain  froni  paying  the  rates. 

Thi  lord  C  e  ANCELLOR  :  I  did  not 
>iy  that  it  would  be  an  inducement  to  ab- 
iUtn  from  paying  the  rates,  but  that  it 
voqM  be  an  inducement  to  persons  un- 
^^^^^Bdly  to  the  Church  to  come  forward  the 
^'vt  jear  and  prey ent  the  church  rate  being 
^tade,  because  if  they  succeed   in   that, 


the  working  of  the  system  would  haye  no 
beginning. 

Thb  Eabl  of  derby  said,  he  mis- 
understood his  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
and  indeed  it  was  not  always  easy  to  hear 
what  passed  in  the  House.  But  what  he 
said  was  that,  year  after  year,  you  will 
haye  persons  refusing  to  pay,  so  that 
gradually  the  non-payers  will  absorb  the 
payers.  Then  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
assumed  that  no  person  had  a  right  to 
qualify  himself  by  payment ;  but,  as  he 
(the  Earl  of  Derby)  understood  it,  in  each 
year  during  which  the  church  rate  was 
levied,  it  would  be  demanded  from  each 
occupier.  Churchman  or  Dissenter.  It 
was  perfectly  open  to  anybody  to  refuse  to 
pay ;  but  though  defaulters  would  be  de- 
pnyed  of  a  yoice  in  the  expenditure,  still, 
upon  paying  the  rates  when  demanded, 
they  might  be  restored  to  all  the  rights  of 
Churchmen.  It  seemed  to  him  that  this 
was  the  only  e£fectual  mode  of  dealing  with 
the  question.  On  the  other  hand,  he  con- 
fessed that  he  did  not  lay  much  stress  on 
the  argument  that  Dissenters  might  be 
induced  to  put  a  stop  to  the  machinery  for 
levying  a  rate,  more  especially  as  they 
were  told  that  this  was  a  Bill  for  satisfying 
the  Dissenters.  ^ 

The  Abchbishop  of  YORE  said,  it  was 
not  wonderful  that  a  great  difference  of 
opinion  should  prevail  about  these  clauses. 
But  their  Lordships  should  remember  that 
the  system  which  this  Bill  proposed  to 
introduce  was  already  in  existence.  There 
were  thousands  of  parishes  in  which  church 
rates  were  now  levied  upon  the  yoluntary 
principle  recognized  in  this  Bill — namely, 
that  tiiough  rates  were  voted,  no  com- 
pulsion should  be  resorted  to.  In  thou- 
sands of  parishes  this  principle  exists  al- 
ready and  works  well.  No  doubt  great 
inconyenience  might  arise  in  a  few  parishes 
where  Dissenters  persisted  in  coming  to 
the  yestry,  though  not  subject  to  any  tax, 
and  where  yestries  made  a  point  of  electing 
Dissenting  churchwardens.  But  were  they 
to  legislate  for  these  few  hostile  cases  or 
for  the  general  body?  He  belieyed  that 
the  policy  of  fear  and  jealousy  expressed 
by  such  clauses  would  be  very  mischievous 
to  the  Church,  especially  at  that  moment. 
He  was  in  favour  of  a  policy  of  greater 
generosity  and  of  assuming  that  Dissenters 
would  not  go  to  the  vestry  to  discuss  rates 
and  expenditure  which  did  not  affect  their 
pockets,  and  that  Churchmen  would  be 
elected  as  churchwardens.  He  believed 
that  that  would  be  the  case  in^  majority 
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of  parishes.  With  regard  to  the  exclusion 
of  all  those  who  did  not  pay  rates  he 
doubted  the  policy  of  ticketing  them  as 
defaulters  in  this  way  when  their  non-pay- 
ment might  have  arisen  from  want  of 
money.  There,  again,  he  thought  the  gene- 
rous policy  W61S  the  right  one.  To  admit 
defaulters  to  the  vestry  and  abide  by  any 
little  exceptional  trouble  they  might  thus 
occasion  would,  he  thought,  be  a  smaller 
evil  on  the  whole  than  to  adopt  this  rate- 
paying  qualification  as  a  test  of  being  a 
Ghurdiman,  and  to  recognize  Churchmen 
only  from  the  fact  of  tiieir  going  to  the 
vestry.  Looking  at  the  clauses  in  the 
Bill  he  thought  them  an  improvement  upon 
the  House  of  Commons'  clauses,  and  as  to 
the  first  clause  they  were  precluded  now 
from  discussing  it.  Upon  the  whole,  the 
Bill  was,  in  his  opinion,  much  improved ; 
and  instead  of  launching  into  an  unknown 
sea  and  creating  new  arrangements  and 
new  machinery,  the  measure  did  the  mini- 
mum of  mischief,  for  it  left  the  whole 
Church  system,  which  had  been  in  prac- 
tice for  centuries,  quite  unimpaired. 

LoKD  LTVEDElN  said,  that  when  it  was 
proposed  to  refer  this  Bill  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee he  felt  that  there  were  objections  to 
such  a  course  on  the  ground  of  the  delay 
which  it  would  entail ;  but  he  was  bound 
now  to  acknowledge  l^at  this  delay  had 
been  useful,  and  that  the  consideration  be- 
stowed upon  the  Bill  in  the  Committee  had 
effected  great  improvement  on  it  as  it 
originally  stood.  He  could  not  understand 
how  any  Bill  could  more  effectually  abolish 
compulsory  church  rates  than  tnis  did; 
and  for  that  reason  he  was  glad  to  observe 
the  spirit  in  which  it  had  been  received 
and  discussed  by  many  noble  Lords,  and 
particularly  by  those  who  sat  on  the  Epis- 
copal Benches.  If  their  Lordships  had 
passed  the  Bill  as  it  came  up  from  the 
other  House  they  would  have  got  ^id  of 
Church  rates,  but  they  would  also  have 
established  a  system  so  complicated  that 
it  would  have  occasioned  as  much  offence 
to  Dissenters  as  the  existing  law.  He  was 
glad  to  compare  the  altered  tone  of  many 
of  their  Lordships  now  with  that  mani- 
fested when  he  brought  forward  a  Bill 
in  1864.  He  was  then  met  by  cries  of 
"N^o  surrender!"  and  **The  Church  in 
danger !"  which  had  not  been  raised  on  the 
present  occasion.  The  attitude  of  many 
noble  Lords  was  completely  changed,  and 
he  could  not  help  thinking  that  the  tone 
adopted  by  the  right  rev.  and  most  rev. 
Prelates,  as  well  as  by  the  noble  and  learned 
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Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  would  do  more  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Church  than  any  other 
they  could  have  taken.  The  willingness 
to  concede  would  be  gladly  welcomed  by 
those  who  hitherto  had  said,  "  I  will  give 
nothing  to  the  Church  under  compulsion ; 
but  I  will  gladly  do  anything  I  can  for  the 
Church  if  the  matter  be  left  to  my  own 
free-will."  There  were  many  Dissenters 
who  were  in  the  habit  of  regarding  the 
church  as  part  of  the  parish,  and  who 
would  not  let  it  go  down  if  their  free-will 
offerings  could  sustain  it.  Everyone  would 
acknowledge  that  compulsion  and  pro- 
secution in  favour  of  religion  had  always 
done  most  for  the  compelled  and  perse- 
cuted. On  the  other  hand,  religion  gained 
by  concession,  as  the  Church  would  do  in 
this  instance.  It  was  a  concession  on  the 
part  of  the  Church.  He  did  not  think 
Dissenters  had  a  right  to  complain  as 
against  the  Church,  for  they  were  taxed 
by  the  majority,  and  it  was  by  a  majority 
that  taxation  must  always  be  be  imposed. 
He  hoped  that  the  same  change  that  had 
occurred  upon  this  question  would  occur 
upon  others,  and  that  their  Lordships 
would  upon  them  exhibit  the  same  readi- 
ness to  accept  the  opinions  of  their  fellow- 
subjects  that  they  had  shown  in  this  in- 
stance. He  congratulated  their  Lordships 
upon  having  done  their  duty  without  offer- 
ing an  obstructive  opposition  to  this  Bill, 
and  he  believed  the  result  would  be,  that 
which  their  Lordships  and  the  Bench  of 
Bishops  especially  desired,  increased  vene- 
ration for  the  Church  and  increajsed  con- 
tributions to  her  funds. 

The  Bishop  op  OXPORD  :  My  Iiords, 
I  cannot  admit  that  the  alternative  to  con- 
cession in  this  case  is  persecution.  I 
believe  there  was  no  persecution  what- 
ever on  the  part  of  the  Church.  Church 
rates  were  a  legal  tax  upon  property,  and 
persons  who  held  it  bought  it  or  inherited 
it  subject  to  the  payment  of  them.  It 
was  therefore  no  more  persecution  in 
asking  persons  to  pay  them,  and  they  were 
no  more  victims  of  persecution  if  compelled 
to  pay,  than  was  the  ordinary  householder 
who  had  to  submit  to  periodical  visits  ftom 
the  tax  collectors.  A  person  who  dislikes 
paying  a  tax  always  feels  persecuted  if  he 
is  made  to  pay.  I  do  not  think  a  bystander 
will  readily  admit  that  a  man  who  refuses 
his  assessed  taxes  is  a  virtuous  object  of 
pity  for  being  made  to  pay  them.  But 
that  is  not  now  the  question.  It  is  ad- 
mitted that  the  compulsory  payment  of 
church  rates  is  to  be  given^up,   nd  the 
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guestion  before  ud  is  tbe  BSl.  Althongh 
considerable  improTemente  have  been  made 
in  it,  eBpecially  in  its  earlier  porttons,  I 
confess  I  think  that  in  one  or  two  of  its 
principal  provisions  it  has  been  serionslj 
injured,  and  I  shall  feel  bound  to  propose 
Amendments  upon  the  Beport.  First,  as  to 
the  question  concerning  the  settling  of 
future  rates  by  those  who  haye  not  paid 
the  last.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  on 
the  Woolsack  seemed  to  tiiii^  that  it 
would  be  a  proYooation  to  Dissenters  to  go 
and  oligeot  to  a  Toluntary  church  rate 
being  made  if  those  who  have  not  paid 
the  rates  would  not  be  parties  to  settling 
the  way  in  which  a  new  voluntary  rate 
should  be  made.  The  Bill  that  contained 
that  clause  was  a  compromise  and  a  com- 
pact between  the  DiBseuters  and  the  House 
of  Commons  and  the  representatives  of  the 
Church  of  England  there.  It  was  most 
thoroughly  considered  by  the  Dissenting 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons,  who, 
I  must  say,  in  this  matter  seem  to  have 
kept  faith  in  the  most  praiseworthy  manner 
with  those  who  had  the  management  of 
this  Bill,  and  they  agreed  that  it  was  a 
clause  to  which  Dissenters  had  not  an^ 
right  to  object.  Neither  do  I  think  it  is 
possible  to  say  they  have.  Any  person 
can  come  again  into  the  voluntary  church 
rate  vestry  by  paying  his  own  share  of 
the  rate  for  the  year  past;  he  does  not 
lose  any  right ;  it  is  not  that  he  must  pay 
it  now  or  never.  At  any  time  he  can 
join  that  body  which  settles  whether  there 
shall  or  shall  not  be  a  voluntary  rate  by 
paying  a  subscription  equal  to  the  amount 
of  the  last  rate.  The  main  objection  al- 
ways taken  to  church  rates  has  been  the 
compulsion  and  not  the  amount.  Those 
who  objected  to  pay  them  have  often  said 
they  would  willingly  give  double  the 
amount  as  a  fi'ee  gift,  but  they  objected  to 
the  power  to  compel  them  to  pay  anything. 
That  is  entirely  taken  away  by  the  Bill, 
and  therefore  there  is  no  temptation  to 
come  the  first  time  and  object  to  the  start- 
ing  of  the  machinery.  On  the  contrary, 
their  representatives  in  Parliament  have 
agreed  to  start  it,  and  I  think  the  pro- 
bability is  that,  receiving  this  as  a  sacri- 
fice on  the  part  of  the  Church,  and  grati- 
fied that  it  has  given  up  the  power  of  com- 
pulsion, they  will  be  even  more  ready  than 
others  to  start  the  new  machinery  fairly. 
But  the  objection  that  it  is  new  machinery 
I  deny,  for  in  nineteen  cases  out  of  twenty 
the  vestiy  will  be  precisely  the  same,  and 
the  rata  will  be  made  as  before,  with  this 


one  difference,  that  the  payment  of  it 
cannot  be  enforced.  The  transition  from 
the  existing  to  the  future  legal  state  is, 
therefore,  a  simple  matter.  I  believe  the 
vestry  will  be  an  increasing  rather  than  a 
dying  away  constituency,  especially  in 
country  parishes,  where  farmers  will  not 
Hke  to  be  left  out.  But  suppose  the  num- 
ber of  payers  diminishes  every  year  you 
will  realize  a  state  of  inanition  just  as  you 
would  if  opponents  prevented  the  starting 
of  the  machinery.  It  does  seem  to  me  it 
is  a  fundamental  error  in  the  Bill,  as  al- 
tered by  the  Select  Committe,  that  it  takes 
away  the  one  thing  which  would  work 
well.  Whilst  in  the  country  parishes 
there  would  be  very  little  change,  how 
would  the  Bill  work  in  the  towns  where 
the  rate  has  been  refused  ?  If  the  Bill 
passes  through  Committee,  I  shall  feel 
bound  to  move  several  Amendments  on  the 
Report  being  brought  up.  First  of  all, 
I  shall  move  an  Amendment  to  restore 
Clause  8  to  its  original  shape.  Then,  after 
the  clause  which  makes  the  churchwardens 
the  sole  administrators,  I  shall  propose  to 
insert  a  new  clause,  containing  a  proviso 
that  in  the  event  of  one  of  the  church- 
wardens being  a  person  who  refuses  to 
pay  the  rate  a  treasurer  may  be  substituted 
m  his  place.  I  propose  further  to  move 
that  this  Bill  shall  not  come  into  force  till 
a  fortnight  after  Easter  in  next  year ;  and 
also  that  a  provision  shall  be  inserted  em- 
powering the  churchwardens  to  recover 
by  legal  process  the  various  amounts  which 
persons  have  promised  to  contribute.  He 
thought  it  impossible  to  allow  the  church- 
wardens to  incur  expenses  on  the  faith 
of  promises  and  give  them  no  remedy 
against  the  persons  who  failed  to  perform 
their  undertakings. 

YiscouifT  HALIFAX  thought  that, 
owing  mainly  to  the  exertions  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  the 
Bill  had  been  greatly  improved  since  it 
left  the  House  of  Commons. 

The  Bishop  op  CARLISLE  said,  that 
when  the  original  Bill  came  up  from  the 
Commons  he  would  gladly  have  concurred 
in  its  rejection  ;  but  both  sides  of  the 
House  having  sanctioned  its  principle  by 
consenting  to  the  second  reading,  he  felt  it 
his  duty  to  make  the  best  of  it ;  and  acting 
on  that  conviction  he  had  consented  to  sit 
on  the  Select  Committee.  He  thought 
that  the  Bill  as  it  had  come  out  of  the 
Committee  was  a  great  improvement  on 
the  original  measure ;  but  it  was  susc^tible 
of  further  amendment ;  and  witii  this  viewi 
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he  would  give  Notice  of  an  Amendment — 
which  his  right  rey.  Brother  the  Bishop 
of  London  had  proposed  to  move — the 
effect  of  which  would  he  to  set  district 
chapelries  and  parishes  free  from  all  ohliga- 
tion  to  contribute  to  the  church  rate— or, 
as  it  must  now  be  called,  the  voluntary  rate 
— for  the  service  of  the  mother  churches. 
Host  of  their  Lordships  were  aware  what 
a  fruitful  source  of  irritation  that  obliga- 
tion had  hitherto  been. 

Motion  agreed  to;  House  in  Committee 
accordingly. 

Glauses  1  to  8  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Power  to  appoint  Church 
Trustees). 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  moved  to 
insert  the  following: — 

^  The  tnistoet  iball  ODoe  at  the  leart  in  •Tery 
year  lay  before  the  Tettry  an  account  of  their  re- 
oeipti  and  expenditure  daring  the  preceding  year, 
and  of  the  mode  in  which  inch  receipts  have  been 
deriTcd  and  eipenditure  incurred ;  together  with  a 
itatement  of  the  amount,  if  any,  of  fundi  remain- 
ing in  their  haudi  at  the  date  of  luoh  account." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendments  made :  The  Report  thereof 
to  be  received  on  Thureday  next;  and 
Bill  to  he  printed  as  amended.     (No.  211.) 

Hooie  a^jo^^^i^^  *^  balf  pait  Eight 

o'clock,  to  Monday  neit, 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  July  3,  1868. 

UlJXXTrRS.y-SvFVLr^eoneidered  in  CommiUee 
-^nriL  Sbrticb  EimcAni — Clan  V. 
Be$oltUUm$  [July  2]  reporUd—lf  ayj  Eitdcatbs. 

Public  Bills— i^tVft  Reading — Salmon  Fiiheriet 
(Scotland)*  [210]. 

Second  AMuitTi^— Indorsing  of  Warrants*  [2081 ; 
InTCttment   of  Trust    Funds   Supplemental* 

Special  Report  of  Select  Committee — Petit  Juries 

(Ireland)*  [No.  890]. 
Committee — Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market 

(re-^omm,)   [25],  Adjourned   Dehate  further 

adjourned;  Metropoliun  Police  Fundi* [132]; 

Poor  Law  and  Medical  Inipectors  (Ireland)* 

[183] ;  Fairs  (Metropolit)*  [205]. 
Report  —  Petit  Juries  (Ireland)  *  [209]  ;  Metro- 

Slitan  Police  Funds  *  [182] ;  Poor  Law  and 
edicallnspectors (Ireland)*  [188];  Fairs  (Me- 
tropolis)* [205]. 
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Coneidered  ae  amended-^  Registration*   [190] ; 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  *  [168] ;  Clerks  of 

the  Peace,  Ac. (Ireland)*  [194]. 
Third  Reading— ^Luid  Writs  Registration  (Scot- 

Und)*  [HI];  BuriaU   (Ireland)*  [204],  and 

paeeed. 

The  Honse  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

COUNCIL  ON  EDUCATION  REPORT. 
amosnoK. 

Mr.  POWELL  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Coancil  on  Education,  Whether  the  Reports 
for  1868  of  (1.)  Committee  of  Gooncil  on 
Education;  (2.)  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment ;  (3.)  Medical  Officer  of  Priyj  Coun- 
cil|  are  to  be  published  during  this  Session ; 
and,  if  so,  when ;  and,  whether  he  oan 
assign  any  reason  why  the  publication  of 
these  Reports  have  been  thus  delayed  until 
after  the  Votes  to  which  they  have  refer- 
ence? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  reason  why  the  Report  for 
1868  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Edu- 
cation had  not  been  published  until  after 
the  Education  Yote  was  asked  for  was  that 
the  Vote  was  taken  this  year  many  weeks 
earlier  than  usual.  The  Report  of  the 
Science  and  Art  Department  would  be 
published  in  a  few  days.  The  Report  of 
the  Medical  Officer  of  Privy  Council  had 
been  delayed  in  consequence  of  the  coloured 
engravings,  but  it  would  shortly  be  in  the 
hands  of  Members. 

ARMr— NON-COMBATANT  OFFICERS. 
QUESTION. 

Captain  VIVIAN  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Why  non-combatant  Officers  when  ap- 
pointed to  mounted  corps  are  compelled  to 
pay  ration  stoppages,  although  they  re- 
ceived no  mounted  pay  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  in 
reply,  that  it  was  impossible  to  deny  that 
with  reference  to  non-combatant  officers, 
especially  with  respect  to  the  medical 
officers,  there  was  a  great  inconsistency 
in  their  pay.  Some  years  ago  the  pay  of 
the  medical  officers  in  the  Army  was  re- 
considered, and  the  pay  of  the  Infantry 
medical  officers  was  raised  to  the  level  of 
the  Cavalry  officers'  pay,  thereby  leaving 
the  Cavalry  officers  at  some  disadvantage 
with  respect  to  forage  deductions.  It  was, 
however,  constantly  found  that  medical 
officers  in  the  Army  were  desirous  of  ob- 
taining commissions  in  Caxalry  regiments. 
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Bidings,  with  difiBions  in  them»  and  two 
aBsiiei.  It  would  not  be  necessary,  he 
thought,  to  appoint  a  Sberi£f  for  each 
Riding.  It  would  be  sufficient  to  bave  a 
Sheriff  for  the  West  Riding,  to  attend  the 
assises  at  Leeds,  and  another  for  the  East 
and  North  Ridings,  who  should  attend  the 
assises  at  York. 


MEDICO-LEGAL  INQUIRIES. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  CLIYE  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  determined  to  recommend  the 
appointment  of  a  Royal  Commission  to 
report  on  the  mode  of  conducting  medico- 
legal inquiries  as  to  the  operation  of 
the  Sanitary  Laws  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  an  influential  deputation  had 
waited  upon  him  to  urge  the  appointment 
of  a  Royal  Commission,  and  the  subject 
would  not  be  lost  sight  of.  Some  docu- 
ments were  about  to  be  laid  before  the 
Government  with  a  view  of  seeing  what 
steps  should  be  taken  in  the  matter. 

CATTLE  PLAGUE— RINDERPEST  IN 
AUSTRIA.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  MOFFATT  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  he  can  inform  the  House  what 
course  has  been  adopted  by  the  Austrian 
Government  for  preventing  the  introduction 
of  rinderpest  from  Hungary  or  Galioia  into 
Austria  ? 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  he  regretted 
that  he  was  not  in  a  position  to  answer 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  satis- 
factorily. A  Bill  had  passed  the  Lower 
House  of  the  Austrian  Legislature  to 
prevent  the  introduction  of  the  cattle 
plague,  but  he  had  not  seen  a  copy  of 
It.  He  had,  however,  written  to  Vienna 
at  the  request  of  the  Privy  Council  Office 
to  obtain  a  copy,  which  he  hoped  to  receive 
in  a  few  days. 

SHERIFF  OF  THE  COUNTY  OF  YORK. 
QUESTION. 

Viscount  MILTON  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  If  he  sees  any  objec- 
tion to  the  appointment  of  a  High  Sheriff 
for  each  of  the  Ridings  of  the  county  of 
York— namely,  one  for  the  East,  one  for 
the  West,  and  one  for  the  North  Riding, 
and,  if  he  does  see  any  difficulty  or  ob- 
jections, if  he  will  state  the  same  to  the 
House  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  in 
reply,  that  he  had  already  stated  his  opi- 
nion that  it  was  a  very  objectionable  state 
of  things  that  any  one  High  Sheriff  should 
bave  elections  to  conduct  for  the  three 

VOL.  CXCIII.    [thibd  seeibs.] 


GOVERNMENT  OF  INDIA. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  OTWAY  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether, 
having  regard  to  the  state  of  Public  Busi- 
ness, and  the  period  of  the  Session,  he 
would  object  to  substitute  a  measure  hav- 
ing a  temporary  effect  so  far  as  the  Indian 
Council  in  this  Country  is  concerned, 
for  the  proposed  Government  of  India 
Amendment  Bill  f 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB,  in 
reply,  said,  there  would  be  four  vacancies 
in  the  Council  of  India  this  year,  and  there 
would  be  great  difficulty  in  inducing  gen- 
tlemen to  accept  the  office,  unless  they 
knew  the  nature  of  the  tenure  by  which 
they  would  hold  their  offices,  and  the 
amount  of  their  salaries.  The  Govern- 
ment of  India  Amendment  Bill  only  con- 
tained six  clauses.  The  Ist  had  passed 
through  Committee.  To  the  3rd,  5th, 
and  oth  there  was  no  objection.  The 
4th  related  to  the  appointment  of  the 
Governor  General's  Council  in  India,  which 
might  give  rise  to  some  discussion,  and  he 
proposed  to  withdraw  it  from  the  Bill  and 
transfer  it  to  the  Governor  General  of  India 
Bill.  The  last  clause  referred  to  the  sala- 
ries of  future  Members  of  the  Council. 
The  Bill  stood  for  Committee  that  day, 
and  if  he  was  allowed  to  pass  it  through 
Committee  at  the  unopposed  hour  hon. 
Members  might  move  any  new  clauses  on 
the  Report,  and  the  field  of^  discussion 
would  thus  be  much  narrowed. 

METROPOLITAN  FOREIGN  CATTLE  MA  R. 

KET  {r6'€cmmitted)  BILL^Bill  189.] 

{Lord  Robert  Montagu,  Mr,  Hunt,) 

OOMMITTEE^      ADJOUBNED  DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Ques- 
tion [26th  June],  *'That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair ;  "  and  which  Amend- 
ment  was. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  ''That"  to  tbe 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  the  proposal  to  pass  a  permanent  law,  requiring 
that  in  order  to  prevent  tbe  introduotion  of  the 
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Cattle  Plague  into  tliis  Ootmtrj  from  abroad,  all 
foreign  cattle  and  other  animab  imported  into 
the  Port  of  London  shall  be  landed  at  one  pre- 
scribed spot,  and  shall  not  be  removed  thenoe 
alive,  ought  not  to  be  considered  apart  from  the 
general  policy  of  imposing  legal  restrictions  on 
the  foreign  cattle  trade  in  other  ports  of  the 
United  Kingdom/' — {Mr,  Miner  CHbson,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  a^ain  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question/' 

Debate  returned. 


Mb.  CORRANCE*:  During  the  long 
and  able  address  of  my  right  bon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Ashton-under-Ljne  (Mr. 
Milner  Gibson),  he  referred  to  me  as  one 
partially  responsible  for  the  Bill  which  is 
now  before  the  House.    He  has  some  right 
to  do  so,  I  admit ;  for  on  several  occasions 
I  have  both  urged  its  adoption,  and  advo- 
cated the   principle   upon  which  it  rests. 
At  the  commenoeroent  of  this  Session  I 
expressed  my  satisfaction  at  its  introduc- 
tion, in  a  paragraph  in  the  Queen's  Speech. 
Upon  Committee  I  have  given  its  main 
provisions  my  support,  both  personally  and 
as  President  of  one  of  those  Chambers  to 
which  he  alludes,  he  asks  me  to  show  cause 
for  this  in  my  place.  As  far  as  my  humble 
powers  go,  he  shall  have  no  cause  to  com* 
plain   of   my   reticence   in   such    respect. 
Nevertheless,  in  re-opening  a  debate  of  so 
much  importance,  there  are  some  conside- 
rations which  press  upon  me  with  unusual 
weight.     It  seems  to  me  that  I  have  un- 
dertaken too  much,  at  least  if  it  is  held 
necessary  that  I  should  follow  in  detail  all 
the  arguments  the  hon.  Member  has  put 
forth.     The  ground  he  covered  was  im- 
mense— Spain,  France,  Portugal,  Denmark 
and   Barking  Creek,  with  accompanying 
statistics,  facts  and  figures  appropriate  to 
each.   The  right  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  London  tells  us  that  a  lengthy  state- 
ment must  be  answered  at  length.     Why 
then  I  pity  the  House  ;  but,  as  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  let  the  House  be  re>assured 
my  remarks  on  each  topic  shall  be  brief. 
I  shall   impose  limits  on  myself.     I  will 
not  go  to  Spain  or  Portugal,  or  Denmark, 
or  Barking  Creek.     I  will  not  go  into  the 
details  of  this  Bill,  nor  follow  my  right 
hon.  Friend  into  the  technical  objections 
he  takes.     I  leave  this  to  more  able  hands 
than  myself.     It  is  always  more  pleasant 
to  agree  than  to  differ  with  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  I  do  agree  with  him  up  to  a 
pertain  point.     What  is  the  nature  of  the 
Amendment  he   makes?     He   affirms  a 


principle  from  which  I  do  not  dissent — 
that  all  legislation  upon  this  matter  should 
be  of  a  general  and  comprehensive  class. 
Well,  is  it  not  so  up  to  this  point  ?     Why 
this  is  the  view  I  have  always  held,  and 
which  I  advocated  last  year  in  this  House. 
Let  us  look  back.     In  pursuance  of  this 
principle,   I   urged    the   adoption   of  the 
slaughter  clause  at  all  the  ports,  which 
by  an  act  of  Privy  Council  was  carried 
out.      In   accordance  with    this  principle 
the  restrictions  then   existing   upon   the 
home  traffic  was  relaxed,  to  the  immediate 
benefit  of  the  consumers  of  meat.    The 
separation  of  the  metropolitan  market  was 
urged  to  the  same  effect,  and  this  again 
to  be  followed  by  other  measures  of  a  con- 
sistent class.     But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  not  satisfied  with  this,  and  he  wants 
legislation  of  a  more  comprehensive  class, 
not  consecutive   measures   such  as  this. 
Now,  our  differences  begin  at  that  point. 
Does  he  really  think  that  we  could  carry 
such  a  measure  as  this,  and  can  he  really 
throw  much  bjame  upon  Government  for 
this?     The  right  hon.  Member  was  part 
of  an  Administration  once ;  and  what  took 
place  ?     A  few  years  since  our  cattle  were 
dying   by  scores ;  meat  at  famine  price  ; 
farmers  at  their  wits'  end  ;  consumers  un- 
consuming  ;  and  what  took  place  ?    If  my 
memory  serves  me  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment preserved  a  most  majestic  attitude, 
but  they  did  not  move  in  the  least.     It 
was   a  vindication   of  a   great  policy,  a 
policy  which  had  a  French  name.     Is  this 
the  policy  the  right  hon.  Member  admires? 
He   did   not  explain   himself  quite  fully 
upon  that  point.     The  laiaez  /aire  did 
not  cure  the  plague  nevertheless.     I  will 
not  impute   it  as  a  fault,  for  it  is,   and 
must  be,  as  far  as  I  can  see,  a  charac- 
teristic of  the   legislation  of  this  House, 
and  Government,  such  as  ours,  cannot  move 
until  public  opinion  is  expressed.     In  this 
then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  blamed 
the  action  of  the  Government,  rashly  as  I 
think  ;  and  there  is  some  heedless  rhetoric 
even  on  that  side  of  the   House.      The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  may  see  the  errors 
of  that  course,  but  that  he  himself  would 
take  such  prompt  and  decisive  measures  is 
what,  from  these  antecedents,  I  should  not 
expect.     But,  if  such  be  the  case,  what 
next?     What  is  the  next  step  upon  our 
path  ?   A  separate  market  we  think.     I 
leave  the  question  of  the  absolute  slaugh- 
ter apart,  and  whether  this  should  be  dis- 
continued or  not.     The  necessity  is  cer- 
tainly very  great.    Without  it  no  effectual 
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precMtioD ;  do  good  inspeotion ;  do  qoa- 
nntine  ;  aad  lastly,  do  relaxation  of  the 
present  restriction  eao  be  carried  out,  safely 
at  least.     Surely,  it  should  form  part  of 
those  eomplete  arrangements  you  hope  to 
earrj  out.    The  reasons  against  it  do  not 
setm  to  me  to  possess  much  weight.     If 
there  is  diffieolty  id  passing  this  law,  mpch 
more  so  the  complete  measure  of  the  right 
hon.  Member.     Who  could  get  such  a  Bill 
through  this  House?     The  Select  Com- 
mittee would  last  several  years,  and  no 
room  in  this  House  would  hold  the  coun- 
sel lor  the  defence.     You  would  have  de- 
putations sereral  miles  long,  and  Parlia- 
ment Street  under  blockade  from  morning 
vntil  night.     I  am  aware  that  there  are 
iDeoiiTeDieneee  to  this  partial  or  conseco- 
tire  form  of  legislation  ;  we  had  an  instance 
not  long  since.     The  Govemment  in  com- 
pliaaee  with  the  great  pressure  put  upon 
them  by  the  hon.  Member  and  his  Friends 
am  that  side  of  the  House,  as  he  says — 
for  1  do  not  say  so,  mark  that — the  Go- 
TarnmeDt  prematurely,  as  I  thiok,  made 
■one  relaiatioD  in  respect  to  certain  stock 
-^Sp&niah   and  Portuguese.     Well,  what 
took  plaoe  ?    It  was  found  to  give  an  ad- 
wantage  to  land  borne  stock,  and  difficul- 
ties sprang  op.     This  I  foresaw  from  the 
first     Of  this  the  light  hon.   Gentleman 
takes  advaDtage  at  once,  though  with  some 
•oruples  of  conscience  I  should  think.     If 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  will  profit  by  the 
nae  made  of  snch  a  concession  it  will  act  as 
a  vamiag,  do  doubt.     But  in  connection 
witii  such  a  measure,  my  right  hon.  Friend 
baa  really  stated  a  remarkable  fact,  I  mean, 
▼bat  woold  be  inserted  in  the  papers  as  a 
renarkable  fact  along  with  the  big  turnip, 
of  eourse.     He  tells  us  that  in  Manchester 
and  Bnrmingham  it  has  rained  ribs  of  beef 
ever  since.     [An  hon.  Mbmbeb  :  He  says 
"eattle."]  Well,  that  is  more  remarkable, 
of  ceurse ;  but  for  the  euphony,  I  like  ribs 
of  beef,  if  he  will  permit  me  for  this  once  : 
— that  may  account  for  the  drought.      All 
te  rain  has  turned  to  ribs  of  beef.  Where 
<N^  earth  coald  they  have  come  from  9  Not 
fvsa  Bptin  or  Portugal,  without  doubt, 
^  ths  B«tiirns  are  before  us  as  to  that — 
aboat  3,000  head   into  Liverpool   during 
the  year.    Why,  that  would  not  make  one 
Beteate  shower  of  beef-steaks.     But  it 
^  Wen  raining  ribs  of  beef,  we  are  as- 
f^>^  of  that ;  and  tba  action  of  Her  Ma* 
j*^*s  Government  has  been  the  cause  of 
^^is— ws  gather  that  fact,  at  least.     This 
is  one  ^  those  acts  for  which  the  discre- 
tioo  of  the  Privy  Council  ought  to  be  praised 


according  to  the  theory  the  right  hoD.  Gen- 
tleman has  put  forth.  Does  he  praise  them 
for  this  ?  Why,  he  does  not  scruple  to  say 
that  it  is  an  electioneering  trick — raining 
ribs  of  beef.  Well,  I  do  not  wonder  at 
his  discomfiture  at  such  a  trick  as  this 
for  an  adversary  to  possess.  It  outdoes 
Houdin,  and  beats  Mr.  Home  outright. 
There  is  something  substantial  about  this; 
and  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  should 
exercise  this  art,  put  in  gentle  showers  of 
this  sort  about  Christmas  next,  I  think 
we  shall  know  what  sort  of  a  Parliament 
to  expect.  There  will  not  be  a  Radical 
returned  to  this  House,  and,  I  am  afraid, 
some  very  moderate  Whigs  at  best.  But 
is  it  not  just  possible  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  drawing  upon  his 
imagination  just  a  little.  I,  at  least,  must 
think  so  upon  one  point ;  and  if  it  has 
been  raining  ribs  of  beef,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  shown  themselves  very 
weather  wise  in  such  respects.  I  give 
them  full  credit  for  this,  while,  I  doubt, 
with  a  view  to  the  present  measure,  the 
expediency  of  the  act.  Now,  let  me  turn 
to  an  argument  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
much  pressed  —  namely,  the  wisdom  and 
policy  of  leaviog  an  irresponsible  power  in 
the  hands  of  the  Privy  Council  in  matters 
of  this  class.  We  have  had  some  expe- 
rience of  government  of  this  sort,  and  we 
like  government  by  Aots  of  Parliament 
best.  Why,  what  is  our  experience  of  this 
sort  of  government,  and  to  what  has  it 
led?  Let  us  look  back  a  little  for  this. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  may  remember  some- 
thing of  this.  At  a  time  of  a  most  critical 
kind  it  resisted  every  evidence  and  advice, 
scientific  and  practical  alike.  Supported 
by  the  urban  Press,  it  defied  alike  science 
and  common  sense,  and  we  know  the  rest. 
That  it  was  not  until  scourged  by  an  in- 
tolerable and  widely-spread  plague,  and 
threatened  by  a  famine  which  reached  to 
these  gates  that  it  accorded  aught.  Nor, 
indeed,  was  it  until  the  advent  of  a  new 
Administration  that  a  real  change  in  its 
policy  took  place.  Happily  for  this  coun- 
try that  it  did  so,  for  let  me  ask  him,  and 
right  hon.  Members  to  reflect  upon  the 
consequences,  had  this  scourge  continued 
during  one  more  year  with  wheat  at  70«., 
and  the  distress  of  the  poorer  class  in- 
creased by  it,  and  who  can  doubt  that,  had 
the  Privy  Council  had  its  way,  this  would 
haye  been  the  case  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  alluded  to  France,  and  he  now 
recommends  us  to  imitate  a  policy  which 
is  not  that  of  laUsejff  /aird— at  least,  an  Tp 
X2  6^ 
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ftdmirnble  system  no  doubt,  and  followed 
by  an  admirable  result.  Well,  once  more, 
let  me  recall  tbe  memory  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  to  anterior  facts.  Does  my  hon. 
Friend  reoolleot  a  correspondence  with  my 
humble  self  upon  this  —  writing  to  him 
as  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  —  as 
President  of  a  simple  <'  Farmer's  Club  ?" 
Weil,  I  have  copies  of  these,  and  their 
purport  is  that  I  called  upon  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  consider 
the  question  from  the  stand-point  of  France. 
I  urged  imitation  of  that  system,  and  the 
appointment  of  a  Minister  of  Agriculture 
like  Mr.  Behic,  and  proTinoial  newspapers 
called  me  a  modest  man,  and  they  were 
right ;  but  it  seems  that  I  was  right,  too, 
tOTertheless,  and  it  commands  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  consent.  I  have  con- 
sidered the  matter  well  since,  and  I  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  under  Privy 
Council  goremment  that  system  could  not 
be  carried  out,  though  it  could  under  Mr. 
Behic  and  the  Emperor  of  France.  The 
difference  must  at  all  times  be,  that  we 
have  no  Emperor  and  we  have  no  Mr. 
Behic.  There  is  no  superior  power  there 
to  over-rule  and  meddle  and  muddle 
everything  it  has  the  misfortune  to  touch. 
Here  there  are  several  such.  Under 
what  influence  does  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil act  ?  Under  what  pressure  from  with- 
out ?  What  has  been  imputed  to  it  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  as  a 
cause  for  this  last  Order  respecting  Portu- 
guese stock  ?  Is  there  anything  to  inspire 
respect  in  this  ?  Nor,  Sir,  let  me  say 
plainly,  does  confidence  exist  ?  I  will  not 
impute  it  as  a  fault  that  a  French  system 
cannot  be  carried  out,— we  lack  every 
element  of  success.  The  high  and  irre- 
sponsible authority,  which  sets  mere  selfish 
suggestions  at  naught,  the  skilled  official, 
the  aptitude  for  management,  and  the  pa- 
tience to  endure — all  these  are  wanting  to 
Qs.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
complained  that  no  scientific  evidence  was 
brought  before  the  Committee  by  the  pro- 
moters of  this  Bill.  What  is  it  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wants?  I  know 
that  until  very  lately  he  had  doubts  upon 
a  very  vital  point — namely,  the  specific  ori- 
gin of  this  disease.  This  is  an  important 
point.  But  upon  what  grounds  does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  doubt  ?  To  us,  who 
are  less  sceptically  minded,  the  demonstra- 
tion amounts  to  proof.  In  favour  of  it  we 
have  not  only  the  opinions  of  all  our  best 
veterinarians,  but  the  united  testimony  of 
All  Europe  on  its  behalf.  In  that  great 
Mr*  Corrancs 


European  Congress  held  at  Hamburg  in 
1863,  out  of  nearly  200  veterinarians,  there 
was  not  a  dissentient  voice.  Nay,  the  Pre- 
sident, Professor  Zugger,  speaks  thus  — 

"  Rinderpeit  it  not  a  disease  of  to-day.  It  is 
an  old  disease,  and  when  we  deliberate  upon  its 
preYention  or  limitation,  we  must  not  forget  Jis 
history.  And  what  does  that  history  prove  f  it 
proves  that  the  malady  spreads  as  a  oootagiona 
disease  over  the  West  and  South  of  Europe,  oom- 
ing  from  the  East,  and  this  happens  always  at  a 
time  when  learned  men  start  the  question.  Does 
rinderpest  reallj  spread  by  means  of  a  contagion, 
or  does  it  not  f  Does  it  develop  primarily  f  And 
when  this  question,  emanating  firom  learned  men, 
excited  attention  in  any  country,  it  was  always  a 
misfortune  for  that  country,  France,  Holland, 
and  England  can  testify  to  this." 

Now,  we,  at  least,  do  not  want  any  further 
demonstration  than  that  which  we  have  so 
dearly  bought^  and  we  can  very  well  dis- 
pense with  any  further  doubts  of  learned 
men.  But  the  next  argument  is  this. 
That  what  we  as  agriculturalists  want,  is  a 
gigantio  system  of  Protection  for  our  cattle, 
similar  to  that  we  had  for  com.  And  on 
this  what  evidence  is  adduced  ?  That  of 
Sir  James  Elphinstone,  who  says  that  the 
present  drawback  upon  Scotch  cattle 
amounts  to  as  much  as  £2  per  head. 
Well,  with  the  accuracy  of  his  calculation 
we  have  little  to  do  ;  let  us  assume  it  to 
be  a  fact.  Does  it  at  all  prove  that  the 
consumer  would  be  taxed  to  this  amount  ? 
For  this  is  what  is  said — **Why.  it  is  so 
much  dearer,  no  doubt,  to  him.  If  by  any 
means  you  reduce  the  profit  of  an  article 
to  the  producer,  do  you  think  he  will  pro- 
duce at  a  loss,  especially  when  the  reduc- 
tion is  caused  by  artificial  means  ?  "  The 
consumer  pays  for  it,  no  doubt,  and  even 
on  the  foreign  stock,  the  price  of  which 
will  be  thus  artificially  enhanced.  It  acts 
as  a  protective  duty  to  him  unless  he 
labours  under  similar  disadvantages,  and 
then  the  consumer  pays  for  both  at  the 
increased  rate.  Well,  this  is  not  Free 
Trade  f  But  "  what  is  Free  Trade  ?  " 
I  may  at  this  time,  at  least,  be  asked.  I 
will  be  very  plain  upon  this  point.  Upon 
a  former  occasion  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  South  Lancashire  taunted  us.  He 
said  that  we  never  lost  an  occasion  of  nib- 
bling at  this.  Now,  I  will,  at  least,  on 
the  present  occasion,  leave  him  no  occasion 
to  say  so.  We  are  not  apt  at  explanation » 
and  we  find  it  better  to  call  a  spade  a  spade 
than  an  agricultural  implement,  which  also 
might  be  a  rake.  What  is  this  Free 
Trade,  of  the  honour  of  which  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  are  so  susceptible.  I  say  it  it 
time  to  ask,  what  is  this  watchword,  or 
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oatohword,  wbioh  we  hear  from  so  many 
lips  ?  All  olaim  it  alike.  We  do  know 
what  it  baa  meant,  in  some  eases  at  least. 
Let  me  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  this^^ 
applied  to  Ireland,  did  it  mean  Irish  de« 
population,  and  that  Fenianism  which  fol- 
lows upon  its  wake,  to  which  you  offer  up 
the  Irish  Church  !  Some  facts  would  lead 
us  to  suppose  this.  Let  me  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  consider  this.  In  1660 
you  passed  a  law  prohibiting  the  importa- 
tion of  Irish  cattle  into  England,  and  the 
land  went  to  tillage,  of  course.  In  1690 
yon  placed  4^.  additional  duty  upon  e?ery 
205.  worth  of  broadcloth  exported.  So 
sheep  and  woollen  manufactures  go  out. 
By  10  WiU.  III.  you  put  2$.  on  serge 
and  baiae  and  kersey.  And  a  little  later, 
by  3  d(  4  Anne^  you  smite  the  linen  trade 
with  a  prohibitory  law.  In  1848  you  tell 
the  same  people  to  compete  with  the  whole 
world  in  what  they  like.  Now  is  that 
Free  Trade  ?  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man tell  me  so  ?  Then  it  is  not  (thus  ap- 
plied) a  principle  I  can  accept.  Once 
more,  does  it  mean  unchecked  monopoly 
and  selfishness  ?  Does  it  mean  cattle 
plague  ?  Does  it  mean  the  sale  of  Alaha- 
HUM  ?  We  bate  heard  it  claimed  for  each. 
Does  it  mean  the  free  enjoyment  of  ?ice 
and  misery  and  dirt  ?  Then  it  is  a  prin- 
ciple I  do  not  nibble  at — I  do  not  accept. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  deign  to  reply, 
let  him  answer  this.  If  not  let  him  once 
more  appeal  to  popular  ignorance  and  stamp 
out  the  doubt.  And  let  him  also  reply  to 
a  greater  than  I  am  in  this  House,  who  in 
answer  to  his  imputation  at  that  very  time 
spoke  thus  — 

"In  my  rigbt  hon.  Friend'a  miDd  political 
economy  Boems  to  itand  for  a  set  of  practical 
maxims.  It  is  not  a  science.  It  is  not  a  theory 
of  the  manner  in  which  oaoses  produce  effects. 
It  is  a  set  of  practical  rules,  and  these  practical 
roles  are  inderoasible.  Now,  so  far  from  being  a 
set  of  rules  to  be  applied  without  regard  for  times, 
or  places,  or  circumstances,  the  function  of  poli- 
tical economy  is  to  enable  us  to  find  the  rules 
which  ought  to  goyem  any  state  of  circumstances 
with  which  we  have  to  deal,  which  are  never  the 
same  in  any  two  cases.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
has  been  very  plain  spoken,  and  I  will  be  plain 
spoken  too.  Political  economy  has  many  enemies, 
but  its  worst  enemies  are  its  friends.  It  is  such 
modes  of  argument  as  this  that  has  made  political 
economy  so  thoroughly  unpopular  with  a  large 
and  not  the  least  philanthropic  portion  of  the 
people  of  England.  In  my  hon.  Friend's  mind 
political  economy  seems  to  exist  as  a  bar,  even 
to  the  &ir  consideration  of  anything  that  is  pro- 
posed for  the  benefit  of  the  economic  condition  of 
any  people,  in  any  but  the  old  ways." 

I  place  the  quotation  unreserTodly  at  the 


disposal  of  that  Bench,  and  if  its  wisdom 
is  recognised  it  may  save  us  from  some 
future  mishaps.     But  if  this  is  not  Protec- 
tion, is  it  starvation  of  the  poorer  class  ? 
The  argument  has  been  much  pressed,  and 
a  learned  Counsel  was  very  eloquent  upon 
this,  but  most  deficient  in  proof.     Why, 
turn  to   evidence,  and   to   what  does  it 
amount.     Who  want  to  feed  the  poorer 
classes,  and  by  what  means  ?     Well,  we 
are  told-~that  brought  and  driven  through 
narrow  and  crowded  streets  to  the  abomi- 
nation of  the  abattoirs  reeking  in  our  midst, 
they  are  slaughtered,  and  sold — \o  whom  ? 
— the  poorer  classes  ?     Well  to  the  Jew 
middleman  first,  and  then,  through  such 
philanthropic   hands,   finally  sold    to  the 
poorer  class,  with  a  second  and  third  profit, 
no  doubt.     I  can  olaim  some  sympathy 
with  the  poorer  class,  but  not  of  this  sort. 
Nor  do  I  quite  believe  in  a  dispensation  to 
which  a  Jew  salesman  administers  after 
this  sort.    Otherwise  the  argument  is  self- 
destructive,  for  if  foreign  stock  is  not  im- 
ported, it  will  be  because  home  stock  is 
too  cheap,  and    the  argument   that   the 
poorer  classes  will  buy  foreign  meat — in 
the  first  place  because  it  is  dearer,  and  the 
second  place  because  it  is  bad — will  not 
hold  good.     At  any  rate  my  sympathies 
do  not  extend  to  this.  The  learned  Counsel 
was  eloquent,  I  admit,  and   he  has  pub- 
lished his  speech,  and  some  hon.  Members 
have  read  it,  no  doubt.     Well,  he  did  not 
convince  me,  I  confess ;  first,  because  I 
thought  that  perhaps  he  mistook  his  au- 
dience ;  and,  secondly,  because  he  did  not, 
in  my  humble  judgment,  prove  his  case. 
Nor,  if  I  am  permitted  to  say  so,  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  has  urged  this 
with  so  much  ability  upon  this  House  ?     I 
have,  I  feel,  trespassed  too  long  upon  the 
House ;    but  I  think  it  will  be  admitted 
that  I  have  not  done  so  needlessly,  if  due 
allowance   be  made   for  the  number  and 
variety  of  the  arguments  I  have  had  to 
meet.     One  only  remains — the  consumers' 
interest  in  this.     There  can  be  but  one  ra- 
tional opinion,  that  as  far  as  he  is  con- 
cerned all  restrictions  are  bad.     Nothing 
but  dire  necessity  can  justify  them  in  any 
case.     He  pays  for  trouble  and  risk  and 
loss.     This  sealed  London  market  and  re- 
stricted  traffic  are  at  his  cost.     But,  he 
also  pays  for  cattle  plagues  of  all  sorts. 
Is  this  clearly  understood  }     I  must  think 
not.      Why,  what  has  been  proposed  in 
this  case  ?     That  if  a  foreign  cattle  mar- 
ket is  put  under  certain  restnctions  for  a 
certain  purpose,  the  same  should  also  apply 
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to  anotber  market  where  no  such  necei- 
sitj  exists.     Why,  what  sort  of  legislation 
is  this  f   Is  the  eonsumer  interested  ?    Let 
me,    at  least,  ask  this.      My  right  hon. 
Friencl  does  not,  of  course,  agree  to  it.  He 
has  more  justly  assumed  that  our  object 
must  be  rather  to  relax  in  every  possible 
way.     But  there  is  only  one  way  in  which 
this  would  be  possible  and  safe.     Separate 
the  market  for  foreign  stock.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wants  to  maintain  the  pre- 
sent system,  until  it  shall  be  possible  to 
carry  out  the  complete  system  he  suggests. 
Now,  let  my  right  hon.  Friend  remember 
this,  that  he  cannot  do  so  if  he  would,  no, 
not — should  this  Bill  drop — for  six  weeks. 
Consumers  and  producers  will  make  com- 
mon cause,  and  sweep  away  this  system, 
especially  since  the  admission  of  foreign 
stock.     It  is  a  gra?e  responsibility  you 
seek,  you  who  would  defeat  this  scheme. 
With  the  relaxation  will  come  the  disease 
and  fresh  distress,  and  it  will  be  with  con- 
sumers YOU  will  hare  to  settle  accounts. 
With  wheat  at  70s.  and  harvest  doubtful 
as  yet,  dare  jou  face  the  winter  thus  f     I 
speak  for  the  poorer  class.     Under  your 
system  of  government   we  have   suffered 
much.     You  call  our  attention  to  France. 
There  may  come  a  time  when  wearied  with 
your  delays,   your    war  of  parties,   your 
needless   exertions  and    self-inflicted   ills, 
the  people  of  this  country  may  indeed  look 
to  France,  and  remembering   the  advice 
you  now  give,  may  seek  protection  in  the 
sense  of  immunity  from  needless  evils,  in 
the  policy  of  Imperial  France. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  listened 
with  great  concern  to  the  closing  sentences 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  (Mr.  Oorrance's) 
speech,  and  it  astounded  him  not  a  little  to 
hear  one,  who  rose  as  the  representative  of 
what  was  termed  the  agricultural  interest, 
assuming  the  attitude  of  a  suffering  and 
persecuted  man.  What  had  he  suffered  ? 
He  had  suffered  the  abstraction  of  the 
power  of  supporting  his  own  industry  at 
the  expense  of  others,  and  had  also  ex- 
perienced the  great  evil  of  obtaining  under 
the  influence  of  free  competition  a  higher 
range  of  prices  for  almost  every  production 
in  which  he  was  interested  than  the  system 
of  Protection  afforded.  The  matter  of  the 
Bill  was  complicated  enough  in  itself,  so 
that  there  was  no  need  to  embarrass  its 
consideration  still  further  by  attempts  to 
revive  the  animosities  of  a  by-gone  contro- 
versy.^ At  the  close  of  the  Session  they 
were  just  at  the  beginning  of  the  discussion 
of  the  details  of  a  Bill  involving  considera- 
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tions  of  the  roost  complicated  and  obscure 
character,  and  which  were  hardly  to  be 
despatched  without  endless    cpntroversy. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  who,  judging  from  the  state  of  the 
Treasury  Bench,  appeared  to  be  the  sole 
representative  of  the  Government  upon  this 
measure,  had  in  his  very  animated  speech 
the  other  day  left  out  of  view  two  funda- 
mental considerations,  iwithout  a  clear  un- 
derstanding as  to  which  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  entertain  such  a  measure.      He 
would  not  accuse  hon.  Gentlemen  oppositOi 
notwithstanding  the  provocation  which  their 
language  seemed  to  offer,  of  the  intenUon 
to  return  to  Protection  under  the  veil  of  an 
enactment  of  this  kind  ;  but  he  could  not 
forget  that  the  noble  Lord  had  expressed 
his  entire  condemnation  of  the  foreign  cat- 
tle trade,  and  in  the  corrected  copy  of  the 
noble  Lord's  speech  which  was  now  before 
him,  the  noble  Lord  assumed  that  a  certain 
group  of  diseases  had  been  imported  by 
means  of  foreign  cattle,  and  that  the  loss 
resulting  from  those  diseases  was  greater 
than  the  aggregate  value  of  the  cattle  im- 
ported.   The  noble  Lord  also  assumed  that 
a  wholesale  system  of  contraband  was  car- 
ried on  to  enable  the  butchers  to  pass  off 
foreign  meat  as  British,  to  the  injury  of 
the  consumers.     Finally,  the  noble  Lord 
complained  of  the  good  old  lamp  of  1842 
having  been  exchanged  for  the  lackered 
lantern  brought  to  us  by  the  stranger— 
this  good  old  lamp  being,  no  doubt,  the  ex- 
clusive privilege. for  the  benefit  of  the  Brit- 
ish agriculturist  of  supplying  not  only  the 
markets  of  London  but  all  the  markets  of 
the  country.     The  object  of  such  represen- 
tations could  not  be  mistaken — it  was  to 
describe  as  a  calamity  the  removal  of  pro- 
hibitions and  the  introduction   of  foreign 
cattle.     But  he  drew  a  broad  distinction 
between    this  part  of    the   noble  Lord's 
speech  and  that  in  which  he  discussed  the 
restrictions  upon  British  cattle  which  were 
now  in  force.     He  was  bound  to  say  that 
as  regards  one  portion  of  his  argument  on 
that  head — namely,  with   respect  to  the 
present  extent  of  the  metropolitan  district, 
it  appeared   unanswerable.     With  regard 
to  those  restrictions  generally  he  did  not 
presume  to  give  any  opinion  whether  they 
could  with  safety  be  removed.     He  would 
venture  to  say  he  had  but  little  faith  in 
them,  and  but  a  feeble  conviction  of  their 
necessity.   He  had  a  strong  sympathy  with 
the  agriculturists  so  long  as  the  tendency 
of  their  arguments  was  only  to  demand 
that  the  restrictions  on  themselrci  should 
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be  brought  to  the  minimum  coDSiBtent  with 
the  public  welfare  ;  but  the  current  alto- 
gether turned  when  they  began  to  urge 
demands  for  restrictions*  for  which  the 
necessity  had  not  been  shown,  upon  the 
importation  of  foreign  cattle.  There  were 
two  branches  of  this  question  on  which  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  did  not  contain  a 
single  word,  but  which,  neyertheless,  were 
Tital  to  its  due  consideration.  The  first  of 
these  was,  why  should  they  depart  from  the 
basis  of  the  present  system — a  system 
under  which  the  responsible  Ministers  of 
the  Crown  considered  from  time  to  time 
what  restrictions  were  or  were  not  neces- 
sary either  in  respect  of  foreign  or  British 
eattle  ?  The  hon.  Oentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  said  they  had  already  had 
enough  of  the  PriTy  Council  ;  but  if  that 
was  BO,  this  Bill  was  not  the  proper  mode 
of  applying  a  remedy.  The  proper  mode 
would  be  to  fall  back  on  the  Motion  pro- 
posed by  his  right  hon.  Friend  near  him 
(Mr.  Milner  Gibson).  He  laid  down  a  pro- 
position which  it  was  difficult  to  dispute- 
that  it  was  premature,  at  the  rery  least,  to 
pass  a  law  such  as  that  for  London,  without 
taking  into  consideration  the  policy  they 
ought  to  pursue  of  imposing  statutory  re- 
strictions on  the  cattle  trade  in  other  parts 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  His  own  belief 
was  that  that  view  of  the  case  was  insur- 
mountable, both  in  argument  and  in  com- 
mon sense,  and  that  this  Bill  as  it  stood 
was  not  fit  to  be  carried  into  law.  In  a 
case  of  this  kind  the  argument  in  farour  of 
working  by  the  instrument  of  a  large  dis- 
cretion in  the  ExeootiYO  rather  than 
by  rigid,  stereotyped,  statutory  restric- 
tions was  obvious  and  strong.  That  was 
a  state  of  things  exceedingly  appropriate, 
considering  the  present  state  of  our  know- 
ledge and  experience  with  regard  to  cattle 
diseases.  It  was  very  easy  to  assume  that 
the  cattle  plague  was  imported  frod^  abroad 
—  but  how  ?  By  the  bodies  of  foreign 
cattle,  and  by  them  exclusively,  or  by  other 
means,  by  persons  whose  contact  with 
them  was  close  and  immediate  ?  The  opi- 
nion of  many  was  that  the  cattle  plague 
was  imported  by  the  last  of  these  means. 
That  was  the  opinion  with  regard  to  its 
importation  into  Ireland.  There  was  no 
proof  that  the  exclusive  communication  of 
the  cattle  plague  was  by  the  movement  of 
the  bodies  of  cattle.  How  did  the  cattle 
plagne  in  Aberdeenshire  leap  over  a  space 
of  twenty — or  as  some  said  thirty — miles  ? 
It  was  not  in  that  instance  communicated 
by  the  movement  of  cattle.    In  that  state 


of  things  two  matters  appeared  to  be  per- 
fectly clear.  One  was  that  the  greatest 
vigilance  should  be  exercised  by  the  Go- 
vernment in  watching  the  state  of  affains 
in  foreign  countries  and  restricting  or 
stopping  importation  from  ports  suspected. 
The  other  was  that  wherever  the  mischief 
appeared  the  most  stringent  measures 
should  be  applied  for  restricting  the  evil. 
Other  restrictions,  it  appeared  to  him, 
should  in  the  present  state  of  our  know- 
ledge and  experience  be  in  the  hands  of 
the  Executive  Government,  who  should 
deal  from  day  to  day  with  the  actual  ne- 
cessities of  the  case.  He  objected  alto- 
gether to  the  transition  from  the  discre- 
tionary powers  of  the  Privy  Council  to  a 
rigid  system  of  enactment  by  statute.  But 
if  the  time  had  arrived  for  a  departure 
from  the  principle  to  which  he  had  referred, 
why  should  the  change  apply  to  the  mar- 
kets of  London  only,  and  not  to  those  of 
the  country  generally  ?  The  noble  Lord 
had  not  said  a  single  word  upon  that  im- 
portant portion  of  the  argument;  but  if 
there  were  to  be  such  a  transition  from 
executive  discretion  to  the  stereotyped 
provisions  of  the  law,  the  transition  should, 
at  all  events,  be  uniform — not  necessarily 
uniform  in  its  details,  but  founded  .upon  a 
comprehensive  consideration  of  the  whole 
circumstances  of  the  kingdom.  If  this 
transition  were  to  be  made  crude  and  rigid, 
provisions  like  those  contained  in  the  Bill 
should  not  receive  the  force  of  law.  We 
had  already  gained  some  experience  in  the 
working  of  the  system  of  separate  mar- 
kets. He  was  not  arguing  absolutely  and 
unconditionally  against  the  system  ;  all  he 
said  was  that  that  system  was  so  fenced 
round  with  doubts  and  difficulties  and  evils 
and  inconveniences,  that  whatever  was  to 
be  done  towards  carrying  it  into  e£fect 
should  be  done  under  the  discretion  and 
responsibility  of  the  Executive,  and  not  by 
an  Act  of  Parliament.  Taking  the  case 
of  the  port  of  Hull,  he  found  that  in  the 
year  1867  the  working  of  the  separate 
market  system  there  had  been  greatly  to 
reduce  the  import  of  sheep,  lambs,  and 
pigs,  and  almost  to  extinguish  that  of 
cattle.  The  importation  of  sheep  and 
lambs  into  Hull  since  the  formation  of  a 
separate  market  had  fallen  from  69,000 
bead  to  9,000 ;  pigs  had  diminished  from 
15,000  head  to  3,000  ;  cattle  from  41,000 
head  to  15,000,  and  for  the  first  fraction 
of  the  year  1868  the  trade  had  been  so 
reduced  that  it  might  be  considered  to 
have  ceased.     That  was  a  very  serious 
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matter,  wbiofa  cerlaialj  deserved  the 
greatest  consideration,  supposing  that  it 
was  not  the  intention  of  the  Goyernment 
nerely  to  take  the  sense  of  the  House  upon 
the  subject  by  taking  a  diyision  upon 
going  into  Committee.  Another  point 
which  the  noble  Lord  bad  not  referred  to 
in  the  slightest  degree,  and  to  which  be 
wished  to  draw  especial  attention,  was  the 
question  of  finance.  The  contemplated  out- 
lay under  this  Bill  amounted  to  £300,000, 
which,  by  compensation  and  other  ex- 
penses, would  be  raised  to  £500,000.  If 
a  large  building  was  to  be  erected  at  this 
fast  expense,  and  if  the  public  was  to  be- 
come a  speculator  in  slaughterhouses,  we 
ought,  in  the  first  place,  to  see  clearly 
whence  that  £500,000  was  to  come.  An 
hon.  Member  asked  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  the  other  day,  whether,  in  the 
event  of  any  deficiency  arising  in  the 
funds  necessary  for  the  erection  and  sus- 
tentation  of  this  market,  that  deficiency 
was  to  be  supplied  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  ?  and  to  that  question  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  replied  in  unequivo- 
cal terms  that  it  was  not.  He  himself 
thereupon  ventured  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  the  event  of  such  deficiency 
arising,  in  what  way  it  was  to  be  met  ? 
but  to  that  question  he  was  not  fortunate 
enough  to  obtain  a  reply.  It  was,  how- 
ever, absolutely  necessary  that  they  should 
have  a  reply  to  that  question  before  they 
proceeded  further  with  this  measure.  It 
was  impossible  that  they  could  authorise 
the  outlay  of  this  large  sum  of  money 
without  taking  into  consideration,  in  the 
first  place,  the  provisions  by  which  the  Bill 
was  to  be  converted  from  a  phantom  into  a 
reality.  If  the  Commissioners  were  not 
armed  with  su£Bcient  borrowing  powers, 
the  House  might  find  itself  in  the  ridicu- 
lous position  that,  after  a  prolonged  conflict 
in  that  House,  the  Assent  of  the' Crown 
might  be  given  to  a  statute  which  might 
prove  to  bo  an  absolute  dead  letter.  He 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  make  some 
statement  upon  this  part  of  the  question. 
By  another  part  of  the  Bill  it  was  provided 
that  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  Lon- 
don might  become  the  market  authorities 
under  the  Bill,  and  might  pledge  their 
credit  to  raise  the  money  necessary  for  its 
purposes;  but  what  precedent  was  there 
in  existence  for  appointing  authorities  in 
this  way  without  their  willingness  to  act 
having  been  previously  ascertained  ?  He 
believed  the  Corporation  of  London  had 
withdrawn  from  the  advocacy  of  the  Bill ; 
Mr,  QlatUtom 


but  even  if  they  had  not  he  could  not  un- 
derstand how  they  could  appropriate  their 
general  securities  for  the  purposes  of  the 
market.  The  representatives  of  the  City 
of  London  were  opposed  to  the  Bill,  and 
he  could  not  understand  how  the  Corpora- 
tion could  be  said  to  be  in  favour  of  it. 
In  the  event  of  their  declining  to  accept 
the  responsibility  of  acting  as  the  mana- 
gers of  the  market,  the  Crown  was  autho- 
rized to  appoint  Commissioners,  who  were 
to  have  power  to  borrow  money  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Bill.  But  he  should  like 
to  know  how— if  under  such  circumstances 
a  deficiency  arose— it  was  possible  to  avoid 
that  deficiency  being  made  good  out  of  the 
public  purse,  and  similar  demands  being 
made  upon  it  on  behalf  of  the  other  great 
ports  of  the  United  Kingdom.  The  defi- 
ciency could  not  be  made  good  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  ratepayers  of  the  metropolis, 
who  were  of  opinion  that  the  effect  of  the 
Bill  would  be  permanently  to  raise  the 
price  of  meat.  Mr.  Dudley  Baxter,  who 
was  no  mean  authority  in  such  matters, 
was  of  the  same  opinion.  If  the  ratepayers 
of  London,  then,  were  not  to  oontribute 
them,  whence  were  the  funds  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  market  to  come  ?  Were 
they  to  come  from  the  foreign  cattle  mar- 
ket itself?  At  Islington  they  had  only 
one  fixed  capital  to  bear  the  charge  of,  and 
they  had  got  the  whole  of  the  tolls,  both 
from  British  and  foreign  cattle,  for  the 
purpose  ;  but  the  tolls  from  British  and 
foreign  cattle  together  did  not  yet  yield  a 
revenue  sufficient  by  £7,000  a  year  to 
bear  the  charge  of  the  Islington  market. 
And  now  it  was  proposed  to  clap  on  an- 
other £500,000  for  establishing  the  pro- 
posed new  market.  That  was  a  state  of 
things  which  required  explanation  ;  and  as 
a  body  which  was  bound  to  give  something 
of  solidity  to  the  schemes  it  adopted,  it  was 
necessary  that  the  House  should  call  on 
the  Government  to  point  out  to  them  dis- 
tinctly the  source  from  which  the  cost  of 
that  market  was  to  be  derived.  It  was 
impossible  to  maintain  the  new  market  by 
means  of  a  simple  augmentation  of  the 
dues.  The  financial  elements  of  the  scheme, 
then,  should  be  thoroughly  sifted,  together 
with  that  other  point  which  lay  at  the  root 
of  the  whole  question — namely,  the  expe- 
diency or  inexpediency  of  a  transition 
from  an  elastic  system  worked  by  the 
Executive  Government  to  a  rigid  statutory 
system  leaving  no  room  for  discretion  b^ 
fore  they  could  advantageously  consider 
the  provisions  of  any  particular  plan* 
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Mr.  HENLEY  snid,  the  queation  before 
them  was  whether  they  should  go  into 
Committee  oa  that  Bill  and  consider  the 
difficulties  just  raised,  among  others,  or 
whether  they  should  adopt  an  Amendment 
which  would  Tirtually  get  rid  of  the  whole 
matter.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) told  them  there  were  two  vital  ques- 
tions, the  largest  of  which  was  whether  they 
should  proceed  by  way  of  legislation  at  all, 
or  should  leave  the  whole  of  those  great 
and  difficult  subjects  in  the  hands  of  the 
Priyy  Council.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
howoTer,  had  carefully  avoided  giving  the 
slightest  opinion  on  the  question,  aye  or 
no,  whether  there  ought  to  be  a  separate 
market.  Supposing  the  Privy  Council 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  there  should 
be  a  separate  market,  how  was  it  possible 
for  the  Privy  Council  to  carry  it  out  and 
to  deal  with  all  those  difficulties  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated,  and  which 
the  Select  Committee,  sitting  for  no  end  of 
time,  had  attempted  to  solve  ?  That  was 
almost  a  conclusive  answer  to  the  sugges- 
tion that  those  things  should  be  left  alto- 
gether to  the  discretion  of  the  Privy 
Council.  Had  the  country  reason  to  be 
satisfied  with  the  power  of  the  Privy 
Council  ?  What  happened  when  the  cat- 
tle plague  visited  this  country  ?  They  had 
a  Privy  Council  then,  which  he  dared  say 
doubted,  as  the  two  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  probably  doubted  now,  whether 
that  disease  came  from  abroad.  [Mr. 
MiLNBB  Gibson  was  understood  to  indicate 
dissent.]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  shook 
his  head.  That  was  some  comfort,  at  all 
events.  The  other  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  still  mute  as  far  as  shaking  heads  went. 
But  the  immense  majority  of  the  people  of 
this  country  had  no  such  doubt.  And  how 
did  they  suffer  by  the  want  of  action  and 
the  vacillation  of  the  Privy  Council  for  six 
or  seven  months,  before  Parliament  and 
the  voice  of  the  country  compelled  them  to 
take  those  measures  which  they  might 
have  taken  beforehand  ?  The  Privy  Council 
began  by  proclamation  to  stamp  out  the 
plague,  but  they  had  not  the  heart  to  go 
on  with  it.  And  why  ?  Because  they 
saw  the  great  expense  it  would  entail ;  and 
so  they  allowed  the  disease  to  spread  over 
the  country,  to  the  great  injury  and  even 
the  niin  of  many  persons.  They  did  no- 
thing efficacious  until  Parliament  met. 
They  were  now  told  they  ought  not  to  refer 
to  Free  Trade  at  all ;  but  last  week  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Ash  ton  brought  up 


Sir RobertPeel,  and  blew  a  great  Free  Trade 
trumpet.  [Mr.  Milneb  GiBSOir  indicated 
dissent.]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  shook 
his  head  again,  but  he  was  in  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  House,  who  would  bear  him  out 
in  saying  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
talked  a  great  deal  about  the  reversal  of 
the  policy  of  Sir  Robert  Peel.  When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  brought  that  in,  and 
all  that  rubbish  about  farmers'  friends  and 
election  cries,  the  impression  left  on  his 
mind  was  that  the- right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  got  so  uncommonly  bad  a  case  that  he 
had  to  cover  his  total  want  of  argument  in 
that  way.  It  was  asked  if  they  were  not 
content  with  the  French  system,  why  did 
they  not  take  the  quarantine  system  and 
treat  beasts  as  they  would  do  human  beings 
coming  from  suspected  countries  ?  He 
believed  that  quarantine  would  form  a  far 
greater  impediment  to  the  foreign  trade 
than  what  was  now  proposed.  What  was 
the  French  system  %  The  French  were 
threatened  as  we  were,  and  very  much 
about  the  same  time.  What  did  the 
French  do,  and  what  did  our  Privy  Council, 
of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
then  a  member,  do  ?  If  he  was  so  fond  of 
the  French  system,  why  had  he  not  acted 
upon  it,  and  so  prevented  the  disease  from 
coming  to  this  country  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  boasted  that  the  French  system 
left  France  with  the  loss  of  only  forty-five 
head  of  cattle  ;  but  the  French  prohibited 
all  foreign  cattle  from  entering  their  coun- 
try. They  would  need  green  spectacles  to 
look  at  the  fury  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  in  if  anybody  asked 
him  to  prohibit  foreign  cattle  from  coming 
here.  Neither  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  had,  in  his  opinion, 
dealt  satisfactorily  with  the  peculiarity 
of  the  case  which  the  Bill  was  intended 
to  meet.  The  market  in  Copenhagen- 
fields  had  for  many  years  been  the  central 
market  for  the  cattle  trade,  not  only  of 
London  but  of  the  entire  country.  The 
Privy  Council,  however,  had  felt  it  to  be 
their  duty  to  impose  restrictions  on  the 
going  out  of  cattle  from  that  market,  and 
what  had  been  the  result?  The  whole 
number  of  cattle  which  used  to  come  into 
the  London  market  previous  to  the  break- 
ing out  of  the  cattle  plague  amounted  to 
343,000  a  year  on  an  average  ;  last  year 
the  number  was  only  287,000;  so  that  the 
effect  of  the  Privy  Council  regulations  had 
been  to  reduce  the  supply  of  cattle  in  the 
market  by  1,000  a  week.  Was  it  likely, 
if  these  regulations  were  to  become  per- 
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manent,  tbat  the  Bopplj  of  meat  would  in- 
crease ?  But  what  had  been  the  effect  of 
the  system  of  restriction  on  the  foreign 
trade.  In  the  first  thirteen  weeks  of  1867 
the  nnmber  of  foreign  cattle  which  entered 
the  London  market  was  26.000,  while  in 
the  corresponding  part  of  the  present  year 
it  was  only  10»000.  It  had  been  stated* 
and  he  believed  with  truth,  that  the  num- 
ber of  cattle  slaughtered  in  the  United 
Kingdom  for  the  consumption  of  the  people 
ranged  between  2,000:000  and  2,500,000 
per  annum,  and  that  the  whole  number  of 
foreign  cattle  which  used  to  be  slaughtered 
was  something  over  200,000,  the  number 
at  present  being  only  150,000  or  160,000. 
Now,  would  it,  he  should  like  to  know, 
promote  the  interests  of  the  producer  or 
consumer  that  restrictions  on  the  more- 
ment  of  2,000,000  of  cattle  should  be  con- 
tinned,  rather  than  that  the  proposed  con- 
ditions should  be  laid  down  with  respect 
to  the  comparatively  limited  number  of 
foreign  cattle  which  entered  our  ports? 
The  noble  Lord  had  given  the  other  day 
a  list  of  ten  countries  which  it  had  been 
reported  to  the  Privy  Council  were  infected 
by  the  plague  last  year.  These  countries 
were  Austria,  Bavaria,  Belgium,  Holland, 
Hungary,  Italy,  Germany,  Prussia,  Bussia, 
and  Turkey.  Now,  if  those  countries  were 
BO  infected,  what  Privy  Council  regulations 
could  be  adopted,  he  should  like  to  know, 
which  would  protect  this  country  from  a 
.recurrence  of  the  evils  under  which  we  had 
already  suffered  ?  The  French  had  means 
of  getting  information  as  to  those  infected 
localities  which  we  did  not  possess,  because, 
except  the  comparatively  small  number 
which  entered  by  the  port  of  Marseilles, 
the  cattle  for  the  French  markets  must 
either  walk  or  be  conveyed  by  railway,  and 
then  the  places  from  which  they  came 
might  be  easily  ascertained.  In  this 
country,  however,  into  which  foreign  cattle 
were  imported  by  sea,  it  was  impossible  to 
find  out  whence  they  were  brought.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone)  found 
fault  with  the  present  Bill  because  its  ope- 
ration would  be  in  his  opinion  limited. 
There  was  no  good  reason,  however,  for 
not  doing  some  good  because  all  good  could 
not  be  effected.  The  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  that  which  was  used 
against  the  reform  of  the  Courts  of  Chan- 
cery, and  it  was  one  to  which  he  thought 
but  little  weight  was  to  be  attached.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  keep  us  with 
this  danger  hanging  over  us  for  years, 
Mr.  JSimUy 


because  we  cannot  deal  with  the  whole 
question  at  once.  What  harm  could  there 
be  in  letting  in  the  cattle  of  Spain,  where 
cattle  plague  had  never  been  known  to 
exist  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
venture  to  say  that  the  Bill  did  not  proceed 
in  the  right  direction.  It  was  quite  possible 
that  the  Bill  would  not  effect  a  great  deal ; 
but  at  all  events  it  afforded  evidence  of  the 
wish  of  the  Government  to  relieve  the  home 
trade,  in  respect  to  which  there  was  no 
risk  of  infection,  from  restrictions,  by  the 
establishment  of  a  separate  market  for 
foreign  cattle.  The  infection  of  the  cattle 
plague  was  of  the  most  subtle  and  of  the 
most  mysterious  nature,  for  cattle  when 
placed  under  such  circumstances  that  their 
seizure  by  the  disease  seemed  a  certainty 
had  often  been  known  to  escape  altogether, 
whereas  they  often  took  it  where  it  was 
impossible  to  trace  the  means  of  infection. 
It  was  almost  impossible  to  say  whether 
the  cattle  brought  from  Rotterdam  or  other 
places  by  sea  did  not  come  from  infected 
countries,  and  therefore  it  was  necessary  to 
take  some  precautions  to  prevent  the 
spread  of  disease  in  this  country. 

Mb.  LOWE  said,  there  was  a  great  deal 
of  justice  in  the  criticisms  of  his  two  right 
hon.  Friends  near  him;  but  the  real  ques- 
tion  before  the  House  was  not  whether  this 
Bill  applied  a  remedy  in  the  best  possible 
way,  but  whether  the  remedy  was  one 
which  ought  to  be  applied  at  all.  The 
simple  question  was,  whether  it  was  ad- 
visable to  have  a  second-  meat  market 
placed  on  the  shore,  so  that  the  animals 
when  landed  could  be  slaughtered  on  the 
spot.  He  did  not  doubt  the  finance  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone)  ;  but,  -at  the 
same  time,  he  felt  sure  that,  if  the  estab- 
lishment of  such  a  market  were  thought 
desirable,  there  would  be  found  sufficient 
ingenuity  in  the  House  to  supply  the  requi- 
site money.  It  was  a  great  pity  that  the 
whole  scheme  of  the  Government  was  not 
before  the  House;  but  there  was  no  reason 
in  not  doing  one  thing  because  they  could 
not  do  another.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Ashton  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson) 
had  imported  into  this  discussion  a  degree 
of  heat  and  vehemence  which,  considering 
the  extreme  sweetness  of  his  nature,  was 
hardly  to  be  accounted  for,  except  on  the 
supposition  that  he  had  been  in  the  com- 
pany of  that  class  of  persons  who  were 
once  not  thought  fit  to  serve  on  juries  on 
account  of  the  ferocity  which  their  trade 
was  supposed  to  engender.    His  right  hon. 
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Friend  took  erery  possible  objection  to  the 
Bill,  and  yet  concluded  with  a  Motion  which 
amounted  to  a  declaration  that,  though  he 
disliked  the  thing  being  done  at  all,  yet 
be  objected  to  its  not  being  done  all  at 
once.  The  question  was,  whether  the 
principle  of  haying  a  separate  market  for 
foreign  cattle,  with  compulsory  slaughter, 
was  right  or  not.  On  behalf  of  the  Cattle 
Plague  Commissioners — whose  Tiews  the 
Government  had  really  adopted — he  hoped 
he  should  be  excused  for  trespassing  on 
the  House  for  a  short  time.  What  was 
the  state  of  things  ?  He  believed  that 
the  country  had  lost  ^£6,000,000  by  the 
cattle  plague,  and  it  was  exposed  to  enor- 
mous risk  for  the  future.  They  ought  not 
to  cherish  the  belief  that  because  100  years 
had  elapsed  since  the  last  appearance  of 
the  cattle  plague,  the  same  interval  would 
occur  again.  The  cattle  plague  was  en 
permanence  on  the  steppes  of  Russia,  and 
by  means  of  the  facilities  afforded  by  rail- 
ways it  was  capable  of  being  carried  in  a 
very  few  days  from  those  steppes  to  ports 
whence  the  cattle  were  exported  to  Eng- 
land. Every  year  was  likely  to  increase 
the  danger  which  now  existed.  Under 
these  circumstances,  the  Cattle  Plague 
Commission  found  that  the  only  protection 
against  this  terrible  enemy  was  a  system 
of  inspection  ;  and  all  the  evidence  they 
took  proved  entirely  that  to  lean  on  inspec- 
tion was  to  lean  on  a  broken  reed,  ntterly 
worthless.  It  must  be  so.  It  was  not  in 
human  nature  that  the  inspection  of  a  large 
number  of  beasts  by  a  person  who  had  no 
particular  interest  in  the  matter  should  be 
otherwise  than  perfunctory  and  imperfect. 
Therefore  the  Commission  sought  some 
other  protection,  and  they  found  it  in  en- 
actments such  as  were  proposed  by  this 
Bill,  which  his  right  hon.  Friend  told  him 
was  an  interference  with  the  principles  of 
Free  Trade.  How  did  the  matter  stand  at 
the  present  moment  ?  There  was  nothing 
to  pre? ent  any  amount  of  diseased  cattle 
being  brought  into  London.  The  metro- 
polis was  almost  defenceless.  A  cordon 
was,  indeed,  drawn  around  it,  which  cost 
for  police  £16,000  a  year ;  but  as  long  as 
they  allowed  foreign  cattle  to  be  merely 
inspected — which  could  not  be  relied  on  at 
all — diseased  cattle  from  Copenhagen  might 
be  introduced  into  the  London  market, 
and  driven  to  be  slaughtered  in  the  inte- 
rior, spreading  infection  throughout  the 
country.  It  was  said  the  Privy  Council 
had  all  the  powers  that  were  required,  and 
there  need  not  be  a  rigid  Parliamentary 


law  on  the  subject.  But  the  condition  of 
the  London  market,  as  he  had  described 
it,  was  a  permanent  one  ;  it  was  almost 
at  any  moment  liable  to  an  invasion  of 
the  cattle  plague,  and  this  permanent  con- 
dition of  things  required  a  permanent  re- 
medy. It  was  not  a  case  for  a  temporary 
remedy.  It  was  not  desirable  to  prevent 
the  importation  of  foreign  meat;  but  it 
was  necessary  that  measures  should  be 
taken  to  have  it  slaughtered  at  the  water- 
side, where  every  precaution  might  be 
taken  to  prevent  infection.  They  could 
not  say  that,  absolutely,  no  infection  should 
come,  because  that  in  all  cases  could  not 
be  secured.  That  was  a  course  of  argu- 
ment which  would  go  to  abolish  the  whole 
criminal  law.  But  they  could  say  that 
foreign  cattle  should  be  slaughtered  on  the 
seashore,  and  thus  prevent  the  evil  of 
driving  foreign  cattle  through  the  streets 
and  spreading  contagion.  This  was  the 
object  of  the  Bill — to  prevent  foreign  cattle 
from  coming  into  contact  with  English 
cattle.  The  present  state  of  things  was 
full  of  mischief,  both  to  the  metropolis  and 
to  the  country.  If  he  fancied  a  dairy  cow 
he  could  not  get  it ;  if  a  calf  was  bom  in 
the  metropolis,  instead  of  going  into  the 
neighbouring  counties  to  be  agisted  into  a 
cow,  it  must  be  killed.  If  a  farmer  sent 
a  beast  to  the  market  to  be  sold  for  a 
certain  price,  and  he  could  not  get  that 
price,  he  must  take  what  he  could  get. 
But  he  was  told,  if  this  Bill  passed,  the 
price  of  meat  would  rise,  and  beasts  would 
fetch  £2  a  head  more  than  at  present. 
He  was  not  able  to  enter  into  that  ques- 
tion, but  what  he  said  was  this  —  the 
butchers  of  London  had  found  it  worth 
their  while  to  deluge  every  Member  of 
Parliament  with  pamphlets,  and  beset  them 
in  every  possible  way.  They  had  retained 
very  able  counsel  to  recommend  their  view 
of  the  whole  question,  and  he  was  asked 
to  believe  that  they  were  doing  all  this 
with  a  view  to  reduce  the  price  of  meat. 
He  believed  they  knew  very  well  that  on 
the  balance  of  things  this  Bill  would  not 
make  any  very  great  difference  in  the  price 
of  meat,  because  it  was  not  merely  cattle 
plague,  but  pleuro-pnenmonia,  that  went 
so  far  to  raise  the  price.  The  question 
was,  what  ought  they  to  do  with  the  pre- 
sent state  of  things  ?  It  was  permanent ; 
therefore  they  should  have  a  permanent 
remedy.  They  might  depend  upon  it  they 
must  submit  to  some  impediment  to  foreign 
importations  of  cattle,  or  be  prepared  pe- 
riodically, at  no  long  intervals,  to  have  the 
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most  injurious  restraints  put  on  domestic 
cattle.  Therefore,  although  he  bad  been 
grieTOUslj  intimidated  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  he  must  saj  he  had  heard  nothing 
that  proved  to  him  that  the  Cattle  Plague 
Commission  were  wrong  in  their  recom- 
mendations, and  he  sincerely  hoped  the 
House  would  give  a  second  reading  to  this 
Bill.  There  were  a  number  of  questions 
that  might  fairly  be  considered  in  Commit- 
tee; but  he  did  trust  the  House  would  not 
acquiesce  in  a  state  of  things  which  would 
attach  a  permanent  stigma  to  the  metro- 
polis as  liable  always  to  be  infected  with 
the  cattle  plague,  and  having  no  means  of 
sending  cattle  down  into  the  country. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  hoped  ho  should 
receive  the  indulgence  of  the  House  while 
he  endeavoured  to  show  the  interest  which 
the  metropolis  had  in  this  matter.     It  was 
one  of  those  questions  which  brought  home 
to  the  great  centres  of  population   how 
numerically  weak  they  were  in  that  House. 
Hitherto  no  one  connected  with  the  metro- 
polis had  enjoyed  the  opportunity  of  being 
heard.     They  must  watch  this  Bill  most 
jealously,  and  see  that  the  great  supply  of 
foreign  cattle  required  by  the  wants  of  the 
metropolis  was  not  cut  off.     For  the  con- 
sumption of  the  metropolis  no  less  than 
68  per  cent  of  the  foreign  cattle  imported, 
and  72  per  cent  of  the  foreign  sheep  were 
required;  and  of  the  cattle  slaughtered  in 
London  it  was  calculated  that  42  per  cent 
of  the  whole  was  foreign.     The  restrictions 
in  foreign  trade  had   seriously  interfered 
with  the  supply,  and  if  still  stronger  re- 
strictions were  imposed,  a  still  greater  dimi- 
nution must  be  expected.    The  experiment 
now  proposed  was  to  be  made  not  at  the 
expense  of  the  agricultural  districts,  but  of 
London  consumers  and  ratepayers.     It  was 
said  that  the  Government  wished  to  try  the 
effect  of  the  system  first  in  the  metropolis ; 
bat  the  metropolis  had  a  right  to  ask  the 
Government  how  they  were  going  to  deal 
with  the  other  ports  afterwards.     The  no- 
tion of  the  Government  evidently  was  that 
the  door  at  London  was  to  be  shut  while 
the  doors  at  the  other  ports  were  to  be  left 
open  to  inspection.     The  Government  per^ 
mitted  Spanish  and  Portuguese,  and  soon 
they  would  permit  Danish  cattle  to  be  landed 
at  all  ports  of  the  kingdom,  except  London; 
bat  he  wanted  to  know  why  the  latter  City, 
with  its  vast  population,  was  to  be  deprived 
of  its  foreign  meat  in  order  that  the  metro- 
polis might  continue  to  be  the  emporium 
of  the  cattle  trade  of  the  country.     The 
noble  Lord  said  that  if  this  measure  were 
Mr.  Lowe 


adopted  now  other   measures  would    be 
brought  forward  next  Session;  but  could 
the  noble  Lord  guarantee  that  the  new 
Parliament  would  be  willing  to  adopt  his 
views  upon  this  subject  ?     The  House  had 
had   no  declaration   from  Her    Majesty's 
Government  as  to  what  their  plans  were. 
The  large  towns  interested  in  this  Bill — if 
it  were  to  be  proceeded  with,  of  which  he 
had  much  doubt,  because  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  not  in  his  place — would 
have  reason  to  complain  that  they  could 
hear  nothing  as  to  the  policy  to  be  pursued. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Calne 
(Mr.  Lowe)  supported  the  Bill  as  a  protec- 
tion against  the  cattle  plague;  but  the  real 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  remove  the  restric- 
tions on  the  home  trade.     It  was  an  insur- 
rection of  the  agriculturists  against  their 
restrictions,  and  an  attempt  to  have  the 
whole  burden  placed  on  the  foreign  trade. 
The  Commission,  of  which  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Calne  was  a  Member,  recom- 
mended that  all  restrictions  placed  on  the 
home  trade  in  cattle  should  be  extended  to 
the  foreign  trade  also;  but  from  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  Commission  it  ap- 
peared that  the  present  system  of  inspection 
was  far  from  being  insufficient.     The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe)  said 
that  the  system  of  inspection  was  never 
sufficient,   and  that,   therefore,    this   Bill 
ought  to  pass;  but  Mr.  Pell,  a  considerable 
authority  among  agriculturists,  in  giving 
his  evidence  before  the  Commission,  stated 
that  the  only  objection  to  the  system  of 
inspection  was  its  cumbrous  machinery^' 
that  was  to  say,  that  it  did  not  suit  the 
convenience  of  the  agriculturists.     Admit- 
ting that  it  was  desirable  that  the  agricul- 
turists should  have  a  central  market,  easily 
approachable  by  railway,  that  was  no  rea- 
son why  it  should  be  situated  inside   of 
London,  and  why  the  people  of  London 
should  be  deprived  of  foreign  meat.     He 
thought  it  wrong  that  3,000,000  people 
should  be  starved  in  order  to  preserve  the 
health  of  2,500,000  cattle.     It  was  said 
that  the  restrictions  had  prevented  home 
cattle  from  coming  to  London;  but,  instead 
of  a  diminution,  there  had  been  an  increase 
of  home  cattle  coming  to  London.      He 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  say,  in  his 
reply,  whether  the  same  inspection  as  at 
present  was  to  be  kept  up   in  the   new 
market  or  not.     If  not,  there  would  be  in- 
creased danger  of  the  cattle  plague.     The 
opinion  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Central 
Chamber  of  Agriculture  was  that   there 
ought  to  be  a  safety  market  into  which 
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cattle  should  be  poared  from  all  coaDtries, 
whether  infected  or  not.  If  there  was  to 
be  a  market  of  that  kind — a  market  into 
which  diseased  cattle  would  be  poured  from 
every  country  in  Europe,  without  let  or 
hindrance — ^he  should  like  to  know  what 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Calne 
would  say  to  such  a  market  being  estab- 
lished without  inspection.  Neither  France 
nor  Prussia,  nor  any  other  country,  would 
throw  open  its  ports  to  cattle  from  infected 
countries ;  but  there  was  to  be  a  market 
for  them  in  London,  and  yet  this  was  called 
a  measure  for  keeping  the  cattle  plague 
out  of  the  country.  It  was  evident  that  if 
the  cattle  plague  was  once  fairly  established 
in  the  metropolitan  cattle  market,  it  would 
be  very  difficult  to  get  it  out  again.  The 
most  inferior  beasts  in  Europe  would  be  sent 
to  such  a  market.  He  defied  the  Government 
to  assert  that  they  intended  to  do  away  with 
inspection.  There  was  another  objection. 
At  present  ten  days  were  allowed  for  the 
slaughter  of  foreign  cattle,  but  under  the 
new  system  cattle  were  to  be  allowed  to  re- 
main as  long  as  the  owners  liked.  The  mar- 
ket was  to  contain  5,000  beasts  and  30,000 
sheep.  Suppose  these  quantities  arrived 
one  week  and  there  was  no  sale  for  them, 
the  market  next  week  would  be  full,  and 
where  were  the  new  arrivals  to  be  put  ?  It 
had  been  asked  why  they  wanted  scientific 
evidence  on  that  subject.  What  they 
wanted  it  for  was  to  ascertain  whether  the 
restrictions  proposed  hy  that  Bill  were  as 
effectual  for  the  prevention  of  the  cattle 
plague  as  other  restrictions,  and  not  one 
single  medical  witness  was  called  before 
the  Select  Committee  to  prove  that.  On 
the  other  hand,  there  was  a  host  of  scien- 
tific witnesses  to  prove  the  danger  of  the 
cattle  plague  being  communicated  from 
that  separate  market  to  the  home  market. 
The  disease  was  so  infectious  that  if  they 
had  it  in  the  one  market  they  would  have 
it  in  the  other.  It  was  impossible  to 
make  regulations  that  would  prevent  that. 
The  beasts  from  the  home  market  would 
be  scattered  over  the  whole  country,  and, 
coming  in  contact  with  other  beasts,  would 
thus  carry  the  disease  through  the  king- 
dom. The  effect  of  the  Bill  would  be  that 
if  infection  was  carried  by  clothes  from 
one  market  to  the  other,  then  the  beasts 
were  to  be  allowed  to  circulate  freely 
throughout  the  country,  taking  the  plague 
with  them.  As  to  the  cordon  round  Lon- 
don to  which  reference  had  been  made,  it 
had  kept  the  health  of  the  herds  and  flocks 
of  the  country  in  a  better  state  than  it  had 


been  for  a  long  time,  and  had  been  per- 
fectly effectual  for  its  purpose.  The  ques- 
tion of  slaughter  houses  had  been  very 
much  misrepresented.  He  would  say  let 
them  be  done  away  with  if  it  were  neces- 
sary for  sanitary  purposes,  but  let  it  not 
be  done  to  handicap  the  foreigner.  It 
could  hardly  be  doubted  by  anyone  that 
the  Bill  would  tend  to  diminish  the  supply 
of  foreign  cattle  for  London.  It  was  ab- 
solutely certain  that  the  butcher  would  go 
first  to  the  English  market,  and  when  he 
could  no  longer  supply  himself  there  con- 
veniently and  cheaply,  as  a  last  resource 
he  would  go  to  the  foreign  cattle  market. 
Would  the  foreign  producers  continue  to 
send  their  cattle  to  this  country  on  those 
terms?  It  had  been  said  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson)  was  all 
for  the  foreigner,  but  did  not  think  of  the 
Englishman.  He  was  surprised  that  such 
a  line  of  argument  should  in  these  days  be 
used.  The  roreign  producer  was  the  friend 
of  the  English  consumer,  and  to  draw  a 
distinction  between  the  foreign  and  the 
home  producer  was  to  overlook  the  fact 
that  this  country  depended  to  a  great  ex- 
tent on  the  foreign  producer  for  its  supply 
of  the  first  necessaries  of  life.  It  was 
asked,  why  not  make  the  foreign  cattle 
market  a  dead-meat  market  ?  But  the 
feeding  of  London  could  not  be  carried  on 
under  the  circumstances  of  a  dead-meat 
market.  The  retail  butcher  would  never 
be  able  to  go  ten  miles  below  London  to 
get  his  meat.  Moreover,  what  was  the 
course  of  the  foreign  cattle  trade  f  In  the 
very  months  when  the  dead-meat  trade 
was  smallest  the  foreign  cattle  trade  was 
largest,  and  ^ice  vend.  In  August  there 
were  ten  times  as  many  beasts  imported  as 
in  January,  and  eleven  times  as  many^ 
sheep.  July,  August,  September,  ana 
October,  were  the  months  in  which  the 
foreign  cattle  chiefly  reached  this  country. 
On  the  other  hand,  there  was  a  certain 
dead  meat  trade  in  January,  February, 
March,  and  April,  just  when  the  foreign 
cattle  could  not  arrive  here,  owing  to  the 
ffeographieal  circumstances  of  the  countries 
from  which  they  came.  In  the  hot  months 
they  could  not  have  a  dead-meat  trade. 
But  there  being  such  objections  as  he  had 
stated  to  the  Bill,  had  every  means  been 
taken,  he  should  like  to  know,  to  discover 
some  alternative  scheme  ?  He  thought 
not.  There  were,  however,  other  schemes 
which  might  be  adopted.  They  might 
have  a  market  outside  for  the  transit  cat- 
tle, while  the  consuming  market  shouldj 
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be  ID  tbe  centre  of  LondoD;  or  there  might 
be  a  certain  place  where  there  would  be  a 
junction  of  railways,  through  which  the 
cattle  would  be  allowed  to  pass.  A  smaU 
market  might  be  established  at  the  rirer- 
side  for  the  purpose  of  receiying  the  cattle 
from  certain  countries  where  the  cattle 
plague  was  known  to  exist.  What  he  so 
strongly  objected  to  was  that  London 
should  be  debarred  from  drawing  its  sup- 
plies from  Denmark,  Portugal,  and  Spain, 
which  had  never  been  suspected.  Den- 
mark supplied  25  per  cent  of  the  whole 
of  the  foreign  cattle  which  arrived  in  this 
country.  Another  serious  objection  to  the 
Bill  was  that  if  it  were  carried  into  effect, 
the  wharfingers,  salesmen,  and  others 
whose  trade  it  interfered  with  must  be 
compensated,  but  if  the  House  should 
next  year  reverse  the  policy  embodied 
in  this  Bill  it  could  not  make  these  peo- 

Ele  refund  the  money  they  had  received. 
<*  Divide!*']  He  had  no  wish  to  detain 
the  House,  but  he  must  be  permitted  to 
say  a  few  words  on  the  question  of  expense 
as  it  affected  his  constituents.  Who  was 
to  bear  the  burden  of  the  costly  experi- 
ment which  it  was  proposed  to  make?  Some 
hon.  Members  were  careless  about  what 
might  be  done  in  this  matter,  because  they 
proposed  to  throw  the  whole  expense  on 
the  metropolis.  Was  it  possible  that  the 
citizens  of  London  could  look  with  favour 
on  a  scheme  under  the  operation  of  which 
they  would  have  to  pay  for  two  markets, 
while  one  now  sufficed  ?  He  hoped  the 
House  would  perceive  the  unfairness  of 
throwing  additional  taxation  on  the  metro- 
polis for  such  a  purpose.  But  it  was  sug- 
gested that  the  new  markets  would  be  self- 
supporting.  Seeing  that  the  one  already 
in  existence  was  not  self-supporting,  he 
could  not  understand  how  that  statement 
could  be  maintained.  How  was  this  new 
market  to  be  self-supporting  with  few  cat- 
tle when  the  present  market  was  not  self- 
supporting  with  much  cattle  f  They  could 
not  allow  this  Bill  to  pass  alone,  and  yet 
they  had  no  security  that  the  same  statu- 
tory regulations  would  be  applied  to  other 
ports*  though  they  were  asked  to  incur 
this  enormous  expenditure.  Were  they 
to  make  this  experiment  at  the  fag  end  of 
the  Session  at  the  cost  of  the  ratepayers 
of  London  and  of  the  metropolis  ?  They 
would  have  to  incur  an  expenditure  of 
£500,000,  and  derange  their  foreign  cat- 
tle trade  ;  because  foreigners,  on  reading 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Council,  would  assume 
Mr.  Ooschm 


that  it  was  the  policy  of  England  to  shut 
out  foreign  cattle.  Such  was  the  way  in 
which  foreign  Governments  would  read  the 
noble  Lord's  sneers  about  foreign  pro- 
ducers. He  hoped  the  House  would  pause 
before  they  passed  this  Bill,  which  was 
really  not  a  measure  for  the  prevention  of 
the  cattle  plague,  it  being  admitted  even  by 
hon.  Oentlemen  opposite  that  at  present 
the  inspection  was  satisfactory.  These 
restrictions  on  the  cattle  trade  must  be 
shared  by  all  alike,  or  they  would  diminish 
the  supply  of  food.  Was  it  fair  to  pass 
this  Bill  when  Government  was  silent 
about  other  ports,  and  when  they  had 
called  no  scientific  witnesses  to  show  that 
the  present  system  was  unsatisfactory  ? 

Mr.  read  said,  in  answer  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Goschen),  that  al- 
though we  could  not  do  all  we  might  wish, 
that  was  no  reason  why  we  should  not  do 
all  we  could.  The  metropolis  must  be 
viewed  exceptionally  in  this  matter,  because 
no  less  than  70  per  cent  of  the  cattle 
imported  into  England  was  sent  to  London, 
and  it  was  only  in  the  metropolis  that 
foreign  cattle,  save  Spanish  and  Portu- 
guese, mixed  with  our  home  stock.  Lon- 
don, he  believed,  at  present  enjoyed  the 
privilege  of  importing  cattle  not  only  from 
Denmark,  but  from  every  portion  of  the 
globe,  and  he  held  in  his  hand  a  Return 
which  would  show  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that,  instead  of  Denmark  furnishing  a 
quarter  of  the  whole  supply  of  foreign  cat- 
tle imported  into  this  country  during  the 
three  years  ending  December  last,  only 
23,000  out  of  698,000  cattle  imported  from 
abroad  came  from  that  country. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  pointed  out  the  fact 
that  a  Return  of  the  cattle  imported  during 
the  last,  eight  years  showed  that  on  the 
average  the  imports  from  Denmark  were 
25  per  cent  of  the  number  imported. 

Mr.  read  :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  complained  that  the  market  would  not 
be  ready  for  two  years  and  a  half.  Well, 
considering  that  markets  could  not  be  cre- 
ated by  the  stroke  of  a  fairy's  wand,  he 
did  not  regard  that  period  as  being  any- 
thing unusual,  though  he  would  at  the 
same  time  remark  that  if  this  Bill  were 
rejected  it  might  be  three  years  and  a  half 
instead  of  two  years  and  a  half  before  the 
market  could  be  completed.  Now,  in  this 
matter  he  could  not  help  thinking  that  the 
Corporation  had  acted  in  a  very  pitiful  and 
pettish  manner.  They  first  said  that  there 
could  not  be  any  profit  from  the  market, 
but  directly  it  was  urged  that  the  profits. 
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if  any  sbould  arise,  should  be  deroted  to 
redaeiDg  the  tolls  of  the  foreign  cattle  mar- 
ket,  they   threw  np  the  whole  concern. 
Now,  with  reference  to  the  Prif  j  Council, 
be  could  only  say  that  the  Orders  of  that 
body  bad  been  roost  Tacillating  and  contra- 
dictory. At  the  first  outbreak  of  the  cattle 
plague  in  June,  1865,  he  went  to  them 
and  implored  them  to  arrest  the  progress 
of  the  disease  by  preventing  the  foreign 
cattle  being  taken  into  the  country.      But 
the  Council  either  objected  to  that  course 
or  were  not  strong  enough  to  take  it.  They 
sent  inspectors  into  the  country  to  kill  the 
cattle  on  the  different  farms,  and  refused 
to  make  any  compensation  to  the  owners 
whose  cattle  were  destroyed,  and  it  was  not 
until  the  House  passed  a  Bill  on  the  subject, 
in  1866,  that  the  progress  of  the  disease 
receiFed  any  check.  That  Bill  was  founded 
on  the  Report  of  the  Cattle  Plague  Commis- 
sioners, and   those  gentlemen  stated  that 
to  avoid  continual  outbreaks  of  the  disease 
certain  ports  ought  to  be  set  aside  as  ports 
of  debarkation,  and  cattle  there  imported 
killed  at  the  water  side.      And  he  would 
remind  the  House  that  those  who  were  then 
opposed  to  the  system  of  "  stamping  out/' 
and  who  stigmatized  the  practice  as  bar- 
barous and  retrogressive,  were  just  those 
who  were  now  opposing  this  measure.     The 
present  system  must,  at  the  best,  be  inef- 
fectual ;    for   in   the  metropolitan  cattle 
market  the  cattle  imported  were  allowed 
to  mix  with  the  sheep;  and,  as  there  was 
no  restriction  on  the  removal  of  sheep,  the  | 
disease  could  easily  be  conveyed  from  one 
part    of  the    country  to  another,  so  that 
the  present  system   of  inspection  was   a 
farce,  perfectly  useless  for  the  purposes 
intended.      Who  was  to  know,  too,  when 
the  plague  broke  out  in  any  of  the  slaughter- 
houses ?      The  animals  diseased  would  at 
once  be  killed,  the  fact  concealed,  and  the 
infection  might  be  carried  into  the  country 
by  means  of  the  manure.     But  with  a  new 
cattle  market  the  case  would  be  different. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  accused  him 
of  being  in  favour  of  relaxing  the  strictness 
of  the  present  system  of  inspection.     That 
was  true  to  this  extent.     He  thought  that 
it  ought  not  to  be  carried  on  for  twelve 
hours^  that  the  cattle  ought  to  be  allowed 
to  pass  into  some  comfortable  lairs  close 
by,  and  that  if  one  bullock  was  infected 
with  pleuro-pneumonia,  or  foot-and-mouth 
disease,  it  was  not  necessary  on  that  account 
to  kill  all  the  remainder.     But  a  vigilant  in- 
spection there  must  undoubtedly  be.  There 
would  be  a  resident  inspector,  who,  at  any 


outbreak  of  the  disease,  would  immediately 
order  the  cattle  to  be  killed  and  the  place 
to  be  disinfected.  He  did  not  for  a  moment 
contend  that  we  could  by  this  or  any  other 
means  secure  absolute  prevention ;  but  still 
the  plan  suggested  gave  them,  he  believed, 
the  minimum  risk.     A  complaint  had  been 
made  that  the  towns  bad  not  been  fairly 
represented  on   the  Committee,  whereas, 
the  fact  was  that  ont  of  the  Members  form- 
ing   that    Committee    seven    represented 
counties  and    seven   boroughs ;    but  the 
noble  Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the  Coun- 
cil  (Lord  Robert  Montagu)  was   in    the 
chair  and  could  only  give  a  casting  vote, 
and  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Nor- 
thumberland (Sir  Matthew  Ridley)  was  so 
seriously  ill  that  he  could  not  attend.     So 
in  the  divisions  there  generally  appeared 
the  names  of  seven  borough  and  only  Bye 
county  members.      The  Qovemment  had 
been  taunted  with  not  supporting  the  Bill 
with  veterinary  evidence,  whereas  it  was 
agreed  by  all  parties  to  put  in  the  scientific 
evidence  taken  before  the  Cattle  Plague 
Commissioners  and  the  Trade  in  Animals 
Committee  and  not  call  any  veterinary  wit< 
nesses.      But  the  opponents  disregarded 
this  agreement,  and  Professor  Spooner  was    . 
examined  by  the  opponents,  as  were  also 
several  veterinary  surgeons.  And  he  would 
ground  his  argument  for  the  Bill  on  the 
evidence  of    the    latter    gentlemen,   who 
maintained  that  the  present  restrictions,  to 
I  be  of  any  service,  ought  to  be  more  strin- 
gent.    We  were  told  we  could  safely  rely 
on  the  precaution  of  foreign  governments 
and  our  own  inspectors  ;  but  these  vete- 
rinaries  were  expected  to  detect  ii\pubating 
diseases,  whereas  after  two  years'  study 
some  learned  professors  did  not  know  the 
cattle  plague  when  they  saw  it.     Ho  ap- 
pealed to  the  House,  therefore,  not  to  take 
into  consideration  the  interests  of  any  par- 
ticular class,   or  of  any  particular  indi- 
viduals, but  to  do  all  they  could  to  keep 
these  diseases  out  of  the  country  ;    an  at- 
tempt which;  if  successful,  would  result  in 
greatly  reducing  the  price  paid  for  meat. 

Mr.  HEADLAM  said,  he  desired  to  re- 
mind the  House  that  the  whole  country, 
and  not  the  metropolis  alone,  was  in- 
terested in  a  proposal  which  was  founded 
upon  the  principle  of  dealing  with  foreign 
cattle,  however  healthy,  in  a  different 
manner  from  the  way  in  which  other  cattle 
were  dealt  with.  They  were  going  to 
legislate  in  a  more  permanent  form  than 
by  Act  of  Parliament,  because  by  building 
this  market  they  were  about  to  lay  down .  Tp 
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for  all  time  to  come  that  tbej  were  to  deal 
in  a  certain  way  with  foreign  cattle.  The 
noble  Lord  who  introduced  the  Bill  sought 
to  apply  to  the  metropolis  the  same  re- 
strictions as  had  been  applied  to  other 
ports  ;  but  he  (Mr.  Headlam)  entirely  dis- 
agreed with  the  noble  Lord  as  to  the  effect 
of  those  restrictions.  Before  the  restric- 
tions were  im  posed »  in  the  town  of  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne, which  he  represented, 
there  had  been  a  large  trade  in  the  import- 
ation of  cattle  from  Denmark,  but  though 
DO  cattle  plague  existed  in  Denmark,  the 
trade  had  now  been  strangled,  and  this 
had  caused  a  great  interference  with  the 
supply  of  the  necessaries  and  luxuries  of 
life  to  his  constituents.  A  similar  result 
had  ensued  at  Southampton. 

Mb.  MOFFATT  then  mored  that  the 
debate  be  adjourned. 

Mb.  JACOB  BRIGHT  seconded  the 
Motion. 

Mb.  AYRTON  (who  spoke  amidst  loud 
cries  of  **  Divide !")  said,  that  in  the  course 
of  the  debate,  which  had  lasted  two  days, 
certain  questions  of  general  policy  had  been 
raised,  and  yet  no  Member  of  the  Cabinet 
had  risen  to  express  the  views  of  the  Go- 
yemment  with  regard  to  them.  Under 
these  circumstances  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate  was  the  only  course  which  could 
be  adopted.  He  was  not  one  of  those  who 
were  against  the  agricultural  party;  and  the 
noble  Lord  who  introduced  this  measure 
said  that  he  (Mr.  Ayrton)  was  the  father 
of  the  Bill.  He  certainly  had  a  right  to  be 
heard,  but  he  wished  to  hear  a  Member 
of  the  Cabinet,  no  Member  of  which  had 
given  an  opinion  on  this  subject,  nor  was 
any  Cabinet  Minister  present. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." —  {Mr, 
Headlam,) 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  79  ;  Noes 
224 :  Majority  145. 

Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  COGAN  said,  he  thought  the  dis- 
cussion  and  the  numbers  which  had  just 
been  announced  would  show  plainly  to  the 
country  that  this  Select  Committee,  which 
sat  for  nine  weeks  on  this  Bill,  came  to  the 
proper  conclusion  when  they  reported  in 
its  favour.  He  did  not  believe  the  effect 
of  the  measure  would  be  to  enhance  the 
price  of  meat  to  the  consumer  in  the  me- 
tropolis. The  importation  of  foreign  cattle 
must  be  placed  on  a  sounder  and  less  ca- 
pricious footing  than  at  present,  or  the 
Mr,  Headlam 


supply  of  foreign  cattle  would  be  put  a 
stop  to  altogether.  Those  who  supported 
this  Bill  had  been  called  Protectionists 
and  opponents  of  Free  Trade  ;  but  he  was 
glad  now  to  learn  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  that  that  charge  was  now 
repudiated.  He  regretted  the  means  which 
had  been  resorted  to  in  order  to  procrasti- 
nate the  debate  and  prevent  the  passing  of 
the  Bill. 

jy^^^i/^  further  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

FORCES  IN  NEW  ZEALAND. 
OBSEBTATIONS. 

YisoouNT  ENFIELD  said,  he  rose  to 
call  attention  to  the  services  of  the  troops 
engaged  in  the  late  New  Zealand  War.  In 
so  doing  he  was  conscious  that  the  recol- 
lection of  these  services  bad  been  to  a  great 
effaced  by  the  Abyssinian  campaign,  to 
the  troops  engaged  in  which  the  House 
had  yesterday  paid  a  graceful  and  grateful 
compliment.  The  war  in  New  Zealand 
might  be  traced  back  to  the  campaigns  of 
1845  and  1846,  but  the  principle  interest 
attached  of  course  to  those  commenced  in 
the  Waikato  districts  in  1863,  and  ending 
in  the  submission  of  their  hostile  tribes  in 
1866.  The  late  war  in  New  Zealand  was, 
to  some  extent,  unpopular  in  this  country, 
and  might  have  been  impolitic.  It  certainly 
was  very  costly,  but  he  would  not  discuss 
those  questions.  A  soldier  or  sailor  had 
nothing  to  do  with  politics ;  his  duty  was 
to  go  where  he  was  sent,  and  to  fight  when 
he  was  ordered,  and  if  be  did  his  duty  well 
he  was  entitled  to  his  reward.  Everyone 
would  admit  that  the  troops  went  through 
all  the  hardships  and  vicissitudes  of  a  well- 
fought  campaign.  It  was  frequently  urged 
that  the  medal  should  be  granted  only  for 
services  against  a  foreign  enemy,  but  this 
rule  had  been  departed  from  in  some  no- 
table instanceS'»-such  as  the  Indian  Mutiny 
and  the  Kaffir  War  ;  the  latter  especially 
bearing  a  great  analogy  to  the  New  Zealand 
campaign.  In  the  case  of  the  superior 
officers  engaged  in  New  Zealand  recogni- 
tion had  been  made  of  their  services  to  the 
following  extent : — Two  Generals  had  been 
made  Knights  Commanders  of  the  Bath  \ 
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fourteen  oflbsers  of  the  two  servioes  of  the 
respeetiTO  ranks  of  Colonel,  Major,  and 
Captain  had  heen  made  Commanders  of  the 
Bath  ;  twenty-one  brevet  promotions  had 
been  given  to  officers,  and  seven  had  been 
decorated  with  the  Victoria  Cross.  The 
non-commissioned  officers  and  privates,  how- 
ever, had  only  been  rewarded  to  the  follow- 
ing extent : — Four  non-commissioned  offi- 
oers  had  received  the  Victoria  Cross,  as 
also  did  one  bine-jacket  and  a  drnmmer. 
Five  distingnished-conduct  medals  had  been 
iBsned  to  the  soldiers,  and  three  commis- 
sions had  been  given  from  the  ranks.  The 
natare,  however,  of  these  rewards  proved 
that  the  war  had  been  considered  a  serious 
and  severe  one;  the  Maori  race,  one  of  the 
most  formidable  subject  to  British  autho- 
ritj,  fighting  with  all  those  local  advantages 
which  made  them  doobly  dangerous.  The 
forces  engaged  consisted  of  portions  of  the 
Eojtkl  Artillery,  Royal  Engineers,  and 
Military  Train;  the  lat  Battalion  12th 
Foot,  2nd  Batulion  14th  Foot,  2nd  Bat- 
talion 18th  Foot,  the  40th  Regiment,  4drd 
Regiment,  50th  Regiment,  57th  Regiment, 
65th  Regiment,  68th  Regiment,  and  70th 
Regiment.  To  those  were  added  300 
men  of  the  Royal  Naval  Brigade,  and  some 
oolonial  foroes,  comprising  Forest  Rangers, 
Bosh  Rangers,  and  Native  troops.  To  his 
lion,  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Truro  (Captain  Vivian)  he  was  indebted 
for  some  very  useful  details  of  the  oam- 
paigos,  from  which  he  had  been  enabled  to 
ascertain  that  the  number  of  skirmishes 
and  engagements  were  fifteen  in  all.  The 
naraber  of  troops  employed  were — of  land 
foroes  about  9,000  men  ;  and  of  the  Naval 
Brigade  300  men  and  officers.  The  total 
of  £lled  and  wounded,  he  regretted  to  say, 
wmM  688,  of  whom  18  officers  were  killed, 
56  wounded,  and  15  died  subsequently  of 
woonds  received  before  the  enemy.  The 
Kaval  Brigade  lost— in  killed  6  officers  and 
14  aien,  and  in  wounded  8  officers  and  32 
nea,  making  a  total  loss  of  60.  The  New 
Zealand  War  was  one  in  which  the  troops 
■set  with  most  harrassing  duties,  repeated 
skiabiscades,  and  perpetual  fighting  either 
OB  a  saall  or  a  large  scale.  They  had  no 
'*  koi"  to  look  forward  to  and  no  prize- 
iMM)%tj  to  receive.  There  was  none  of  the 
vbomI  ronsnce  and  excitement  of  war,  but 
tbej  did  their  duty  with  resolute  bravery. 
Se  Qight  state  that  he  had  no  connection 
^^«  privately  or  officially  with  either 
^*^^  of  the  service  engaged  in  that  war. 
H«  ¥«iM  uiit  move  any  Resolution  on  the 
^o^^beUeving  that  such  a  coarse  might 
TOLOXOin.  [thzbd  BnuM.] 


be  unconstitntional  and  impolitic  ;  but  he 
trusted  the  day  would  be  far  distant  when 
an  independent  Member  of  Parliament 
would  hesitate  to  say  a  word  in  his  place 
in  behalf  of  the  services  of  English  soldiers 
and  sailors  who  had  been  by  ill-luck  or 
inadvertence  overlooked  or  neglected.  The 
noble  Viscount  in  conclusion,  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  a 
medal  would  be  issued  to  the  soldiers  and 
sailors  who  had  been  engaged  in  the  New 
Zealand  War  ? 

Colonel  NORTH  said,  he  rose  with 
great  pleasure  to  support  the  noble 
Viscount's  request.  None  could  have 
brought  the  subject  forward  with  greater 
ability  or  effect  than  the  noble  Viscount, 
the  eldest  son  of  one  of  our  most  distin- 
guished officers.  His  noble  Friend  had 
rather  under-stated  than  overstated  the 
number  of  oasoolties  in  the  New  Zealand 
War,  and  the  ability  and  seal  of  the  gallant 
men  engaged  in  it.  Those  men  had  gone 
through  greater  fatigues,  with  less  excite- 
ment to  carry  them  forward,  than  soldiers 
engaged  in  campaigns  of  greater  magni- 
tude. It  was  often  so  of  little  wars.  A 
friend  of  his  who  had  been  engaged  in  the 
Kaffir  and  Crimean  Wars  had  declared  the 
hardships  of  the  former  far  more  severe 
than  those  of  the  latter.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  the  Secretary  for  War  would 
recommend  Her  Majesty  to  bestow  some 
mark  of  distinction  upon  the  men  engaged 
in  New  Zealand,  in  acknowledgment  of 
their  faithful  services  to  their  Queen  and 
country. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  said,  he 
thought  that  this  was  a  real  question  of 
hardship,  and  he  feared  that  we  had  not 
been  in  the  habit  of  rewarding  our  troops 
in  the  way  they  had  a  right  to  expect.  He 
was  quite  sure  if  this  subject  were  consi- 
dered by  the  House  justice  would  be  done. 
After  all,  a  bit  of  metal  or  a  ribbon  was 
not  of  much  intrinsic  value,  but  in  the 
eyes  of  the  soldier  and  his  family  it  was 
viewed  with  much  pride,  as  a  certificate 
that  he  had  deserved  well  of  his  country. 
He  hoped  that  no  petty  notions  of  economy 
would  stand  in  the  way  of  those  decorations 
being  granted  to  a  number  of  gallant  men 
who  had  done  great  service  to  their  country. 
They  had  just  spent  £5,000,000  on  the 
Abyssinian  War,  and  he  hoped  they  would 
not  refuse  a  few  hundreds  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  these  men  their  well-earned  de- 
corations. 

Mb.  GILPIN  said,  he  felt  in  rather  a 
curious  position  as  a  supporter  of  this  re- 
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qnest  bidco  he  waft  neither  toMier  nor  sel- 
dier't  friend;  but  he  added  hit  foioe  to  that 
of  the  noble  Visoonnt  on  the  prineiple  thai 
we  are  bound  in  eommon  jostioe  adequately 
to  reward  those  whom  we  employ.  He 
had  friends  in  New  Zealand,  and  he  knew 
the  sense  they  entertained  of  the  eerriees 
rendered  by  the  soldiers.  Those  ocenpy- 
ing  a  high  position  had  been  rewarded, 
and  perhaps  not  too  highly  ;  hot  he  knew 
that  many  of  them  felt  that  they  had 
been  rewarded  for  acts  which  they  could 
not  have  performed  except  by  the  aid  of 
those  men  whose  claims  had  been  so  ably 
advocated  by  his  noble  Friend. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  I  regret  very  mueh 
my  right  hon.  Friend4he  Secretary  for  War 
is  not  present,  because  he  would  speak  with 
more  authority  than  I  can  on  this  subject ; 
what  are  the  reasons  of  his  absence  at  this 
particular  hour  —  whether  he  is  at  New 
Zealand  or  not — I  will  not  now  inquire. 
But  in  considering  this  question  I  am  sure 
the  House  will  in  candour  remember  that 
the  New  Zealand  War  was  originated  and 
conducted  to  a  conclusion  not  under  the 
present  GoTernment,  and  that  therefore  we 
are  not  responsible  for  any  neglect  of  the 
troops  engaged,  or  for  any  deficiency  of 
feeling  in  the  matter  of  recogniaing  the 
very  great  things  those  troops  accom- 
plished. Regarding  these  very  severe  colo- 
nial struggles,  which  perhaps  too  frequently 
occur,  we  must  always  remember  that  the 
merits  of  those  engaged  are  not  to  be  esti- 
mated merely  by  the  result  of  the  opera- 
tions. Those  who  are  engaged  in  a  great 
European  struggle  or  Imperial  war  have 
that  excitement  to  sustain  them  which  is 
produced  by  a  consciousness  of  the  con- 
siderable circumstances  with  which  they 
are  connected,  and  the  public  recognition 
of  their  services  in  the  journals  of  Europe. 
A  soldier  engaged  under  such  circumstances 
IS  sustained  by  the  feeling  that  an  admiring 
world  and  a  grateful  country  are  applaud- 
ing his  deeds,  and  will  offer  him  the  tribute 
of  reward  and  praise,  and  this  he  feels  is 
some  compensation  for  the  great  haxards  and 
endurance  he  is  called  on  to  undergo.  But 
not  less  heroic  qualities  are  requisite  in 
connection  with  these  more  obscure  en- 
counters, and  I  think  it  was  very  wise  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  recogniae 
the  conduct  of  the  troops  engaged  in  the 
campaigns  of  the  Kaffir  War.  The  noble 
Viscount  who  introduced  this  question, 
with  that  proprietv  which  always  charac- 
terises his  proeeedmgs  in  this  House,  has 
called  our  attention  to  the  ample  reeegni- 
Mr.  Gilpin 


tion  of  ^  services  of  the  officers,  bat  we 
must  remember  that  this  is  not  the  age  in 
which  we  should  forget  the  qualities  of  the 
men.  Only  yesterday  the  House,  in  the 
most  generous  spirit  of  appreciation,  pub- 
licly acknowledged  bow  grateful  this  great 
country  is  to  the  soldiers  and  sailors  en- 
gaged in  the  Abyssinian  Expedition;  and 
certainly,  in  the  case  of  thoj  New  Zealand 
War,  I  am  sure  it  is  not  conducive  to  tbe 
honour  of  the  country  or  the  satisfiaotien 
of  any  subject  of  tbe  Queen — and  it  can- 
not, I  am  sure,  accord  with  the  feeling  of 
the  Sovereign  herself — that  the  services  of 
those  engaged  in  this  prolonged  struggle 
should  not  be  recognised  in  the  manner 
in  which  I  am  sure  every  generous  and 
patriotic  man  would  desire.  I  can,  there- 
fore, assure  the  noble  Viscount,  while  re- 
minding him  that  the  present  Government 
are  in  no  way  responsible  for  any  neglect 
hitherto,  that  we  will  give  the  most  candid 
consideration  to  the  subject,  and  I  am  sure 
the  ultimate  decision  arrived  at  will  become 
tbe  dignity  and  honour  and  good  feeling  of 
the  country. 

SCOTLAND— AUDDLE    CLASS  SCHOOLS. 
0B8BRTATI0N8. 

Kb.  grant  duff  :  My  original  pur- 
pose was  to  have  called  the  attention  of 
the  House  at  some  length  to  the  Report  on 
Scotch  Burgh  and  Middle  Class  Schools, 
which  has  been  laid  on  the  table  this  year 
by  tbe  same  Commissioners  who  last  year 
reported  upon  elementary  schools  in  Scot- 
land. When  I  put  my  Notice  on  the 
Paper,  however,  I  hoped  that,  before  my 
Motion  came  on,  we  should  have  had  the 
adrantage  of  listening  to  a  full  discussion 
of  that  very  remarkable  document  which 
the  Schools  Inqairy  Commissioners  for 
England  have  recently  given  us— -a  docu- 
ment which  will,  I  am  sure,  as  soon  as  the 
country  has  got  its  mind  sufficiently  clear 
of  electoral  cares  to  give  an  earnest  atten- 
tion to  it,  be  recogniied  as  a  most  valuable 
contribution  to  Uie  better  ordering  and 
happiness  of  this  great  nation.  In  that 
hope  I  have  been  disappointed,  if,  indeed. 
I  can  say  that  I  really  am  disappointed 
that  a  Parliament — wearied  with  tbe  agita- 
tions of  a  Session  during  which  Members 
have  been  morally  tossed  in  a  blanket,  to 
a  degree  which  the  nerves  of  few  can  stand 
— should  not  have  its  last  hours  embittered 
by  being  questioned  as  to  its  opinion  on 
the  details  er  even  the  principles  of  secon- 
dary education.     Fedmg,  hcwevert  as  I 
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do,  thfti  Scotek  edqoaiiooftl  roforinort  will 
hare  their  banda  greatly  BtreDglhened  by 
the  noble  Report  of  the  English  Comniia- 
iioners,  and  beh'eTing  that  the  Scotch 
GommiBsiQiiers  would  have  given  as  a  Be- 
port  of  somewhat  wider  scope  and  range  if 
they  had  nol  known  that  the  whole  subject 
of  secondary  education  was  being  concur- 
rently considered  in  England,  I  have  aban- 
doned my  original  purpose,  and  shall  con- 
fine myself  to  a  very  few  remarks  on 
matters  with  regard  to  whieh  I  should  like 
to  elicit  the  opinion  of  the  learned  Lord 
opposite  (the  Lord  Advocate).  I  turn, 
then,  to  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
missioners, printed  at  the  end  of  their 
Report,  and  to  these  I  shall  confine  my- 
self. They  occupy  little  more  than  one 
widely  printed  octavo  page.  The  first  two 
of  these,  relating  to  superannuation  allow- 
ances and  grants  for  building,  do  not  call 
for  any  special  remark;  for  everyone  will, 
I  think,  agree  in  the  policy  recommended, 
at  least  everyone  who  knows  that  the  total 
endowment  of  all  Burgh  Schools  under  the 
partial  or  exclusive  management  of  Town 
Councils  does  not  exceed  £3,000  a  year, 
while  the  fees  amount  te  £42,000.  Then 
comes  the  3rd— 

^  In  ooDsidermfcion  of  the  aid  thus  contributed, 
all  Burgh  Sohoolt  sod  the  baildings  and  ofBoei  of 
snoh  tobooli  should  be  examioed  everj  jear  bj  one 
of  iler  Majesty's  Inspectors  of  Schools,  who  should 
report  both  as  regards  the  eflBoienoy  of  the  teach- 
ing aod  the  state  of  the  buildings  and  offices.  The 
Inspeotors  should  have  like  access  to  Burgh 
Schools  for  these  purposes,  as  is  possessed  in  re- 
lation to  elementary  schools." 

Now,  this  recommendation  seems  to  me 
the  most  important  of  all,  because,  al- 
though our  Burgh  and  Middle  Class 
Schools  are  ipost  terribly  in  want  of  mo- 
ney, they  are  ev^n  more  in  want  of 
ffuidanoe  — -  guidance  from  persons  who, 
being  thoroughly  familiar  with  all  that  is 
being  done  io  those  countries  wh^re  secon- 
dary education  has  been  brought  to  its 
highest  pitch,  ci^n  aid  and  co-operate  with 
those  whose  experience  has  been,  from  the 
natfire  of  things,  confined  to  a  narrower 
field.  It  is  infinitely  to  the  credit  of  the 
masters  of  Scotch  Burgh  and  Middle  Class 
Schools  that  they  should  have  thoroughly 
repognized  this.  Here  is  the  passage  from 
the  Report  of  the  Assistant  Commissioners 
which  the  Commissioners  incorporate  in 
their  Report  with  regard  to  this  subject — 

"In  the  notes  of  'Particulars  of  Inquiry,' 
whioh  we  were  instructed  to  distribute  among 
the  teachers  in  the  diflforent  schools,  the  question 
beafing  on  ^  spbject  is  in  these  words — 
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*  Wonld  it  in  your  <^ialon  ba  an  advaatags  or 
otherwise  if  th^  Buigh  Schools  were  examined 
annuallf,  and  reported  on  by  independent  exa- 
ntiners  f*  To  this  question  we  have  received  105 
answers  from  teachers  in  all  the  important  schools 
in  Scotland.  Of  these  answers,  84,  or  80  per 
cent,  are  in  the  afflrmatiTe,  11  are  in  the  nega- 
tive, and  10  are  doubtful — that  is  to  say,  80  per 
cent  of  the  best  teachers  in  the  Public  Middle  Class 
Schools  consider  that  it  would  be  of  advantage  to 
their  schools  if  they  were  examined  annually,  and 
reported  on  by  independent  examiners.  Nothinff 
can  be  more  sfttisfaotory  than  this  result,  and 
there  is  no  feature  connected  with  the  inquiry 
which  reflects  greater  credit  upon  the  teachers 
throughout  Scotland  than  this  desire  which  they 
have  expressed  to  exhibit  the  true  condition  of 
their  schools,  and  to  secure  the  benefit  of  inde- 
pendent examination.  It  is  of  a  piece  with  the 
perfect  courtesy  with  which  they  received  us  when 
we  visited  the  schools,  and  with  the  liberal  man- 
ner in  whieh  they  gave  us  every  assistance  in  ar- 
riving at  an  estimate  of  the  work  done  in  the 
schools.  It  will  be  remarked  that  there  is  no 
mention  of  any  recompense  or  return  in  exchange 
for  the  liberty  of  examination.  They  say  simply 
and  definitely  it  will  be  of  advantage  to  the  schools 
if  they  be  examined.'* 

Than  we  come  to  recommendation  No.  4, 
relating  to  tenure,  which  I  pass  by  for  the 
present.  The  5th  recommendation  is  as 
follows  :— 

'*  In  cases  where,  iVom  the  want  of  a  Burgh 
School,  the  Parochial  School  discharges  the  funo- 
tions  of  a  Secondary  School,  we  recommend  that 

rial  grants  should  be  made  to  the  matter  by 
Treasury  in  order  to  encourage  the  study  of 
the  higher  subjects." 

Now,  I  think  one  may  safely  say  that, 
without  some  such  arrangement  as  this,  it 
will  be  found  impossible  to  devise  a  system 
of  education  which  will  satisfy  the  people 
of  Scotland.  The  Commissioners  most 
properly  point  out  that  the  theory  of  our 
school  system,  as  originally  conceived  by 
Knox  and  others,  was  to  supply  every 
member  of  the  community  with  the  means 
of  obtaining  for  his  children  not  only  the 
elements  of  education,  but  such  instruction 
as  would  fit  him  to  pass  to  the  Burgh 
School^  and  thence  to  the  University,  or 
directly  to  the  University  from  the  Parish 
School.  They  observe  at  page  10  of  their 
Report — 

"  The  connection  between  the  Parochial  and 
Burgh  Schools  and  the  University  is  therefore  one 
essential  element  in  our  scheme  of  national  edu- 
cation. The  only  way  in  which  this  element  can 
be  preserved  is  by  insisting  that  the  teachers  in 
every  Burgh  or  Secondary  School,  and  many  of 
the  Parochial  Schools,  should  be  canable  of  in- 
structing their  pupils,  not  only  in  the  subjects 
common  to  all  Primary  Schools,  but  in  the  ele« 
ments  of  Latin,  mathematics,  and  Greek.  To  be 
satisfied  with  any  standard  of  competency  inferior 
to  this  would  be  to  lower  the  character  of  educa- 
tion which  has  hitherto  prevailed  in  this  oountry, 
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to  deprive  meritoriont  pOTerty  of  the  meani  of 
gratifying  a  legitimate  ambition,  and  to  deatroy 
the  link  which  has  hitherto  united  oar  schools 
with  our  Universities,  and  which,  according  to 
universal  consent,  has  proved  of  the  utmost  value 
to  the  people  of  this  country." 

I  do  not  think  that  our  educational  Bystem 
Id  Scotland  will  be  put  on  a  Batisfactory 
footing  until  the  high^Bt  authority  in  mat- 
terB  of  education — that  Ib  to  Bay,  this 
House — thoroughly  accepts  the  sentimentB 
conveyed  in  this  extract.  Of  course  the 
first  thing  to  be  looked  to  is  that  every 
child  in  the  country  shall  hare  an  oppor- 
tunity of  receiving  the  Tory  elements  of 
education — shall  be  put  in  a  position,  that 
18  to  say,  to  be  a  real  human  being,  as 
distinguished  from  a  featherless  biped. 
That  end  would  be  to  a  great  extent  ao- 
eomplished  if  we  passed  the  Bill  which 
the  Commissioners  suggested  last  year.  If 
we  passed  that  Bill,  or  a  Bill  pretty  like  it, 
for  there  are  numbers  of  details  connected 
with  this  subject  which,  for  all  I  care,  may 
be  settled  in  any  one  of  half-a-dozen  ways, 
if  only  something  substantial  is  done  for 
widening  the  area  of  education  and  unde- 
nominationaliting  it.  If  that,  I  say,  were 
done,  the  next  thing  to  be  attended  to  is 
this  excellent  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
missioners about  favouring  by  public  grants 
the  teaching  of  the  higher  branches.  These 
grants  to  the  elementary  schools  should 
be  liberal.  We  are  quite  in  favour  of  the 
thoroughness  of  the  Revised  Code,  and  its 
payments  by  results  properly  estimated. 
We  do  not  want  schoolmaBters  to  slight 
the  lower  part  of  their  work,  under  the 
plea  that  they  are  attending  to  the  higher 
part  of  it;  but  then  we  say  a  good  man 
can  perfectly  attend  to  both,  and  we  will 
not  have  the  narrowness  of  the  Revised 
Code  forced  upon  us.  We  are  not  at  this 
time  of  day  going  to  put  the  ship  about, 
and  go  off  in  a  direction  opposite  to  that 
in  which  we  have  been  sailing  for  three 
centuries.  Now  we  come  to  the  6th  re- 
commendation, with  which  I  entirely  dis- 
agree, and  which  is  as  follows:— 

<*  Excepting  in  these  particulars,  we  do  not  re- 
oommend  that  further  grants  of  public  money 
should  be  made  on  account  of  Burgh  Schools  in 
Scotland,  nor  any  other  alteration  in  their  ma- 
nagement or  superintendence." 

I  think.  Sir,  that  the  Commissioners  have 
left  out  two  most  important  suggestions, 
which  they  ought  to  have  included  in  their 
recommendations,  and  which  are  strongly 
urged  by  their  Assistant  CommisBionerB  at 
page  146  of  their  Report.  The  first  of 
these  is,  that  there  should  be  established 
Ur.  Grant  Duff 


in  partB  of  Scotland  where  the  Burgh  and 
Middle  Class  School  accommodation  is  in- 
sufficient, district  Bchools,  to  which  all 
boys  might  go  when  they  had  passed 
through  the  elementary  school,  if  they 
could  afford  it ;  and  to  which  boys  who 
could  not  afford  it  from  their  own  resources 
might  go  by  the  help  of  small  exhibitions, 
gained  by  competitive  examination  at  the 
elementary  schools.  These  district  schools 
should  give  a  thoroughly  good  education  to 
boys  up  to  sixteen  or  seventeen,  and  should 
have  both  a  classical  Bide  and  a  modem 
side,  so  as  to  prepare  at  once  for  the  Uni- 
versities or  for  active  life.  Without  these 
the  grants  for  advanced  teaching  to  ele- 
mentary schoolmaBters  would  not  be  enough 
— although,  as  I  have  said,  very  valuable. 
I  do  not  want  very  many  of  these  schools 
to  begin  with — four  or  six  in  the  whole 
country,  perhaps,  to  act  as  models;  but 
then  they  should  be  first-rate  of  their  kind, 
as  good,  say,  as  the  Zurich  secondary 
schools,  and  that  means,  as  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  have  seen  these  remarkable  in- 
stitutions will  know,  something  very  good 
indeed.  With  regard  to  the  exhibitions,  I 
think  it  would  be  quite  fair  if  the  Commit- 
tee of  Council  were  only  to  meet  local 
benevolence  half  way.  The  creation  of 
small  exhibitions — bursaries  we  call  them 
— to  support  young  men  at  the  University, 
has  long  been  a  favourite  object  of  Scotch 
benevolence.  We  have  quite  enough  of 
these  for  all  purposes — nay,  some  might 
say,  too  many ;  for  they  are  constantly 
given  away  by  mere  favour,  and  not  as  the 
result  of  competitive  examination.  If  the 
Committee  of  Council  were  to  lead  the 
way,  it  would  soon  find  people  ready  to 
follow  it  on  this  road.  The  7th  and 
last  recommendation  relates  to  the  great 
educational  foundations,  known  in  Scotland 
as  Hospitals,  which  possess  about  £50,000 
a  year;  but  about  them  I  shall  say  no- 
thing,  preferring  to  wait,  in  the  hope  that 
public  opinion,  and  the  opinion  of  those 
connected  with  these  institutions,  will  be 
gradually  led  to  see  means  for  rendering 
them  more  generally  useful  than  they  now 
are,  by  the  educational  discussions  which 
are  sure  to  occupy  a  very  large  share  of 
public  attention  from  1869  onward.  Be- 
fore sitting  down,  I  have  only  to  add  that 
I  have  read  with  great  pleasure  the  inte- 
resting and  remarkable  Report  of  Messrs. 
Harvey  and  Sellar.  Some  controversy  ia 
going  on  in  variouB  parts  of  Scotland  as  to 
the  accuracy  or  inaccuracy  of  various  parts 
of  it.     That  of  course  ib  inevitablei  and 
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the  remit  will  no  doubt  be  to  sift  their 
statementa,  and  enable  each  loealitj  to 
Imoir  the  exact  state  of  affairs.  One  thing 
28  anflBoientlj  clear,  and  that  is,  that  be- 
tween the  Report  to  which  I  am  alluding 
—the  Beport  of  Mr.  Fearon — and  the  Re- 
port of  Messrs.  Demogeot  and  Mantuci,  we 
bare  really  got  as  complete  a  picture  of 
onr  Scotch  secondary  education  as  we  need 
want.  One  word  as  to  the  Report  of  Mr. 
Fearoo.  It  is  an  excellent  Report,  but, 
10  reading  it,  we  should  bear  in  mind  that 
it  was  addressed  for  English  purposes  to 
an  English  Commission.  It  was  intended 
to  show  to  inefficient  masters  of  well-en- 
dowed schools  in  England  how  much  is 
done  with  comparatiToly  slender  appliances 
by  many  schoolmasters  on  the  other  side 
of  the  Tweed.  It  made  me  think  of  the 
Germania  of  Tacitus,  which  was,  we  are 
told,  intended  not  only  to  set  forth  the 
Tirtoea  of  the  barbarians,  but  to  satirize  the 
Yices  of  Rome«  Good  as  it  is,  it  would  do 
positiTe  harm  in  Scotland,  if  it  led  our 
schoolmasters  to  try  themseWes  only  by  an 
English  standard.  Luckily,  it  is  bound  up 
with  Mr.  Arnold's  Report  upon  Foreign 
Schools,  so  that  our  Scotch  schoolmasters 
may  work  out  a  higher  ideal  for  themseWes 
by  the  study  of  his  pages.  Give  the  Burgh 
and  Middle  Class  Schoolmasters  of  Scot- 
Jand  good  pay,  honourable  treatment,  good 
models,  and  the  constant  disinterested  ad- 
▼iee  of  men  whose  abilities  and  profound 
knowledge  of  education  they  cannot  fail 
to  recognise — and  no  others  should  be  ap- 
pointed inspectors — and  you  will  soon  hare 
a  corps  cTelUe  which  will  hold  its  own  with 
any  similar  body  of  men  in  the  world. 

Thx   LORD   ADVOCATE    said,  that 
the  qoestions  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  called   attention  were  of  great 
importance  to  those  interested  in  educa- 
ticm  in  general,  and  in  Scotch  education 
in  particular.     As,  howeTer,  no   measure 
founded  upon  the  Reports  of  the  Commis- 
miers  and  sub-Commissioners  had  been 
atrodoced  this   Session,   and   as  a  great 
deal  of  other  Business  was  now  before  the 
HoQie,  he  wonld  not  enter  into  the  sub- 
y^  It  any  great   length.     The  Reports 
fj^^sentsd  last  year  on  elementary  educa- 
^>M  disclosed  a  state  of  affairs  in  the  urban 
distrieu  with  which   he   should   have  at- 
tempted to  deal  this  Session  had  not  the 
Hoaie  been  so  folly  occupied  with  other 
%<KstioDs.    They  showed,  however,  that  in 
^  nirsl  districts  elementary  education,  so 
^  ss  regarded  quality,   was  in   a  very 
M<«&otory  ooodition,  though  there  might 


be  room  for  some  improvements.  This 
year's  Reports  had  been  presented  on 
secondary  or  middle-class  education,  and 
he  thought  there  was  reason  for  congratu* 
lation  on  its  very  satisfactory  state,  whe- 
ther as  regarded  quality  or  quantity.  One 
in  205  of  the  population  of  Scotland  at- 
tended the  secondary  schools,  exclusive  of 
private  ones,  whereas  in  Prussia,  which 
was  esteemed  the  most  advanced  country 
educationally,  the  attendnnce  was  1  in  249, 
and  in  France  I  in  570.  He  would  not 
state  the  proportion  in  England  for  fear  of 
exciting  sectional  prejudices,  but  secondary 
education  was  certainly  in  a  more  gratify- 
ing position  in  Scotland  than  in  any  other 
country  in  Europe.  It  appeared,  moreover, 
from  the  exhaustive  and  instructive  Re- 
ports of  the  sub-Commissioners  that  71  per 
cent  of  the  teachers  had  received  a  Uni- 
versity education,  36  per  cent  having  gra- 
duated at  Universities.  This  showed  the 
intimate  connection  between  the  Univer- 
sities and  the  secondary  schools.  He  looked 
upon  it  as  a  fact  of  great  importance  that 
I  in  1,000  of  the  population  of  Scotland 
went  to  the  Universities,  whereas  in  Ger- 
many the  proportion  was  1  in  2,600,  and 
in  England  only  1  in  5,800.  Moreover, 
58  per  cent  of  the  students  at  the  Scotch 
Universities  came  from  the  elementary 
schools.  It  was  very  desirable  to  main- 
tain and  strengthen  the  connection  sub- 
sisting between  the  Universities  and  the 
teachers  in  the  elementary  and  secondary 
schools.  The  system  of  education  in  those 
schools  was  very  different  from  the  English 
system,  and  in  any  future  legislation  that 
difference  ought  to  be  kept  in  view,  for  it 
would  not  be  wise  to  assimilate  the  Scotch 
elementary  schools  to  the  English  schools 
as  at  present  constituted.  The*  gross 
estimated  attendance  at  the  secondary 
schools  was  16,000.  The  endowments,  he 
was  sorry  to  say,  were  very  small,  amount- 
ing only  to  about  £3,000  a  year.  The  fees 
were  about  £42,000,  and,  taking  into  ac- 
count the  assistance  given  by  public  bodies, 
the  entire  cost  of  secondary  education  was 
from  £45,000  to  £50.000.  The  average 
cost  per  pupil,  girls  being  included,  was 
£3  lis.  6d.,  a  rate  about  equal  to  that  of 
England  ;  but  in  this  country  there  were 
very  large  endowments,  the  revenues  of 
Eton  and  Winchester  alone  exceeding  the 
entire  receipts  of  the  Scotch  secondary 
schools  and  Universities  put  together.  The 
educational  grants  from  all  public  sources, 
national  and  municipal,  amounted  to  about 
I6s.  for  each  pupil,  whereas  in  France  the 
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amotiDt  was  37s,  and  in  Prossia  41«. — 
namely,  21^.  from  the  State  and  20«.  from 
the  manieipalitj.  Theee  facts  showed  that 
Scotland  was  entitled  to  some  credit  for 
turning  such  narrow  reeonrees  to  the  best 
possible  account.  The  efficiency  of  the 
Scotch  schools  materially  depended  6n  the 
masters,  and  on  the  liberal  edacation  many 
of  them  had  received  at  the  Unitersities. 
To  obtain  that  education  they  underwent, 
he  might  almost  say,  privations;  and  the 
benefits  of  it  were  not  confined  to  them- 
selves, but  were  shared  by  all  with  whom 
they  were  brought  into  contact.  Care 
ought,  therefore,  to  be  taken  n6t  to  dete- 
riorate but  rather  to  improve  their  posi- 
tion. With  regard  to  the  recommenda- 
tions contained  in  the  Reports,  be  could 
not  at  the  present  time  give  any  pledge 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  but  could 
only  indicate  what  steps  ought,  in  his  in- 
dividual opinion,  to  be  taken.  It  had  been 
urged  that  there  should  be  a  retiring  pro- 
vision out  of  the  public  funds  for  teachers 
in  the  secondary  schools,  who,  froUi  old 
age  or  other  circumstances,  became  dis- 
abled. To  that  proposition  he  was  inclined 
to  accede.  But  with  reference  to  the  build- 
ings, he  thought  that  a  more  doubtful 
question.  It  was  a  matter  for  those  in- 
terested in  the  locality  to  attend  to  the 
buildings,  whether  in  the  way  of  erecting 
new  buildings  or  maintaining  old.  There 
was  a  great  deal  to  be  said  for  annual  in> 
spection.  He  thought,  moreover,  that  if 
any  concessions  were  made  on  the  part  of 
the  Oovemment  to  maintain  secondary 
edacation  it  was  but  right  that  there 
should  be  some  Government  supervision, 
in  order  to  insure  that  the  schools  were 
properly  conducted.  He  was  glad  to  see 
that  nearly  80  per  cent  of  those  interested 
in  secondary  education  were  desirous  that 
there  should  be  Government  inspection. 
Then  as  to  supplementary  schools  in  those 
districts  where  the  population  was  very 
sparse,  that  was  a  question  which  deserved 
serious  consideration,  but  with  respect  to 
which  he  would  rather  not  express  a  defi- 
nite opinion  at  present.  With  respect  to 
the  creation  of  exhibitions  he  would  be 
happy  to  see  them  conferred  upon  de- 
serving pupils  in  the  important  schools. 
But  from  his  experience  of  official  life  he 
knew  there  was  a  body  called  the  Trea- 
sury, which  exercised  a  strict  supervision 
over  these  matters,  and  it  would  be  im- 
proper for  him  to  express  any  further  opi- 
nion on  the  subject.  The  only  other  matter 
to  which  he  would  refer  related  to  the 
27t4  Lord  AdvocaU 


Hospitals.  Certainly  whtk  the  fonda  for 
the  support  of  education  in  Scothmd  wtsre 
in  general  very  Htnited,  as  fbr  as  the  hoB« 
pitals  connected  with  Edinburgh  wertt  con- 
cerned there  was  a  superfluity,  or,  in  other 
words,  there  was  upwards  of  £40,000  a 
year  derived  from  foundations,  which  were 
called  in  Scotland  ''mortifieaticms,"  com- 
mencing at  the  time  of  George  Heriot,  the 
goldsmith,  in  the  reign  of  James  I.  of 
England.  Now,  that  was  a  matter  which 
was  really  of  very  great  interest  to  the 
inhabitants  of  Edinburgh.  The  conside- 
ration was  always  forc^  upon  them  th«t 
this  £40,000  a  year  was  not  probably 
employed  in  the  most  beneficial  manner. 
The  children  were  lodged  in  hospitals, 
where  they  acquired  habits,  not  of  luxury, 
but  of  comfort  not  altogether  consistent 
with  the  position  in  life  which  they  might 
afterwards  hold,  and  it  was  a  question 
whether  that  ahnost  monastic  life  was  the 
best  fitted  for  preparrog  young  people  for 
the  world.  The  funds  for  those  founda- 
tions had  increased  very  much  owing  to 
improvement  in  the  property;  but  the  will 
of  the  testators  must  to  a  great  extent  be  . 
respected,  and  it  was  only  where  the  funda 
had  been  increased  very  much  that  th^ 
could  be  applied  to  any  new  purposes.  The 
funds  of  George  Heriot 's  hospital  had  been 
applied  to  the  extent  of  £3,000  or  £4,000 
to  the  support,  not  of  in-door  but  out-door 
pupils,  and  a  great  deal  of  good  had  been 
done  in  that  way.  The  whole  question 
was  one  which  deserved  the  attention  of 
the  public,  and  would  probably  come  be- 
fore that  House.  In  all  other  respects 
Scotland  was  badly  off  for  educational 
funds.  The  people  of  Scotland  contributed 
largely  towards  the  support  of  the  public 
Exchequer,  while  they  did  not  derive  very 
great  benefit  from  the  expenditure  of  the 
public  money.  If,  therefore,  the  Treasury 
should  see  their  way  to  making  conces- 
sions in  the  manner  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  and  recommended  by  the  Com- 
missioners, he  would  be  happy  to  do  any- 
thing in  his  power  towards  that  end.  He 
could  not,  however,  express  himself  very 
definitely  on  a  subject  upon  which  he  had 
not  had  an  opportunity  of  consulting  Her 
Majesty's  Government. 

Colonel  STEES  said,  the  salaries  of 
the  schoolmasters  in  Aberdeenshire  were 
exceedingly  low,  ranging  generally  from 
£40  to  £/0  a  year,  even  with  the  forty- 
five  teachers  who  participated  in  the  Milne 
bequest ;  and  in  November,  1866,  in  forty 
parishes  where  the  teachers  did  not  parti- 
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oipaU  in  the   Milne  beqaest,  tba  maxi- 
aiiiBi  sftlarj  wag  £50  per  annum,  and  the 
miniiBam    waa    £20,   in    the   parish    of 
Culsamond   with  a  population   of    1,165 
•oula !     He  had  presented  a  petitioo  aorae 
years  ago  from    seven  schoolmasters   of 
Aberdeenshire,  ^y^  of  whom  were  Masters 
of  Arts.    Two  of  them  were  receiving  £24 
•  year,   and  yet  they  were  doing  their 
duty  aealoasly,  honestly,  and  ably.     How 
did  they  obtain  the  education  that  enabled 
them  to  fulfil   their  duties  so  well  ?     In 
this  way  :  the  sons  of  small  tradesmen,  or 
small  farmers,  went  to  a  parochial  school ; 
the  naater,  having  obtained  a  University 
education,  was  able  to  teach  them  Latin, 
extending  even  to    ttathematies,   Greek, 
and  French.     They  were  thus  enabled  to 
'go  te  the  University  of    Aberdeen,  and 
eompete    for  bnrsaries  of  £10  or   £20 
per  annum,  and  thus  to  pursue  the  same 
career  as  those  from  whom  they  had  re- 
ceived  their  instruction.     Freos    such   a 
source  eame  men  who  bad  gone  through  a 
most  honourable  career  in  various  parts  of 
the  world.     It  had  been  justly  said  that 
there  was  no  part  of  the  world  in  which 
you  would  not  find  a  Sootohman  ;  and  it 
was  equally  true  that  you  would  generally 
find  him   successful  in    life.      What  was 
that  success  attributed  to  but  to  the  edu- 
eatiun  which  he  had  received  in  early  life 
a(t   his   parochial    school  ?      The   school- 
masters felt  some  alarm   at   the  change 
which  was  about  to  take  place  by  the  sub- 
stitution of  national  for  parochial  schools, 
which  had  existed  for  300  years.     They 
said  that  if  they  were  to  be  controlled  by 
a  central  body  in  Edinburgh,  at  least  they 
should  have  some  representatives  in  that 
body,  and  that  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  rea- 
BOMkble  demand. 

M&.  RAMS  AT  said,  he  hoped  that  next 
Session  the  learned  Lord  Advocate  would 
bring  in  a  Bill  which  would  meet  the  educa- 
tional requirements  of  Scotland.  Though, 
on  the  whole,  the  people  of  Scotland  might 
be  better  educated  than  those  of  England, 
yet  one-tenth  part  of  the  population  in  the 
rural  districts  were  very  imperfectly  edu- 
oated,  the  parochial  schools  being  quite 
inadequate  to  meet  the  wants  o^  these 
parishes.  The  average  pay  of  the  school- 
masters in  the  Highlands  did  not  exceed 
10$,  a  weak. 


CARELESS  USE  OF  LUCIFER  MATCHES: 
OBSBBTATIONS. 

Mb.   HBNNIKER-MAJOR,  who    had 
given  Notice  that  he  would  call  attention 
to  the  danger  arising  to  life  and  property 
form  the  careless  use  of  Lucifer  Matches, 
said,  at  this  late  period  of  the  Session, 
when  he  could  not  hope  to  arrive  at  any 
satisfactory  or  practical  result  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Notice  standing  in  his  name  on 
the  Paper,  he  did  not  think  that  he  would 
be  justified,  although  the  opportunities  of 
doing  so  were  not  very  numerous,  in  pro- 
ceeding with  it,  particularly  when  he  took 
into  consideration  the  large  amount  of  im- 
portant Business  stiH  remaining  to  be  got 
over  :  he  should,  therefore,  withdraw  his 
Notice.  Perhaps,  however,  the  House  would 
allow  him  to  make  a  very  few  remarks,  to 
show  his  reasons  for  bringing  the  matter 
forward.    A  large  number  of  fires,  causing 
Tery  great  damage  to  property,  in  his  own 
and  adjoining  counties,  had  occurred  lately 
from  the  careless  use  of  lucifer  matches. 
This  was  considered  to  be  so  serious  that 
last  year,  at  the  Assizes  in   Suffolk,  the 
Grand  Jury,  of  which   he  was  foreman, 
made  a  Presentment  on  the  subject  ;  it 
was  a  rare  thing  in  that  county  for  a  Pre- 
sentment to  be  made,  but  so  many  cases 
of  arson  came  before  them,  proved  to  have 
arisen  chiefly  from  children  playing  with, 
and  having  easy  access  to,  lucifer  matches, 
that  they  thought  it  right  to  do  so.     The 
number  of  fires  arising   from   the   same 
cause  increased  through  the  winter,  and 
the  case  became  a  still  more  serious  one. 
To  show  tike  amouut  of  damage  done  by 
the  careless   use  of  lucifer   matches,   he 
would   mention  that  the  Norwich   Union 
Fire  Insurance  Office,  which  insures  one- 
seventh  of  the  whole  agricultural  property 
and  farming  stock  in  the  country,  paid  in 
three  years  for  insurances  for  damage  done 
by  133  fires  no  less  than  £13,462,  calcu- 
lating  on   that    basis,   the    amount    paid 
throughout  the  country  by  Insurance  Offi- 
ces for  insured  property  of  this  class  would 
be  £94,234,  for  damage  done  by  931  fires 
caused  entirely  by  the  indiscriminate  sale 
and  use  of  these  articles  ;  and  when  it  was 
considered  what   the  amount  would    pro- 
bably be  on  uninsured  property  not  taken 
into  calculation,  this  was  a  very  serious 
matter  indeed.     In  the  Report  of  the  Evi- 
dence before  a  Select  Committee  of  the 
House  last  year  on   Fire   Protection,  in 
answer  to  a  question  put  as  to  the  amount 
of  the  payments  made  for  inaoranoes  by 
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the  Sun  Fire  Office  for  fires  arising  from 
the  same  cause,  the  gentleman  represent- 
ing that  office  stated  that  they  were  no  less 
than  £10.000  a  year.  He  hoped  he  had 
jnstified  himself  for  haTing  placed  the  No- 
tice on  the  Paper,  and  shown  that  the 
subject  was  an  important  one.  He  would 
put  off  any  further  remarks  to  some  future 
opportunity,  and  would  content  himself 
now  with  the  few  obserTations  he  had 
made.  He  wished  merely  to  press  upon 
the  GoTemment  the  importance  of  the 
question,  with  a  hope  that  they  might  con- 
sider it  with  a  view  to  some  remedy. 

IRELAND— WRITS  OF  ERROR  IN 

CRIMINAL  GASES. 

RESOLUTION, 

Sib  GOLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  he 
rose  to  call  attention  to  the  granting  of 
Writs  of  Error  in  criminal  cases,  and  to 
moTe  a  Resolution  on  the  subject.  It  had 
lately  been  asserted  by  a  Law  Officer  of  the 
Grown  in  Ireland  that  writs  of  error  were 
not  a  matter  of  right  but  a  matter  of  grace. 
In  the  case  of  Mr.  Pigott,  the  proprietor 
of  the  Iruhman  newspaper,  who  was  sen- 
tenced to  tweWe  months'  imprisonment  for 
the  insertion  of  a  seditious  libel  in  that 
journal,  a  petition  signed  by  Gounsel  for  a 
writ  of  error  was  presented  on  the  21  st  of 
ApriL  On  the  13th  of  May — and  he  com- 
plained  of  this  delay — Sir  Thomas  Larcom 
replied  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney 
General,  no  grounds  existed  for  granting 
the  writ.  As  it  was  stated  that  the  reason 
for  this  refusal  was  hecause  no  grounds  of 
error  had  been  assigned  in  the  original 
petition,  another  petition  was  presented  on 
May  28,  and  on  June  5,  the  issue  of  the 
writ  was  again  refused.  A  petition  was 
thereupon  presented  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Pigott 
to  the  Lord  Ghancellor,  and  the  case  was 
ari^ued  before  him,  hut  his  Lordship  de- 
cided that  he  had  nojurisdiction  to  interfere. 
He  did  not  impute  blame  to  the  Attorney 
General,  who  had  acted,  he  believed,  bond 
fide,  though,  as  he  thought,  in  an  un- 
constitutional manner,  in  erroneously  re- 
fusing to  grant  a  writ  of  error  when  it 
was  applied  for  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Pigott; 
but  as  the  matter  was  an  important  one, 
he  felt  it  his  duty  to  bring  it  before 
Parliament.  The  question  whether  writs 
of  error  were  a  matter  of  right  or  of  favour 
did  not  now  for  the  first  time  come  before 
Parliament.  In  the  reign  of  Gharles  I. 
Sir  Thomas  Armstrong  was  indicted  for' 
high  treason,  and  outlawed  ;  he  afterwards 
Mr,  Eonnikor-Ifafor  i 


surrendered  and  was  execoted-the  Attorney 
General  refusing  a  writ  of  error.  In  1689, 
on  the  petition  of  his  widow  and  daughters, 
his  ease  was  brought  before  the  House  of 
Gommons,  which  appointed  a  Gommittee 
of  thirty-five  Members  to  examine  into  the 
circumstances  of  the  ease,  and  also  to  as- 
certain and  state  the  law  as  to  writs  of 
error  in  criminal  cases.  That  Gommittee 
reported  that  the  refusal  of  the  writ  was 
altogether  unlawful,  and  further  that — 

"  A  writ  of  error  for  the  reversal  of  judgment 
in  treason  or  felony  is  the  right  of  ihe  tubjeot,  and 
ought  to  be  granted  at  his  desire,  and  is  not  an 
act  of  grace  or  &voar  which  may  be  denied  or 
granted  at  pleasure." 

The  House  confirmed  the  Report,  and 
expelled  the  Attorney  General  by  a  ma- 
jority of  131  against  71.  This  showed 
with  what  jealousy  Parliament  looked  into 
the  matter  immediately  after  the  Revolu- 
tion. Again,  in  1704,  in  the  reign  of 
Anne,  where,  in  the  Aylesbury  case,  ac- 
tions were  brought  against  the  returning 
officers  for  disallowing  votes,  a  writ  of 
error  was  refused  by  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, and  the  case  came  before  the  House 
of  Lords,  who  took  the  opinion  of  the 
Judges,  with  Ghief  Justice  Holt  at  their 
head,  on  the  point,  and,  after  getting  their 
opinion,  the  Lords  resolved — 

"  That  a  writ  of  error  is  not  a  writ  of  graoe, 
but  of  right,  and  ought  not  to  be  denied  to  the 
subject  when  dulj  applied  for—though  at  the  re* 
quest  of  either  House  of  Parliament — the  denial 
thereof  being  an  obstruction  of  justice,  and  con- 
trary to  Magna  Charta." 

Following  this  up,  the  Lords  presented  an 
Address  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  her  to 
direct  a  writ  of  error  to  issue,  and  in  that 
Address  they  say — 

<*  Whether  writs  of  error  ought  to  be  granted, 
and  what  ought  to  be  done  upon  writs  of  error 
afterwards,  are  very  different  things.  The  only 
matter  under  your  Majesty's  consideration  is, 
whether  in  right  and  justice  the  Petitioners  are 
not  entitled  to  have  writs  of  error  ffranted. 

"  We  are  sure  that  the  House  of  Commons  in 
1689  was  of  opinion  that  a  writ  of  error,  even  In 
cases  of  felony  and  treason,  is  the  right  of  the 
subject,  and  ought  to  be  granted  at  his  desire,  and 
is  not  an  act  of  grace  and  favour  which  may  be 
denied  or  granted  at  pleasure.  So  that,  as  fiir  as 
the  opinion  of  the  House  of  Commons  ought  to 
have  weight  in  such  a  question,  whatever  the  pre- 
sent opinion  of  the  House  is,  they  then  thought  a 
writ  of  error  was  the  right  of  the  subject  in  capi- 
tal cases,  where  only  it  had  been  at  any  time 
doubted  of. 

"  But  that  it  is  a  writ  of  right  in  all  other  oases 
has  been  affirmed  in  the  law  books,  is  verified  by 
the  constant  practice,  and  is  the  opinion  of  aU 
your  present  Judges  except  Mr.  Baron  Price  and 
Mr.  Baron  Smith." 
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And  the  Lords  then  go  on  to  argae  in  the 
strongest  manner  the  justice  and  expe- 
diency of  this  Tiew  of  the  law.  After  this 
Address  was  presented  to  Her  Majesty, 
the  Judges  were  again  summoned,  and 
on  their  opinion  being  laid  before  Her 
Majesty,  she  sent  a  Message  to  the  Lords 
that  she  would  comply  with  their  request; 
but  the  Parliament  having  been  Tory  soon 
after  dissolved,  all  the  proceedings  fell  to 
the  ground.  In  modern  times  the  question 
as  to  the  rights  of  a  writ  of  error  came  be- 
fore Lord  Chancellor  Hart.  In  1828,  the 
Attorney  General  of  Ireland,  refused  to 
grant  his  fiat  for  a  writ  of  error  in  the  case 
of  Radford  Roe,  who  had  been  eonTicted  of 
perjury  and  forgery,  and  the  cursitor  re- 
fused to  issue  it  without  his  fiat,  where- 
npon  an  application  was  made  to  Lord 
Chancellor  Hart,  who  held  that  the  cur- 
sitor  was  bound  to  issue  the  writ.  Under 
those  circumstances,  then,  he  thought  it 
was  a  Tery  unconstitutional  act  for  an  At- 
torney General — especially  in  Ireland — 
to  refuse  to  grant  a  writ  of  error.  He  was 
aware  that  the  dicta  of  some  modern  Eng- 
lish Judges  might  be  quoted  in  favour  of 
the  course  taken  by  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland;  but  it  had  been  held  over  and 
over  again  by  the  earlier  English  Judges 
that  the  writ  of  error  was  a  right,  and  not 
a  matter  of  grace.  Two  modern  cases 
which  came  before  Lord  Campbell  **  Bx 
parte  Newton,"  in  1855,  and  *'  JSx  parU 
Lee,"  in  1858,  will  be  relied  upon.  In 
both  the  Court  decided  it  had  no  juris- 
diction to  interfere  in  the  matter — that 
the  Attorney  General  should  act  on  his  own 
responsibility — and  that  if  the  object  for 
which  the  writ  of  error  was  applied  for  was 
merely  to  raise  an  objection  which  did  not 
affect  the  merits  of  the  case,  then  he 
should  refuse  to  grant  his  ^t— the  right 
to  grant  the  writ  of  error  being  one  of 
the  Prerogatives  of  the  Crown.  It  was  a 
monstrous  doctrine  that  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral—the Prosecutor — was  to  decide  that 
the  ground  on  which  a  writ  of  error  was 
applied  for  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
merits  of  a  case,  land  though  this  doctrine 
had  the  sanction  of  Lord  Campbell,  he 
would  venture  to  say  that  a  more  mon- 
strous doctrine  was  never  laid  down  even 
in  the  worst  times  of  Royal  Preroga- 
tive. He  had  felt  it  his  bounden  duty 
to  bring  forward  this  question,  as  it  was 
decided  by  a  solemn  Resolution  of  this 
House  in  the  reign  of  William  III.  that  the 
issuing  of  a  writ  of  error  was  a  matter  of 
right  and  not  of  grace.     This  doctrme. 


which  was  endorsed  by  ten  out  of  twelve 
Judges  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Anne,  and 
by  the  House  of  Lords  at  that  period,  had 
been  attempted  to  be  over- ridden  by  modern 
English  Judges  who  had  not  studied  the 
Constitutional  Law  so  well  as  they  had  stu- 
died the  Common  Law;  but  he  hoped  this 
House  would  not  sanction  such  an  attempt. 
The  whole  of  our  law  relating  to  appeals  in 
criminal  cases  was  a  disgrace  to  the  country. 
England  was  the  only  country  in  the  world 
without  a  Court  of  Appeal  on  questions  of 
fact  in  criminal  cases.  The  only  appeal 
was  to  the  Home  Secretary,  which  was 
most  unsatisfactory.  It  was  true  that  an 
appeal  might  be  made  on  a  point  of  law, 
but  such  an  appeal  was  only  allowed  to  the 
Court  of  Criminal  appeal  by  consent  of  the 
Judge  who  tried  the  case  or  else  by  writ  of 
error  ;  and  it  was  now  laid  down  that  the 
latter  method  eould  not  be  resorted  to  ex- 
cept by  consent  of  the  Attorney  General. 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had 
acted  against  precedent,  for  in  oases  of 
misdemeanour  especially  the  writ  of  error 
was  always  felt  to  be  a  matter  of  right, 
and  since  the  decision  of  Lord  Chancellor 
Hart  it  had  been  so  considered  in  Ireland. 
If,  however,  the  Attorney  General  refused 
a  writ.  Parliament  was  the  only  power  that 
could  control  him.  He  would  not  go  into 
the  question  whether  Mr.  Pigott  was  juetly 
convicted  or  not,  but  the  fact  remained  that 
the  further  investigation  of  the  case  had 
been  stopped  without  any  appeal,  because 
the  Attorney  General,  who  was  the  prose- 
cutor, had  refused  the  writ  of  error  in 
defiance  of  the  Resolutions  of  Parliament 
and  of  the  law  laid  down  by  the  Judges. 
In  conclusion  he  would  beg  to  move  the 
Resolution  of  which  he  had  given  notice. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  <<That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  hi  order  to  add  the  words 
'Hhis  House  doth  agree  with  the  Resolution 
passed  by  this  House  on  the  19th  day  of  November 
1689,  and  doth  re-afflrm  that  a  Writ  of  Error  for 
the  reversal  of  a  Judgment  in  Misdemeanor, 
Felonj,  or  Treason  is  the  right  of  the  subjeot,  and 
ought  to  be  granted  at  his  desire,  and  is  not  an 
act  of  Grace  or  Favour  which  may  be  denied  or 
granted  at  Pleasure,"— (5tr  Cohnan  (yJLoghUn,) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Wabren):  I  think  it 
would  have  been  more  fair  and  becoming 
on  the  part  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Ba- 
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ronefe  if  he  bad  given  in  the  Notice  which 
he  had  placed  on  the  Paper  lome  intima- 
tion of  an  intention  to  impeach  my  eon- 
daot  on  the  present  occasion.  [Sir  GoLlCAir 
O'LooHLBN  denied  that  he  had  done  so.] 
Mj  conduct  has  certainly  been  impeached, 
for  the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  has  as- 
serted that  the  Attorney  General  has  been 
guilty  of  unreasonable  delay,  and  violated 
the  conatitntional  rule  applicable  to  the 
granting  of  writs  of  erron  The  Resolu- 
tion, however,  contained  nothing  but  an 
allegation  which  I  am  prepared  to  prove 
utterly  unfounded.  I  confess,  however, 
I  cannot  sufficiently  admire  the  inge^ 
nuity  and  bustling  importunity  with  which, 
during  the  present  Session,  the  boa.  and 
learned  Member  for  Clara  had  sought 
opportunities  to  provoke  the  House  to  in- 
terfere in  matters  relating  to  the  Queen 
and  her  Royal  Prerogative.  On  reference 
to  the  Papers  of  the  House,  I  find  that  the 
Prerogative  of  the  Queen  in  connection 
with  the  peerage  of  Ireland  was  the  sub- 
ject of  a  Bill  introduced  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Baronet ;  but  that  measure  was 
brought  to  an  untimely  end  by  the  inter- 
ference of  the  right  hon.  Qentleroan  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  D^;)art* 
ment.  I  also  find  that  a  Motion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Baronet  stood  on  the 
Paper  proposii^g  that  the  House  should 
interfere  as  to  the  Queen's  Prerogative  in 
connection  with  the  title  of  honour  called 
knighthood  —  an  interference  sought  by 
none,  and  repudiated  by  many  of  those  on 
whom  the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  was 
desirous  of  thrusting  the  honour.  Again, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  had  during 
the  present  Session  placed  on  the  table 
Notices  of  Motions  connected  with  the  resi- 
dence of  the  Sovereign,  and  with  regard  to 
the  declarations  which  the  Queen,  as  the 
Protestant  Sovereign  of  a  Protestant  king- 
dom, was  required  to  make.  ["  Question! "] 
I  am  speaking  to  the  question,  as  the  pre- 
sent was  one  of  a  series  of  attacks  i^n 
the  Prerogative  of  the  Crown.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Baronet  had  also  introduced 
a  Motion  proposing  that  the  House  should 
interfere  with  the  Queen  in  a  matter  con- 
nected with  a  charitable  institution.  That 
Motion  met  the  ignominious  defeat  which 
in  my  opinion  it  richly  deserved.  And 
now  the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  has 
made  a  direct  attack  on  the  Royal  Pre- 
rogative ;  for  I  am  in  a  position  to  satisfy 
the  House  that  the  granting  of  writs  of 
error  is  strictly  a  matter  of  Prerpffative. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  hadcom- 
Thd  Attamsy  Qen&ralfor  Ir$Umd 


menoed  by  saying  that  the  present  prsc- 
tioe  was  of  modern  date.  But  whan  the 
subject  was  discussed  recently,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  remarked  that  it  had 
been  thoroughly  investigated,  and  shown 
to  date  back  at  least  as  far  as  the  time 
of  the  Plantagenets.  I  find  it  distinctly  laid 
down  in  two  oases — known  as  "  Crawlers 
case"  and  *'  The  Rioters*  case"— decided 
in  1683  and  1684,  that  in  all  oases,  whe- 
ther of  treason,  felony«  or  misdemeanour, 
the  granting  of  a  fiat  for  a  writ  of  error 
was  a  matter  of  Royal  Prerogative,  and 
that  the  assent  of  the  Sovereign  must  be 
obtained.  As  to  the  case  which  occurred 
in  the  reign  of  Queen  Anne*  ten  out  of 
twelve  Judges  h^  that  the  writ  of  error 
shoukl  be  granted  as  a  matter  of  right  in 
cases  of  misdemeanour  ;  and  that  judg- 
ment was  afterwards  explained  in  the  esse 
of  the  notorious  Wilkes  by  Lord  Mansfield, 
who  laid  it  down  that  even  in  cases  of  mis- 
demeanour the  writ  did  not  issue  as  a 
matter  of  right  unless  sufficient  probable 
grounds  were  shown.  The  universal  prac- 
tice in  L'cland  had  been  to  apply  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  and  he,  ejpercising  the 
Royal  Prerogative,  referred  the  matter  to 
the  Attorney  General.  It  was  granted  in 
cases  of  treason  and  felony  merely  as  a 
matter  of  grace ;  in  cases  of  nMsdemean- 
our,  upon  probable  grounds  of  error  beiug 
shewn  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Attorney 
GeneriU;  and  there  was  no  authority  to 
the  contrary,  except  the  case  decided  by 
Sir  Anthony  Hart,  who  was  not  a  great 
criminal  lawyer,  but  simply  a  master  of 
Equity  practice.  What  would  have  hap- 
pened in  the  case  of  Mr.  Pigott  if  the  law 
had  been  otherwise?  Under  the  recent 
Act  of  Parliament  relating  to  misdemean- 
ours, if  a  writ  of  error  were  issued  the 
prisoner  would  be  discharged  on  bail.  Mr. 
Pigott  could  have  got  a  writ  of  error  as  a 
matter  of  course,  and  been  admitted  to 
bail  pending  the  appeal.  Now,  what  ad- 
vantage would  the  public  have  derived 
from  his  conviction  if,  after  the  lapse  of 
perhaps  two  years,  the  sentence  on  this 
gentleman  was  ratified,  and  he  was  sent 
back  to  prison  ?  Blackstone,  who  wrote 
after  the  Resolution  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Baronet  had  been  passed 
by  the  House  of  Commons,  laid  down  the 
law  thus — 

*' Writs  of  error  to  reverse  judgments  in  case 
of  misdemeanours  are  not  to  be  allowed  of  course 
but  on  sufficient  probable  cause  shown  to  the 
Attorney  General,  and  then  they  are  uadenAood 
to  be  grantable  of  oommon  right,  and  a  dM^ 
jutHtiae.  Bat  writs  of  error  to  reverse  attainders 
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in  Mpiitl  oafM  are  only  allowed  €9  praiid,  and 
not  wiibont  expreu  warrant  under  the  iCinff'a 
aign  manaal,  or  at  least  bj  the  consent  of  the 
Attomej  General." 

That  was  the  law  recognized  by  Lord 
Campbell  and  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench.  In  Lee's  case  Lord 
Campbell  said — 

"  It  Is  part  of  the  Prerogative  of  the  Crown 
that  a  writ  of  error  should  not  issue  except  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  Crown,  testified  bj  the 
flat  of  the  Attorney  General." 

Chief  Justice  Jenris,  and  Lord  Chancellor 
Brewster — who  was  unrifalled  in  his  ex- 
perience of  criminal  law-^all  held  that  that 
was  the  law.  I  apprehend,  therefore,  that 
this  was  the  ancient  and  legal  practice  ; 
and  as  I  was  bound  by  mj  oath  to  adTise 
the  Queen  according  to  law,  I  adTised  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  Her  Majesty's  deputy, 
that  there  were  no  probable  grounds  for 
granting  a  writ  of  etror  in  Mr.  Pigott's 
case.  I  desire  now  to  say  a  few  words  as 
to  my  personal  conduct.  I  was  attending 
to  my  duties  in  the  House  of  Commons 
when  the  application  was  presented  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  in  Ireland  ;  but  in  the 
course  of  two  or  three  days  the  memorial 
was  forwarded.  It  contained  no  allegation 
of  any  error  in  the  record,  nor  had  any 
point  been  raised  at  the  trial  by.Mr.  Heron^ 
who  conducted  the  defence  of  the  prisoner. 
On  receif  ing  the  application,  I  took  time 
to  consider,  and  to  institute  inquiries  about 
the  record.  When  I  refused  my  sanction 
the  parties  immediately  presented  a  peti- 
tion to  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  for 
a  fiat  to  the  writ  of  error,  notwithstanding 
the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General.  When 
the  case  came  on  for  argument  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  without  hearing  counsel  for  the 
Crown,  expressed  a  strong  opinion  against 
the  memorial,  and  upon  my  consent  ordered 
the  petition  to  be  taken  off  the  file  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery.  When  the  second 
petition  was  presented  to  me  as  Attorney 
General,  I,  wishing  to  have  my  own  opi- 
nion strengthened  if  I  was  right,  corrected 
if  I  was  wrong,  directed  that  all  the  papers 
should  be  laid  before  the  Counsel  who  had 
been  engaged  in  the  case,  including  with 
the  Solicitor  General  and  Law  Adyiser, 
Dr.  Ball  and  Mr.  Murphy,  who  were  not 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown.  They  met  in 
consaltation  in  my  absence,  and  arriyed  at 
the  unanimous  opinion  that  there  were  no 
grounds  whaterer  for  a  reversal  of  my 
decision  in  the  case.  Acting  on  the  law 
as  laid  down  by  Lord  Campbell  and  by  the 
Chief  Justice  of  the  Common  Pleas,  I  re- 
fused my  sanction  to  the  prosecution  of  a 


writ  of  error  in  the  matter.  I  may  observe 
that  when  the  matter  came  on  to  be  heard 
before  the  Lord  Chancellor,  Mr.  Butt  did 
not  state  that  the  case  was  a  clear  one  in 
his  favonr,  but  only  that  it  was  an  arguable 
case.  E?ery  one  knew  that  when  a  bar- 
rister only  went  the  length  of  saying  that 
bis  case  was  an  "  argaable  "  one  be  meant 
that,  while  something  might  be  said  in  its 
favour,  the  law  was  against  him.  It  was 
net  OB  light  grottods  that  I  would  refuse 
my  saoctioQ  to  a  writ  of  error.  Only  that 
day  the  Judges  of  England  in  the  case 
of  a  writ  of  error  brought  to  the  House  of 
Lords  on  behalf  of  a  man  named  Muleahy, 
who  had  been  oenTieted  in  Ireland  of  a 
political  offence,  gave  their  opinion  against 
the  first  point  raised  in  Pigott's  memorial. 
For  myself,  I  venture  to  say  that,  in  acting 
as  I  have,  I  acted  according  to  law,  and  in 
the  conscientious  discharge  of  my  manifest 
duty.  If  the  law  was  to  be  chaaffed,  it  must 
be  done,  not  by  one  branch  of  we  Legisla- 
ture, but  by  the  two  branches,  and  the  con- 
sent of  the  Sovereign.  I  hope  that  in  this, 
and  all  sueb  cases,  whoever  may  be  the 
mdiTidual  holding  the  office  which  I  have 
now  the  honour  to  fill,  the  House  of  Com- 
mons will  support  him  in  maintaiaiag  the 
PrerogatiTe  of  the  Crown. 

Mb.  O'BEIRNE  said,  he  had  heard 
with  great  astoaisbment  the  lecture  de- 
livered by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman to  the  lM>n.  and  learned  Member 
for  Clare  (Sir  Colman  O'Logblen)  as  to  his 
course  of  proceeding  in  that  House,  and 
the  Notices  he  had  from  time  to  time 
placed  upon  its  records.  He  (Mr.  O'Beime) 
was  quite  at  a  loss  to  understand  by  what 
right  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  so 
presumed  upon  his  position.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Baronet  had  gained  for  hirosdf  the 
respect  and  regard  of  both  sides  of  the 
House,  and  was  not  open  to  such  remarks 
as  had  been  made.  He  (Mr.  O'Beime)  did 
not  intend  to  treat  this  subject  as  a  matter 
of  law  merely.  He  was  not  disposed  to 
follow  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  by 
whom  the  question  had  been  introduced, 
into  the  pages  of  Blackstone  or  the  long- 
past  Besolutions  of  Parliament.  He  de- 
sired rather  to  look  upon  it  in  a  popular 
point  of  view,  and  to  ask  the  House  to 
consider  what  the  impressions  of  the  public 
must  be  if  such  proceedings  as  those  stated 
by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  were  per^ 
mitted.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that  the 
policy  of  Parliament  had  always  been  to 
proteet  the  accused  against  anvthing  that 
could  bear  the  character  of  bjusticop  and 
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it  was  that  diBposition  that  marked  the 
action  of  the  Legislature  id  the  iostanoes 
which  had  heen  cited  hj  his  learned 
Friend,  and  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  had  given  no  reply  whatever. 
It  was  of  great  importance  that  our  law, 
and,  ahoYO  all,  our  criminal  law,  should  be 
administered  with  the  most  rigid  impar- 
tiality ;  and  it  was  also  of  great  impor- 
tance that  it  should  be  in  its  application 
placed  above  and  beyond  all  suspicion. 
It  was  because  the  refusal  to  grant  a 
writ  of  error,  in  such  a  case  as  that  of 
Mr.  Pigott,  was  calculated  to  oast  some 
doubt  upon  the  administration  of  that 
law,  that  the  consideration  of  the  Motion 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  of  such 
moment.  Surely  if  a  doubt  existed  this 
was  a  case  where  the  legal  discretion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  have  been  well 
used  in  favour  of  the  prisoner — where  the 
rules  springing  from  principles  and  prece- 
dents might  well  be  stretched  a  little  if 
such  were  necessary.  He  (Mr.  O'Beirne) 
was  not  anxious  to  impute  unworthy  or 
prejudiced  motives  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, whose  duty  most,  or  certainly 
ought  to  have  been  very  distasteful  to  him. 
Nor  did  he  desire  to  call  in  question  the 
conduct  of  the  prosecution,  the  evidence 
brought  forward,  or  the  result  of  the  trial. 
What  he  desired  to  impress  upon  the 
House  was  this — that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  the  leader  against  the  prisoner; 
that  when  the  verdict  was  obtained  he  was 
the  judge — the  irresponsible  judge— as  to 
whether  there  should  be  an  appeal  by  writ 
of  error  from  that  verdict,  and  that  he  re- 
fused to  permit  any  such  appeal.  He  (Mr. 
O'Beirne)  now  stated  broadly,  and  he  called 
upon  the  occupants  of  the  opposite  Bench 
to  contradict  him  if  he  was  mistaken,  that 
this  was  the  first  instance  in  which  a  writ 
of  error  was  refused  in  Ireland  in  the  case 
of  a  misdemeanour.  Was  this  so  or  not  ? 
if  it  was  so,  he  must  say  he  considered  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  taking  upon  him- 
self to  refuse  it,  acted  illegally  and  uncon- 
stitutionally^ and  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen)  discharged 
a  proper  duty  in  bringing  forward  the  sub- 
ject for  the  consideration  of  this  House. 
The  noble  Earl  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  would  remember  the  celebrated 
ease  of  Mr.  O'Connell  and  his  friends  who 
were  prosecuted  some  twenty  years  ago 
for  an  offence  falling  within  the  same 
category.  Then  a  writ  of  error  was 
brought  and  the  conviction  was  annulled. 
There  was  no  hesitation  upon  that  ocoa- 
Mr.  (yBwme 


sion  to  grant  the  writ.    Sioee  then  the 
feeling  of  the  Legislature  had  been  shown 
by  an  Act  which  passed,  providing  tbst 
when  a  writ  of  error  was  brought  the  pri- 
soner should  be  immediately  admitted  to 
bail.     This  was  manifestly  for  the  purpose 
of  protecting  him  from  any  injustice,  tbe 
bail  being  bound  to  deliver  him  up  to  the 
authorities  to  fulfil  his  sentence  in  omq 
judgment  in  error  pronounced  against  him. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  bis  remtrks 
relied  upon  the  fact  that  no  oausee  of  error 
were  stated  by  Mr.  Pigott  in  his  memorial. 
This  he  (Mr.  O'Beirne)  apprehended  was  a 
mistake,  as  on  looking  to  the  memorial  be 
(Mr.  O'Beirne)  found  six  points  of  error 
very  dearly,  as  he  thought,  stated  and  cer- 
tified by  the  three  learned  counsel  who  bid 
charge  of  the  defence. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  m 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Wabrbk):  The  bon. 
Member  was  under  a  misappreheoMon— 
the  points  of  error  alluded  to  were  in  the 
second  memorial.  He  (the  Attoroej  Ge- 
neral) had  alluded  to  the  first  memorial. 

Mr.  O'BEIRNE  :  It  seemed  to  him  that 
the  fact  of  the  second  memorial  made  ibe 
case  only  the  stronger  against  the  course 
adopted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who, 
having  refused  the   first  application,  bad 
been    by  the   second   afforded  a  further 
opportunity  to   consider   the   matter,  and 
then  repeated  his  refusal.     As  to  the  cir- 
cumstance to  which  he  had  also  referred, 
and  upon  which  he  seemed  to  rely,  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  had,  in  giving 
his  judgment,  expressed  a  strong  opinion 
on  the  case,  he  (Mr.  O'Beirne)  could  not 
attach  any  importance  to  such  a  statement} 
as  the  point  for  his  Lordship's  decision 
manifestly  was  whether  he  had  jurisdiction 
or  not,  and  the  judgment  merely  ruled  that 
no  such  jurisdiction  existed.      The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  also  relied  upon  the  fact 
that  granting  a  writ  of  error  was  a  Pre- 
rogative of  the  Crown,  and  that  he  wai 
bound  by  his  oath  to  advise  Her  Majesty 
according  to  law.     Now,  this  seemed  to  be 
rather  a  singular  statement,  lio  doubt  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman   meant  to  aaj 
was  that  he  was  bound  to  advise  Her  Ua- 
jesty  according  to  the  law  as  he  believed  it 
to  be.     An  oath  of  any  other  nature  would 
be  rather  an  unusual  one.     But  there  wafl 
nothing  to  satisfy  the  public  or  the  Houai 
that  because  the  right  hon.  Qentiemaii  tool 
this  oath  he  was   not   open   to  mistakes 
Certainly,  it  was  now  of  the  utmost  momeni 
that  the  House  should  express  an  opinioi 
upon  this  question.     If  the  law  was  to  b 
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eooBidered  to  jaitify  the  refosal  to  aUow  an 
appeal  merely  upon  the  irreBponsible  diotum 
of  the  Attorney  General — himself  probably^ 
as  in  this  ease,  the  proseoutor,  and  answer- 
able for  the  error  committed — it  shoald  be 
at  once  openly  so  declared.  Once  it  was 
clearly  ascertained  and  known  that  a  power 
BO  dangerous  wbb  authorized  by  law  the 
Legislature  would  speedily  adopt  effectife 
measures  to  protect  Her  Majesty's  subjects 
from  so  great  an  injustice. 
The    attorney    GENERAL    ex- 

I)ressed  his  surprise  that  the  hon.  and 
earned  Baronet  should  ask  the  House  of 
Commons  to  pass  a  Resolution  of  a  most 
extraordinary  character  merely  because 
Resolutions  of  a  similar  nature  had  been 
passed  in  the  reign  of  William  IIL,  laying 
down  as  a  constitutional  practice  what  the 
Courts  of  Law  had  ever  since  consistently 
denied.  There  were  few  things  in  the 
law  which  could  not  be  contradicted  by  an 
ingenious  advocate ;  but.  as  far  as  legal 
authorities  could  establish  a  principle,  it 
hsd  been  laid  down  beyond  all  dispute  and 
question  that  in  cases  of  treason  and  felony 
the  grant  of  a  writ  of  error  was  not  ex 
dehUo  juttiticB,  but  simply  ex  gnxM  by 
the  Crown  ;  and  according  to  modern  prac- 
tice it  was  the  duty— add  by  no  means  an 
agreeable  one  —  of  the  Attorney  General 
to  determine  whether  there  was  such  a  case 
in  the  face  of  the  petition,  or  appearing 
from  the  papers,  as  to  induce  him  to  say 
that  the  writ  of  error  ought  to  issue.  The 
duty  of  the  Attorney  General  was  two- 
fold  :  to  see  that  the  writ  was  not  with- 
held if  proper  and  sufficient  grounds  were 
advanced,  and  on  the  other  hand  not  to 
allow  the  writ  to  be  issued  upon  insufficient 
or  purely  frivolous  grounds.  In  the  case 
of  misdemeanour  there  was  this  distinction, 
as  the  law  had  been  laid  down,  that  the 
Law  Officer  ought  not  to  advise  the  Crown 
to  refuse  the  writ  in  any  case  where  there 
was  a  probability  that  it  might  be  suc- 
cessful. He  did  not  propose  to  argue  be- 
fore the  House  of  Commons  a  question 
which  might  be  argued  for  days  and  days 
hefore  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  and  he 
was  not  about  to  canvass,  as  other  Members 
appeared  to  have  done,  the  motives  which 
induced  his  right  hon.  Friend  to  return  the 
answer  which  he  gave  ;  but  dealing  simply 
with  the  Motion  put  before  the  House,  and 
advising  them  to  the  best  of  his  ability 
upon  the  subject,  he  ventured  to  suggest 
that  they  should  come  to  no  such  Resolu- 
tion as  that  which  was  proposed.  Its  only 
effect  could  be  to  mis-Btate  the  law  ;  and 
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even  if  such  a  statement  were  put  forward 
it  would  have  no  binding  effect  upon  the 
Judges  or  Courts  of  this  country.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  seemed  to  have  mis- 
understood the  question,  which  was  not 
decided  without  long  consideration,  the 
learned  counsel  having  asked  for  time  to 
prepare,  and,  having  investigated  the 
authorities  and  found  what  he  could,  the 
judgment  of  the  Court  was  still  against 
him.  That  learned  Judge,  Lord  Campbell, 
while  clearly  laying  down  the  principle 
upon  which  alone  the  writ  ought  to  issue, 
said  that  the  decision  of  the  Attorney 
General  was  in  the  nature  of  a  judicial 
function,  in  which  he  had  a  duty  to  per- 
form towards  the  people  at  large,  and  also 
towards  the  Court.-  If  he  decided  im- 
properly or  corruptly,  the  Attorney  General 
might  be  made  responsible  in  Parliament 
and  dismissed  by  the  Crown,  but  the  Court 
had  no  power  to  review  his  decision.  Mr. 
Justice  Erie,  afterwards  Chief  Justice  of 
the  Common  Pleas,  and  one  of  the  most 
eminent  Judges  that  in  modern  times 
adorned  the  Bench,  after  stating  that  it 
waa  the  duty  of  the  Attorney  General  in 
csBOB  of  misdemeanour  to  grant  his  fiat  for 
a  reasonable  cause,  said  that  it  was  equally 
his  duty  to  refuse  it  if  there  was  no  rea- 
sonable cause,  and  generously  added  an 
expression  of  his  own  opinion  in  the  follow- 
ing words  :— 

<*  If  the  Attorney  General  wished  for  his  private 
iati«raotion  to  know  how,  iopposing  this  Oonrt  bad 
the  sapreme  jarisdiction  which  he  possesses,  we 
shoald  have  exercised  the  jarisdiction,  I,  for  one, 
have  DO  objection  to  say  that  I  should  have  done 
as  he  did,  and  have  refused  the  writ." 

If,  then,  modem  authorities  and  ancient 
practice  concurred,  he  wished  to  know 
upon  what  ground  the  House  could  now 
be  asked  to  affirm  a  totally  different  prin- 
ciple ?  The  practice  and  the  reasons  for 
it  were  to  be  found  in  books  so  old  that 
probably  their  names  were  unfamiliar  to 
Members  of  that  House — in  Fortezoue^  in 
8alkeldf  Borroughi,  and  other  writers ; 
and  these  all  concurred  in  declaring  that 
in  cases  of  treason  and  felony  the  issue  of 
a  writ  of  error  was  ex  gratidy  and  not  ex 
debitojuitUicB,  and  in  misdemeanour  only  on 
probable  cause  shown.  The  Judges,  more- 
over, had  declared  in  the  strongest  manner - 
that  the  recommendation  rested  with  the 
Attorney  General,  and  that  they  had  no 
power  to  reverse  the  decision. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  he 
would  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wUhdrawn. 
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N4.Vy— NAVAL   MEDALS. 
OBSERYATIOHS. 

Captain  MACKINNON  taid,  he  rote 
to  call  th«  attention  of  the  Hoase  to  the 
•erTioee  of  Offioere,  Seamen,  and  Marinee 
of  Her  Majesty's  Navy,  who  had  »ot  re<- 
eei?e  deoorations  in  acoordanee  with  Ad- 
Mtralty  Cireulars  of  Jnne,  1847,  1848, 
and  1858,  which  awarded  medals  to  aur- 
yivors  in  aotieos  sinoe  1793,  a  period  Ofor 
fifty  years ;  and  to  ask,  whether  Honorary 
Rewards,  as  understood  hy  ahoTO  Circulars, 
for  Gallant  Seryioes  are  to  he  discontinued? 
The  manner  in  which  all  such  rewards  in  the 
Royal  Na?y  had  heen  hestowed  during  the 
last  thirty  years,  had  gone  far  to  destroy 
the  value  which  they  eeght  to  possets. 
This  was  especially  the  case  in  the  Syrian, 
China,  and  Russian  Wars,  where  many  re- 
ceifed  them  without  heing  under  fire,  or 
even  within  hearing  of  any  engagement, 
really  gallant  serYices,  meanwhile  of  Ta- 
rious  kinds,  having  been  passed  ofcr  without 
any  recognition.  The  Admiralty,  upon  the 
7th  of  June,  1847,  issued  a  circular  with 
reference  to  the  granting  of  medals,  and 
had  this  rule  been  fairly  carried  out  great 
heartburnings  and  dissatisfaction  would 
have  been  prevented.  But  in  the  wars 
which  followed  there  were  exanples  of  two 
medals  being  worn,  for  the  Black  Sea  and 
Baltic,  the  wearer  of  which  might  never 
have  been  under  fire,  and  thousands  of 
men  in  the  transport  service  and  in  block- 
ading ships  received  this  medal  who  had 
neyer  been  within  sound  of  an  enemy's 
gun.  There  would  have  been  no  injustice 
in  excluding  ships  not  actually  engaged,  as 
no  medals  were  given  in  the  long  war  with 
France  for  blockading  or  transport  service. 
Even  the  ships  of  Nelson's  fleet  who  were 
absent  while  the  battle  of  Trafi^lgar  was 
fought,  bat  returned  in  time  to  assist  the 
disabled  ships,  did  not  receive  the  Trafalgar 
clasp.  But  the  unfairness  of  the  present 
system  would  be  shown  when  compared 
with  gallant  actions  for  which  no  medal 
had  ever  been  given,  although  the  deeds 
themselves  were  well  known  and  appre- 
ciated in  naval  history.  Take,  for  in- 
stance, such  casea  as  the  attack  on  the 
pirate  schooner  Zaragorana  by  Captain 
Walcott,  with  boats  of  the  Tyne,  on  the 
3l8t  of  March.  1823.  This  notorious 
pirate,  who  hoisted  the  black  flag,  and 
would  neither  give  nor  take  quarter,  was 
chased  into  a  narrow  creek  off  Baracoa,  in 
the  West  Indies.  Moored  head  and  stem, 
with  broadside  spmng  to  oppose,  she  yet 
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was  carried  wrdi  great  gaHantrj  against 
double  the  nvmber  of  the  assailants.  Or 
take  the  two  actions  of  Lien  tenant  Ramsay, 
oomaianding  the  Bhck  Joke  tender,  in 
one  of  which,  aft»  a  desperate  and  eontt- 
nuous  fight  of  seme  hours,  he  captored 
the  Mmiterito,  with  five  guns  and  seventy- 
seven  men,  more  than  double  the  force  of 
the  Bktck  Joke. 

Notice  taken  that  Forty  Members  are 
not  present  :**oHouse  counted  ;  and  Forty 
Members  being  found  present— 

Captain  MACKINNON  resuming,  said, 
he  would  not  occupy  the  attention  of  the 
House  long.  He  did  not  press  for  en  im* 
mediate  reply  from  the  Government,  but 
would  rest  satisfied  with  a  promise  tbe(  the 
matter  should  be  attended  to. 

Lord  HENRY  liENNO^  said,  that 
in  the  absence  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  he  was 
unable  to  give  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
a  definite  Answer  (o  the  inquiry  he  had 
addressed  to  the  Government  respecting 
navfkl  decorations ;  but  he  would  do  so  on 
Tueaday  if  the  Question  were  repeated. 
The  sulyect  was  one  which  had  engaged 
the  attention  pf  several  Boards  of  Admi- 
ralty, and  he  would  not  fail  to  bring  the 
matter  under  the  notice  of  the  present 
Board. 

l^ain  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  agreed  tQ. 


S^PPLT— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

SUPPLT — oofiHciarMi  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

*'  That  a  lum,  not  ezoeeding  £87,615,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  oomplete  the  lum  neeesiary  to 
defray  the  Charge  wMoh  will  come  in  ooarte  of 
payment  dc^ring  the  year  ending  on  the  81  tt  day 
of  Maroh  1800,  for  the  Establishments  of  China, 
Japan,  and  Siam." 

Mr.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  moved  that 
the  Chairman  report  Progress.  He  was 
not  a  very  young  Member  of  the  House, 
but  he  had  never  ^een  anything  so  extra- 
ordinary as  what  had  just  occurred.  He 
bad  waited  from  nine  o'clock  until  twenty 
minutes  to  twelve  to  hear  Mr.  Speaker 
call  upon  him,  in  accordance  with  what 
he  submitted  was  the  custom  of  the  House* 
He  supposed  that  Ifr.  Speaker  was  putting 
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the  Moikm  of  the  kM.  mmI  giJUnt  Member 
(Ci^^taiB  Meekinnoii),  aod  he  did  not  lor  a 
oiemenl  Boppoee  that  .the  Question  being 
pnt  was  whether  the  House  should  go  into 
Committee  of  Supply.  The  custom  of  (be 
House  was  that  the  fairest  chance  should 
be  giTen  to  all  hon.  Members,  on  whatever 
side  of  the  House  they  sat;  and  he  really 
felt  inclined  to  doubt  whether  he  could  be 
awake*  the  scene  that  had  just  passed  was 
of  ao  uBUBual  a  character.  To  say  the 
least,  it  was  very  sharp  practiee. 

Motion  made,  and  Questiea  proposed, 
''  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leaye  to  sit  again."— (1ft*.  B§nry 
B.  Shsridm,) 

Mk.  GATHORNE  HARDT  said,  he  was 
greatly  surprised  at  the  course  taken  by 
hen.  Members.  In  the  first  place,  an  hon, 
and  gallant  Member  was  simply  oaUing 
attention  to  a  subject,  and  no  Motion  was 
before  the  House  except  that  the  Speaker 
leate  the  Chair.  The  Speaker  waited 
some  time,  and  then  put  the  Question  most 
distinctly  that  he  should  lea?e  the  Chair, 
which  was  carried,  for  no  one  objected  to 
it,  and  he  left  the  Chair  in  the  ordinary 
course. 

CoLOinas  FRENCH  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  h^d  not  giYcn  a  Tcry  ac- 
curate description  of  what  had  passed. 
The  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Henry 
Lennox)  was  in  couYersation  with  Mr. 
Speaker  at  the  close  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  gaQant  Member  (Captain  Mackinnon); 
but  it  was  impossible  for  the  House  to 
know  the  nature  of  the  confersation,  and 
he  thought  that  at  least  Mr.  Speaker  had 
taken  hon.  Members  by  surprise;  he  thought 
that  the  hon.  Members  whose  names  were 
on  the  Paper  ought  to  hafo  been  called  on 
before  the  Question  was  put.  Without  any 
notice  or  undwstanding  of  what  course  Mr. 
Speaker  was  about  to  take,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  left  the  Chair,  although  he 
called  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  attention 
when  he  was  on  the  step  of  the  Chair.  He 
thought  there  ought  to  be  an  understanding 
between  hon.  Members  and  the  right  hon. 
Gendeman. 

Ma.  DISRABLI  said,  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  (Colo- 
nel French)  was  mistaken  in  his  recol- 
lection. So  far  as  his  (Mr.  Disraeli's) 
experience  went — and  it  was  not  incon- 
siderable —  the  Speaker  had  followed 
the  usual  course.  It  hsd  never  been  the 
practice  to  call  the  names  of  Members 


who  hftd  gi?en  Notice  of  Amendments  on 
going  into  Supply.  He  should,  howcTcr, 
be  happy  to  give  any  assistanoe  in  his 
power  to  enable  Members  who  considered 
themselves  aggrieved  to  bring  forward  their 
Motions  on  an  early  day.  When  he  looked 
at  the  Paper  he  did  not  see  that  any 
serious  injury  had  been  done  to  any  hon. 
Gentleman ;  but  even  if  so,  it  had  been  by 
his  own  inadvertence.  There  were  two  or 
three  Notices  on  the  Paper  which  took 
precedence  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman's — one  rekting  to  the  Royal 
Irish  Academy,  which  was  a  very  fertile 
subject,  and  after  tliat  a  Motion  on  the 
subject  of  the  Privy  Council  and  the  im- 
portation of  foreign  cattle.  These  would 
have  ooonpied  ^  available  time  of  the 
House  if  they  had  come  on,  so  that  he  had 
sustained  no  injury  whatever,  even  if  the 
Speaker  had  waited  until  it  came  to  his 
turn.  His  Question  was,  moreover,  ad- 
dressed to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  aa  his  right  hon.  Friend  was  absent, 
and  the  Question  was  one  which  he  alone 
could  answer,  the  Government  would  have 
been  obliged  to  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  to  postpone  his 
Question.  He  felt  certain  it  would  not  be 
his  wish  to  obstruct  the  progress  of  Public 
Business.  The  hen.  Member  for  Dudley 
(Mr.  H.  B.  Sheridan)  would  also  have  had 
BO  opportunity  of  bringing  forward  his  Mo- 
tion if  those  before  him  on  the  Paper  had 
been  called  upon.  He  trusted  he  would 
withdraw  his  Motion,  because  if  Progress 
were  reported  it  would  not  furnish  the 
hon.  Gentleman  with  any  remedy,  or  en- 
able him  to  bring  forward  the  subject  of  his 
Notice. 

Mr.  OTWAT  said,  that  though  he  was 
inconvenienced  by  what  had  occurred,  yet 
he  was  perfectly  willing  to  submit  with 
good  humour.  There  was,  however,  no 
opportunity,  except  on  Fridays,  for  private 
Members  to  bring  any  matter  under  the  at- 
tention of  the  House,  Tuesdays  having  now 
been  taken  from  them,  so  that  they  had 
only  three  more  nights  this  Session.  He 
must  say  that  the  Speaker  distinctly  put 
the  Question  that  he  should  leave  the 
Chair,  and  he  (Mr.  Otway)  remained  quiet, 
thinking  that  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  (Colonel  French)  was  about  to 
rise.  The  Prime  Minister  was  willing  to 
give  every  facility  he  could  to  private 
Members  to  bring  on  their  Business,  and 
therefore  he  would  make  the  small  return 
of  offering  no  obstruction  to  the  progress  of 
Public  Business. 
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Me.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  that 
on  Taesdajs  every  Motion  was  a  •ubatan- 
ti?e  Motion  put  from  the  Ghair»  and  the 
practice  was  for  the  Speaker  to  call  npon 
every  Member  to  make  his  Motion.  But 
on  Friday  there  was  technically  only  one 
Motion,  and  the  various  Notices  were  merely 
Amendments  to  the  Motion  that  the  Speaker 
do  leave  the  Chair.  It  was  then  **  each 
man  for  himself." 

Mb.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  said,  he  had 
erroneously  expected  that  Mr.  Speaker 
would  have  called  upon  each  Member  hav- 
ing Notices  on  the  Paper. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

COLOKBL  SYEES  lamented  that  he  had 
to  address  the  House  at  that  late  hour  (a 
few  minutes  to  twelve  o'clock),  when,  after 
a  lengthened  sitting,  he  could  not  hope  to 
command  its  attention.  Time  was  when 
Mr.  Brotherton  used  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  at  midnight,  and  it 
would  be  well  for  the  interests  of  the  coun- 
try if  the  practice  were  resumed,  particu- 
larly on  nights  when  Estimates  were  pro- 
posed. He  would  prefer  postponing  his  Mo- 
tion ;  but,  if  the  House  wished  it,  he  would 
proceed  !  [''  Go  on."]  Well,  then,  he  rose 
to  move  that  the  salary  of  the  Envoy  and 
Chief  Superintendent  at  Pekin  be  put  on 
the  same  footing  as  that  of  the  Envoy  Extra- 
ordinary and  Minister  Plenipotentiary  and 
Consul  General  in  Japan,  and  said  he  should 
lament  exceedingly  if  it  were  thought  that 
in  making  this  Motion  he  desired  to  depre- 
ciate the  services  of  Sir  Rutherford  Alcock, 
our  Envoy  in  Pekin.  The  votes  for  diplo- 
matic salaries  had  gone  on  increasing  year 
by  year.  There  was  a  net  increase  of 
£16,632  this  year  for  the  diplomatic  ser- 
vice of  China,  Japan,  and  Siam,  the  total 
amount  being  £100,983  last  year  and 
£117,615  for  the  coming  year.  Colonel 
Crossman  had  moreover  reported  in  favour 
of  building  houses  for  the  diplomatic,  judi- 
cial, and  consular  services  at  an  expense  of 
£171,402,  and  there  was  in  addition  a  sum 
of  £7,500  to  be  asked  for  the  purchase  of  a 
wharf  for  the  Admiralty  at  Shanghai.  He 
contended  that  the  salary  of  £6,000  per 
annum  was  now  disproportionate  to  the 
duties  of  the  Envoy.  There  was  no  such 
thing  as  an  Executive  Government  in  China. 
The  Emperor  was  a  boy  of  twelve  years  of 
age,  in  the  guidance  of  two  women — the 
widows  of  the  last  Emperor — the  provinces 
were  in  the  hands  of  viceroys  who  had 
enough  to  do  to  hold  their  own  against 
Mr.  Oiway 


rebellions  which  existed  in  many  of  the 
viceroyalties,  and  the  viceroys  either 
could  not  obey  or .  slighted  the  mandates 
from  Pekin,  where  the  authority  was  so 
feeble  that  it  could  not  guarantee  the 
safety  of  its  Ambassador  to  Europe— Mr. 
Burlinghame,  on  his  short  journey  from 
Pekin  to  Tien-Tsin — rebels,  even  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  capital,  rendering  the  roads 
dangerous,  and  Mr.  Burlinghame  was  only 
enabled  to  reach  Tien-Tsin  by  the  aid  of 
British  sailors.  Under  such  circumstances, 
the  position  of  Sir  Rutherford  Alcock  was 
most  undignified,  for  he  was  accredited  to 
an  impotent  Government  which  could  not 
fulfil  any  engagements  it  might  enter  into 
with  him.  The  treaty  of  Tien-Tsin,  for 
example,  contained  clauses  respecting  tran- 
sit duties,  of  vital  importance  to  the  fo- 
reign trader,  which  were  violated  by  the 
local  Mandarins ;  and  the  remonstrances 
of  our  Minister  were  wholly  without  effect. 
The  salary  of  our  Envoy  and  Chief  Super- 
intendent at  Pekin  was  £6,000,  which  was 
a  large  sum  compared  with  the  salaries 
and  allowances  of  our  Envoys  and  diplo- 
matic agents  in  different  parts  of  the  world. 
Sir  Henry  Parkes,  our  Envoy  Extraordi- 
nary in  Japan,  whose  life  was  daily  exposed 
to  the  utmost  risk  from  the  fanaticism  of 
the  Japanese  people,  and  whose  labours 
were  ceaseless,  received  only  £4,000  a  year. 
In  conclusion,  while  entertaining  the  high- 
est respect  for  Sir  Rutherford  Alcock,  he 
felt  it  his  duty,  in  the  interest  of  the 
British  taxpayer,  to  move  that  the  Minis- 
ter's salary  be  reduced  from  £6,000  to 
£4,000  per  annum. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  the  item  of  £6,000,  for  the  Envoy  and 
Chief  Superintendent  in  Obina,  be  reduced  bj  the 
sam  of  £2,000."— (Col<mtf{  8yk€9.) 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  he  could  hardly 
think  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was 
in  earnest  in  making  that  proposition. 
[Colonel  Stkes  :  Quite.]  Nobody  under- 
stood Chinese  affairs  better  than  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  ;  but  when  he  urged 
that  the  salaries  of  our  Ministers  at  Pekin 
and  in  Japan  should  be  the  same,  he  for- 
got that  our  commercial  interest  was  ex- 
actly ten  times  greater  in  China  than  it 
was  in  Japan.  That  was  one  ground  of 
the  difference  between  the  salaries  of  the 
two  Ministers.  Again,  China  was  a  very 
distant  country,  and  every  article  of  Euro- 
pean comfort  was  very  expensive  at  Pekin, 
where  there  were  no  hotels,  and  they  could 
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not  expect  to  get  service  there  at  the  Mme 
price  as  in  Europe.  Our  countrymen  natu- 
rally looked  to  the  Envoy  for  hospitality. 
As  to  the  weakness  of  the  Chinese  Go- 
vernment, with  that  we  had  nothing  to  do. 
If  the  Taepings  got  the  upper  hand — which 
they  had  not  done  and  did  not  seem  likely 
to  do — we  should  recognise  them  as  the  de 
facto  Government.  With  regard  to  the 
execution  of  the  treaty  of  Tien-Tsin  there 
was  a  Minister  from  the  Court  of  Pekin 
accredited  to  Europe  to  take  that  question 
into  consideration.  That,  therefore,  was 
no  reason  for  diminishing  the  salary  of  our 
Mmister  in  China  :  £6,000  a  year  was 
not  an  unreasonable  sum  to  pay  the  person 
who  at  the  other  end  of  the  world  was 
charged  with  commercial  interests  involving 
£60,000,000  or  £70,000,000,  and  which 
were  rapidly  increasing. 

Mb.  Alderman  LUSE  said,  the  mission 
appeared  to  be  altogether  one  of  a  very 
expensive  character.  He  objected  to  the 
largeness  of  the  Vote,  and  still  more  to  its 
increase  year  after  year.  £172,000  was 
a  heavy  sum  per  annum  to  pay  for  China. 
There  were  abundance  of  Scotchmen 
in  China  seeking  situations,  and  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  in  finding  men  at 
less  salaries  than  were  now  paid. 

Mb.  LABOUCKERE  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  would  not  press 
his  Amendment  to  a  division.  The  sum 
was  by  no  means  too  great  for  a 
in  China. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

CoLOiTEL  SYEES  then  moved  that  the 
Vote  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £500,  the 
salary  of  the  Vice  Consul  at  Taku.  The 
place,  he  said,  consisted  of  a  little  more 
than  a  mud  shore  and  a  few  huts,  and  lite- 
rally contained  no  house  in  which  an  Euro- 
pean gentleman  could  reside.  There  were 
three  Consuls  at  Tien-Tsin,  and  a  Yice- 
Consul  at  Taku.  The  three  former  were 
absent,  and  the  work  of  the  four  had  to  be 
done  by  the  Vice  Consul  at  Taku.  The 
serfices  of  the  latter  could  very  well  be 
dispensed  with. 

LoBD  STANLEY  pointed  out  that  Taku 
was  the  port  of  Tien-Tsin,  and  that  the  last 
Returns  showed  that  ninety-two  British 
ships  had  been  cleared  and  ninety-one 
entered  there.  The  trade,  which  was  a 
growing  trade,  was  only  just  beginning  to  be 
developed,  and  a  salary  of  £500  a  year  to 
the  person  who  looked,  after  our  interests 

YOL.  CXCIUt  [xaoD  sbbus.] 


at  Taku  was,  under  the  circumstances,  he 
thought,  not  too  much. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  **  That  the 
Item  of  £500,  for  Salary  of  the  Vice 
Consul  at  Taku,  be  omitted  from  the 
proposed  Vote,"  —  {Colonel  8ykes,)'—^fit, 
and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**  That  a  ram,  not  ezoeeding  £36,814,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary 
to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  March  1869,  for  the  Extraordinary  Expenses  of 
Her  Majesty's  Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad." 

Mr.  Aldebman  LUSE  objected  to  the 
payment  of  sums  of  money  to  Noblemen 
for  going  to  Russia  and  Austria  to  invest 
the  Sovereigns  of  those  countries  with  the 
Order  of  the  Garter,  and  moyed  that  the 
Vote  be  reduced  by  £2,500. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  thought  the  ex- 
penses of  these  official  ceremonies  were 
▼ery  extravagant.  The  Persian  Boundary 
Commission,  he  believed,  was  in  a  state  of 
suspended  animation  as  regarded  every- 
thing but  the  charge  for  which  it  appeared 
on  the  Estimates.  He  observed  that  a 
charge  of  £478  was  made  for  the  extra- 
ordinary expenses  of  the  mission  at  Frank- 
fort. There  was  a  large  number  of  Eng- 
lishmen there,  and  there  were  also  great 
commercial  interests  requiring  the  attention 
of  the  Consul,  who  received  no  pay.  He 
thought  that  the  whole  system  of  unpaid 
Consuls  was  bad. 

Lord  STANLEY  said  that  it  would,  no 
doubt,  be  more  satisfactory  to  have  all 
Consuls  paid ;  but  if  the  system  of  paying 
all  Cousuls  were  introduced,  the  House 
must  make  up  its  mind  to  increase  the 
Estimates  by  something  like  £100.000. 
He  had  been  in  hopes  that  they  had  heard 
the  last  of  the  Persian  Boundary  Commis- 
sion, but  some  delay  had  arisen  within  the 
last  year,  and  he  could  only  say  that  he 
trusted  it  would  not  again  appear  on  the 
Estimates.  With  respect  to  the  investiture 
of  Foreign  Sovereigns  with  the  Order  of 
the  Garter,  he  observed  that  that  was  an 
international  compliment,  and  it  was  the 
practice  of  all  the  great  Powers  of  Europe 
reciprocally  to  confer  similar  compliments. 

Motion  made,  and  Question, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £33,814,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  oomoj^  course  df 
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payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slit  day 
of  March  1869,  for  the  Extraordinary  Expenses 
of  Her  Majesty's  Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad/ 
-^Mr.  Lusk,) 
— put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
poBed, 

"  That  a  ram,  not  exceeding  £52,950,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  81st  day 
of  March  1860,  for  the  Salaries  and  Allowances 
of  Governors,  Ac,  and  for  other  Expenses  in  cer- 
tain Colonies." 

Sir  WILLIAM  GALLWBY  moved 
that  the  Chairman  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
•*  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."  —  (Sir 
William  Oallwey.) 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  he  feared  that 
when,  after  a  Morning's  Sitting,  the  Bouse 
resumed  at  nine,  hon.  Members  were  in 
danger  of  supposing  that  twelve  o'clock 
was  midnight,  and  feeling  as  if  tbej  had 
been  sitting  for  ^  long  time,  whereas  they 
were  in  fact  only  comooeneing  the  Public 
Business.  He  hoped  that  they  might  be 
allowed  to  proceed. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  :  This  is  a 
proof  of  the  inconvenience  of  sitting  at  two 
o'clock. 

Sir  WILLIAM  GALLWEY  :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  attend  here 
at  eleven  o'clock  and  sit  on  Committee  till 
four. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  :  I  hope  the 
hon.  Baronet  will  allow  these  U^t  three 
Votes  of  Class  V.  to  be  taken. 

Sir  WILLIAM  GALLWEY  assented. 

Motion,  bj  leave,  mthdr<»vm. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(4.)  £3,072,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Orange  River  Territory  and  St.  Helena. 

(5.)  £9,231,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Emigration. 

House  resumed. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday 
next ; 

Committee  to  ait  again  upon  Monday 
next. 

BRISTOL  WRIT. 

Mb.    NEVILLE  -  GRENVILLB,    in 

risiRg  to  move  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue 

his  Warrant  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to 

^ake  out  a  new  Writ  for  the  electing  of 


a  Ci^ixen  to  serve  in  this  prevent  Parlia- 
ment for  the  City  of  Bristol,  in  the  room 
of  John  William   Miles,  Esquire,   whose 
Election  has  been  determined  to  be  void, 
said,  that  Bristol  had  for  a  long  time  past 
been  exceedingly  ill-treated,  and  had,  in 
fact,  been  made  the  foot- ball  of  oontending 
parties.  During  the  passing  of  the  Reform 
Bill  through  the  House  a  very  large  mino- 
rity regarded  Bristol  as  a  city  of  so  much 
importance  that  they  voted  in  favour  of  an 
additional    Member  being  given  her.     At 
that  time  the  constituency  was  practically 
represented  by  a  single  Member,  the  other 
representative  abstaining  from  all  part  in 
the  proceedings.     It  was,  indeed,  under- 
stood that  the  Gentleman  to  whom  he  had 
referred  would  have  retired  from  the  House, 
but  for  the  fact  that  those  in  whose  hands 
he  had  placed  his  resignation  regarded  the 
interests  of  party  as  paramount  to  every 
other  consideration.   Bristol  was  still  being 
bandied  about  from  party  to  party.  It  waa 
only  a  very  few  days  after  the  late  elec- 
tion was  declared  void  that  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber on  the  other  side  of  the  House  gave 
Notice  that  he  would  move  for  the  issuing 
of  the  Writ.     At  the  time  the  Notice  was 
given,  it  was  supposed  that  the  candidate 
who  belonged  to  the  party  opposite  would 
have  been  returned  without  opposition,  but 
as  soon  as  it  was  found  that  that  was  not 
to  be  the  case  the  Notice  was  withdrawn, 
A  similar  Notice  was  subsequently  given 
by  another  hon.  Member,  and  that  Notice 
was  also  withdrawn.    If  the  Committee  by 
whom  the  validity  of  the  last  election  had 
been  decided  had  reported  that  bribery  had 
.extensively  prevailed  he  should  not  for  a 
moment  have  thought  of  making  this  Mo- 
tion so  soon  after  the  issue  of  their  Report; 
but    the   Committee    reported   that  they 
*<had   no  reason  to  believe  that  corrupt 
practices  had  extensively  prevailed,  regard 
being  had   to  the  number  of  registered 
electors."     His  hon.  Friend  the  Chairman 
of  that  Committee  had  assured  him  that 
when  that  evidence  was  in  the  hands  of 
Members  the  Report  would  be  fully  con- 
firmed.    He  trusted  that,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  House  would  see  the  pro- 
priety of  giving  to  Bristol  its  full  share  of 
representation. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrant  to  the 
'  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make  out  a  new  Writ  for 
the  electing  of  a  Oltiien  to  serve  in  this  present 
Parliament  for  the  City  of  Bristol,  in  the  room  of 
John  William  MUes,  esquire,  whose  Election  has 
been  determined  to  be  void."  — (M-.  Nevilk* 
Orenville,) 
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Mb.  bass  moTod,  aa  an  Amendment-^ 

«<  That  BO  Writ  be  iflsued  lor  the  GH7  of  Bristol 

vntU  fe?eii  ^aji  after  the  OTidenoe  taken  before 

the  Election  Committee  for  that  citj  shall  hare 

been  in  the  hands  of  Members." 

He  had  no  doubt  when  the  matter  came 
to  be  fully  discussed  they  would  find  out 
much  more  than  what  appeared  on  the 
surface.  One  of  the  principal  citizens  of 
Bristol,  for  instance,  had  assured  him  that 
for  one  case  of  bribery  exposed  before  the 
Committee  at  least  another  dozen  could 
have  been  proyed,  while  at  the  present 
moment  be  belieyed  that  corruption,  in- 
timidation, treating,  and  bribery  were  being 
resorted  to  almost  beyond  precedent,  under 
the  idea  that  owing  to  the  short  time  that 
the  existence  of  the  present  Parliament 
was  to  be  prolonged  any  examination  by 
a  Committee  iuto  the  proceedings  would 
be  out  of  the  question. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leare  out  from  the  word  <<That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  no  Writ  be  issued  for  the  City  of  Bristol  until 
seven  dajs  after  the  eyidence  taken  before  the 
Election  Committee  for  that  city  shall  hare  been 
in  the  hands  of  Members/' — (Mr,  Bati,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'* 

Mb.  DARBT  GRIFFITH  seconded 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  (Mr.  Bass).  He  believed  that  the 
House  ought  to  take  erery  opportunity  in 
its'power  of  discouraging  the  bribery  and 
other  malpractices  which  so  extensi?ely  pre- 
vailed at  elections.  He  protested  against 
the  notions  that  the  amount  of  corruption 
was  to  be  considered  with  relation  to  the 
size  of  the  constituency,  and  that  where 
one  member  of  a  family  had  been  onseated 
for  corruption,  another  member  of  the  same 
family  should  step  into  the  seat  and  profit 
by  the  bribery. 

Mb.  ADAM  explained  that  the  Motion 
for  the  issue  of  a  Writ  which  he  had  placed 
on  the  Paper  had  been  withdrawn  out  of 
deference  to  a  general  feeling  on  that  side 
of  the  House  against  such  a  course  being 
adopted,  and  he  trusted  that  the  Xotion 
would  not  now  be  pressed. 

Mb.  HOWES  said,  that  as  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  by  whom  the  validity  of  the 
late  election  was  decided,  he  would  beg  to 
remind  the  House  that  the  efideuce  taken 
by  the  Committee  had  not  yet  been  laid 
on  the  table.  The  Committee  had,  it  was 
troe,  reported  that  bribery  did  not  appear 


to  have  extensively  prevailed,  regard  being 
had  to  tbe  number  of  registered  electors. 
The  House  should  hear  in  mind  the  fact 
that  Bristol  contained  15.000  electors, 
while  the  total  number  of  persons  proved 
to  have  been  guilty  of  corrupt  practices 
was,  if  he  remembered  rightly,  forty- 
six.  Even  supposing  that  double  the 
number  of  «ases  of  bribery  proved  before 
the  Committee  had  occurred — though  this 
had  never  been  suggested  as  probable — it 
would  not  show  that  bribery  extensively 
prevailed,  for  fifty  cases  out  of  a  consti- 
tuency of  15,000  were  a  very  different 
thing  from  as  many  cases  out  of  a  con« 
stituency  of  200.  As  to  intimidation, 
though  charged  in  the  Petition,  it  wa^ 
distinctly  withdrawn  by  counsel,  and  it  was 
admitted  that  Mr.  Miles  had  no  complicity 
in  the  corrupt  practices  which  had  voided 
his  return,  while  on  the  other  side  no  im- 
putation was  made  against  his  competitor, 
Mr.  Morley.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  thought  the  reflections  which  had  been 
passed  on  Bristol  were  unjust,  and  it 
should  be  remembered  that  that  city  had 
for  some  time  been  placed  in  a  very  ano- 
malous and  unfair  position.  He  regretted, 
however,  that  this  Motion  had  been  pro- 
posed, for  he  thought  it  would  be  a  bad 
precedent  to  press  such  a  Motion  before 
the  House  was  in  possession  of  the  evi- 
dence. If  the  House  divided  upon  it  he 
should,  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee, 
abstain  from  voting. 

Mb.  H.  BERKELEY  said,  he  con- 
curred in  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Norfolk  (Mr.  Howes).  He  had 
always  deprecated  any  transfer  of  jurisdic- 
tion with  regard  to  Election  Petitions,  and 
he  thought  the  Committee  in  the  Bristol 
case  had  given  an  illustration  of  the  fair* 
ness  which  characterized  the  present  tri- 
bunal. He  protested,  however,  against  the 
Act  of  Parliament  under  which  Election 
Petitions  were  tried,  and  according  to  which 
it  was  almost  impoBsible  to  fix  any  blame 
upon  the  candidate.  The  poorer  classes 
were  dealt  with  readily  enough  ;  not  so 
with  the  classes  above  them.  If  the  poorer 
classes  bribed  and  received  bribes,  where  did 
the  money  come  from  ?  Still  lie  felt  con- 
vinced that  Mr.  Miles,  and  all  the  family  of 
the  Mileses,  were  incapable  of  countenancing 
bribery.  He  hoped  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  not  making  a  party  move  of  this 
question.  He  thought  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment ought  not  to  countenance  the 
issue  of  a  Writ  for  Bristol.  Nothing  could 
be  gained  by  having  a  MemW  in  the 
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House  for  only  three  weeks.  No  reason 
had  been  given  for  the  Motion,  while  there 
were  many  reasons  against  it.  Great  ex- 
citement prevailed  in  the  city,  and  violence 
such  as  was  only  to  be  found  in  a  Bristol 
mob — he  did  not  even  except  the  "  lambs" 
of  Nottingham.  It  was  therefore  impos- 
sible to  calculate  the  mischief  and  dis- 
turbance which  might  ensue  if  an  election 
were  held  now. 

Mb.  NEWDBGATB  said,  that  while 
hoping  to  see  Mr.  Miles  returned  on  a 
future  occasion,  he  thought  it  was  un- 
reasonable to  expect  that  he  should  go 
through  a  contest  in  order  to  fill  the  seat 
for  two  or  three  weeks.  He  should  there- 
fore vote  for  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  NEVILLE  -  GRBNVILLB  said, 
he  was  willing,  in  deference  to  the  opinion 
of  hon.  Members,  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 
He  denied,  however,  the  existence  in  Bristol 
of  violence  or  Saturnalia. 

Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave,  toith' 
drawn. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
Two  o'clock,  till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  July  6,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  — PuBuo  Bills— jP»r««  Reading^ 
Burials  (Ireland;  •  (212);  Land  Writs  Regis- 
tration (Scotland)*  (218);  Registration* 
(218). 

Second  Reading^MedwAj  Regulation  Act  Oon- 
tinoanoe*  (199);  Bank  of  Bombay*  (196); 
County  General  Assessment  (Scotland)  *  (190) ; 
Courts  of  Law  Fees,  &c.  (Scotland)*  (189). 

Committee — County  Courts  Admiralty  Jurisdic- 
tion* (108-219);  Vagrant  Act  Amendment* 
(138) ;   Boundary  (170). 

Beport^Army  Chaplains*  (U6);  Vagrant  Act 
Amendment*  (138);  Boundary  (170);  Re- 
presentation of  the  People  (Scotland)  (192- 
220). 

Third  i2tfa(2tYi^— Liquidation  *  ( 181 ),  and  paaed. 

Wiihdrawn^'iAetropolitAn  Regulations  *  (149) ; 
Industrial  Schools  Act  (1866)  Amendment* 
(151) ;  Metropolis  Local  Management  Acts 
Amendment*  (169). 

NOVA  SCOTIA— PETITIONS. 
MOTION  FOR  AK  ADDRESS. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  :  My  Lorda,  I  have 

two  PetitioDS — one  from  the  Delegates,  one 

from  the  Inhabitants  of  No?a  Sootia,  both 

for  the  same  object — namely,   the  witb- 

Mr.  H.  Berkeley 


drawal  of  that  colony  from  the  operation 
of  the  recent  Act  on  British  North  Ame- 
rica— a  withdrawal  which  woold  bring  it 
into  the  same  position  as  Prince  Edward's 
Island  and  Newfoundland,  since  these  are 
both  attached  to  Great  Britain  as  before, 
and  able  to  join  Canada  whenever  it  seems 
good  to  them.  Such  is  the  aim  of  the 
Petitioners,  but  such  is  not  the  object  of 
the  Motion  which  I  ha?e  the  honour  to 
submit.  It  is  for  inquiry  on  the  spot  into 
the  alleged  dissatisfaction  of  the  colony, 
with  a  view  to  avert  risks  which  are  not 
distant  but  immediate ;  above  all,  with  a 
view  to  save  Confederation  from  the  blow 
which  threatens  its  existence.  Having 
last  Session  taken  an  humble  part  in  sup- 
porting the  demand  of  Nova  Scotia  for  a 
respite  until  their  General  Election  had 
occurred,  I  have  been  asked  to  bring  the 
subject  forward.  Delays  have  taken  place 
for  which  I  am  not  in  any  way  responsible. 
However  trying  to  myself,  they  have  this 
compensation — that  weT  have  stiU  the  free- 
dom to  deliberate  upon  the  affairs  of  Nova 
Scotia ;  that  it  is  not  too  late  to  guard 
against  an  error  which  might  have  been 
beyond  the  power  of  recalling.  My  Lords, 
amidst  many  circumstances  of  a  nature  to 
depress  anyone  who  brings  this  question 
under  the  notice  of  the  House,  there  is 
one  at  least  of  hope  and  of  encouragement. 
It  is  that  no  one  is  committed  against  the 
line  of  action  I  am  going  to  recommend. 
The  despatch  of  the  noble  Duke  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  contains  arguments 
against  the  Repeal  of  the  Act  on  British 
North  America,  but  none  against  inquiry. 
Neither  the  late  Government  nor  the  pre  • 
sent,  nor  the  noble  Earl  who  introduced 
the  Act,  nor  the  noble  Marquess  who  used 
to  govern  Nova  Scotia,  in  the  debates  of 
last  year  advanced  the  startling  proposi- 
tion, that  if  discontent  arose  in  any  part 
of  British  North  America  which  had  been 
confederated,  it  should  not  be  an  ob- 
ject of  inquiry  by  Great  Britain.  It 
is  clear  that  where  Confederation  leads 
to  discontent,  its  partisans  are  rather 
bound  by  self-respect  to  court  inquiry  than 
resist  it.  Even  if  some  weeks  ago  the 
Goveftiment  concurred  in  a  Vote  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  withhold  it,  the  aspect 
of  the  subject  is  now  still  graver  than  it 
was  ;  and  the  well-known  fact  that  such  a 
Vote  has  aggravated  the  bitter  feelings 
which  existed  in  the  colony,  releases  them 
from  any  obligation  to  demand  its  weak, 
subservient,  and  impolitic  renewal  of  your 
Lordships.      My    Lords,    it   will    greatly 
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Bhorten  the  task  I  ha?e  Wore  ine,  and 
thus  dimiDiBh  the  fatigue  which  might 
ariae  from  it,  to  place  before  the  House 
the  real  issue  in  debate,  and  disengage  it 
from  the  false  issues  which  are  too  fre- 
quently confounded  with  it.  Indeed,  were 
this  effectually  done,  my  duty  would  be 
over  ;  for  if  the  proper  issue  is  acknow- 
ledgedy  there  can  hardly  remain  a  doubt 
as  to  the  answer  which  it  merits.  My 
Lords,  I  therefore  anxiously  maintain  that 
the  issue  is  not  as  to  whether  British 
North  America  ought  to  be  confederated, 
lam  ready  to  concede  anything  which  noble 
Lords  desire  upon  the  subject.  It  may  be 
a  sagacious  policy  to  lay  materials  for 
balancing  excessire  power  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Atlantic.  Such  instances  as 
the  Achaan  League,  the  Swiss  Cantons, 
the  United  Provinces  of  Holland,  the  great 
Republic  of  America,  may  show  that^ 
against  considerable  risks,  a  federated 
system  can  defend  itself.  As  an  exit  to 
the  difficulties  which  for  some  time  hung 
over  Canada,  within  certain  limits,  no 
doubt.  Confederation  is  entitled  to  ap- 
plause. And  if  the  object  of  our  states- 
manship 18  to  pave  the  way  for  independ- 
ence in  British  North  America,  Confedera- 
tion very  likely  will  accelerate  it.  But 
let  not  this  House  be  ensnared  into  a  de- 
bate upon  a  question  which  is  not  now  be- 
fore them.  So,  too,  with  regard  to  the 
preliminary  circumstances  by  which  No?a 
Scotia  was  included  in  the  measure.  How 
far  their  people  have  been  steady  in  their 
objects  —  how  far  their  politicians  have 
been  uniform  in  language  —  are  points 
just  now  entirely  irreleyant.  Let  it  be 
granted,  if  you  will,  that,  in  the  face  of  a 
petition  from  30,000  men  for  reference  to 
the  opinion  of  the  colony,  the  Bill  was  not 
precipitately  carried.  Your  Lordships  ha?e 
not  met  to-day  to  explore  the  wisdom  of 
the  scheme,  or  to  investigate  its  origin,  of 
criticize  its  authors,  but  to  consider  how  to 
meet  an  actual  emergency.  Does  the  ex- 
isting discontent  of  No?a  Scotia  require 
conciliatory  treatment — not  from  justice, 
but  from  prudence?  If  it  does,  what 
treatment  would  be  adequate  is  the  only 
point  which  comes  under  the  legitimate 
attention  of  your  Lordships.  It  will  be 
incumbent  upon  me  to  give  proofs  of  the 
existing  discontent,  and  to  place  on  a  firm 
ground  the  necessity  of  meeting  it  at  pre- 
sent; but  it  is  better  first  perhaps  to  an- 
swer the  question  which  must  occur  to 
every  noble  Lord — namely,  what  is  the 
exact  danger  to  be  associated  with  it? 


The  answer  to  that  question  is  too  easy— 
the  discontent  points  to  separation,  not 
from  Canada,  but  from  the  Empire.  Sup- 
posing that  coercion  was  endorsed  by  public 
feeling  in  Great  Britain — supposing  it  was 
not  actually  prohibited  in  the  United 
States  it  would  be  certain  to  cause  a  flame 
of  sympathy  with  the  insurgents.  New 
Brunswick,  adjoining  Nova  Scotia,  would 
be  most  likely  drawn  into  the  current. 
Maine  is  conterminous  with  tho  greater 
portion  of  New  Brunswick.  Irregular  sup- 
port might  very  quickly  pass  over  the 
boundary.  The  Government  of  Washing- 
ton, however  much  it  is  esteemed  abroaid, 
at  home  is  far  from  being  omnipotent. 
With  the  best  intentions,  they  may  soon 
become  an  object  of  remonstrance.  Re* 
monstrance  between  Cabinets  may  end  in 
war,  and  must  in  further  alienation.  War 
with  the  United  States  on  many  grounds 
is  deprecated  by  Great  Britain,  but  more 
especially  on  this  one,  that,  unlike  other 
wars,  in  whatever  manner  it  results,  it  can 
never  raise  our  influence  among  the  coun- 
tries which  surround  us.  But  if  Nova 
Scotia  is  abandoned  Halifax  is  lost.  On 
its  value  as  a  maritime  and  military  post 
it  would  be  presumptuous  on  my  part  to 
venture  an  opinion.  But  on  this  vital  point 
I  have  felt  bound  to  refer  to  one  of  tho 
most  interesting  documents  colonial  li- 
terature furnishes — the  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  Defence  of  the  Colonies, 
appointed  by  the  House  of  Commons  in 
1861,  and  for  which  the  world  is  indebted 
to  the  labours  of  Mr.  Arthur  Mills.  Before 
that  Committee,  the  most  distinguished 
men,  political  and  military,  united  in  a 
chorus  on  the  necessity  of  retaining  Hali- 
fax ;  and  to  that  chorus  I  may  give  to  the 
noble  Earl  who  generally  sits  on  the  cross- 
Benches  (Earl  Grey)  what  may  seem  in 
his  case  the  unaccustomed  office  of  a 
Leader.  Earl  Grey,  in  his  evidence,  as- 
signed Halifax  to  the  same  category  as 
Malta  and  Gibralta,  a  place  important  to 
our  naval  power,  because  fleets  could  be 
re-fitted  there.  The  Duke  of  Newcastle, 
who  a  short  time  before  had  travelled  in 
America,  regarded  it  as  valuable  in  the 
light  of  a  military  post,  but  still  more  in 
the  light  of  a  naval  station,  inasmuch  as  it 
is  one  of  the  finest,  if  not  the  finest,  har- 
bour in  the  world.  Mr.  Herman  Merivale, 
whose  name  has  been  so  long  familiar  to 
the  public  as  a  great  Colonial  authority, 
referred  to  Halifax  as  a  stronghold  for  the 
protection  of  our  commerce,  and  used  that 
remarkable  expression,  that  he  ^deemed  it 
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a  kind  of  iasurance  against  war  with  the 
United  States.  These  are  politicians.  But 
Bear  Admiral  Erskine  held  that  in  the 
event  of  war  with  the  United  States,  Ber- 
muda and  Halifax  would  be  both  of  them 
essential.  Rear  Admiral  Sir  Charles  Elliot 
thought  Halifax  the  most  important  naval 
station  of  the  Empire.  Sir  John  Burgojne 
considered  the  Mauritius,  Bermuda,  and 
Halifax,  as  all  essential  to  our  power,  and 
acknowledged  the  importance  which  the 
nayj  habitually  attribute  to  the  latter. 
The  loss  of  Halifax,  under  embarrassments 
which  tend  to  involve  us  with  the  United 
States,  might  fairly  be  accepted  as  a  second 
element  of  danger.  The  third  is  obvious 
in  a  moment.  If  Nova  Scotia  violently 
left  us,  and  became  absorbed  into  another 
State,  the  rest  of  British  America  would 
not  be  easily  defended.  At  least  Confede- 
ration would  receive  a  blow  which  could 
not  be  repaired.  So  long  as  she  is  yours, 
she  can  always  form  a  part  of  any  system 
you  combine;  when  she  has  ceased  to  be- 
long to  you  the  combination  cannot  be 
restored,  and  the  disruption  is  not  tempo- 
rary but  eternal. 

My  Lords,  I  have  given  a  rough  outline 
of  the  hazard  we  incur  should  the  existing 
discontent  become  more  serious  and  active. 
I  will  now  attempt  to  place  the  discontent 
beyond  the  range  of  incredulity.  The 
necessity  of  meeting  it  in  no  way  depends 
upon  the  adequacy  or  inadequacy  of  its 
causes.  But  by  glancing  at  them  for  a 
moment,  the  House  is  better  qualified, 
perhaps,  to  judge  of  its  importance.  It 
appears  to  have  arisen  partly  from  these 
circumstances.  In  1863,  a  General  Elec- 
tion took  place  in  Nova  Scotia,  at  which 
the  question  of  confederating  British  North 
America  was  never  mentioned  on  the  hust- 
ings. It  was  understood  to  be  dismissed, 
and  did  not  therefore  challenge  any  verdict 
from  the  Province.  The  Assembly,  which 
was  thus  formed,  alone  empowered  Dele- 
gates to  come  over  and  assist  in  London  to 
frame  the  Act  on  British  North  America. 
But  the  Delegates  exceeded  their  authority 
when  they  committed  Nova  Scotia  to  a 
system  which  Prince  Edward's  Island  and 
Newfoundland  determined  not  to  enter. 
Unless  supported  by  these  maritime  depen- 
dencies. Nova  Scotia  could  not  join  a 
central  body  with  advantage  or  with  dignity. 
Another  fact  might  by  itself  create  a  deep 
dissatisfaction.  Between  1863  and  1867 
an  organic  change  was  carried  in  the  right 
of  voting  at  constituencies.  Organic  changes 
of  this  kind,  adopted  after  full  debate,  in 
Lord  OampheU 


any  country,  whether  they  form  a  democratic 
step  or  one  which  is  not  democratic,  are 
an  indisputable  title  to  a  new  election  before 
another  great  political  conclusion  is  arrived 
at.  But  all  the  sanction,  if  there  be  sanc- 
tion which  Nova  Scotia  ever  gave  to  the 
Act  on  British  America,  emerges  from  a 
Parliament  whose  basis  was  condemned, 
while  the  hostility  surrounding  it  proceeds 
from  the  new  electoral  arrangements, 
which,  in  spite  of  a  grave  demand,  we  were 
not  willing  to  refer  to.  As  regards  Cana- 
dian legislation,  since  the  Act  has  worked, 
the  greatest  topic  of  complaint  resides  in 
the  ad  wdorom  duties  which  have  been 
raised  to  15  per  cent.  Such  a  measure, 
however  requisite  for  Canada,  whose  reve- 
nue arises  from  these  sources,  is  not  the 
less  repugnant  to  a  colony,  which  aspires 
to  Free  Trade,  which  scatters  vessel^, 
among  all  the  harbours  of  the  woHd,  and 
which  depends  on  imports  and  on  exports. 
But  there  is  something  deeper  than  commer- 
cial regulations  to  explain  the  variance  we 
have  to  deal  with  at  this  moment.  To  those 
who  have  traced  its  history,  however  super- 
ficially, it  is  known  that  Nova  Scotia  leans 
towards  Great  Britain.  From  the  time  of 
James  I.  the  people  have  been  uniformly 
loyal.  In  the  war  which  founded  the 
United  States,  in  that  of  1812,  in  all  the 
Canadian  rebellions,  they  have  been  un- 
moveable  in  their  allegiance.  Not  con- 
templating separate  existence,  they  desire 
to  prolong  and  strengthen  their  connection 
with  this  country — their  views,  their  ob- 
jects, and  their  interests  are  British.  If 
we  may  judge  it  by  the  language  of  its 
founders,  the  new  Dominion  has  an  opposite 
propensity.  If  we  may  judge  it  by  its 
recent  indications,  the  ties  which  bind  it 
to  this  country  may  dissolve  at  any  mo- 
ment. The  ideas  of  a  dominion  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  things  would  undermine 
tie  faith  of  a  dependency.  Clinging  to 
the  Empire,  Nova  Scotia  cannot  easily  or 
quickly  be  transformed  into  an  harmonious 
part  of  an  amalgamated  whole,  which  was 
rather  framed  to  quit,  which  has  not 
shown  at  least  a  disposition  to  adhere  to  it. 
My  Lords,  the  evidence  of  discontent  may 
very  rapidly  be  stated.  The  only  difficulty 
is  in  choosing  illustrations  or  deciding 
which  ought  to  be  first  presented  to  the 
House.  When  the  Act  on  British  North 
America  was  carried,  it  was  necessary  to 
send  nineteen  Members  to  the  general  and 
thirty-eight  to  the  local  Parliament,  under 
the  new  franchise.  Of  these  only  fonr 
support   Confederation ;    U^e    remainder, 
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both  at  Ottawa  and  Halifax,  bave  aotivelj 
opposed  it.  The  debates  which  took  place 
in  the  latter  town  last  January  are  the 
index  of  what  is  felt  in  Nova  Scotia.  No 
one  who  has  not  read  can  thoroughly  ap- 
preciate the  unanimity,  the  indignation, 
and  yet  the  loyal  confidence  in  British 
justice  which  pervades  there.  Twenty- 
eight  speeches  were  pronounced  in  favour 
of  repeat,  and  one  in  answer  to  them.  The 
debates  led  to  Resolutions  against  the  Act 
on  British  North  America,  which  have  been 
embodied  in  an  Address  to  the  Crown.  They 
led  to  the  appointment  of  the  Delegates 
who  have  been  in  London  since  the  spring 
to  demand  redress  for  Nova  Scotia.  After 
referring  to  these  regular  and  constitutional 
expressions  of  opinion,  it  is  superfluous 
to  mention  the  public  meetings  which  have 
taken  place  against  Confederation  in  every 
county  of  the  Province.  Agitation  does 
little  to  enhance  the  facts  I  have  adduced, 
but  it  is  sufiScient  proof  that  the  new  Par- 
liament has  not  misrepresented  the  opinions 
which  surround  it.  The  existing  sentiment 
is  forcibly  betrayed  by  this  remarkable 
occurrence  —  the  Canadian  Government 
during  the  present  year,  are  not  prepared 
to  call  out  the  Nova  Scotian  Militia.  But 
if  your  Lordships  want  a  crowning  proof  of 
discontent,  you  have  it  in  this  manner. 
Although  for  months  the  Delegates  have 
been  in  London,  using  every  effort  which 
was  open  to  them  to  enlist  on  the  side  they 
were  commissioned  to  espouse,  the  feelings 
of  this  country  ;  although  their  labours 
have  been  known  to  every  man  in  Nova 
Scotia  no  kind  of  counter  delegation,  or 
petition,  or  voice,  or  whisper  has  been 
heard  of,  and  there  has  been  no  attempt 
to  interrupt  their  progress  or  to  balance 
their  authority.  By  every  form  of  Parlia- 
mentary and  public  demonstration  the 
undivided  feeling  of  the  colony  has  been 
pronounced  against  the  union  with  Canada. 
But  in  point  of  fact,  my  Lords,  the  dis- 
satisfaction will  not  be  contested,  and  there 
is  no  occasion  to  bring  it  in  its  full  propor- 
tions under  the  notice  of  the  House.  The 
ground  invariably  taken  by  the  rash  ad- 
visers who  stand  in  the  way  of  all  concili- 
ation at  this  moment,  is  that  the  feeling 
which  sent  the  Delegates  over  the  Atlantic 
will  pass  away  so  rapidly  that  it  is  useless 
to  allay  it.  No  man  who  is  not  gifted  with 
the  prescience  which  belongs  to  the  Creator 
could  guarantee  such  an  event,  and  it 
would  be  infatuation  therefore,  to  rely  upon 
it.  But  win  the  House  permit  me  to  ex- 
plain to  thero  with  what  rapidity  the  dia- 


eontent  must  pass  away,  in  order  that  this 
arrogant  and  empty  calculation  may  be  a 
pretext  for  the  conduct  it  encourages.  The 
local  Parliament  of  Halifax  meets  again 
on  the  8th  of  Angust.  With  a  view  to 
join  its  proceedings,  the  Delegates  on 
Saturday  embarked  for  Nova  Scotia.  The 
same  Members  will  assemble  there  whose 
Resolutions  led  to  their  appointment.  The 
twenty-eight  speakers,  whose  language 
found  an  echo  in  the  colony,  will  again 
be  present.  The  Assembly  must  again 
consider  its  position.  It  must  either  turn 
its  back  upon  conclusions  the  roost  solemn, 
or  be  forced  into  reluctant  opposition  to 
this  country,  unless  in  the  meanwhile 
something  has  been  granted  to  it.  The 
point  to  be  considered  is,  will  the  discon- 
tent have  passed  away  before  the  8th  of 
August  if  it  has  not  been  assuaged  ?  Will 
it  pass  awily  before  that  moment,  if  every- 
thing has  been  done  which  can  be  done  to 
aggravate  and  to  embitter  it  ?  My  Lords, 
this  circumstance  suffices  to  establish  the 
urgent  and  immediate  want  of  some  con- 
ciliatory measure  to  guard  against  irre- 
parable differences,  which  a  few  weeks 
may  bring  about,  whether  the  discontent 
is  doomed  to  last,  or  springs  from  causes 
utterly  ephemeral  and  fugitive.  I  am 
not,  therefore,  bound  to  measure  its  dura- 
tion beyond  the  moment  I  have  pointed  to. 
At  that  moment  it  may  lead  to  steps  which 
cannot  be  receded  from.  In  the  meanwhile 
we  have  no  neutral  path.  We  act  before 
the  world— 400,000  men  are  looking  to 
our  sentence.  Unless  by  granting  we  abate 
the  discontent,  we  must  inflame  it  by 
refusing.  It  is,  therefore,  unnecessary  to 
show  what  I  have  shown  incidentally^ 
that  its  foundations  are  rather  durable  than 
transitory.  It  is  unnecessary  to  overthrow 
the  idle  theory  which  sciolists  have  mooted 
— that  populations  are  always  reconciled 
to  onions  which  they  regard  with  horror 
at  the  outset ;  a  theory  which  may  have 
been  suggested  to  them  by  a  well-known 
character  of  Sheridan,  in  **  The  Rivals,**'^ 
Mrs.  lilalaprop, — who  laid  down  '•  That 
the  best  marriages  were  those  which  began 
with  a  little  mutual  aversion/'  I  need  not 
remind  the  House  that  in  1830  Holland 
and  Belgium  did  break  loose  from  one 
another,  and  that  some  centuries  before 
Spain  and  Portugal  were  not  long  com- 
bined under  one  sceptre.  I  need  not  main- 
tain either  what  I  should  maintain  without 
fear  were  it  incumbent  on  us  that  the  union 
of  States,  and  federation  of  dependencies, 
do  not  fall  uuder  one  law  and  cannot  Jbe 
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confounded  in  their  probable  development. 
A  maBs  of  argnment  may  be  abandoned, 
which  many  of  your  Lordships  would  have 
felt  bound  in  my  position  to  adduce, 
]f  you  will  only  bear  in  mind  that  the 
Business  of  the  Empire,  with  a  view  to 
its  security,  is  to  remove  the  state  of  feel- 
ing which  pourtrayed  itself  at  Halifax, 
in  January,  before  it  has  in  August  the 
opportunity  of  ripening  to  danger.  Without 
some  conciliatory  measure  you  are  not  en- 
titled to  assume,  you  have  not  any  shadow 
of  a  reason  to  suppose  that  it  will  vanish 
before  August.  What  that  measure  ought 
to  be  is  the  only  further  point  to  be  deter- 
mined by  your  Lordships. 

My  Lords,  the  inquiry  which  I  move  for — 
the  repeal  which  the  Petitioners  declared 
are  the  conciliatory  measures  which  pre- 
sent themselves.  And,  although,  I  will  not 
admit  that  the  withdrawal  of  Nova  Scotia 
from  the  union  could  be  attended  with  any 
greater  disadvantages  than  attach  to  the 
present  isolation  of  Prince  Edwards  Island 
and  Newfoundland,  I  will  admit  that  the 
time  has  not  arrived  for  altering  the  Act 
on  British  North  America,  however  reck- 
lessly adopted.  Canada  has  sent  a  repre- 
sentative to  deprecate  it ;  to  grant  nothing 
to  Canadian  views  might  be  as  far  from 
pradence  and  reserve,  as  to  grant  every- 
thing to  Canadian  views  would  be  remote 
from  magnanimity  and  justice.  When  two 
colonial  interests  are  rivals  before  Parlia- 
ment it  is  not  desirable  that  either  should 
be  allowed  to  trample  on  the  other.  To 
guard  as  far  as  possible  against  Canadian 
resentment  or  Canadian  embarrassment, 
inquiry  on  the  spot  may  be  a  requisite  pre- 
liminary to  any  alteration  in  the  Act  on 
British  North  America.  We  know  because 
the  delegates  assured  us  that  Nova  Scotia 
would  accept  it  as  a  guarantee  for  the  re- 
moval of  the  evils  under  which  they  labour 
at  this  moment.  Indeed,  an  instant  change 
in  the  Act  on  British  North  America  could 
not  be  effected.  It  can  only  be  brought 
about  by  an  Imperial  enactment  which  the  ; 
present  state  of  Public  Business  in  the 
Houses  would  forbid.  Inquiry  is  therefore 
the  alternative.  But  I  am  far  from  wish- 
ing to  contend  that  inquiry  in  any  shape 
whatever  would  be  equal  to  the  danger 
which  impends  so  nearly  ;  or  meet  the 
agitated  feelings  of  the  colony  as  a  sub- 
stitute for  the  repeal  which  their  Petition 
has  demanded.  An  inquiry  conducted  by 
a  new  Governor  General  of  Canada — and 
something  of  the  kind  has  been  alluded  to 
— passing  Halifax  upon  his  route  to  Ottawa, 
Lord  Campbell 


would   no  doubt  be  taken  rather  as  a 
mockery  than  a  consession.      He  could 
only   be  regarded  as  the  living  organ  of 
the  power   against  which  Nova  Scotia  is 
inflamed.     Whatever  labour  he  employed, 
he   must  either  come  to  one  conclusion 
or  encounter  a  resenting  interest  in  Can- 
ada, to  paralyze   the  very   functions   he 
was    sent   out    to   discharge.      If  super- 
human virtue  rendered  him  impartial,  im- 
partiality would  never  be  ascribed  to  him. 
And  supposing  him,  on  just  and  proper 
grounds,  to  hold  that  Nova  Scotia  ought 
not  to  share  the  independence  of  Prince 
Edward's  Island  and  Newfoundland,   his 
report  would  simply  excite  distrust,  while 
our  object  is  not  only  to  arrive  at  truth, 
but  recommend   it  to   the  colony.     The 
presence  at  Halifax  of  such  a   man  with 
such  a  duty  would  be]more  likely  to  accele- 
rate a   riot    than    prevent  l  one.     But  a 
Commission  sent  out  from  this  country  for 
the  bond  Jlde  purpose  of  inquiry,  and  not 
identified  with  Canada,  would  have  several 
distinct  effects  which  ought  to  be  presented 
to  your  Lordships.   It  would  at  once  create 
a  breathing  time  and  respite.     It  would  at 
once  suspend  the  animosity  which  threatens 
us.     We  should  no  longer  have  to  fear  a 
hostile  resolution  from  the  Parliament  at 
Halifax,  of  such  a  kind  as  to  produce  a 
grave  Imperial  dilemma.  No  disaster  could 
arise  until  inquiry  was  exhausted.     So  far 
the  Delegates  assure  us.  Another  practical 
effect  of  such  a  measure  would  be  to  draw 
out,  if  it  exists,  from  the  hiding-places  which 
conceal  it,  the  Nova  Scotian  party  who  sup- 
port Confederation.     The  apparent  unani- 
mity against  it  would  be  severely  tested. 
It  would  also  have  a  salutary  influence  in 
Canada.     Whatever  can  be   done  by  the 
Canadian  Legislature  to  remedy  the  discon- 
tent of  Nova  Scotia,  would  be  done  with 
zeal  where  Great  Britain  had  determined 
to  examine  it.      Inquiry   of   this   nature, 
therefore,  tends  at  once  to  disperse  the 
cloud   which  hangs  over  a  portion  of  the 
Empire  and  to  elicit  all  the  agencies  by 
which  the  Act  on  British  North  America 
may  possibly  be  vindicated.     The  kind  of 
objections    with    which    it    has    hitherto 
been  met  are  such  as  I  hope  to  hear  to- 
night, because  objections  of  a  certain  cha- 
racter do  more  than  anything  to  confirm 
impartial  men  in  favour  of  the  course  which 
they  endeavour  to   disparage.     They  are 
nothing  but  a  delicate  avowal  of  logical 
resistance  in  extremes,  and  rather  signals 
of  distress  than  tokens  of  hostility.      It 
has  been  said  that  an  inquiry  into  the  dis- 
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content  of  Nova  Scotia  would  disturb  the 
Government  of  Ottawa,  and  it  might  have 
been  alleged  at  the  same  time,  perhaps, 
the  Government  of  Pekin.  The  Govern- 
ment of  Ottawa  mast  be  frail  indeed  if 
such  a  measure  would  endanger  it.  The 
inquiry  would  first  take  place  in  Nora 
Scotia  ;  it  might  be  useful  to  extend  it  to 
New  Brunswick.  Canadian  views  might 
be  effectually  sounded  at  Toronto  and 
Quebec,  and  the  Commission  need  not  go 
to  Ottawa  at  all,  if  it  was  dreaded  as  the 
nurse  of  factions  hostile  to  the  Govern- 
ment. It  has  been  said  that  Great  Britain 
has  renounced  her  title  to  examine  the 
complaints  of  her  dependencies,  even  when 
they  call  on  her  to  do  so  ;  bat  it  has 
nerer  been  pointed  out  at  what  time  or  in 
what  manner :  to  such  shadows  are  men 
driven  when  they  oppose  a  course  of  which 
they  see  the  policy  and  justice*  We  are 
sometimes  warned  that  an  inquiry  would 
inflame  or  agitate  the  colony :  as  if  it 
could  be  more  unsettled  than  it  is,  when 
all  its  constitutional  authorities  protest 
against  the  system  you  impose;  and 
when  you  cannot  arm  its  population  with 
impunity.  The  most  ingenuous  and  start- 
ling objection  is  that  inquiry  mast  lead  to 
the  withdrawal  of  Nova  Scotia  from  the 
Union.  The  supporters  of  that  Union  be- 
tray a  modest  estimate  of  their  produc- 
tion, when  they  avow  that  the  moment 
you  explore,  Nova  Scotia  must  be  sepa- 
rated from  it,  and  that  to  probe  their 
wrongs  is  but  another  term  for  acquiescing 
in  their  remedy.  My  Lords,  I  disclaim 
the  admission  that  repeal  would  be  the  un- 
avoidable  conclusion  of  inquiry.  But  if 
it  is,  what  are  we  to  think  of  those  who 
venture  to  withhold  it,  and  yet  maintain  the 
act  they  think  it  certain  to  expose,  so  far 
as  it  governs  the  relations  of  Nova  Scotia 
and  Canada  ?  What  objection  can  remain, 
then,  to  a  course  so  moderate,  so  constitu- 
tional, so  necessary  ?  Shall  we  be  told  it  is 
unprecedented  ?  I  am  not  quite  certain  that 
it  is,  or  that  when  the  troubles  of  America 
began  between  1765  and  1795  a  Commission 
of  some  kind  was  not  appointed  to  compose 
them.  But  if  the  measure  is  unprecedented, 
it  is  because  at  that  conjuncture  it  was 
wanting.  And  ought  that  to  be  regarded 
as  a  final  argument  against  it  ?  My  Lords, 
had  it  been  resorted  to,  blood  might  never 
have  been  shed  at  Lexington,  or  Congress 
met  at  Philadelphia,  or  the  name  of  Bunk- 
er's Hill  have  become  familiar  to  the  world. 
Had  it  been  resorted  to,  we  might  not  have 
now  observed  a  stream  of  bitterness  di- 


rected towards  Ireland,  a  rival  on  the 
ocean,  and  in  the  torn  remnant  of  our 
North  American  possessions  a  greater 
source  of  danger  than  of  power.  If,  in- 
deed, the  measure  is  unprecedented,  and 
if  the  absence  of  the  precedent  has  led  to 
these  results,  what  fact  could  lend  a  weight 
more  tragic  and  convincing  to  the  case  of 
those  who  urged  it  now  upon  the  Legisla- 
ture ?  My  Lords,  I  ask  your  Lordships 
to  adopt  it,  not  because  its  omission  in 
former  times  has  been  the  source  of  griefs 
impossible  to  number  and  evils  yet  to  come, 
but  because  it  meets  the  exigency  of  the 
moment — because  it  involves  the  immi- 
nence of  action  where  inaction  would  be 
fatal— because  you  cannot  do  less  to  en- 
counter Nova  Scotian  discontent ;  and  you 
must  do  something  to  encounter  it,  or  be 
prepared  to  add  the  burden  of  a  colonial 
and  international  embarrassment  to  the 
tasks  of  an  exhausted  Government  and 
deeply  agitated  time.  Beyond  this,  I  re- 
commend it  to  your  Lordships  because,  as 
far  as  I  can  judge,  you  have  two  objects — 
to  uphold  Confederation,  to  keep  Nova 
Scotia  in  the  Empire  ;  and  because  it  is 
the  single  path  by  which  those  objects  can 
be  compassed.  The  noble  Lord  concluded 
by  moving — 

«  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  prajing  Her  Majesty  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mission to  proceed  to  Nova  Scotia  for  the  Pur- 
pose of  examining  the  Causes  of  the  alleged  Dis. 
satisfiotion,  with  a  View  to  their  Removal."— 
( The  Lvrd  Stratheden,) 

The  Dukb  of  BUCKINGHAM  :  My 
Lords,  I  cannot  refrain  from  expressing 
my  regret  that  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Lord,  which  has  been  so  long  on  the  No- 
tice Paper  of  the  House,  has  not  been 
brought  to  an  issue  at  an  earlier  period 
after  the  discussion  on  the  question  in  "  an- 
other place,"  and  before  the  Delegates  from 
Nova  Scotia  and  the  other  Provinces,  who 
came  over  to  watch  the  proceedings  in  this 
country  on  behalf  of  their  respective  inte- 
rests had  departed.  It  would  have  been 
much  better  that  this  question  should  have 
been  discussed,  as  I  expected  it  would 
have  been,  almost  simultaneously  in  both 
Houses,  rather  than  that  a  long  time  should 
have  been  allowed  to  elapse  between  the 
two  discussions,  and  that  opportunity 
should  thus  have  been  afforded  for  the 
continuance  of  popular  agitation  and  ex- 
citement on  the  subject.  But  in  asking 
your  Lordships  to  dissent  from  the  Motion 
and  to  leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of 
the    Government    my   task    is    rendered 
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easier  by  finding  from  the  speeoli  of  the 
noble  Lord  that  the  course  which  has  been 
taken  hitherto  bj  the  Government  has  not 
been  altogether  unattended  with  beneficial 
results.  The  noble  Lord  pointed  out — 
and  justly  pointed  out — the  danger  of  any 
policy  which  should  not  be  shaped  by  the 
policy  of  conciliation.  The  noble  Lord 
has  omitted  to  point  out  the  only  strong 
demand  made  in  the  Petitions  laid  before 
the  Parliament  of  this  country  by  the 
Delegates  who  came  from  Nova  Scotia  to 
call  attention  to  the  injuries  they  appre- 
hended from  the  measure  of  last  Session  ; 
and  the  noble  Lord,  speaking  as  the  adro- 
oate  of  those  who  placed  their  case  in  his 
hands,  admits  that  the  demand  for  the  re- 
peal of  the  Confederation  Act.  which  alone 
was  asked  for  in  the  Petitions  first  pre- 
sented to  this  House,  may  now  be  dismissed 
from  consideration.  The  noble  Lord  says 
the  question  is  now  one  of  inquiry  into  the 
depth,  the  extent,  and  the  causes  of  the 
discontent  which  now  prevails — as  I  admit 
it  does  ;  but  I  think  the  measures  to  be 
adopted  depend  greatly  upon  the  grounds 
of  that  discontent  and  upon  the  extent  of 
it.  It  seemed  to  me  that  the  noble  Lord 
avoided  pointing  out  the  full  state  of  the 
case,  as  regards  Nova  Scotia.  He  omitted 
to  notice  a  prominent  fact  which  it  is  right 
should  be  brought  under  your  notice.  It 
is,  that  many  of  the  grievances  which  had 
been  anticipated  from  the  union  of  the 
Provinces,  and  which  did  actually  arise 
from  the  first  action  of  the  Canadian 
Parliament,  and  which  were  strongly 
dwelt  upon  in  the  Petitions  first  pre- 
sented to  this  House,  have  been  entirely 
removed  by  the  action  of  the  succeeding 
Parliament.  Some  of  those  who  in  the 
recent  election  for  Nova  Scotia  were  re- 
turned avowedly  to  oppose  Confederation, 
yet  took  a  wise  and  politic  course  in  an- 
nouncing to  their  constituents  that  they 
would  go  to  Ottawa  and  see  what  the 
result  of  Confederation  was.  One  grievance 
strongly  dwelt  upon  was  the  increase  of 
taxation  in  Nova  Scotia  from  interference 
with  its  revenues  ;  but  the  noble  Lord  did 
not  point  out  that  at  the  time  of  the  Con- 
federation, such  was  the  financial  condition 
of  Nova  Scotia  from  the  pressure  of  loans 
becoming  due,  that  it  would  have  been 
necessary  to  increase  taxation  in  order  to 
meet  its  liabilities  quite  as  much  as  it  had 
been  augmented  by  the  Confederation  with 
Canada.  Nor  has  the  noble  Lord  pointed 
out  that  the  Confederation  has  resulted  in 
the  entire  freedom  of  commerce  from  light- 
2%^  Duke  of  Buehinghwn 


house  and  Customs'  duties,  and  other  re- 
strictions to  which  it  was  formerly  sub- 
jected. Noble  Lord»  will  find  that  the 
Parliament  of  Canada,  so  far  from  acting 
in  a  spirit  of  hostility  or  indifference  to  the 
Parliament  of  Nova  Scotia  or  the  maritime 
Provinces,  has,  in  point  of  fact,  laid  down 
for  itself  a  policy  entirely  to  the  contrary 
effect.  It  approached  the  subject  of  the 
Dominion  with  no  indication  of  a  reckless 
desire  to  involve  itself  in  a  large  expendi- 
ture for  the  benefit  of  Canada  alone  ;  but, 
ott  the  contrary,  the  policy  indicated  by 
the  Canadian  Parliament  was  conciliatory 
to  the  maritime  Provinces,  and  favourable 
to  the  interests  of  shipping  and  commerce. 
Indeed  it  seems  to  me  that  Parliament  has, 
as  far  as  it  has  gone,  met  the  question  in  a 
fair  and  just  spirit,  and  certainly  up  to  the 
present  time  there  has  been  no  proceeding 
on  its  part  which  would  justify  the  demand 
in  Nova  Scotia  for  inquiry.  It  is  said, 
however,  that  the  whole  Province  of  Nova 
Scotia  now  demands  an  inquiry,  and  that 
it  did  at  one  time  demand  repeal  of  the 
Confederation.  But  this  I  cannot  admit  to 
be  the  fact.  My  judgment  on  this  question 
is  not  based  merely  upon  the  representa- 
tions of  active  and  able  Delegates,  but  I 
have  endeavoured  to  ascertain,  as  well  as 
I  can,  the  real  facts  of  the  case.  Now, 
it  is  a  striking  fact  that,  notwithstanding 
the  complaints  which  have  proceeded  from 
Nova  Scotia,  at  the  General  Election  which 
occurred  after  the  Confederation  had  been 
entered  into,  not  one  half  of  the  votes  in 
the  Province  of  No?a  Scotia  were  given 
in  favour  of  the  repeal  of  the  Confedera- 
tion. This  circumstance  is  the  more  re- 
markable when  it  is  remembered  that  there 
had  been  a  great  agitation  on  the  subject 
going  on  for  a  considerable  period.  The 
whole  constituency  under  the  limited  fran- 
chise recently  introduced  was  48,000  or 
more,  while  for  the  successful  candidates 
who  were  opposed  to  Confederation  only 
about  22,500  out  of  the  entire  number 
of  48,000  votes  were  polled.  Thus,  it 
seems  that,  although  there  was  a  great 
change  in  the  representation,  there  are  no 
facts  to  show  that  the  feeling  in  the  Pro- 
vince against  Confederation  was  by  any 
means  unanimous.  Looking  at  the  nature 
of  the  alleged  grievances,  I  think  the  proper 
course  to  pursue  was  to  allow  the  Canadian 
Parliament  the  opportunity  of  showing 
their  determination  to  remove  any  griev- 
ances that  might  exist,  and  that  they 
duly  appreciated  the  importance  to  them- 
s^elVes  of  th6  beany  co-oberation  of  the 
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mariiiroe  ProTinces,  especiallj  Nova  Seotia, 
in  estabKshing  the  XJnioD.  I  believe  as 
time  goes  on  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia 
will  themaelfeB  doubtless  arrive  at  the 
conclusion  that,  under  the  sjstem  of  go- 
Ternment  Chat  has  now  been  inaugurated 
in  regard  to  every  branch  of  their  commerce 
they  are  more  faTourably  treated  and  better 
off  than  they  would  have  been  had  they 
remained  independent,  or  entered  into  a 
separate  Confederation  with  Newfoundland 
or  New  Brunswick.  The  noble  Lord  has 
referred  to  a  point  which  I  beHeve  was  not 
very  strongly  dwelt  upon  by  the  Delegates 
themselves — namely,  that  the  authority 
given  to  the  Delegates  by  the  Province  of 
Nova  Scotia,  if  given  at  all,  was  given 
only  in  respect  of  a  Confederation  in  which 
they  were  to  be  one  in  five,  and  not  one 
in  three.  It  is  hardly  necessary  to  dwell 
upon  that  point,  because,  whatever  may 
have  been  the  instruction  originally  given 
to  the  Delegates,  the  Government  of  Nova 
Scotia  expressed  their  satisfaction  at  the 
Confederation  Act  after  it  had  been  in- 
troduced into  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
knowing  of  course,  that  it  would  effect  only 
a  Confederation  of  a  limited  kind,  in  which 
neither  Newfoundland  nor  Prince  Edward's 
Island  was  included.  I  understand,  how- 
eyer,  that  the  only  question  now  to  be 
decided  is  what  course  ought  to  be  pur- 
sued in  order  to  allay  the  discontent  which 
prevails  among  a  large  number  of  the 
people  of  Nova  Scotia.  Now,  under  the 
circumstances  I  should  deprecate  such  an 
inquiry  as  has  been  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord — not  because  there  may  not  be  a 
precedent  for  the  adoption  of  such  a  course 
or  because  I  am  opposed  to  inquiry  into 
grievances  wherever  a  fair  ground  for  it 
has  been  established,  but  because,  in  my 
opinion,  the  Nova  Scotians  will  find  that 
their  true  interest  lies  in  their  union  with 
Canada,  and  that  they  are  not  suffering 
from  the  grievances  so  strongly  set  forth  in 
their  Petition  which  was  presented  at  the 
commencement  of  this  Session.  The  action 
of  the  Dominion  Parliament  will,  I  think, 
have  Tery  much  altered  their  opinion  on 
this  point,  and  I  trust  the  agitation  will  to 
some  extent  have  subsided.  It  is  moat 
important  that  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia 
should  feel  at  as  early  a  date  as  possible 
the  beneficial  effect  of  the  various  measures 
of  relief  passed  by  the  Dominion  Parlia- 
ment. I  cannot  but  think  that  a  Commis- 
sion to  inquire  into  these  questions  now, 
before  any  experience  has  been  arrived  at 
of  the  operation  of  the  measure,  would  be 


calculated  to  excite  false  hopes,  and  to 
stimulate  that  discontent  which  no  doubt 
exists,  but  for  which,  I  think,  there  is  no 
good  reason— at  all  events,  on  the  grounds 
now  put  forward.  There  has  been  another 
reason  alleged  why  Nova  Scotia  is  an  un- 
willing party  to  the  Confederation — namely, 
her  ancient  history  and  well-known  loyalty 
towards  England.  That,  no  doubt,  is  a 
feeling  which  ought  not  to  be  disregarded 
— a  feeling  which  ought  not  to  be  lightly 
passed  oyer  ;  but  in  affairs  of  this  kind  we 
must  look  to  the  course  of  eyents  generally. 
In  that  Province  the  subject  of  Confede- 
ration was  mooted  several  years  ago  ;  and 
her  Parliament  debated  it,  and  confirmed 
the  scheme  of  Confederation  which  was 
altimately  passed.  I  think,  therefore, 
we  should  pause  before  we  take  any  steps 
which  would  cause  hesitation  in  the 
minds  of  persons  in  Canada  or  other 
parts  of  North  America  who  may  be  em- 
barking in  undertakings  in  Nova  Scotia 
The  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment 
has  been  to  point  out  to  the  Province  the 
various  steps  that  have  been  taken  to  meet 
the  grievances  which  have  been  alleged. 
I  cannot  but  think  your  Lordships  will  be 
of  opinion  that  this  is  the  more  prudent 
course  to  pursue,  and  that  you  will  refuse 
your  consent  to  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Lord  for  the  appointment  of  a  Commission 
of  Inquiry  into  those  grievances.  For  Her 
Majesty's  Government  I  can  only  say 
that  we  shall  proceed  in  a  spirit  of  con- 
ciliation towards  the  Province,  and  use 
our  influence  with  Canada  in  favour  of  a 
similar  policy  on  the  part  of  the  Dominion 
Government. 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON:  My 
Lords,  if  any  special  responsibility  in  so 
great  a  measure  as  this  can  be  said  to  attach 
to  any  individual,  I  presume  that  in  this 
case  that  responsibility  would  attach  to 
me  ;  because  it  fell  to  my  lot,  when  I  filled 
the  same  position  as  that  which  my  noble 
Friend  who  has  just  spoken  now  holds,  to 
negotiate  with  the  Delegates  from  North 
America  the  terms  of  the  Union  which  was 
concluded  by  the  Act  of  Confederation,  and 
to  submit  that  Act  for  the  approval  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament.  My  Lords,  I  think 
I  may  say  there  has  rarely  been  any  set- 
tlement so  large  in  its  operation  which 
has  more  completely  commanded  the  as- 
sent of  all  parties  in  this  country.  The 
Act  passed  through  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament — I  cannot  say  without  a  dissen- 
tient voice,  but  with  very  few  dissentient 
voices  indeed.    At  the  same  time  I  cannot 
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for  a  moment  allow  tbat  it  passed  without 
full  consideration.  Tbe  question  had  oc- 
cupied the  attention  of  successive  Govern- 
ments here,  as  it  had  been  fully  discussed 
in  the  North  American  Provinces.  It  is  no 
wonder  that  this  should  have  been  so,  be- 
cause the  real  question  was  whether  a  great 
country,  ruled  by  the  same  Sovereign, 
animated  by  one  feeling  of  loyalty  to- 
wards that  Sovereign,  and — as  the  noble 
Duke  has  remarked  —  united  by  natural 
bonds  of  interest  and  designed  by  nature 
as  one  —  whether  that  country  should 
henceforward  be  consolidated,  or  should 
continue  to  be  divided  by  those  artificial 
divisions  which  man  had  set  up.  I  hope  I 
never  disguised  from  Parliament  that  tnere 
was  a  considerable  party  in  Nova  Scotia 
opposed  to  the  Confederation.  I  did  not  con- 
ceal anything ;  I  printed  every  statement 
on  the  subject,  and  even  invited  the  atten- 
tion of  your  Lordships  to  such  opposition 
as  did  exist.  What  the  character  and  ex- 
tent of  the  oppoi^ition  were  was  another 
question.  Parliament,  having  heard  and 
seen  all  that  had  been  said  on  the  subject, 
decided  in  favour  of  the  measure  by  no 
faltering  vote  ;  and  I  think  the  reasons  on 
which  Parliament  decided  were  good  and 
valid  reasons.  If  your  Lordships  allow  me 
I  will  refer  to  dates  in  order  to  make  the 
matter  clearer.  In  1861 — the  question 
had  been  mooted  before  then,  but  I  shall 
not  go  further  back  than  1861 — the  House 
of  Assembly  in  Nova  Scotia  declared  in 
general  terms  its  assent  to  a  scheme  of 
Confederation.  Two  years  after,  in  1863, 
a  new  Parliament  was  convened  ;  and  in 
the  following  year,  1864,  there  was  a  con- 
ference of  Delegates.  First,  Delegates  of  all 
the  maritime  Provinces  met  at  Charlotte- 
town,  in  PrinceEdward's  Island,  to  consider 
the  question  of  a  union  of  the  maritime  Pro- 
vinces alone.  Subsequently  the  Canadian 
Delegates  joined  in  ;  the  conference  was 
transferred  to  Quebec,  and  the  Quebec  Reso- 
lutions were  the  basis  on  which  it  was  agreed 
that  not  one,  two,  or  three,  but  all  the  five 
colonies  should  be  united  in  a  Confederation. 
In  two  years  afterwards — namely,  in  1866, 
the  Parliament  of  Nova  Scotia  agreed  to 
the  Confederation,  not  in  general,  but  in 
explicit  and  precise  terms,  and  sent  over 
Delegates  to  settle  with  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  the  terms  of  the  Act.  Those 
Delegates  came  to  this  country,  and  it  was 
my  duty  to  confer  with  them.  In  1867  I 
introduced  the  Bill  which  your  Lordships 
were  pleased  to  pass,  and  which  received 
the  approval  of  the  House  of  Commons 
The  Earl  of  Carnarvon 


also.  When  the  Act  passed  and  went  out 
to  Nova  Scotia,  it  was  solemnly  ratified  by 
the  Parliament  of  that  Province.  Imme- 
diately, however,  on  this  another  disolu- 
tion  took  place  and  another  Parliament 
was  convened  in  Nova  Scotia,  and  it  passed 
Resolutions  against  the  Act  —  Resolutions 
on  which  the  Petitions  presented  by  the 
noble  Lord  are  founded.  That  was  the 
course  of  proceeding.  But  the  noble  Lord 
has  said  this  evening,  as  he  said  last  ^ear, 
that  knowing  there  was  ^  certain  amount 
of  opposition  to  the  measure,  though  the 
character  and  extent  of  that  opposition 
were  unknown,  it  was  our  duty  to  have 
tested  the  feeling  of  the  Province  by  a 
dissolution.  On  constitutional  grounds,  no 
doubt,  I  readily  agree  that  it  is  never  right 
to  take  any  country  or  any  body  by  sur- 
prise ;  but  I  should  wholly  demur  to  the 
doctrine  that  it  is  necessary  to  refer 
back  to  the  constituencies  each  parti- 
cular point,  even  though  important,  as  it 
arises.  If  that  were  necessary  Members 
of  Parliament  would  not  be  representa- 
tives of  the  people ;  they  would  be  simply 
delegates.  This  has  been  repeatedly  held 
by  the  highest  Parliamentary  authorities, 
from  Mr.  Pitt  to  Sir  Robert  Peel.  Par- 
liaments that  had  sat  several  years,  and 
had  been  originally  called  together  for  the 
discussion  of  other  questions  passed  the 
Act  of  Union,  Roman  Catholic  Emanci- 
pation, and  the  Repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws. 
But  if  you  look  to  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances of  these  colonies,  I  think  you  will 
find — I  say  it  without  any  intention  of 
offence  —  that  these  changes  in  public 
opinion,  rapid  in  all  popularly  governed 
countries,  are  very  rapid  there  ;  and  on 
no  subject  have  they  been  more  rapid 
than  on  this  question  of  Confederation.  In 
1864  Newfoundland  and  Prince  Edward's 
Island  were  favourable  to  some  Confede- 
ration. They  assented  to  the  Quebec 
Resolutions,  which  was  a  practical  em- 
bodiment of  the  Confederation  scheme, 
and  which  afterwards  formed  the  basis  of 
the  Act.  Two  years  later  those  colonies 
opposed  this  principle,  to  which  they  had 
previously  declared  themselves  to  be  fa- 
vourable. In  1865  the  colony  of  New 
Brunswick  was  opposed  to  Confederation. 
In  1866  —  the  year  afterwards  —  that 
colony  having  passed  through  one  of 
those  phases  of  opinion  which  frequently 
set  in,  was  in  favour  of  Confederation,  and 
was  incorporated  under  the  Act  of  last 
Session.  Therefore,  I  say  it  was  not  com- 
petent for  Parliament  last  year  to  look  be* 
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hind  the  Tote  of  tboie  authorities  who  had 
agreed  to  the  scheme  of  Confederation  ;  it 
was  not  our  business  to  disregard  or  put 
on  one  side  the  acoredited  envoys  from 
those  colonies  to  us.  If  there  be  one 
thing  more  than  another  which  represeur 
tative  self-government  of  the  colonies 
means»  it  is  this — that  the  Home  Govern- 
ment and  the  Imperial  Parliament  will  only 
deal  with  the  duly  accredited  agents  of  those 
colonies  as  representing  the  local  authority, 
and  the  adoption  of  any  other  principle 
will  lead  us  into  very  serious  difficulties. 
The  position  of  affairs  last  year  was  a  very 
peculiar  one.  Tour  Lordships  will,  doubt- 
less, remember  the  Constitution  by  which 
Upper  and  Lower  Canada  were  united.  No 
doubt,  that  proved  in  many  respects  very 
suocessfal ;  but  in  other  respects  it  had 
run  itself  out,  and  when  Parliament  passed 
that  Act  of  last  year  it  was  perfectly  evi- 
dent to  all  parties  that  a  dead-lock  had 
arisen  in  the  legislative  machinery  which 
governed  the  relations  of  Upper  and  Lower 
Canada,  and  that  unless  some  remedy  were 
applied  great  inconvenience  must  result. 
Nor  let  the  House  forget  that  just  about 
the  same  time  there  was  open  and  aggres- 
sive manifestation  of  Fenianism  upon  the 
border,  and  that  the  Fenians  had  carried 
fire  and  sword  into  an  unoffending  Pro- 
vince, and  were  keeping  all  things  in  a  state 
of  difficulty  and  disturbance.  And  there- 
fore it  was  that  parties  within  the  colony — 
men  of  all  shades  of  political  opinion,  holding 
the  most  different  views,  and  who  for  years, 
had  been  opposed  upon  questions  of  vital 
importance,  made  great  sacrifices — sacri- 
fices national,  political,  even  religious  in 
their  character — and  combined  in  one  gene- 
ral policy  which  they  believed  to  be  for  the 
safety  and  general  welfare  of  the  country. 
I  think  your  Lordships  cannot  fail  to  per- 
ceive that  if  at  such  a  moment  we  bad  al- 
lowed any  delay  in  giving  effect  to  what 
was  the  common  desire,  it  roust  hare  had 
the  effect  of  indefinitely  postponing  any 
settlement  of  this  question.  What  is  the 
demand  put  forward  by  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite ?  The  noble  Lord  says  it  is  the  issue 
of  a  Commission  of  Inquiry.  But  if  your  | 
Lordships  look  at  the  Resolution  of  the  j 
Nova  Sootian  Parliament  upon  which  that ' 
demand  is  based,  you  will  see  that  it  goes 
a  long  way  in  the  direction  of  guiding  the  | 
Commission  to  a  conclusion,  and  indicates , 
that  Nova  Scotia  will  be  satisfied  with  no- 
thing less  than  the  repeal  of  the  Confede- 
ration  by  which  they  are  bound  to  Canada,  i 
We  must  all  do  justice  to  the  ancient  loyalty  j 


and  high  feeling  of  the  Nova  Scotians. 
The  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Buckingham) 
did  no  more  than  justice  when  he  spoke  of 
Nova  Scotia  as  one  of  our  most  ancient  and 
valued  colonies,  whose  feelings  towards  this 
country  have  never  for  a  moment  been 
doubted  or  questioned;  and  I  feel  sure  that 
Parliament,  in  dealing  with  a  question  in 
which  their  feelings  are  so  deeply  interested 
would  wish  to  deal,  not  alone  in  the  most 
kindly,  but  in  the  most  respectful  manner. 
At  the  same  time,  the  Nova  Scotians  will 
well  understand  that  in  treating  this  ques- 
tion and  arguing  upon  it  we  must  deal  with 
them  as  men  of  sense — not,  I  hope,  giving 
them  offence,  but  putting  before  them  those 
solid  arguments  upon  which  the  question 
rests.  Let  it  not  for  a  moment  be  sup- 
posed that  I  contemplate  the  employment 
of  coercion ;  I  hold  that  such  a  word  has 
no  place  whatever  in  the  vocabulary  of  the 
relations  that  should  exist  between  this 
country  and  the  colonies.  But,  at  the  same 
time,  speaking  with  perfect  frankness  and 
sincerity,  I  say  that  from  one  point  of  view 
the  demand  is  premature,  and  from  another 
point  of  view  that  it  comes  too  late.  It 
is  premature,  because  the  Confederation 
which  is  complained  of  has  not  yet  been 
in  existence  for  a  single  twelvemonth, 
and,  as  the  noble  Duke  pointed  out,  not 
one-half  of  the  total  electors  have  expressed 
their  opinion  upon  it.  The  total  consti- 
tuency amounts  to  48,000  electors,  and 
those  voting  for  the  repeal  of  the  Confede- 
ration only  amounted  to  22,000  —  there 
being,  moreover,  a  very  large  minority  of 
not  less  than  15,000  who  threw  their  votes 
in  favour  of  the  maintenance  of  the  Union. 
No  Union,  as  far  as  I  know,  in  the  his- 
tory of  the  world  has  ever  worked  quite 
smoothly  in  its  commencement.  It  could 
not,  in  the  nature  of  things,  be  possible 
that  it  should  do  so.  More  than  once, 
certainly,  after  the  Union  of  England  and 
Scotland  Motions  were  made  for  the  repeal 
of  that  Union.  Yet  no  one  doubts  now 
with  what  incalculable  blessings  that  Union 
was  fraught  to  both  countries,  or  how  wise 
those  statesmen  were  who  turned  a  deaf 
ear  to  the  temporary  desires  of  the  peo- 
ple. But  in  another  point  of  view,  this 
demand  comes  too  late,  for  the  Nova  Sco- 
tians have  elected  their  Members  and  sent 
them  to  the  Parliament  at  Ottawa,  upon  a 
distinct  promise  that  fair  play  should  be 
given  to  the  new  constitutional  Act.  It 
could  scarcely  be  said  that  fair  play  had 
been  given  to  it  if,  before  twelve  months 
are  out,  you  are  asked  to  repeal  the  mea- 
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sure.  And  it  ognnot  ba  forgotten  that  there 
would  be  the  most  lerious  praotioal  diffi- 
culties in  doing  aDythiog  of  the  kind.  To 
begiu  with.  Nova  Scotia  has  already  ob- 
tained a  great  many  of  the  advantages  of 
union  ;  and  even  if  she  were  ready  to 
relinquish  these,  they  are  of  a  kind  that 
cannot  easily  be  put  off.  For  instance,  a 
sum  of  money  has  been  already  expended 
upon  public  works,  not  lest,  I  believe, 
than  30,000  dollars  upon  the  survey  and 
location  of  the  railroad.  Again,  the  money 
securities  of  Nova  Scotia,  which  before 
the  Union  were  at  a  discount,  have  been 
so  enhanced  in  value  that  they  now  — 
including  discount  and  premium  —  equal 
a  total  rise  of  10  per  cent.  If,  then,  you 
attempt  to  repeal  that  Act,  you  at  once 
involve  vourself  in  difficulties  of  a  very 
serious  character.  Again,  1  say  the  Nova 
Scotians  must  forgive  me  for  speaking 
with  perfect  frankness;  I  do  not  think 
that  their  present  demand  is  a  reasonable 
one.  What  is  the  claim  which  Nova 
Scotia  and  all  the  British  North  American 
colonies  have  invariably  made  upon  this 
country  ?  It  is  that  they  shall  be  viewed 
and  treated  as  integral  parts  of  this  great 
Empire.  And  what  has  been  the  answer 
of  one  English  statesman  after  another? 
They  haye  said  to  the  colonies,  ''As 
long  as  you  continue  true  to  your  alle- 
giauce  —  as  long  as  you  desire  to  re- 
tain your  connection  with  this  country 
— so  long  will  we  stand  by  you  ;  no  open 
aggression  shall  be  made  upon  you,  and 
not  even  the  breath  of  insult  shall  pass 
over  yeu."  But,  on  the  other  hand,  this 
promiiie  was  never  made  without  an  implied 
and  tacit  understanding  on  the  part  of  the 
colonies  that  they  should  do  their  part  in 
the  matter  ;  they  have  been  told  over  and 
over  again  that  they  must  organize  and 
place  themselves  in  a  position  which  would 
be  tenable  and  defensible  in  case  of  war. 
Well,  what  is  that  position  ?  All  the  au- 
thorities, military  and  civilian,  are  agreed 
in  this — that  the  best  and  almost  the  only 
military  organization  which  it  is  possible 
for  these  colonies  to  adopt  is  Confedera- 
tion. If  that  policy  be  applicable  to  any 
one  of  the  colonies  more  than  another,  it 
is  to  Nova  Scotia,  which  has  been  de- 
scribed by  one  of  their  own  most  able 
advocates  as  the  frontage  of  the  whole 
British  North  American  Continent,  whose 
harbours,  citadel,  and  arsenal  were  not 
made  for  Nova  Scotia  alone ;  but  were 
designed  by  nature  for  the  common  benefit 
of  herself  and  of  her  sister  Profinces.  But 
Th$  Earl  of  Carnarvon 


I  know  wetj  well  that  it  is  said  by  some 

Sersons  in  Nova  Scotia,  "  Nova  Scotia 
as  a  peculiar  geographical  formation, 
of  which,  if  she  were  disposed  to  take 
advantage  '* —  I  deny  that  she  is  dis- 
posed  to  take  advantage  it — "she  could 
strengthen  herself  within  that  peninsula, 
and  remain  careless  and  secure  while  the 
lands  of  her  sister  colonies  were  desolated 
by  war."  I  do  not  believe  for  one  moment 
that  the  Nova  Scotians — as  loyal,  as  true, 
and  as  generous  a  people  as  ever  lived-* 
would  recognize  or  admit  such  an  argu- 
ment, still  less  that  they  would  stoop  to 
so  unworthy  a  policy.  But  it  is  an  argu- 
ment which  has  been  put  forward  by  a 
narrow  section,  and  it  deserves  to  be  met. 
There  was  such  a  case  before  in  the 
world's  history  about  3,000  years  ago  ;  it 
is  one  of  the  earliest  wars  that  has  been 
described,  but  ita  record  still  kindles  en- 
thusiasm when  it  is  read.  When  the 
liberty  and  the  civilization  of  Greece 
broke  the  whole  force  of  the  Persian  in- 
vader, there  was  a  peninsula  within  which 
it  was  proposed  by  a  section,  arguing  in 
the  same  narrow  spirit  that  the  section  of 
to- day  argues,  to  intrench  themselves, 
leaving  the  remainder  of  their  countrymen 
to  be  decimated  by  war,  and  their  lands  to 
be  wasted  by  a  foreign  enemy.  Happily  for 
the  liberties  of  men,  that  fatal  proposal  was 
over-ruled  :  they  fought  and  they  con- 
quered, and  whom  does  history  now  de* 
light  to  honour?  Those  who  made  common 
cause  with  the  rest  of  Qreece  and  refused 
to  be  sharers  in  an  ungenerous,  unworthy, 
and  selfish  policy,  or  those  whose  conduct 
had  then,  and  has  been  since,  branded  as 
false  to  the  interests  of  Greece,  of  liberty, 
and  of  civilization  ?  I  am  satisfied  that 
the  same  will  be  the  case  with  Nova 
Scotia ;  that  selfish  considerations  will 
not  prevail,  and  that  the  arguments  of 
a  narrow  section  will  not  find  favour. 
It  is  unwise,  it  is  unreasonable,  for  the 
colonies  to  expect  us  to  make  sacrifices 
for  them  if  they  are  prepared  in  return  to 
make  no  sacrifices  for  us.  I  was  glad  to 
hear  what  fell  from  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Buckingham)  when  he  told  us  that 
the  Parliament  of  Canada  have  shown  eyery 
inclination  to  deal  in  the  most  gentle  and 
conciliatory  spirit  with  Nova  Scotia.  In 
my  opinion,  in  so  doing  they  act  rightly  and 
wisely.  Your  Lordships  and  Parliament 
may  do  something,  but  the  Canadian  Par- 
liament can  do  a  great  deal  more  in  this 
matter.  The  burdens  they  have  struck  off 
and  the  disposition  they  have  shown  to  make 
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allowance  for  the  present  feeling  and  irri- 
tation of  the  NoTa  Sootiane  OTince  a  detire 
to  do  full  jostioe  to  all  NoYa  Sootian  inte- 
rests.  Bat  the  qneition  remains  for  ns*> 
can  we  agree  to  such  a  proposition  as  the 
noble  Baron  (Lord  Stratheden)  has  brought 
forward  ?  I  submit  that  jou  cannot  do 
so.  In  fairness  to  the  whole  Dominion  of 
Canada  joo  cannot  re-open  at  the  end  of 
one  year  a  question  which  would  break  up 
the  Union.  In  the  next  place  there  is  no 
precedent  for  such  a  Motion  as  this.  We 
are  now  asked  to  recommend  the  issue  of 
a  Commission  of  Inquiry  to  repeal  a  great 
constitutional  measure  which  has  not  been 
in  existence  twelve  months.  There  is  no 
precedent  for  this.  More  than  this,  what 
we  are  asked  to  do  is  to  place  the  Parlia- 
ment and  this  country  in  a  position  of  un- 
parallelled  indignity,  and  to  confess  that 
our  whole  colonial  Empire  is  one  gigantic 
failure.  Time,  which  ebanges  so  many 
things,  also  heals  many  things,  and  I 
trust  that  it  will  heal  the  irritation  which 
is  felt  in  parts  of  No?a  Scotia.  Of  one 
thing  I  em  satisfied,  that  we  cannot  take 
any  hasty  and  precipitate  step,  and  on  the 
other  hand,  the  Kova  Scotians  must  remem- 
ber that  none  can  be  exempt  from  diffi- 
culties, trials,  burdens,  and  sacrifices  who 
desire  to  maintain  their  position  in  that 
Imperial  commonwealth  to  which  they  be- 
long, and  in  the  glory  of  which  we  are  all 
common  sharers.  I  hope  your  Lordships 
will  reject  the  prayer  of  this  Petition. 

Thb  Marquess  of  NORMANBY  said, 
that  with  the  personal  feelings  he  enter- 
tained towards  NoTa  Scotia  no  one  eould 
be  more  ready  than  himself  to  adopt  any 
measure  calculated  to  allay  the  irritation 
that  existed,  and  to  promote  the  interests  of 
that  colony.  The  noble  Lord  who  brought 
forward  the  subject  (Lord  Stratheden)  bad 
greatly  narrowed  it  by  admitting  that  the 
repeal  of  the  Union  was  not  now  the  ques- 
tion to  be  discussed  ;  but  still  he  (the 
Marquess  of  Normanby)  should  not  be 
doing  his  duty  if  he  gaye  a  silent  vote 
on  this  Motion.  The  Petition  was  one  of 
so  extraordinary  a  character,  having  been 
signed  by  nearly  ail  the  Members  of  the 
local  Legislature  of  Nova  Scotia,  that  if 
he  simply  considered  the  interests  of  the 
Nova  Scotians  he  should  not  hesitate, 
however  much  be  might  regret  such  a 
decision,  to  vote  for  the  repeal  of  the 
Union.  But  it  was  not  the  interests  of 
Nova  Scotia  alone  which  their  Lordships 
had  now  to  consider,  and  he  believed  that 
the  appointment  of  a  Commission  would 


only  tend  to  increase  the  dissatisfaeticm 
and  irritation  now  existing  in  Nova  Scotia. 
What  he  hoped  would  occur  to  allay  that 
irritation  was  a  change  of  opinion  on  the 
part  of  the  Nova  Scotians  themselves.  In 
small  communities,  where  local  interests 
were  concerned,  opinions  were  apt  to  bo 
taken  up  suddenly,  and  these  opinions  were 
liable  to  sudden  changes.  The  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Buckingham)  had  referred  to 
the  case  of  New  Brunswick.  The  dec* 
tions  in  1855  resulted  in  an  overwhelming 
majority  against  the  Union  ;  but  within  a 
year  a  large  majority  was  returned  in 
favour  of  the  Union.  Taking  everything 
into  consideration,  and  knowing  the  energy 
shown  by  the  opponents  of  the  Union ; 
and  how  they  had  agitated  the  country 
from  one  end  to  the  other — how  they  had 
predicted  evils  of  every  kind,  and  declared 
that  the  trade  of  Nova  Scotia  would  be 
ruined  by  a  hostile  tariff,  and  that  their 
Militia  would  be  moved  to  the  frontiers  of 
Canada,  to  protect  that  Province — he  was 
by  no  means  surprised  at  what  bad  oc- 
curred. But  he  belicTod  that  as  soon  as 
the  Nova  Scotians  found  that  these  pre- 
dictions had  not  been  fulfilled,  they  would 
themselves  acknowledge  the  wisdom  of 
their  Lordships  in  rejecting  their  present 
demand,  and  would  be  thankful  for  the  op- 
portunity of  re-considering  the  matter 
more  calmly.  He  believed  that  the  Cana- 
dian Parliament  would  be  found  willing 
and  ready  to  redress  any  grievances  of 
Nova  Scotia  which  might  be  pointed  out. 
He  had  foundation  for  this  belief;  for 
during  the  last  Session  several  duties  which 
peculiarly  affected  Nova  Scotia  were  taken 
off ;  the  duty  on  corn  was  modified  ;  the 
tonnage  dues  for  lights  on  the  coast,  and 
taxes  on  all  the  articles  used  in  shipbuild- 
ing were  repealed— -burdens  which  affected 
Nova  Scotia  as  a  maritime  Province.  Steps 
had  also  been  taken  to  encourage  the  di- 
rect trade  with  the  West  Indies.  Seeing 
what  had  already  occurred  in  the  Canadian 
Parliament,  he  was  justified  in  believing 
that  in  future  the  Nova  Scotians  would  be 
treated  with  generosity,  with  justice,  and 
as  an  integral  portion  of  the  Canadian 
Dominion,  and  that  in  a  short  time  they 
would  themselves  wonder  at  the  opposition 
they  had  offered  to  the  Union.  As  in  his 
opinion  the  issue  of  a  Commission  would 
only  aggravate  the  evil,  he  should  vote 
sgainst  the  Motion. 

Lord  LYVEDEN  said,  he  in  a  great 
measure  attributed  the  discontent  that  ex- 
isted to  the  haste  with  which  the  Confede- 
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ration  Act  was  pressed  forward  bj  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Carnar?on)  last 
year.  Objeotion  had  been  taken  to  the 
Irish  Church  being  dealt  with  by  a  mori- 
band  Parliament.  Now,  it  was  a  moribund 
Parliament  in  Nora  Scotia  which  sanc- 
tioned Confederatioa»  and  he  last  year 
pressed  upon  the  noble  Earl  the  important 
consideration  that  the  elections  were  just 
coming  on,  and  that  it  would  be  much  bet- 
ter to  delay  the  consideration  of  the  sub- 
ject until  the  opinions  of  the  constituencies 
had  been  ascertained.  That  result  proved  to 
be  adTcrse  to  the  measure,  but  he  thought 
the  elections  turned  less  upon  Confederation 
than  on  another  question  on  which  a  strong 
feeling  prevailed.  He  had  always  advo- 
cated Confederation,  but  such  a  measure 
should  be  based  upon  consent,  and  though 
he  admitted  that  technially  there  had  been 
consent,  it  would  have  been  better  to  wait 
for  the  decision  of  the  new  Parliament, 
which  he  believed  would  not  in  that  case 
have  been  so  adverse.  The  discontent 
which  existed  was  not  to  be  allayed  by 
telling  the  colonists  that  they  were  in  the 
wrong  and  that  the  Canadian  Parliament 
would  hereafter  grant  them  everything 
they  required.  In  conversation  with  the 
Delegates,  he  found  that  they  complained 
especially  of  the  want  of  sympathy  mani- 
fested by  the  British  Parliament,  and  he 
regretted  that  the  noble  Duke  did  not  take 
advantage  of  their  visit  to  this  country  to 
propose  an  Inquiry  by  a  Committee  of  this 
House,  for  the  Delegates  would  have  gone 
away  much  better  satisfied  if  their  opinions 
had  been  put  on  record.  They  also  com- 
plained that  only  ten  Peers  were  present 
when  the  Confederation  Act  passed.  He 
had  no  doubt  of  the  loyalty  of  the  Nova 
Scotians,  but  he  feared  that  unless  they 
found  themselves  objects  of  sympathy  and 
interest  on  the  part  of  the  mother-country 
they  would  turn  their  eyes  to  the  United 
States.  Now,  while  thinking  that  if  our 
North  American  colonies  chose  to  separate 
from  us  they  should  be  allowed  to  do  so 
amicably,  he  had  no  wish  that  they  should 
throw  themselves  into  the  arms  of  the 
United'  States.  He  regretted  that  the 
noble  Duke  had  not  uttered  a  word  of  con- 
ciliation. Had  he  promised  a  Committee 
of  Inquiry  next  Session,  or  given  some  as- 
surance that  their  case  would  be  con- 
sidered, the  colonists  would  have  been 
more  disposed  to  weigh  the  points  which 
had  been  urged  by  him.  To  look  to  the  Con- 
federate Parliament  for  redress  was  the 
very  thing  to  which  they  objected  ;  for, 
L9rdLyv94m 


while  not  disinclined  to  Confederation 
with  the  maritime  Provinces,  they  pro- 
tested against  union  with  Canada,  on  the 
ground  that  the  interests  and  feelings  of 
Canada  were  hostile  to  their  own.  They 
held,  moreover,  that  an  undue  burden 
would  fall  upon  them  with  regard  to  the 
defence  of  Canada,  which,  in  case  of  war, 
would  be  the  first  point  of  attack.  The 
experiment  of  Confederation  must  now  be 
tried,  and  be  trusted  it  would  succeed; 
but  it  would  have  had  a  better  chance  of 
success  had  the  language,  not  so  much  of 
the  noble  Duke  as  of  his  Under  Secretary 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  been  more  sym- 
pathetic and  conciliatory. 

Lord  LTTTELTON  said,  that  bearing 
in  mind  the  disclosures  which  had  recently 
been  made  with  regard  to  the  Union  with 
Ireland,  and  in  other  similar  cases,  he 
could  not  help  suspecting  that  something 
occurred  during  the  Session  of  the  colo- 
nial Parliament  in  1866  of  which  we  were 
not  cognisant.  It  would  be  impossible, 
however,  to  inquire  into  secret  proceedings, 
— if  there  had  been  any  ;  and  it  would  be 
contrary  to  the  principles  of  our  colonial 
policy  to  refer  the  question  of  Confedera- 
tion to  a  Commission  at  the  very  com- 
mencement of  its  operation.  He  thought 
the  colonists  had  cried  out  before  they 
were  hurt,  for,  with  the  exception  of  a 
slight  increase  in  certain  duties,  they  did 
not  appear  to  have  actually  suffered,  while 
they  would  no  doubt  be  benefited  by  fu- 
ture legislation.  As  to  the  argument  that  the 
colonial  Legislature  had  no  right  to  over- 
throw its  own  Constitution,  it  did  not  do  so, 
but  simply  expressed  an  opinion  in  favour 
of  Confederation,  while  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament decided  upon  the  measure.  He 
must  again  express  his  regret  that  suffici- 
ent discussion  had  not  ti^en  place  before 
the  passing  of  the  Confederation  Act,  and 
that  a  greater  desire  to  conciliate  had  not 
been  manifested.  He  trusted  that  every 
expression  of  sympathy  would  be  used  to- 
wards the  people  of  Nova  Scotia  ;  and  he, 
for  his  part,  would  not  say  that  at  no  future 
time  and  under  no  possible  circumstances 
should  an  independent  Inquiry  be  under- 
taken by  this  country  in  the  sense  the 
people  of  Nova  Scotia  wished.  He  did  not 
see  any  ground  for  supposing  that  the  Par- 
liament of  Canada  would  not  do  justice  to 
Nova  Scotia,  and  therefore  he  would  remit 
the  petitioners  to  that  authority.  As  far 
as  expressions  of  our  sympathy  went  we 
should  give  them  ;  but  he  would  say  that 
it  was  impossible  for  us  at  the  present  mo- 
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ment  to  oonseDt  to  the  prayer  of  the  Peti- 
tion. 

The  Earl  of  AIRLIE  said,  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  spoken  last  but  one  (Lord 
Ljveden)  had  blamed  his  noble  Friend 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  for  having 
been  in  so  great  a  hurry,  and  stated  that, 
as  far  as  Nova  Scotia  was  concerned,  the 
Act  of  Confederation  was  passed  by  a 
moribund  Parliament.  But  he  begged  to 
point  out  that  ihe  Parliament  which  had 
decided  on  the  Act  had  been  elected  on  a 
much  wider  franchise  than  the  Parliament 
which  now  existed,  and,  therefore,  as  far 
as  a  wider  franchise  was  a  test,  the  late 
Parliament  ought  to  be  regarded  as  a  better 
index  of  the  popular  will  than  the  present. 
This  Act  of  Confederation  had  been  in 
force  only  a  few  months,  and  he  could  not 
imagine  why  their  Lordships  should  so 
stultify  themselves  as  to  re-open  the  whole 
question,  or  do  that  which  the  Province 
by  its  Delegates  regarded  as  a  preliminary 
step  to  a  repeal  of  the  Union.  There  never 
was  an  Act  of  Union  which  at  once  satis- 
fied the  people  affected  by  it.  Let  their 
Lordships  take  the  Union  of  Scotland  with 
England,  and  consider  how  much  opposed 
to  it  the  most  patriotic  Scotchmen  of  the 
day  were.  The  same  was  the  case  with 
the  Union  of  North  Qermany,  which  had 
been  the  dream  of  the  most  patriotic  Ger- 
mans for  centuries,  but  which  a  great  many 
Germans  at  present  were  not  satisfied 
with.  His  noble  Friend  (Lord  Lyveden) 
said  he  feared  that  if  their  Lordships  did 
not  immediately  comply  with  the  wishes  of 
the  Nova  Scotians  they  would  annex  them- 
selves to  the  United  States.  He  (the 
Earl  of  Airlie)  could  not  conceive  that  the 
Nova  Scotians  would  be  so  blind  to~  their 
own  interests.  Did  not  his  noble  Friend 
.  know  that  the  Nova  Scotians  were,  above 
all  things,  a  maritime  and  commercial 
people  ;  that  the  trade  of  Nova  Scotia  and 
New  Brunswick  was  largely  a  shipbuilding 
trade;  and  what  was  the  condition  to  which 
those  interests  were  reduced  in  the  United 
States  ?  The  United  States,  partly  from 
financial  necessity,  partly  from  a  sneaking 
regard  for  Protection,  had  piled  duty  upon 
duty  upon  copper,  iron,  hemp,  and  every- 
thing that  enters  into  the  construction  of 
ships  ?  He  believed  that  in  New  York 
there  was  not  a  single  ship  building  at 
present,  nor  in  Massachusetts,  nor  in  almost 
any  part  of  the  Union.  They  all  knew 
that  at  this  moment  the  shipbuilding  trade 
of  the  United  States  had  been  transferred  to 
the  maritime  Provinces.  Well,  then,  did  his 
YOL.  CZCIUt  [tbisd  ssbow.] 


noble  Friend  believe  that  a  people  who  were 
so  much  interested  in  shipbuilding  as  the 
Nova  Scotians  would  annex  themselves  to 
the  United  Sates,  and  so  ruin  their  trade  ? 
But  it  was  not  shipbuilding  only,  but  al- 
most every  kind  of  manufacture  that  was 
in  distress  in  the  United  States.  The  iron 
manufacture  of  Pennsylvania,  the  woollen 
manufacture  and  the  cotton  manufacture  of 
the  New  England  States,  were  all  reduced 
to  the  greatest  state  of  depression;  and 
did  his  noble  Friend  think  that  in  such 
circumstances  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia 
would  throw  themselves  into  the  arms  of 
the  United  States  and  reduce  themselves 
to  ruin  ?  He  agreed  with  his  noble  Friend 
and  all  who  had  spoken  on  the  subject, 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Canadian  Go- 
vernment as  far  as  possible  to  conciliate 
the  people  of  Nova  Scotia.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ought  to  make  them  clearly 
understand  that  the  consolidation  of  the 
new  Dominion  must  be  the  work  of  the 
Canadian  Government  much  more  than  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  That  new 
Dominion  must  be  consolidated  much  more 
by  affection  from  within  than  by  pressure 
from  without.  He  hoped  the  Canadian 
Government  would  have  the  wisdom  to  see 
this,  and  also  that  if  they  were  to  become 
a  great  people  they  must  disregard  pro- 
vincial prejudices.  In  London  people  never 
thought  of  inquiring  whether  a  man  had 
been  bom  in  Scotland,  Ireland,  or  Wales  ; 
so  in  Ottawa  he  trusted  that,  provided  a 
man  had  sufficient  capacity  to  fill  a  public 
office,  they  would  never  inquire  whether 
he  came  from  the  maritime  Provinces  or 
otherwise.  He  believed  the  Canadians 
had  the  means  of  making  their  position  so 
strong  and  so  powerful  as  not  only  to 
overcome  the  discontent  of  Nova  Scotia, 
but  even  to  induce  the  people  of  Prince 
Edward's  Island  and  Newfoundland  to 
gravitate  towards  the  new  Dominion. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDB 
said,  he  should  be  glad  if  Nova  Scotians 
would  attend  to  the  advice  that  had  been 
given  them  by  their  Lordships,  and  admit 
that  they  were  entirely  in  the  wrong  ;  but 
if  the  noble  Duke  the  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  had  read  the  protest  which  the 
Delegates  who  had  lately  gone  from  this 
country  had  left  behind,  he  would  not 
think  that  they  would  lightly  abandon 
the  pretensions  which  they  had  put  forth. 
His  noble  Friend  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon)  had  vindicated  his  own  conduct 
in  passing  the  measure  ;  but  a  little  delay 
would  probably  haye  been  foun^i  wiser  in 
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the  end.    The  noble  Duke  the  Seeretarj 
for  the  GelonioB  had  talked  a  good  deal  of 
the  good  that  would  hereafter  result  from 
Confederation  ;  but  neither  his  noble  Friend 
nor  the  noble  Duke  had  dealt  with  the  dis- 
content  whioh,   notwithstanding   all    that 
had   been   said,   was  almost   universal  in 
Nova  Scotia.     Now,  how  did  they  intend 
to  deal  with  this  discontent  ?     His  noble 
Friend  opposite  had  said,  with  that  wisdom 
which  he  possessed  in  so  high  a  degree, 
that  coercion  was  a  word  he  did  not  like 
to  use  between  England  and  her  colonies. 
Both  his  noble  Friend's  historical  recollec- 
tions and  his  own  inclinations  would  have 
made  him  averse  from  employing  coercion 
towards  the  Nova  Seotians  ;  but  his  noble 
Friend  could  not  deny  that  we  had  in  a 
way  coerced  them  into  this  union,  and  that 
we  were  now  coercing  them  to  remain  in  it. 
Now  there  could  be  no  doubt  that  if  any- 
thing in  addition  to  the  eloquenee  of  noble 
Lords  could  convince  the  Nova  Seotians  how 
much  they  were  in  the  wrong  it  would  be  a 
new  inquiry.   The  votes  of  the  late  elections 
showed  what  discontent  existed.     Out  of 
thirty-eight  persons  elected  to  the  Provin- 
eial  Parliament  thirty-six  had  sent  to  this 
country  an  Address  praying,  not  for  inquiry 
but  for  repeal ;  and  of  the  nineteen  elected 
to  represent  the  Province  of  Canada,  seven- 
teen were  in  favour,  at  all  events,  of  a  sus- 
pension of  the  Act  of  Confederation.  Great 
importance  must  be  attached  to  the  posses- 
Bion  of  Nova  Scotia,  not  only  as  a  colony, 
but  as  containing  at  Halifax  an  important 
naval  and  military  station,  and  aa  being, 
therefore,  like  Gibraltar  and  Malta,  not  a 
mere  territorial  possession,  but  a  position 
essential  to  the  maintenance  of  our  mari- 
time   supremacy.      We    should    be    very 
cautious  how  we  alienated  the  affections  of 
these  people.  It  was  very  well  to  lay  down 
what  we  considered  was  good  for  them ; 
but  the  question   was  rather  what  they 
thought  was  good  for  themselves.     They 
believed  that  this  Union  would  injure  them. 
They  might  be  excessively  foolish  in  enter- 
taining that  idea  ;  bnt  as  they  did  enter- 
tain it  we  should  be  exceedingly  unwise  to 
irritate  them  by   disregarding  their  opi- 
nions.    We  might  need,  sooner  than  we 
expected,  the  help  of  Nova  Scotia  in  order 
to  maintain  our  position  in  North  America, 
and  we  should   take  care  to  retain  her 
good-will  and  friendship.     In  the  reign  of 
George  III.  no  doubt  his  Ministers  thought 
the  people  of  fiostoa  unwise  in  objecting 
to  the  imposition  of  the  tea  duty  ;  but  that 
was  not  the  way  to  deal  with  such  a  ques- 
Thc  Mar pte99  of  Olmrmri$  ' 


tion,  He  thought,  thwefore,  that  however 
difficult  such  an  Inquiry  as  was  asked  for, 
it  ought  to  be  instituted.  The  expense 
would  not  be  great ;  and  if  it  were  true 
that  the  arguments  were  so  strong  in 
favour  of  Confederation,  these  would  be 
elicited  and  would  prevail ;  and  we  might 
hope  to  have  a  loyal  colony  instead  of  a 
discontented  one. 

Earl  RUSSBLL  :  Feeling  that  this 
question  is  one  of  the  gravest  importance, 
I  wish  to  say  a  few  words  respecting  it.  It 
appears  to  me  that  whatever  mistakes  may 
have  been  made  hitherto — and  mistakes 
there  have  been — what  we  have  to  consider 
is  the  present  state  of  affairs,  and  the  best 
thing  to  be  done  upon  the  noble  Lord's 
Motion.  Now,  looking  at  the  facts  of  the 
case,  I  find  that  in  1863  the  House  of  As- 
sembly of  Nova  Scotia  oame  to  a  Resolution 
that— 

**  In  the  opinion  of  this  Honie  it  is  desirable 
that  a  Confederation  of  the  British  North  Ame- 
rican Colonies  should  take  place." 

That,  of  course,  implies  a  Confedera- 
tion including  Canada.  It  is,  therefore, 
too  late  now.  to  say  that  they  objected 
altogether  to  union  with  Canada.  Acting 
in  conformity  with  precedent  and  with  rea- 
son, I  cannot  say  that  that  Resolution  was 
not  sufficient  to  proceed  upon,  and  that 
there  ought  to  have  been  a  special  Assem- 
bly called  for  the  purpose  of  considering  . 
this  question.  The  Legislative  Councu 
were  fully  entitled  to  adopt  the  Resolutions 
to  which  they  came,  and  their  Resolutions 
are  binding.  But  then  oame  a  further 
Resolution,  that  it  is  desirable — 

<'  To  arrange  with  the  Imperial  Government  a 
scheme  of  union  which  will  effectually  insure  just 
provision  for  the  rights  and  interests  of  this  JPro- 
vince." 

The  question  arises  whether  we  have  made 
sufficient  provision  for  the  rights  and  inte- 
rests of  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia.  The 
colony  has  made  a  representation  to  the 
Imperial  Parliament — and  we  all  know  that 
this  has  been  an  exceedingly  loyal  colony, 
and  that  it  had  rights  and  interests  which 
it  desired  to  preserve  ;  and  I  think  we 
shall  all  feel  also  that  those  rights  and  in- 
terests ought  to  be  effectually  provided  for. 
The  Province  of  Lower  Canada  had  certain 
rights  and  interests  which  were  guaranteed 
by  the  Act  of  the  Imperial  Legislature, 
and  these  rights  and  interests  were  provided 
for  in  the  Act  of  Confederation )  and,  in 
like  manner,  the  Act  of  Confederation 
should  have  provided,  and  I  trust  did  pro- 
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Tide,  for  ike  righti  and  interests  of  the 
peoplerof  No?a  Seotta.  But  then,  when  I 
am  asked  what  is  to  be  the  remedy  for  any 
grievanee  whieh  may  he  felt  by  the  colony, 
and  whether  we  should  ask  Her  Majesty  to 
send  oat  a  Commission  for  the  purpose  of 
inquiring  into  this  matter,  I  should  say 
that  the  Confederation  haying  been  made 
under  the  sanction  of  the  Assembly  and 
Council  of  Nova  Scotia  itself,  the  sending 
out  of  a  Commission  in  order  to  inquire,  in 
effect  whether  the  Act  of  Confederation 
8hT>uld  .be  repealed  and  the  Confederation 
altogether  dissoUed,  would  not  be  for  the 
benefit  of  Nova  Scotia  or  for  the  benefit 
of  any  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  in  British 
North  America,  but  would  merely  be  the 
introduction  of  new  discord  and  new  con- 
fusion into  the  Province.  If  that  be  the 
ease,  the  only  remedy  I  can  see  is  that 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment)  through  the 
Secretary  of  State,  should  inquire  most 
carefully  into  the  complaints  that  are  made 
by  these  loyal  subjects  of  the  Crown.  I 
myself  haye  the  greatest  respect  for  the 
people  of  Nova  Scotia.  We  have  seen 
how  their  industry  has  tended  to  the  pro- 
sperity of  that  colony  ;  we  have  seeui 
when  parts  of  Canada  were  in  insurrection, 
how  true  and  how  loyal  the  people  of  Nova 
Scotia  were.  1  trust,  therefore,  that  the 
noble  Duke  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
will  take  pains  to  inquire  into  all  these 
grievances  and  into  all  provisions  which  the 
colonists  may  think  injurious  to  their  inte- 
rests ;  that  having  done  so  he  will  lay  be- 
fore Parliament  the  result  of  the  inquiry  ; 
that  Nova  Scotia  will  understand  that, 
having  adopted  the  Confederation,  we  can- 
not depart  from  it;  but  that  everything 
which  concerns  the  rights  and  interests  of 
Nova  Scotia  shall  be  abundantly  provided 
for.  I  am  sure  that  the  Government,  and 
all  parties  in  this  country,  sincerely  desire 
the  welfare  of  Nova  Scotia.  We  desire 
nothing  that  can  be  incompatible  or  incon- 
consistent  with  the  prosperity  of  the  colony; 
our  wish  is  that  such  grievances  as  she  can 
show  to  exist  should  be  speedily  and  com- 
pletely redressed ;  and  that  Nova  Scotia 
may  remain,  as  she  lias  heretofore  been,  a 
loyal  and  contented  Province,  a  source  of 
strength  and  an  ornament  to  the  Empire. 

Lord  CAMPBELL,  in  reply,  said,  that 
as  in  the  course  of  the  debate  there  had 
been  no  arguments  adduced  against  in- 
quiry he  had  little  to  reply  to.  The  noble 
Earl  the  former  Secretary  of  State  had 
entered  into  a  defence  of  what  he  regarded 
as  his  policy.     The  only  remark  which  it 


suggested  was,  Quisvxiiq>er<»f9U  Herctdemf 
The  policy  of  the  noble  Earl  was  not  the 
subject  which  their  Lordships  were  con- 
sidering. The  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar« 
quess  of  Normanby)  had  indeed  asserted 
that  a  Commission  would  aggravate  the 
discontent  in  Nova  Scotia.  It  became, 
therefore,  a  balance  between  the  authority 
of  the  noble  Marquess  and  that  of  the  De- 
legates, who,  with  local  knowledge  yel 
more  recent,  held  an  opposite  opinion. 
The  House  had  one  conclusive  reason  for 
acquiescing  in  the  judgment  of  the  Dele- 
gates. As  they  were  to  a  great  extent 
the  leaders  of  the  colony  they  had  an  ob- 
viously considerable  power  to  influence  its 
temper  and  proceedings.  Was  it  supposed 
that  if  their  mission  was  entirely  defeated 
and  all  their  labours  scattered  to  the  winds, 
that  power  would  be  strongly  exercised  in 
favour  of  Great  Britain,  whose  decision  in 
the  case  supposed  they  could  not  possibly 
extenuate.  At  the  same  time  as  the  Go- 
vernment had  determined  to  oppose  the 
Motion,  and  as  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Bussell) 
had  not  determined  to  support  it,  he  (Lord 
Campbell)  did  not  insist  upon  dividing.  It 
might  not  tend  to  the  solution  of  the  diffi- 
culty or  the  peace  of  British  North  America 
to  show  that  when  argument  had  been  en- 
tirely on  one  side,  numbers  were  almost 
entirely  on  the  other. 

Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  with- 
draton* 

BOUNDARY  BILL— (No.  170.) 

( The  Lord  Privy  Seal,) 
COMMITTEE.        REPORT. 

House  again  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

The  Amendment  mov$d  on  Thursday 
last  (Earl  Beauchamp)  (by  Leave  of  the 
Committee)  withdravm. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment. 

Lord  RAYENSWORTH  rose  to  move 
his  Amendment,  which  was  that  Jarrow 
should  be  included  in  the  borough  of  South 
S  hields.  He  considered  that  a  great  publ  ic 
wrong  had  been  done  by  the  action  of  the 
Government  in  this  matter  of  the  Boun- 
dary Bill.  The  question  of  the  boundaries 
having  been  removed  out  of  the  arena  of 
party  conflict  by  the  appointment  of  a 
Royal  Commission,  the  Government,  with* 
out  any  just  ground,  instead  of  adhering 
faithfully  and  steadfastly  to  the  Report  of 
the  Commission,  referred  the  matter  to  a 
Select  Committee  of  the  other  ^ousOi  hw 
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whom  the  reoommendations  of  the  Royal 
CommisBioners  were  eompletely  upset,  and 
ID  conseqaenoe  of  the  delay  thus  occasioned 
their  Lordships  were  precluded  from  the 
opportunity  of  considering  the  details  of 
the  Bill.  Why  the  recommendations  of 
the  Commissioners  should  not  have  been 
adopted  he  was  at  a  loss  to  understand. 
The  name  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Royal 
Commission  was  alone  a  sufficient  guaran- 
tee to  the  public  of  the  impartiality  of  its 
decisions.  The  Bill  had  been  sent  up  to 
this  House  at  a  time  when  it  was  almost 
impossible  to  consider  it  io  its  details. 
Whatever  interpretation  might  be  put 
upon  the  language  of  the  Prime  Minister 
•—and  a  yery  forced  interpretation  was  put 
upon  it — it  was  admitted  that  any  private 
Member  of  their  Lordships'  House  might 
take  up  the  question.  His  noble  Friend 
(the  Earl  of  Beauchamp)  gave  Notice  of 
an  Amendment,  which  would  have  given 
their  Lordships  an  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing some  of  the  details  of  the  Bill ;  but, 
upon  being  appealed  to  by  the  Government, 
the  noble  Earl  withdrew  his  Motion.  He 
(Lord  Ravensworth)  then,  on  the  spur  of 
the  moment,  gave  Notice  of  his  intention 
to  call  attention  to  one  portion  of  the  Bill. 
There  were  many  boroughs  which,  no 
doubt,  presented  a  strong  case  for  the  ex- 
tension of  their  boundary,  that  of  South 
Shields  was  as  strong  as  any.  Its  popula- 
tion in  1861  was  35,000,  and  the  Com- 
missioners proposed  to  add  to  it  Jarrow, 
which  contained  a  population  of  15,000 
industrious  men,  chiefly  engaged  in  ship- 
building. Jarrow  was  a  place  of  great 
antiquity,  and  was  in  every  respect  identi- 
fied with  South  Shields  ;  yet  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Commission  was  over- 
thrown by  the  Committee,  the  grounds  of 
whose  decision  were  not  stated  in  their 
Report.  He  had  presented  a  petition  signed 
by  440  of  the  most  influential  inhabitants, 
manufacturers  and  others  in  South  Shields, 
praying  that  the  Report  of  the  Commission 
might  be  sustained.  Much  more  depended 
upon  their  Lordships  considering  this  ques- 
tion than  the  satisfaction  of  South  Shields 
and  of  Jarrow.  Unless  steps  were  taken 
to  include  such  places  as  Jarrow  within  the 
limits  of  the  Parliamentary  boroughs  next 
to  them,  very  grave  questions  would  arise  in 
future,  for  it  was  impossible  to  suppose  a  sys- 
tem of  representation  could  continue  which 
excluded  from  the  franchise  the  population 
on  one  side  of  the  street  and  admitted  the 
householders  on  the  other  side.  Tot  this 
description  at  present  applied  to  many  bo- 
Zord  Sav^ndworth 


roughs,  and  particularly  to  Nottingham^ 
Birmingham,  and  South  Shields:  He 
feared  the  next  demand  would  be  to  have 
the  county  mapped  out  into  equal  electoral 
districts  ;  and  this,  no  doubt,  would  be  fol- 
lowed by  the  equalization  of  the  county 
and  borough  franchises.  It  was  because 
he  was  desirous  to  avoid  such  demands, 
and  to  effect  a  real  settlement  of  this 
question  for  a  generation  at  least,  that,  in 
spite  of  adverse  circumstances,  he  begged 
to  move  that  the  Parliamentary  limits  of 
the  borough  of  South  Shields  be  extende*d, 
in  accordance  with  the  recommendation  of 
the  Royal  Commissioners. 

An  Amendment  mof^ed.  Clause  4,  after 
(•'  Salisbury  ")  insert  ("  South  Shields.") 
— (The  Lard  RavenstDorth), 

The  Earl  op  MALMESBURY  said,  he 
was  anxious  that  there  should  not  be  a 
repetition  of  the  scene  witnessed  by  their 
Lordships  the  other  evening,  aud^  hoped 
the  discussion  on  this  subject  would  termi- 
nate in  a  way  very  different  from  that  in 
which  it  had  been  begun.  He  would,  there- 
fore, not  follow  his  noble  Friend  in  his  his- 
tory of  what  occurred  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, but  would  be  content  to  refer  to  the 
reasons  which  he  gave  the  other  evening  to 
his  noble  Friend,  Lord  Beauchamp — who 
was  now  absent  from  the  House — when,  on 
behalf  of  the  Qovernment,  he  begged  his 
noble  Friend  to  withdraw  the  Amendments 
which  stood  in  his  name.  He  would  not 
repeat  those  reasons,  but  must  ask  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Ravensworth)  not  to 
persist  in  the  Motion  he  had  just  made. 
His  noble  Friend,  however,  would  not  infer 
from  this  request  that  he  at  all  dissented 
from  the  arguments  just  addressed  to  their 
Lordships.  Indeed,  from  the  very  com- 
mencement of  the  discussions  in  the  other 
House  the  Qovernment  had  always  been  of 
opinion  that  the  decision  of  the  Royal 
Commissioners  was  on  the  whole  the  best. 
Under  the  circumstances,  however,  he  must 
ask  his  noble  Friend  to  withdraw  the 
Amendment,  and  allow  the  Bill  to  past  in 
its  present  form. 

Lord  REDESDALE  said,  he  wished  to 
state  why  he  should  support  the  Amend* 
ment.  He  had  not  entered  into  the  debate 
the  other  night  because  it  was  carried  on 
in  a  tone  which  he  did  not  desire  to  adopt ; 
but  on  the  present  occasion  he  deemed  it 
necessary  to  make  some  remarks  on  the 
manner  in  which  the  House  had  been  treated 
in  regard  to  this  Bill  and  the  Scotch  Re- 
form Bill|  which  were  two  of  the  most  im- 
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portant  measures  that  erer  came  nnder  the 
ooDBideration  of  Parliament.    They  related 
to  the  Constitution  of  the  country,  and  yet 
their  Lordships  were  told  they  were  not  to 
introduce    any    Amendments    into  them. 
Now,  why  had  not  the  Boundary  Bill  been 
sent  up  from  the  House  of  Commons  at  an 
earlier  period  ?     Because,  he  Would  reply, 
the  Opposition  had  taken  up  the  time  of 
the  House  with  the  consideration  of  another 
uncalled-for   and  totally  useless  measure. 
Their  Lordships  were  now  told,  however, 
that  the  Bill  could  not  be  altered,  because 
it  was  of  great  importance  that  the  elections 
should  occur  in  November ;  but  was  that 
object  of  such  vital  importance  as  to  call 
for  the  passing  through  their  Lordships' 
House  without  any  discussion  of  a  measure 
effecting  the  representation  of  the  people  ? 
To  compare  the  two  things  was  what  no 
statesman  ought  to  do,  and  what  no  man, 
with  any  regard  for  the  country,  could  do. 
Why  should  not  this  Bill  be  amended  ?  The 
Scotch  Bill  had  been  amended,  and  there 
would  nevertheless  be  time  for  its  being  re- 
discussed  in  the  other  House.     It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  question  of  passing  a  good 
Boundary  Bill  was  of  much  more  impor- 
tance than  whether  the  elections  took  place 
in  November  or  not.     He  could  not  under- 
stand, therefore,   why  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Duke  the  Postmaster  General 
with  regard  to  Glasgow  was  not  to  be  en- 
tertained.    The  addition  of  it  would  not 
lead  to  more  than  a  couple  of  hours'  discus- 
sion, which  would  cause  no  delay  whatever. 
He  hoped  that  on  the  third  reading  that 
Amendment  would  be  moved ;  for  he  be* 
lieved  that  the  arguments  in  favour  of  ex- 
tending the  boundary  of  Glasgow    were 
unanswerable.     The  independence  of  their 
Lordships'  House  was  concerned  in   this 
matter.     Even  now  Amendments  might  be 
introduced  into  the  Bill,  and  yet  they  were 
told  not  to  make  them,  as  there  might  be 
some  hazard  about  the  proceeding.     Now, 
the  House  of  Commons  might  discuss  the 
Amendments  in  the  same  time  their  Lord- 
ships  would   probably   take   in    inserting 
them.     If  the  House  of  Commons  accepted 
them,  well  and  good  ;  if  they  rejected  them 
it  would  then  be  the  duty  of  their  Lordships 
to  determine  whether  they   would   insist 
upon  them,  or  whether  they  would  consent 
to  withdraw  them  in  order  to  prevent  fur- 
ther delay.     For  these  reasons  he  should 
certainly  vote  in  favour  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  noble  Lord. 

Lord  COLCHESTER  said,  that  a  most 
important  constitutional  principle  was  in- 


volved in  this  question  ;  and  if  the  noble 
Lord  pressed  his  Amendment  to  a  division 
he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  vote  in  favour 
of  it. 

The  Duke  op  MARLBOROUGH  said, 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  that  no 
alteration  should  be  introduced  into  the 
Boundary  Bill  was  made  simply  because  it 
was  desired  to  have  the  dissolution  in  No- 
vember ;  and  the  20th  July  was  the  last 
day  for  sending  in  claims  for  the  county 
votes.  Under  the  circumstances  the  Go- 
vernment felt  bound  to  abide  by  the  pledge 
which  they  gave  to  the  House  the  other 
evening. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  Nobody  can  com- 
plain of  the  course  which  the  three  inde- 
pendent Peers  have  taken  this  evening. 
Although,  in  discussions  which  were  cer- 
tainly carried  on  with  great  spirit,  to  say 
the  least  of  it,  on  both  sides,  we  com- 
plained of  the  course  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  seemed  inclined  to  take,  we 
never  pretended  to  impugn  the  right  of  the 
House  to  act  as  it  thought  fit.  To-night 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  behaved 
in  a  most  honourable  way ;  and  I  may  add 
that  I  believe  my  noble  Friends  opposite 
are  incapable  of  intentionally  acting  in  any 
other  way. 

On  Question  ?  their  Lordships  divided : 
—Contents,  9  ;  Not-Contents,  27 :  Ma- 
jority, 18. 

Eesohed  in  the  Negative. 

Bill  to  be  read  3'  To-morrow. 

CONTENTS. 

Bristol,  M.  Redesdale,    L.[TeUer.] 

Sondes,  L. 
Ooloheeter,  L.  Stewart  of  Garliei,  L. 

Denman,  L.  (E,  Oalloway,) 

Fitswalter,  L.  Walflingbam,  L. 

Raveniworth,  L.  [TeU 

Ur.-] 

NOT-CONTENTS. 
Cairns,  L.  {L.  ChanceU    Halifax,  V. 

l(n',)  Hawarden,  V. 

Buckingham  and  Cban-  Clifford  of  Cbudleigh,  L. 

do8,  D.  Clinton,  L. 

Marlborough,  D.  Colonsay,  L 

Colville  of  Culross,  L. 

Normanby,  M.  Crofton,  L. 

Farnham,  L. 

Airlie,  E.  Foley,  L. 

Camperdown,  E.  Lyveden,  L. 

Clarendon,  E.  Monson,  L.     [TdUr.^ 

Graham,  E.    (D.  Mon*  Seaton,  L. 

troie,)  Silohester,  L,(E,L<mg' 
Granville,  E.  ford.) 

Kimberley,  E.  Stratheden,  L. 

Lichfield,  E .    [  Teller. ]  Sundridge,  L  (DjLrgyU) 
Malmesbory,  E. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


ri5 


MeiropoKs^S^fis 


(COMMONS) 


Park  TwprwsmfiHU.  716 


PARLIAMENTARY  REFORM- 
REPRESENTATION   OF  THE  PEOPLE 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL.-^No.  192.) 
{The  Lord  Privy  SeaL) 
KEPOBT. 

Amendineuta  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  explained  that 
the  Amendments  for  which  he  was  respon- 
Bible  had  been  introduced  with  the  sanction 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  upon  the 
Woolsack,  and  were  not  intended  to  delay 
in  any  way  the  passing  of  the  Bill. 

Lord  REDESDALE  said,  that  if  any 
Amendments  whatever  were  introduced 
the  effect  must  be  to  send  back  the  Bill 
for  re-consideration  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. He  was  unable  to  see  any  difference 
in  principle  between  the  consideration  of 
one  Amendment  and  another ;  and  there- 
fore he  begged  to  give  Notice  that  upon 
the  third  reading  he  should  move  the 
Amendment  of  which  Notice  had  been 
given  with  regard  to  the  city  of  Glasgow. 

Further  Amendments  made  :  Bill  to  be 
read  3*  To-morrow  ;  and  to  be  printed  as 
amended.     (No  .220.) 

House  adjoamed  at  a  Qnarter  before 

Nine  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

Half-past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday^  July  6,  1868. 


MINUTES.]  —  Sklect  ComnTTBB  — /J<|pore  — 

Grand  Jury  Presentments  (Ireland)  Committee 

[No.  892J  ;  Extradition  [No.  398]. 
Supply  —  considered  in  Committee — Resolutions 

[July  3]  r^porftfd— Civil  Sbr?ic*  Estimatxs — 

Class  v. 
PoBLio  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Public  Departments 

Payments  •  ;  Registration  (Ireland)*. 
First  Reading—  Public  Departments  Payments  • 

[212] ;  Registration  (Ireland)  [218]. 
Second  ReaJding  —  Portpatrick  and  Belfast  and 

County    Down     Railway    Companies    [2011; 

General  Police  and  ImproTcment  (Scotland) 

Act  Amendment*  [206]. 
Pel 


Committee  —  Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt 
Practices  at  Elections  {re-eomm,)  [63] — b.p.  ; 
Ecclesiastical  Buildings  and  Glebes  (Scotland) 
Ire'corvm,)^  [150];  Court  of  Justiciary  (Scot- 
land) {re-eomm,)  *  [174] ;  Municipal  Elections 
(Scotland)*  [189];  Contagious  Diseases  Act 
(1866)  Amendment*  [198];  Petit  Juries  (Ire- 
land) (r«-comm.)*  [209];  Indorsing  of  War- 
rants* [208]. 


iR<)pdr(  —  Eodesiastioal  Buildings  and  Olebea 
(Scotland)  {re-eomm.)  •  [150]  ;  Court  of  Jus- 
ticiary (Scotland)  (re-comm,)^  [H4] ;  Muni- 
cipal Elections  (Scotland)*  [189-211]  ;  Conta- 
dous  Diseases  Act  ( 1866)  Amendment  *  [193]  ; 
Petit  Juries  (Ireland)  {re-oomm,)^  [209];  tn- 
dorsing  of  Warrants  *  [208], 

Considered  as  amended  —  Metropolitan  Police 
Funds*  [132] ;  Assignees  of  Marine  Policies* 


Third  Reading — Registration  [190];  Ecclesi- 
astical Commissioners*  [168];  Poor  Law  and 
Medical  Inspectors  (Ireland)*  [183];  Fairs 
(Metropolis)*  [205]  ;  Clerks  of  the  Peaoe,  ^. 
(Ireland)  *  [194],  and  passed. 

Withdrawn  —  Lands  Clauses  Conflolidation  Act 
(1845]  Amendment*  [176]. 

PUBLIC  DEPARTMENTS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  parry  aaid,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  First  CommissioDer  of  Works,  Whe- 
ther it  be  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  take  any  steps,  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament,  to  oarry  out  the  reoom- 
mendations  in  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
missioners  appointed  in  November  1866, 
to  inquire  into  the  question  of  the  accom- 
modation of  Public  Departments  ? 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  in  reply, 
that  it  was  not  the  intention  of  the  G^ 
vemment  to  take  any  steps  during  the  re- 
mainder of  the  Session  to  carry  out  the 
recommendations  of  the  Commission  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  in  1866  into  the  sub- 
ject of  the  accommodation  of  Public  De- 
partments. It  was,  however,  intended  to 
give  at  the  proper  time  the  usual  notices 
for  the  acquisition  of  property  in  order 
that  there  might  be  legislation  in  the  en- 
suing Session. 

METROPOLIS— HYDE  PARK  IMPROVE- 
MENTS.—QUESTION. 

Mr.  W.  B.  REAUMOlin?  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  Whether  he  proposes  to  cut  down 
any  more  trees  near  the  monument  to  the 
late  Prince  Consort ;  if  so,  how  many ; 
and  generally  what  are  his  intentions  as 
to  laying  out  Hyde  Park  in  that  neighbour- 
hood? 

Loud  JOHN  MANNERS  stated,  in  re- 
ply,  that  he  did  not  propose  to  cut  down 
any  more  trees  of  the  slightest' importance 
in  order  to  make  a  drive  to  the  south  of 
the  Albert  Memorial  in  Hyde  Park  this 
year.  As  to  what  was  intended  to  be  done 
generally  with  respect  to  the  laying  out  of 
the  Park  in  that  neighbourhood,  he  could 
only  repeat  the  answer  he  had  already 
given  to  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Hert- 
ford (Mr.  Cowper).    It  waa^  proposed  to 
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make  this  year  a  drire  to  the  south  of  the 
Albert  Memorial,  and  it  would  be  necee- 
sarj  to  build  a  new  lodge  at  the  Exhibition 
Eoad  Qate,  as  well  as  at  the  other  side  of 
Queen's  Gate.  There  would,  also,  be  a 
drive  made  from  the  Serpentine  to  the 
Exhibition  Bead.  Those  were  the  entire 
of  the  works  with  which  it  was  intended 
to  proceed  this  year.  Next  year  it  would, 
he  thought,  be  necessary  to  take  a  Vote 
for  the  purpose  of  re-laying  and  re<*fonning 
the  grotmd  to  the  north  of  the  Albert  Me- 
morial. 

IRELAND— IRISH  RECORDS. 
auEsnov. 

Mb.  MONSELL  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
When  the  volumes  of  original  Orders  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  Council,  1592- 
1615,  and  of  Kings'  Letters,  obtained  from 
the  Philadelphia  Public  Library,  will  be 
sent  to  Dublm ;  and,  whether  thesePapers 
are  to  be  calendared  in  the  series  of  Calen- 
dars of  Irish  State  Papers,  under  the  direc- 
tion of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  in  reply,  that  the  volumes  of 
original  Orders  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
and  Council,  1592-1615,  and  of  Kings* 
Letters  obtained  from  the  Philadelphia 
Public  Library,  were  now  in  the  hands  of 
the  bookbinders  for  the  purpose  of  being 
handsomely  bound.  They  would,  he  hoped, 
be  ready  to  be  sent  to  the  Public  Record 
Office  in  Dublin  in  a  very  short  time. 
Copies  would  be  taken  for  the  use  of  stu- 
dents in  this  country.  There  were  other 
Papers  of  great  importance  relating  to  Ire- 
land being  calendared,  and  these  would 
take  precedence  of  the  Papers  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  Question  referred 
in  that  respect. 

METROPOLIS— FINSBURT  PARK. 

aVBSTIOK. 

Mb.  T0RREN8  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,  Whether  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board  of  Works,  having  power 
under  "The  Finsbury  Park  Act,  1857," 
to  purchase  250  acres  of  land,  have  pur- 
chased only  ISO  acres;  and,  whether  the 
said  Board  propose  to  seU  for  building 
purposes  twenty  acres  of  the  reduced  quan- 
tity— being  nearly  the  whole  of  the  front- 
ages— whereby  the  benefit  and  use  intended 
fbr  the  public  will  be  further  and  most 
seriously  prejudiced? 


Mb.  TITE  said,  in  reply,  that  at  the 
time  when  the  Act  was  passed  the  Metro- 
politan Board  were  in  rather  happier  oir- 
camstances  than  now  appeared  to  be  the 
case,  inasmuch  as  Government  had  under- 
taken to  defray  half  the  cost  of  the  Park.^ 
A  very  charming  site  was  pointed  out  at 
Homsey  Wood  House,  where  there  was  a 
beautiful  lake  with  a  very  fine  view.  In 
consequence  of  the  opposition  of  the  House 
of  Commons  to  the  first  Vote  of  £60,000 
for  the  Park,  the  Board  of  Works  had  an 
extremely  difficult  task  cast  upon  them  in 
the  creation  of  a  Park  of  such  extent,  as 
well  as  the  keeping  it  up,  as  the  whole 
expense  fell  upon  the  ratepayers.  The 
subject  was  discussed  at  great  length  by 
the  Board,  and  the  result  was  that  they 
determined  to  "cut  their  coat  according 
to  their  cloth,"  and  to  purchase  130  in- 
stead of  250  acres.  That  they  had  done, 
and  the  ground  was  now  being  enclosed. 
The  total  expense  incurred  up  to  the  pre- 
sent was  £94,000,  and  the  cost  would  ex- 
ceed over  £100,000  before  the  scheme  was 
completed ;  in  addition  to  which  the  Park 
would  have  to  be  kept  up.  Under  these 
circumstances  the  Board  had  deemed  it 
right  to  utilize  portions  of  the  land  which 
lay  at  the  lower  part  of  the  Park,  and 
that  might,  he  thought,  be  done  without 
damage  to  the  large  area  remaining,  and 
the  burdens  on  the  ratepayers  thus  dimi- 
nished. 

TURKET— RAILWAYS.— QUESTION. 

Viscount  ENFIELD  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AflEairs,  What  steps  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  taking  in  support  of  the  claims 
of  English  shareholders  in  Turkish  Rail- 
ways for  the  arrears  of  interest  due  under 
the  guarantee  of  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment ? 

Lord  STANLEY  replied  that  requisi- 
tions  had  been  addressed  to  the  Porte  at 
various  dates  on  the  subject.  The  latest 
of  those  representations  bore  the  date  of 
the  11  til  of  June  last,  and  to  that  there 
had  not  been  yet  time  to  receive  an  an- 
swer. 

ARMY— WINDSOR  CAVALRY  BARRACKS. 

QUESTION. 

Colonel  LESLIE  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  he  has  seen  the  Beport  in  the 
papers  of  the  Sanitary  Commissioners  of 
the  Lancet  on  the  Windsor  Cavalry  Bar-> 
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racks,  and  whether  there  is  any  truth  in 
that  Report  as  to  the  bad  state  of  the  Bar- 
racks? 

SiE  JOHN  PAKINGTON,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  seen  the  Eeport  in  question, 
which  made  very  favourable  mention  of 
'the  Windsor  Cavalry  Barracks  in  some, 
although  it  complained  of  their  condition 
in  other  respects.  The  chief  points  of 
complaint  were  the  failure  of  certain  mo- 
dem inventions  for  the  promotion  of  clean- 
liness, the  absence  of  sufficient  accommo- 
dation for  the  families  of  married  men, 
and  the  want  of  water.  As  to  the  first 
point,  he  could  only  say  that  the  inven- 
tions to  which  reference  was  made  were 
not,  he  believed,  always  found  to  be  suc- 
cessful. There  were  complaints  on  the 
subject  last  winter,,  and  a  medical  officer, 
in  conjunction  with  an  officer  of  Engineers, 
had  been  sent  to  visit  the  different  bar- 
racks to  ascertain  the  real  state  of  the 
case.  The  Report  of  those  gentlemen  had 
not,  however,  yet  been  received,  and  he 
could  not,  therefore,  give  a  decided  answer 
with  respect  to  those  mentioned.  The 
complaint  in  reference  to  the  accommoda- 
tion provided  for  married  soldiers  he  must 
say  he  looked  upon  as  somewhat  unreason- 
able. It  was  well  to  bear  in  mind  the 
position  occupied  by  married  soldiers  ten 
or  twelve  years  ago,  when  they  and  their 
wives  were  obliged  to  occupy  the  same 
rooms  with  single  men.  During  the  last 
twelve  years  £240,000  had  been  expended 
in  providing  quarters  for  them;  and  the 
expenditure  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
the  married  soldiers  and  their  wives  with 
separate  rooms  was  going  on  at  the  rate 
of  £30,000  or  £40,000  per  annum.  It 
was  now,  however,  made  matter  of  com- 
plaint that  a  married  soldier  with  a  family 
of  five  or  six  children  was  not  provided 
with  two  rooms;  but  he  thought  that  single 
rooms  ought  to  be  provided  before  such 
complaints  could  fairly  be  indulged  in.  As 
to  the  want  of  water,  he  had  merely  to 
to  state  that  the  Windsor  Barracks  had  a 
water  company  to  supply  them,  and  that 
he  could  not  understand  why  they  should 
suffer  any  inconvenience  in  tiiat  respect. 

ARMY  — ARTILLERY  PRACTICE  AT 
DOVER.  Ac.— QUESTION. 

Majob  DICKSON  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  a  Schooner  had 
been  struck  in  Dover  Beads  by  a  68- 
pounder  shot? 
Colonel  ZeiUe 


Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he 
would  cause  inquiries  to  be  made  on  the 
subject.  He  would  also  take  the  present 
opportunity  of  informing  the  House,  with 
regard  to  what  was  reported  to  have  oc- 
curred at  Portsmouth  a  few  days  ago  that 
a  strict  investigation  was  now  going  on 
under  the  superintendence  of  a  General 
Officer. 

ELECTRIC  TELEGRAPHS  BILL. 
QUESTION. 

GoLoi^L  FRENCH  said,  in  the  absence 
of  his  hon.  Friend  Mr.  Dillwtk,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, Whether  it  is  true  that  negotia- 
tions, contingent  upon  the  passing  of  the 
Telegraphs  Bill  either  in  this  or  the  next 
Session  of  Parliament,  for  the  purchase 
of  their  interest  in  Telegraph  Companies 
by  the  Government  have  been  entered  into 
by  the  Post  Office  authorities  with  certain 
Railway  and  other  Companies,  notwith- 
standing that  a  Select  Committee  of  this 
House  is  now  conducting  an  inquiry  into 
the  whole  question  of  the  expediency  of 
the  Government's  taking  up  the  Tele- 
graphs ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  lay  a 
Copy  of  the  suggested  form  of  Agreement 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER replied  that  agreements  had  been 
entered  into  with  the  telegraph  and  rail- 
way companies  who  were  opposing  the 
Bill,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Select 
Committee.  These  agreements  would  be 
scrutinized  by  the  Committee,  and  should 
they  recommend  the  Bill  the  House  would 
then,  of  course,  have  an  opportunity  of 
expressing  its  opinion  upon  them. 


REGISTRATION  BILL— [Bill  190.] 

(3fr.  Secretary  Oathome  Hardy,  Sir  Jamee 

Ferguison,} 

THIBD  BEABIKO. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time."— (ifr.  Oathome  JSardy.) 

Mb.  CANDLISH  said,  that  he  did  not 
wish  to  retard  the  progress  of  the  Bill; 
but  he  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  a  Question  touching  a 
decision  given  by  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas  on  Saturday  last.  It  would  be  in 
the  remembrance  of  the  House,  that  the 
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Eepreaentation  of  the  People  Bill  was  in- 
tended to  enfranchise  a  very  large  class  of 
persons  who  occupied  parts  of  dwelling 
houses.  By  the  decision  which  had  heen 
come  to,  it  now  appeared  that  a  great 
numher  of  those  people  were  not  liable  to 
be  rated  nor  entitled  to  the  franchise. 
The  e£feot  of  the  decision  would  be  to 
disfranchise  not  fewer  than  from  100,000 
to  200,000  persons  whom  it  was  intended 
to  enfranchise  by  the  Act.  In  the  bo- 
rough which  he  represented,  from  3,000 
to  4,000  persons  who  had  been  rated,  but 
who  the  decision  stated  had  been  illegally 
rated,  would  be  disfranchised;  and  at 
Newcastle-on-Tyne,  he  believed,  from 
5,000  to  6,000  would  be  disfranchised  in 
this  way.  Probably  not  more  than  half 
those  who  were  to  be  enfranchised  by  the 
Act  of  last  year  would  get  the  franchise 
within  these  boroughs.  He  presumed  that 
it  would  be  impossible  to  deal  with  the 
matter  by  the  Bill  now  before  the  House, 
but  to-morrow  he  would  ask  whether  the 
Government  would  introduce  a  short  Bill 
to  give  e£fect  to  what  was  undoubtedly 
the  intention  of  the  House  when  they 
passed  the  E«form  Act  last  year,  namely, 
to  confer  the  franchise  on  the  occupiers  of 
parts  of  houses  when  separately  occupied. 
Mb.  NEWDEGATE  asked  whether 
there  was  any  limit  to  the  number  of  per- 
sons resident  in  one  house  who  might  be 
enfranchised  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Beform  Act  of  last  year  relating  to  lodgers  ? 
He  was  informed  that  in  some  places 
attempts  were  made  unnaturally  to  crowd 
houses  with  a  number  of  families  which 
the  houses  were  quite  unable  to  contain 
properly,  and  this  was  supposed  to  be 
done  with  the  view  of  giving  the  fran- 
chise to  the  residents  in  those  houses. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
conceived  that  the  question  to  be  decided 
would  not  be  how  many  persons  were 
in  a  house,  but  whether  the  persons  in  it 
were  or  were  not  bond  fide  lodgers,  and 
the  only  limitation  was  that  each  occu- 
pancy must  be  of  the  value  of  £10  a  year. 

Sib  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  he  re- 
gretted  that  the  Select  Committee  on  this 
Bill,  of  which  he  was  a  Member,  had  not 
taken  evidence  as  to  the  possibility  of  it 
being  carried  into  execution  without 
great  inconvenience.  He  had  suggested 
that  some  Reyising  Barristers,  election 
agents,  and  other  persons  officially  con- 
nected with  the  matter,  should  be  ex- 
amined ;  but  this  was  negatived,  and  they 
had  to  proceed  with  very  imperfect  in- 
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formation.  The  question  was  whether 
this  Bill  would  work  properly.  If  it  did 
not  they  would  have  a  House  returned 
that  did  not  represent  the  country;  and 
this  would  probably  lead  to  there  being 
an  early  dissolution.  There  would  be  an 
enormous  crop  of  Election  Petitions.  He 
had  heard  Rrevising  Barristers,  returning 
officers,  and  election  agents  say  that  the 
S3rstem  contained  in  this  Bill  would  break 
down.  A  few  nights  ago  he  had  a  con- 
versation with  the  town  clerk  of  one  of 
the  great  towns,  and  he  said  that  the  list 
could  be  prepared,  no  doubt,  but  it  could 
not  be  done  properly.  He  (Sir  G^rge 
Bowyer)  also  thought  that  it  should  be 
fully  considered  whether  time  should  not 
be  given  for  appeals  to  the  Court  of  Com* 
mon  Pleas  before  the  elections  took  place. 
November  was  the  time  for  Municipal 
Elections  all  oyer  the  country;  and  the 
two  kinds  of  elections  taking  place  about 
the  same  time  would  produce  much  incon- 
venience and  disturbance.  The  Municipal 
Elections  would  no  doubt  all  be  party 
fights,  and  the  Parliamentary  Elections 
would  most  probably  be  conducted  with 
more  than  the  usual  bitterness.  He  should 
not,  however,  vote  against  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  Bill. 

Bill  read  a  third  time,  and  passed. 


ELECTION  PETITIONS  AND  CORRUPT 
PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS  (re«mmiUed) 
BILL— [Bill  63.] 

(Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Etoohequer,  Mr.  Secretary 
Oathome  Hardy,  Sir  Staford  Ncrthcote.) 

OOMMITTEB.     [Progrsss  25th  June,'] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  5  (To  whom  and  by  whom  Elec- 
tion Petition  may  be  presented). 

Question  again  proposed,  '*  That  the 
Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill.'' 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  strongly  ob- 
jected to  the  new  procedure  with  regard 
to  Election  Petitions  sketched  out  in  this 
Bill.  The  remedy  proposed  with  respect 
to  corrupt  practices  was  simply  as  to  the 
mode  of  proceeding.  It  entirely  destroyed 
the  existing  system,  which  retained  the 
jurisdiction  in  Committees  of  the  House, 
subject  to  the  general  supervision  of  the 
House  itself,  and  gave  it  to  a  Judge  of 
the  Court  of  Common  Pleas.    The  remedy 
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proposed  was  utterly  incomplete.  The 
Bill  did  not  deal  either  with  Scotch  or 
Irish  Election  Petitions.  With  regard  to 
about  three-fourths  of  the  Election  Peti- 
tions—those relating  to  England — the  new 
procedure  would  be  established,  but  all 
Irish  and  Scotch  Election  Petitions  would 
continue  to  be  tried  by  the  same  machinery 
which  had  been  employed  during  the  last 
100  years.  As  regarded  Ireland  and  Soot- 
land,  therefore,  the  grievance  now  com- 
plained of  would  remain  unredressed.  He 
had  heard  no  answer  to  that  objection.  It 
went  to  the  very  root  of  the  BUI.  Surely 
if  the  Bill  were  good  at  all  it  would  be 
good  for  the  whole  of  the  United  King- 
dom. If  the  present  procedure  was  radi- 
cally bad — if  the  Committees  were  incom- 
petent, and  justice  was  not  fairly  admi- 
nistered, how  could  they  maintain  such  a 
tribunal  for  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions 
from  Scotland  and  Ireland  ?  It  was,  in- 
deed, said,  to  the  credit  of  Scotland,  that 
very  few  Election  Petitions  had  come  from 
that  part  of  the  country ;  but  this  did  not 
hold  true  with  regard  to  Ireland.  So  far 
as  he  recollected  there  had  never  been  a 
General  Election  without  several  impor- 
tant Election  Petitions  from  Ireland,  and 
to  avoid  dealing  with  the  Irish  part  of  the 
case  was  really  to  shirk  the  whole  ques- 
tion. The  proposal  in  the  Bill  was  to 
transfer  the  jurisdiction  to  a  single  irre- 
sponsible Judge  unassisted  by  a  jury  and 
without  appeal ;  but  how  would  that  work 
in  Ireland  ?  Would  anybody  propose  that 
a  single  Irish  Judge,  an  Orangeman,  should 
decide  as  to  the  seat  of  a  Roman  Catholic 
Member,  or  that  a  Eoman  Catholic  Judge 
should  decide  as  to  the  seat  of  an  Orange 
Member  ?  What  were  the  objections  to 
the  present  tribunal  ?  It  was  not  alleged 
by  anybody  well  acquainted  with  the  facts 
that  it  was  partial ;  during  the  last  twenty 
years  he  had  been  Chairman  of  a  very  great 
number  of  such  Committees,  and  he  had  a 
strong  opinion  that  they  did  their  best  to 
try  the  question  submitted  to  them  with 
the  greatest  impartiality.  Indeed,  he  be- 
lieved their  decision  was  very  often  against 
the  party  feeling  of  the  majority.  Since 
the  numbers  of  the  Committee  had  been 
reduced  to  five,  speaking  on  the  whole, 
there  was  no  party  colour  in  their  de- 
cisions. Then  what  was  the  objection? 
It  was  not  that  they  were  partial  or  cor- 
rupt, but  that  they  were  more  or  less  in- 
competent. They  were  often  presided  over 
by  Gfentlemen  who  had  no  legal  training — 
who  were  not  skilled  in  the  law  of  eri- 


dence,  or  capable  of  dealing  with  ques- 
tions of  complicated  law  and  fiact.  Wrthin 
moderate  limits  that  was  more  or  less 
true.  No  doubt  there  was  a  very  power- 
ful and  vigorous  Bar  practising  before  Com- 
mittees, and  unless  a  Committee  was  pre- 
sided over  by  one  competent  to  deal  with 
the  case,  the  Bar,  unfortunately,  might 
prove  too  strong  for  it.  But  what  was 
the  remedy  ?  Not  to  destroy  the  jurisdic- 
tion altogether — not  to  take  it  out  of  the 
House  —  not  to  abandon  one  of  the  pri- 
vileges to  which  in  old  times  their  Others 
attached  the  greatest  value,  and  which 
hereafter  might  be  of  the  utmost  impor- 
tance if  it  were  maintained  —  but  to  try 
and  improve  the  tribunal,  and  this  was 
the  object  of  the  Amendment  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice.  The  suggestion  he 
had  to  make  to  the  Committee  was  not 
one  of  his  own  devising.  At  his  request 
a  plan  had  been  drawn  up  by  an  emi- 
nent Member  of  the  Northern  Cirouit,  Mr. 
Pickering,  who  had  had  large  experience 
before  Election  Committees.  Mr.  Pickering 
said,  **  Don't  take  away  the  jurisdiction 
from  the  House,  for  the  public  has  con- 
fidence in  the  honesty  of  the  decisions  of 
the  Committees  ;  but  they  distrust  the 
skill  and  ability  of  those  Committees  to 
deal  with  the  legal  questions  that  come 
before  them.  Therefore  make  your  remedy 
co-extensive  with  your  want,  by  placing 
a  skilled  president  at  the  head  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  Members  of  the  House,  to  be 
chosen  by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 
Leave  the  decision  of  questions  of  factv 
still  with  the  Committee.  Let  it  consist^ 
of  five  Members  without  a  Chairman,  in- 
stead of  four  with  a  Chairman  as  at  pre- 
sent. In  order  to  abbreviate  the  duration 
of  the  proceedings,  let  the  formal  Notices 
necessary  to  enable  them  to  get  under  way 
be  shortened.  When  the  Committee  is 
appointed,  call  on  one  of  the  Judges  from 
the  Superior  Courts  to  preside  over  it  pre- 
cisely as  he  would  do  at  a  trial  at  iVm 
JPrtua,  directing  the  Committee  as  to  the 
law,  and  stating  to  them  the  issues  they 
have  to  try,  but  leaving  them  to  determine 
the  question  of  fact  precisely  as  if  they 
were  a  jury.  The  decision  of  a  tribunal 
so  constituted  would  be  received  with 
respect.''  That  was  the  scheme  which  he 
(Mr.  Bouverie)  ventured  to  set  up  in  op- 
position to  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment, which  had  been  so  many  times 
altered  since  it  was  first  laid  before  the 
House.  He  objected  most  strongly  to  the 
Government  scheme,  in  the  first  place,  be* 
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oanse  it  proposed  to  leave  the  determina- 
tion of  these  questions  in  the  hands  of  a 
single  irresponsible  Judge.  The  questions 
-which  arose  upon  Election  Petitions  were 
not  such  as,  under  any  circumstances, 
ought  to  be  submitted  to  the  decision  of 
one  mind,  howerer  skilled  or  however 
impartial.  If  the  questions  of  fact  could 
be  submitted  to  a  jury  he  should  not  so 
much  object  to  the  Government  plan  ;  and 
he  did  not  see  whence  a  better  jury  could 
be  selected  than  from  among  their  own 
body.  A  tribunal  like  that  he  had  sug- 
gested would  prove  flEir  more  deadly  to  the 
Member  petitioned  against  than  that  pro- 
posed by  the  Government,  because  Mem- 
bers of  that  House,  when  sitting  on  Elec- 
tion Committees,  were  in  the  habit  of 
accepting,  as  proof  of  agency,  connections 
between  the  principal  and  the  agent  which 
were  too  slight  to  be  regarded  as  evidence 
by  a  strictly  legal  tribunal.  The  effect  of 
passing  this  measure  might  be  to  make 
the  practice  less  stringent  than  it  was  at 
present.  It  would  be  a  grave  matter  to 
leave  decisions  in  these  cases  to  one  man ; 
for  even  if  he  were  an  angel  of  light  his 
impartiality  would  be  sure  to  be  called 
into  question.  But  we  knew  that  Judges 
were  not  impeccable  beings  living  in  an 
etherial  atmosphere,  and  never  subject  to 
motives,  feelings,  and  partialities.  The 
history  of  that  country  ought  to  satisfy 
hon.  Members  how  dangerous  it  was  to 
trust  their  privileges  to  the  decision  of 
one  Judge.  They  should  recollect  that 
once  having  parted  with  their  authority, 
however  much  they  might  impugn  the 
decisions  of  the  Judge,  they  would  have 
no  power  to  remove  him.  A  Committee, 
on  the  other  hand,  after  deciding  one  par- 
ticnlar  case,  was  re-absorbed  into  the  body 
of  the  House ;  and  if  its  decision  had  been 
influenced  by  bias,  possibly  the  next  Com- 
mittee might  have  a  bias  the  other  way, 
and  so  set  matters  straight.  He  once  knew 
a  distinguished  member  of  the  Western 
Circuit  who,  on  retiring  fh)m  the  scene  of 
his  professional  labours,  said — 

"  I  haye  loit  a  great  manj  oases  I  ought  to  haye 
woo,  and  woii  a  great  many  I  ought  to  haye  lost ; 
and  therefore,  upon  the  whole,  I  think  that  justioe 
has  been  fiurly  administered." 

Such  a  balance  might,  however,  well  be 
struck  with  reference  to  the  political  re- 
sults of  the  decisions  of  Election  Commit- 
tees; whereas,  if  a  Judge  appointed  to 
determine  these  cases  were  to  permit  his 
political  feelings  to  influence  his  judgment 
it  might  be  twenty  or  twenty-five  years 


before  he  could  be  succeeded  by  a  more 
impartial  person.  Every  person  necessarily 
held  the  English  Judges  of  the  present 
day  in  the  highest  respect ;  but  what  did 
those  eminent  persons  themselves  say  with 
reference  to  the  Government  proposal. 
They  all  said,  "  Don't  give  us  this  juris- 
diction— it  would  lead  to  our  impartiality 
being  impugned;  we  dread  being  intrusted 
with  power  like  this,  which  we  teU  you 
we  are  not  fitted  to  hold ;  and  if  you  do 
intrust  us  with  it,  the  character  of  the 
Bench  for  impartiality  will  be  injured." 
But  had  there  not  been  times  when  the 
impartiality  of  the  Bench  had  been  sus- 
pected, at  all  events  in  Scotland?  He 
held  in  his  hand  an  extract  from  the  late 
Lord  Cockbum's  MfmoriaU,  which  referred 
to  the  trials  for  sedition  which  occurred 
seventy  or  eighty  years  ago.  That  extract 
was  as  follows: — 

**  I  fear  that  no  impartial  censor  can  ayoid  de- 
tecting, throughout  the  whole  course  of  the  trials, 
not  mere  casual  indications  of  bias,  but  absolute 
straining  for  conyictions.  ...  If  oyer  there 
was  an  occasion  when  a  Judge  might  haye  shone 
simply  bjr  being  just,  this  was  one.  But  the  Bench 
was  the  place  upon  which  political  passions,  not 
aggrayated  bj  the  prosecution,  and  distressing  to 
many  of  the  jurymen,  settled  and  operated.  .  . 
If,  instead  of  a  supreme  Court  of  Justice  sitting 
for  the  trial  of  guilt  or  of  innocence,  it  had  been 
an  ancient  Commission  appointed  by  the  Crown 
to  procure  conyictions,  little  of  its  iudicial  manner 
would  haye  required  to  be  changed." 

That  was  the  opinion  of  a  man  of  mature 
judgment  upon  the  Bench.  The  Judge 
who  presided  over  the  Bench  of  Scotland 
at  that  time  said  on  one  occasion,  ''Let 
them  find  me  the  prisoners,  and  I  will 
find  them  the  law."  They  must  not  judge 
of  the  effect  of  the  proposed  change  by 
what  was  likely  to  occur  in  ordinary 
times.  The  measure  should  be  tested  by 
the  more  trying  occasions  which  had  often 
occurred  in  Parliamentary  history,  and 
would  assuredly  occur  again;  he  there- 
fore asked  the  Committee  to  consider 
whether,  under  trying  circumstances,  it 
could  rely  on  the  unrestrained  action  of  a 
single  Judge  inquiring  into  the  question 
as  to  whether  a  given  Member  was  entitled 
to  his  seat,  for  the  Bill  proposed  to  do 
nothing  less  than  give  power  to  a  single 
man  to  expel  a  Member  of  the  House, 
however  distinguished  he  might  be,  and 
to  incapacitate  such  a  Gentleman  from 
again  sitting  in  that  House  for  a  period 
of  twenty-one  years.  What  would  have 
been  Mr.  Fox's  fate  in  1794  if  his  return 
had  been  subject  to  the  decision  of  Lord 
Brazfield,  the  Scotch  Judge  ?    Did  they 
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think  he  would  have  had  the  slightest 
chance  of  ohtaining  justice  from  the  hands 
of  that  Judge,  however  good  his  title  to 
the  seat  ?  He  would  have  been  excluded 
from  the  House.  Another  objection  to  the 
proposed  change  of  jurisdiction  was  that 
it  did  not  afford  any  increased  means  of 
protection  against  corruption.  Eoyal  Com- 
missioners had  power  to  extract  truth  from 
unwilling  witnesses,  and  in  that  way  to 
try  the  borough,  but  the  Judges  under  the 
Bill  would  simply  try  a  case  as  between 
plaintiff  and  defendant,  and  as  soon  as  the 
Petitioner  found  enough  had  come  out  as 
against  his  opponent  he  would  cease  to 
produce  evidence  for  fear  of  blackening 
the  borough  which  he  hoped  to  represent. 
This  was  what  happened  before  the  Com- 
mittee now,  and  this  was  what  would 
happen  before  the  single  Judge  who  would 
sit  simply  as  a  Judge  at  I^isi  Pr%u8,  Was 
it,  then,  worth  while  giving  up  the  juris- 
diction only  to  change  the  Committee  for 
a  Judge }  At  present  it  was  acknowledged 
that  the  worst  oases  of  corruption  never 
came  before  the  House,  and  this  desire 
for  concealment  would  increase  in  the 
future,  now  that  Totnes  and  its  companion 
boroughs  had  been  dealt  with  so  severely. 
It  was  questionable,  by  the  way,  whether 
the  House  would  have  learnt  as  much  of 
the  corruption  of  Totnes  as  it  had  but 
for  one  peculiar  circumstance.  It  happened 
that  the  competing  candidate,  instead  of 
having  the  seat  in  view,  was  determined 
to  ruin  the  borough ;  he  accordingly  pro- 
duced witnesses  who,  under  ordinary  cir- 
cumstances, would  have  been  kept  out  of 
the  way,  and  thus  the  Commission  was 
informed  in  the  freest  manner  of  past 
corruption  and  the  political  condition  of 
the  borough.  But  the  great  oheval  de 
hataille  of  those  who  supported  tbe  Bill 
had  been  the  local  inquiry.  "  Let  us  go 
to  the  spot  and  have  a  loctd  inquiry  "  was 
in  every  one's  mouth.  But  *'  local  inquiry" 
was  a  phrase  often  used  without  considera- 
tion. If  the  Judge  were  empowered  to 
act  as  an  inquisitor,  and  able  to  hunt  up 
every  case  smelling  of  corruption,  a  local 
inquiry  would  be  worth  something;  but 
he  had  already  shown  that  the  Judge  had  no 
more  power  than  a  Committee,  and  would, 
therefore,  be  able  to  conduct  as  searching 
an  inquiry  in  London  as  on  the  spot. 
Then,  again,  in  many  oases  a  local  inquiry 
was  not  needed,  and  in  many  others  it 
would  be  idle  to  attempt  it.  Of  what  use 
would  local  inquiry  be  when  purely 
technical  or  legal  points  were  to  be  dis- 
Jfr.  Bouverte 


cussed ;  and  how  could  a  county  or  a 
borough  such  as  Shoreham  be  subjected  to 
a  searching  local  inquiry  unless  the  Court 
perambulated  and  took  evidence  at  each 
polling-place  ?  It  would  be  as  expensive 
to  bring  witnesses  to  the  country  town  as 
to  London.  A  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  Btuart 
Mill)  deserved  attention.  Designing,  he 
presumed,  to  secure  inquiry  as  to  the 
purity  of  a  borough,  the  hon.  Member 
proposed  that  every  Election  should  be 
followed  by  a  regular  scrutiny  of  the  poll- 
books  by  the  Revising  Barrister,  and  that 
the  said  Barrister  should  make  a  Return 
to  that  House.  But  was  that  a  practical 
suggestion?  Could  such  a  scrutiny  be 
carried  out  consistently  with  the  speedy 
return  of  Members  to  the  House?  The 
hon.  Member  doubtless  remembered  the 
famous  Westminster  scrutiny  in  1783  after 
Mr.  Fox  had  been  returned  at  the  head  of 
the  poll.  After  two  years'  labour  the 
scrutiny  was  declared  incomplete,  and  it 
was  said  it  would  take  another  two  years 
to  finish  it.  Considering  how  many  con- 
stituencies we  have  larger  than  West- 
minster then  was,  it  would  be  at  once 
apparent  that  if  a  scrutiny  were  to  follow 
a  General  Election  no  one  would  know  for 
years  who  was  to  sit  in  the  House  and  who 
not.  In  conclusion,  he  looked  with  great 
dread  on  this  proposal  to  sacrifice  part  of 
the  ancient  and  valued  privileges  of  tbe 
House ;  and  this  reluctance  to  part  with  a 
time-honoured  jurisdiction  was  increased 
when  he  remembered  that  the  present 
Parliament  was  about  to  come  to  an  end. 
He  deprecated  the  diminution  of  an  in- 
heritance which  the  House  had  received 
ungrudgingly  from  its  predecessors,  as  if, 
forsooth,  tiie  Parliament  of  the  future 
were  to  be  deemed  unworthy  of  privileges 
which  this  Parliament  in  its  wisdom  had 
used  on  the  whole  successfully.  On  these 
grounds  he  would  vote  against  the  clause 
with  a  view,  if  possible,  to  move  the  inser- 
tion of  clauses  embodying  his  scheme. 

Sib  ROBERT  COLLIER  said,  he  could 
not  help  thinking  the  greater  part  of  his 
right  hon.  Priend's  speech  would  have 
come  more  appropriately  on  the  Motion 
for  the  second  reading.  The  main  objec- 
tions to  the  proposal  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  were — first,  that  he  made  no  pro- 
vision whatever  for  a  local  inquiry,  and, 
next,  that  he  made  no  provision  for  an 
inquiry  when  the  House  was  not  sitting. 
Now,  those  two  provisions  appeared  to 
him  to  be  the  main  points  of  the  Bill, 


Digitized  by 


Google 


729 


PracUoHoi 


{ JxTLT  6,  1868) 


EUetioM  Bill. 


780 


and  a  measure  which  omitted  them  would 
hardly  be  worth  passing.  The  House 
^generally,  he  believed,  was  in  favour  of  a 
local  inquiry,  and  those  who  differed  on 
many  other  points  were  agreed  upon  that 
one.  A  local  inquiry  was  the  most  po- 
tent instrument  for  eliciting  the  truth, 
and,  with  such  an  inquiry,  if  a  witness 
made  a  false  statement  he  might  beim- 
imediately  contradicted,  because  another 
^iritness  might  be  called  on  the  spot. 
Many  men  who  did  not  mind  forswearing 
themselves  before  a  Committee  of  that 
House  would  shrink  from  doing  so  before 
their  fellow-townsmen.  Moreover,  a  local 
inquiry  would  be  attended  with  a  dimi- 
ni^ed  expense,  because  it  would  obviate 
the  necessity  of  bringing  witnesses  to 
London,  where  they  had  a  sort  of  Satur- 
nalia. The  expense  of  taking  counsel  to 
the  spot  would  be  very  moderate.  The 
fees  of  counsel  formed  but  a  small  item 
of  the  cost.  Anyone  who  looked  through 
an  attorney's  biU  would  find  the  fact  to 
be  as  he  stated  it.  It  had  been  said 
that  it  would  be  beneath  the  dignity  of 
the  House  to  part  with  that  jurisdiction  ; 
but  if  they  were  to  stand  on  the  question 
of  dignity  he  thought  they  would  make 
about  as  great  a  sacrifice  in  consenting 
to  be  deposed  from  the  position  of  Judges 
to  that  of  juries  as  in  being  ousted  of 
that  jurisdiction  altogether.  Again,  it 
was  very  doubtful  whether  the  plan  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  would  work ;  and, 
even  if  it  would,  it  would  not  be  worth 
while  making  so  great  a  change  unless 
they  were  to  have  a  local  inquiry,  and 
also  an  inquiry  when  the  House  was  not 
sitting.  If,  however,  there  was  to  be  an 
inquiry  on  the  spot,  he  held  that  that 
inquiry  ought  to  be  final,  otherwise  they 
would  have  two  inquiries  instead  of  one, 
with,  of  course,  a  double  expense.  If 
the  inquiry  was  not  to  be  final,  to  whom 
was  the  appeal  to  lie  ?  If  to  a  Committee 
of  that  House,  the  Committee  would  have 
the  power  of  reversing,  upon  written  evi- 
dence, a  decision  founded  upon  oral  evidence 
— a  result  which  would  be  most  unsatis- 
factory. But  if  the  local  inquiry  was  to 
be  final,  it  could  not  be  intrusted  to  any 
tribunal  but  the  highest.  It  ought  not 
to  be  intrusted  to  barristers  of  ten  years' 
standing,  nor  to  County  Court  Judges,  nor 
to  Commissioners.  It  was  said  the  Judges, 
in  determining  those  questions,  would  not 
have  the  confidence  of  the  country.  But 
if  the  Judges  would  not  have  the  confi- 
dence of  the  country,  he  should  like  to 


know  what  tribunal  would  ?  The  question 
resolved  itself  into  this— either  the  House 
must  retain  its  jurisdiction,  in  which  case 
he  could  see  material  improvement  of 
which  it  was  capable,  or  the  House  must 
part  with  that  jurisdiction;  and  he  thought 
it  should  part  with  it  only  to  the  highest 
tribunal.  It  was  asked,  was  a  Judge  to 
be  the  judge  of  a  matter  of  fact?  They 
all  knew  that  Chancery  Judges  were  judges 
of  matters  of  fact.  The  Common  Law 
Judges  also  had  the  power  of  deciding 
matters  of  fact,  which  they  exercised  oc- 
casionally, and  exercised  it,  as  far  as  his 
own  observation  went,  very  satisfactorily. 
In  the  Probate  Court  and  County  Courts 
Judges  decided  matters  of  fact  dally.  He 
believed  that  the  inquiries  to  be  insti- 
tuted under  that  Bill  would  be  the  most 
searching  ever  yet  instituted,  and  would 
prove  a  better  instrument  for  checking 
corruption  at  elections  than  any  which 
now  existed.  And  why  did  he  say  so  ? 
Because  they  had  been  told  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Armagh  (Mr.  Vance)  that  no 
corrupt  place  could  stand  such  an  investi- 
gation. A  place  that  could  not  stand  it 
ought  not  to  return  Members.  If,  there- 
fore, they  refused  to  adopt  such  a  measure 
the  public  might  well  question  the  sin- 
cerity of  their  desire  to  suppress  electoral 
corruption.  He  wished  that  the  inquiry 
should  be  made  as  stringent  as  possible, 
so  that  those  boroughs  which  could  not  k 
stand  the  test  might  be  known.  As  to  \ 
the  objection  that  the  Bill  did  not  apply  I 
to  Scotland  and  Ireland,  let  it  be  extended, 
if  it  was  a  good  measure,  to  both  those 
countries  as  well  as  to  England.  It  ap- 
peared to  bim  that  this  was  an  important 
clause  in  a  valuable  Bill.  Its  rejection 
would  be  fatal  to  the  measure,  and  he 
therefore  hoped  the  Committee  would  ad- 
here to  it. 

Mr.  lopes  said,  he  objected  to  the 
Bill  as  introduced  by  tlie  Government,  be- 
cause it  was  an  abdication  of  the  jurisdic-    \ 
tion  which  the  House  had  exercised  so     \ 
long  and  so  efficiently,  and  also  because      ] 
it  was  proposed  to  intrust  that  jurisdiction      / 
to  a  tnbunal  which,  he  believed,  would     / 
be  very  inefficient.     The  right  hon.  Mem-_l 
ber  for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe)  argued  that  th^'^N^ 
House  had  abdicated  its  jurisdiction  100 
years  ago  ;  but  did  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man mean  to  say,  because  the  House  had 
thought  fit  to  intrust  that  power  to  a  com- 
ponent part  of  its  own  body,  controlled  by 
the  House,  elected    by  the  House,  and 
making  its  Eeport  to  the  House,  that  was 
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the  same  thing  as  iatnuting  it  to  a  penon 
over  whom  the  House  had  no  control,  and 
who  was,  in  fact,  nothing  less  than  a 
nominee  of  the  Crown  ?  He  presumed  the 
House  was  to  some  extent  oommitted  to 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  therefore  he 
would  record  his  vote  for  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Memher  for  Kilmarnock 
(Mr.  Bouverie).  It  might  be  said  that 
there  was  a  great  objection  to  the  present 
system,  because  the  Chairmen  of  the  Com- 
mittees were  not  trained  lawyers.  He 
was  prepared  to  admit  that  there  was 
ground  for  that  objection  —  that  the  law 
was  laid  down  in  one  Committee-room  dif- 
ferently from  what  it  was  laid  down  in 
other  Committee-rooms,  and  that  eyidenoe 
which  would  be  accepted  by  one  Commit- 
tee would  be  rejected  by  another;  but 
these  objections  would,  he  belieyed^  be 
remoyed  by  the  Amendment  now  under 
consideration,  because  that  Amendment, 
as  he  understood,  proposed  that  questions 
of  law  should  be  decided  by  the  assessors, 
matters  of  fact  being  left  to  a  Jury  of  that 
House.  He  denied  that  all  Judges  enter- 
tained a  willingness  to  be  made  judges  of 
fact.  He  had  the  authority  of  an  Equity 
Judge,  recently  a  Member  of  that  House, 
for  saying  that  nothing  more  perplexed 
him  than  to  haye  to  decide  questions  of 
fact.  It  had  been  urged  that  by  doing 
away  with  the  proposed  system  of  looid 
inquiry  the  best  portion  of  this  Bill  would 
be  lost ;  but,  for  his  part,  he  failed  to  per- 
oeiye  the  adyantagee  which  were  to  be 
d^riyed  from  local  inquiries,  which  were 
generally,  as  they  could  see  from  what 
occurred  at  arbitrations,  prolonged  and 
expensiye  in  their  character.  In  fayour 
of  that  proposal,  howeyer,  it  had  been 
urged  that  the  witnesses  examined  would 
be  certain  to  tell  the  truth  in  the  presence 
of  their  fellow-townsmen,  and  that  they 
would  be  deterred  by  the  gestures  and 
murmurs  of  the  bystanders — and  he  could 
scarcely  refrain  from  smiling  when  he 
heard  the  Solicitor  General  employ  that 
phrase  — from  stating  that  which  was 
untrue.  But  at  present  in  the  County 
Courts,  Bankruptcy  Courts,  and  examina- 
tions before  magistrates,  we  had  these 
local  inquiries,  and  it  was  not  found  in 
practice  that  the  gestures  and  murmurs  of 
the  bystanders  deterred  the  witnesses  £rom 
committing  perjury.  He  doubted,  too, 
whether  the  advantages  which  would  re- 
sult from  a  speedy  inquiry  were  so  great 
as  some  hon.  Members  appeared  to  ima- 
gine, because  experience  had  preyed  that 
Mr.  Lope9 


bribery  and  corruption  were  flM>re  easily 
traced  after  the  lapse  of  some  time,  when 
political  excitement  had  subsided  and  op- 
portunity had  been  afforded  for  the  pas- 
sions aroused  by  electioneering  contests  to 
cool.  For  those  reasons  he  should  support 
the  Amendment,  belieying  that  the  altera- 
tion it  proposed  would  remoye  the  defects 
which  existed  in  the  present  system,  pre- 
serying  in  its  integrity  that  portion  of  the 
present  system  which  commanded  the 
confidence  of  the  House  and  the  respect 
of  the  public. 

Mb.  KNATOHBULL  -  HUGESSEN 
said,  he  would  not  detain  the  Committee, 
but  haying  taken  the  initiatiye  in  the 
Seleet  Committee  in  endeavouring  to  pre- 
vent the  total  transfer  of  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  House  over  these  matters,  he  wished 
to  state  the  course  which  he  was  prepared 
to  take.  He  had  certainly  desired  that 
the  House  should  preserve  its  jurisdiction, 
and  hand  over  its  privileges  unimpaired 
to  the  Parliament  which  was  about  to  be 
elected  by  the  enlarged  constituencies; 
but  both  the  Select  Committee  and  the 
Committee  of  the  House,  having  decided 
that  the  jurisdiction  should  be  transferred, 
he  was  not  prepared  to  imperil  and  delay 
the  Bill  by  voting  for  any  one  of  the  nu- 
merous Amendments  which  were  intended 
practically  to  reverse  the  decision  at 
which  the  Committee  had  arrived.  He 
thought  there  was  somethiog  more  im- 
portant to  the  character  of  the  House  than 
the  preservation  of  its  jurisdiction  — 
namely,  that  it  should  show  the  country 
that  it  was  really  in  earnest  in  desiring  to  \ 
repress  that  bribery  and  corruption  against  \ 
which  the  Bill  was  aimed.  In  that 
view  he  should  support  the  present  clause, 
and  should  do  all  in  his  power  to  strengthen 
the  hands  of  Government  in  passing  as 
stringent  a  Bill  as  possible  against  those 
corrupt  practices  which  were  a  scandal  to 
the  country. 

Me.  HENLEY  said,  he  adhered  to  the 
objections  which  he  originally  entertained 
against  this  measure,  objections  which  had 
been  exceedingly  strengthened  by  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Plymouth  (Sir 
Bobert  Collier).  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  argued  that  there  must  be 
one  tribunal  to  decide  those  questions 
finally,  and  that  it  would  never  do  to 
have  any  of  the  schemes  by  which  the 
local  inquiries  were  to  be  instituted  sub- 
ject to  revision.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  next  said,  "  Why  should 
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not  a  fingle  Judge  deeicle  all  matters  of 
iaot?"  and  had  then  gone  oyer  pretty 
nearlj  the  whole  list  of  our  jndicial  tri- 
bonak ;  bat  in  no  one  of  the  cases  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man were  important  matters  decided  with- 
out there  being  a  power  of  appeal.  [Sir 
RoBBBT  CoLUBB  explained  that  he  had 
intended  there  should  be  no  appeal  to  the 
House.]  Well,  that  was  a  yery  pretty 
question  indeed.  For  the  last  flity  years 
tiie  object  of  the  Legislature  had  been  to 
remoye  these  decisions  from  that  House^ 
and  to  bring  them  to  be  decided  by  a 
limited  tribunal;  because  if  they  once  came 
to  the  floor  of  that  House,  as  sure  as  six 
and  six  made  twelye  they  would  be 
affected  by  political  and  party  feelings. 
It  was,  BO  doubt,  yery  possible  to  pick 
holes  in  any  scheme,  but  the  plan  sug- 
gested by  his  right  hon.  Friend  opposite 
(Mr.  Bouyerie),  at  least,  gaye  a  jury,  and 
he  was  in  fayour  of  such  a  plan,  because 
he  belieyed  that  its  adyantages  would 
oyer- ride  the  adyantages  to  be  deriyed 
from  any  system  of  locid  inquiry.  The 
fEiet  was  that  their  minds  had  been  run 
away  with;  owing  to  the  results  which 
had  attended  certain  local  inquiries  held 
by  barristers  who  had  gone  to  the  spot 
with  indemnities  in  their  hands.  No 
doubt  the  expenses  of  witnesses  coming  to 
London  were  yery  heayy,  but  he  should 
like  to  know  what  the  cost  would  be  of 
taking  down  to  those  places  gentlemen 
learned  in  the  law  and  Parliamentary 
agents  ?  He  had  neyer  had  the  pleasure 
of  going  through  eyen  a  London  inquiry, 
and  therefore  he  did  not  feel  himself 
competent  to  speak  on  the  question  of 
expense;  he  did,  howeyer,  know  that 
when  high  professional  men  were  taken 
from  the  spot  where  they  ordinarily  pur- 
sued their  ayocations  and  were  carried 
miles  away,  for  an  indefinite  time,  their 
charges  were  not  apt  to  be  light.  And,  more 
than  that,  those  charges  were  not  taxable. 
It  was  possible  to  confine  the  expenses  of 
witnesses  within  reasonable  limits,  but 
the  other  gentlemen  to  whom  he  had  re- 
ferred were  aboye  all  law,  though  they 
themselyes  were  agents  of  the  law.  He 
had  always  expressed  a  strong  opinion, 
and  eyerything  that  had  happened  tended 
I  to  confirm  him  in  that  conyiction,  that 
lit  was  against  the  whole  principle  of 
jour  law  to  leaye  questions  so  important 
I  as  these  to  be  decided  by  a  single  man. 
He  belieyed  there  was  no  precedent  for 
it.      Ha  should,   thereforci  support  the 


Member  for) 


proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouyerie).  This  was  a 
difBcult  subject,  and  notwithstanding 
what  the  hon.  Member  for  Sandwich  (Mr. 
Knatchbull-Hugessen)  had  said,  he  con- 
sidered it  was  the  duty  of  the  Committee 
to  discuss  and  re-discuss  the  point  until 
they  arriyed  at  a  safe  and  satisfactory 
conclusion.  He  must  again  state  that  he 
preferred  a  jury  to  a  single  Judge  with 
power  by  his  decision  to  brand  a  man  with 
infamy. 

Mb.  J.  STTJAET  MILL  said,  he 
thought  it  was  desirable  that  the  discus- 
sion should  not  be  complicated  by  a  refe- 
rence to  all  the  yarious  plans  which  had 
been  suggested;  and  he  should  therefcnre 
address  himself  to  the  Amendment  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouyerie)  as  compared 
with  the  proyisions  of  the  Bill.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  contended  that  Committees 
of  the  House,  as  at  present  constituted, 
gaye  their  decisions  in  Election  cases  with 
great  impartiality,  and  he  was  not  pre- 
pared  to  den^  that  such  was  the  fact  as 
far  as  the  decision  with  respect  to  the  seat 
and  the  existence  of  corrupt  practices  was 
concerned.  Did  a  Committee  of  that 
House,  howeyer,  he  should  like  to  know, 
eyer  find  a  Member  guilty  of  bribery? 
["Yes."]  Not  once  in  fifty  years.  But 
if  it  were  preyed  that  a  candidate  had 
deposited  a  large  sum  at  his  bankers, 
that  he  made  no  inquiry  as  to  how  it 
was  expended,  and  that  his  recognized 
agents  had  laid  out  portions  of  it  in  bribing, 
would  not  any  tribunal,  except  one  com- 
posed of  Members  of  the  same  class  as  him- 
self, and  who  were  liable  to  the  same 
temptations,  find  him  guilty  of  some  kind 
of  corruption  f  What  he  desired  to  see  was 
a  tribunal  which  would  consider  bribery 
which  was  tolerated  by  a  candidate  as  if 
it  had  been  committed  by  him,  and  that 
would  not  be  done,  he  belieyed,  so  long  as 
the  decision  rested  with  the  House  itself. 
The  Amendment  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
would  be  an  improyement  on  the  ex- 
isting state  of  things,  but  it  failed  in  the 
essential  condition  of  proyiding  a  local  in- 
quiry, and  one  that  could  be  pursued  when 
Parliament  was  not  sitting.  By  means  of 
a  local  inquiry  the  commission  of  offences 
could  be  much  more  easily  detected  than 
if  the  inyestigation  were  conducted  at  a 
distance.  If  local  inquiry  was  of  no  ad- 
yantage,  what  was  the  use  of  the  Judges 
going  circuit  ?  The  cases  were  precisely 
analogous.       Although  he  thought  that 
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the  plan  of  the  OoTemment  possessed  a 
great  advantage  oyer  that  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  yet  he  was  far  from  being  dis- 
posed to  place  implicit  confidence  in  the 
Judges.  He  could  not  forget  that  they 
had  been  politicians,  and  that  they  were 
sometimes  thought  to  be  politicians  still. 
There  was  reason  to  believe  that  a  recent 
charge  in  the  Court  of  Qaeen's  Bench 
would  cost  the  Government  several  votes 
on  the  present  Bill,  though  it  would  not 
cost  them  his.  If,  however,  the  Bill  were 
passed  as  it  stood,  it  would  not  be  in  the 
power  of  the  House^as  they  had  been  re- 
minded at  an  earlier  stage  of  the  debate 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire 
(Mr.  Henley)— after  trying  the  experi- 
ment, to  discontinue  it  without  the  consent 
of  the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature. 
Now,  he  thought  it  very  important  that 
the  House  should  be  able  to  put  a  stop 
to  the  experiment  without  any  consent 
but  its  own,  and  he  should  therefore  sug- 
gest that  the  operation  of  the  Act  be  li- 
mited to  two  years.  Under  ordinary  cir- 
cumstances he  should  say  five  years,  but 
having  regard  to  the  experience  which  they 
would  at  once  have  of  the  working  of  the 
Act,  he  thought  two  years  sufficient.  In 
the  meantime  we  should  have  a  most  im- 
portant General  Election,  and  there  would, 
in  all  probability,  be  a  sufficient  number 
of  Election  Petitions  to  give  an  ample  trial 
of  the  experiment. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would  not 
repeat  the  usual  formula  that  he  had  no 
wish  to  prolong  the  debate;  but  he  rose 
with  a  sincere  desire'to  expedite,  as  much 
as  possible,  the  proceedings  in  connection 
with  the  Bill.  On  a  former  night  he  had 
voted  against  the  Motion  for  transferring 
the  jurisdiction.  As  between  the  two  pro- 
positions before  the  Committee,  though  he 
was  prepared  to  vote  for  the  Amendment 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kil- 
marnock (Mr.  Bouverie),  he  had  no  desire 
to  see  a  division  take  place.  The  question 
was  not  what  was  best  in  the  abstract,  but 
what  was  best  under  the  circumstances, 
and  the  wisest  scheme  under  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  was,  in  his  opinion,  that 
which  stood  on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Ayrton).  That  plan  provided  for  a 
local  inquiry  by  means  of  attorneys  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  be  appointed  by  the 
Speaker,  while  it  proposed  but  a  very  small 
innovation  on  the  existing  system.  It  also 
had  the  advantage  of  being  easily  revocable. 
There  would  be  no  great  inconvenienoe 
JTr.  J.  Siuart  Mill 


arising  from  its  adoption  or  in  receding 
from  it  afterwards  in  the  event  of  its  not 
being  found  to  answer  the  purpose  which 
the  House  had  in  view.  He  hoped,  there- 
fore, the  Government  would  be  disposed  to 
look  upon  it  with  favour.  If,  however, 
they  too  strongly  approved  their  own 
scheme  to  allow  the  adoption  of  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  in  its 
stead,  then  arose  the  question  on  what 
terms  and  conditions  the  Government  pro- 
posal ought  to  be  accepted.  In  answering 
that  question  the  plan  suggested  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Westminster 
(Mr.  Stuart  Mill)  was,  in  his  opinion,  well 
worthy  of  consideration.  If  the  operation 
of  the  Bill  were  limited  to  two  years,  time 
would  be  given  to  see  how  it  worked,  and, 
if  it  did  not  work  satisfactorily,  the  House 
of  Commons  would  at  the  end  of  that  time 
be  enabled  to  re-oonsider  its  position  with 
perfect  independence.  He  trusted,  under 
those  circumstances,  the  Government  would 
look  upon  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend 
as  one  which  would  tend  very  materially 
to  diminish  the  difficulties  of  the  case  and 
one  to  which  it  would  be  well  to  assent. 
As  to  the  apparent  inconsistency  which 
had  been  pointed  out  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Kilmarnock  in 
legislating  as  the  Bill  proposed  for  England 
and  not  for  Scotland  and  Ireland,  he  would 
only  say  that  the  force  of  that  objection 
would  be  greatly  mitigated  if  the  Bill  were 
to  have  only  a  temporary  operation.  Be- 
sides it  was  quite|plain  that,  in  legislating, 
for  England  the  House  was  legislating  for 
that  part  of  the  United  Kingdom  in  which 
the  chief  dangers  and  difficulties  against 
which  it  was  intended  to  guard  must  be 
held  to  lie ;  for  in  Scotland,  be  it  said  to 
her  honour,  bribery  and  intimidation  were 
comparatively  unknown,  while  in  Ireland 
there  was  comparatively  a  narrow  field 
with  which  to  deal.  If  the  Bill  were  * 
limited  in  its  operation  to  two  years,  a 
serious  question  would  no  doubt  arise  with 
respect  to  the  appointment  of  the  Judges 
under  its  provisions,  and  to  provide  for  the 
absorption  of  those  gentlemen  on  the  first 
vacancies  which  might  occur  after  a  General 
Election,  even  within  the  term  of  two  years, 
would,  of  course,  be  the  absolute  duty  of 
the  Government  of  the  day,  for  it  would  be 
preposterous  to  appoint  Judges  with  vested 
interests  and  entitled  to  pensions  for  life 
only  for  so  short  a  period.  He  could  not 
see  why  they  should  not  be  absorbed  into 
the  ordinary  tribunals,  for  the  judicial  ap- 
pointments under  this  Bill  would  be  made 
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from  the  same  class  of  men,  and  for  the 
same  qualities  of  character,  capacity,  and 
learning  as  the  ordinary  appointments  of 
Judges.  He  had,  in  conclusion,  simply  to 
repeat  the  hope  that  the  Goyemment  would 
consider  favourably  the  proposals  which  he 
had  mentioned,  for  it  was  desirable  to  get 
through  the  Bill  with  as  little  delay  as 
possible,  and  to  save  it  from  the  riu  of 
miscarriage. 

Mb.  DAEBT  GErFFITH  said,  he  hoped 
that  the  Goyemment  would  be  inclined 
favourably  to  consider  the  overture  made 
to  them  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire  (Mr. 
Gladstone).  The  real  pith  of  the  matter 
would  consist  in  the  limited  time  now 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
Iminster  (Mr.  Stuart  Mill).  But  rather 
\than  not  have  any  improvement,  he  would 
Iconsent  to  adopt  the  plan  of  the  right  hon. 
/Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie). 

SiE  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  he 
wished  to  know  whether  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  relating  to  Election  Petitions  from 
Ireland?  If  not,  there  would  be  two 
separate  systems  in  operation  with  regard 
to  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions ;  but  he 
would  seriously  object  to  the  application 
to  Ireland  of  such  a  scheme  as  that  under 
consideration.  He  was  opposed  to  the 
principle  of  transferring  the  jurisdiction 
in  Election  matters  from  that  House  to  any 
other  tribunal. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  that  the  real 
question  before  the  Committee  was  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie)  ;  and,  if  that 
were  carried,  the  Government  would  con- 
sider that  the  Bill  had  received  a  very 
considerable  blow,  which  would  be  fatal, 
in  his  mind,  to  the  whole  Government 
proposition.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the 
best  course  to  pursue  would  be  to  come 
to  a  decision  on  that  Amendment.  The 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  to  limit  the  period  during 
which  the  Bill  should  be  in  force,  was  one 
which  deserved  the  consideration  of  the 
House ;  but  it  would  be  far  more  conveni- 
ent if  that  question  should  be  discussed 
on  the  Amendment  of  which  the  hon 
Member  for  Westminster  had  given  Notice, 
It  would  receive  from  the  Government  a 
candid  consideration,  but  he  was  not  pre- 
pared, upon  the  moment,  to  accept  a  pro- 
posal which  really  required  much  con- 
tideration.  It  would  be  a  matter,  open  to 
YOL.  CXOIII.  [THna>  sbbiss.] 


discussion,  whether  it  was  advisable  to 
limit  the  duration  of  the  Bill  at  all ;  and, 
if  it  were  thought  proper  to  do  so,  it 
would  still  be  a  question,  whether  the 
limit  should  be  two  years  or  the  end  of 
the  next  Parliament. 

SiE  ROBERT  AKSTRUTHER  said,  he 
preferred  the  Amendment  of  the  Member 
for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie)  to  the 
clause  in  the  Bill ;  but  if  he  had  an  as- 
surance from  the  Government  that  they 
would  adopt  the  sug^stion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  Stuart  Mill), 
he  would  then  willingly  vote  for  the  clause. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  said,  he  felt  dis- 
appointed  at  the  statement  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury ;  and  he  thought  it 
incumbent  on  him  distinctly  to  declare 
that  he  should  vote  against  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock 
(Mr.  Bouverie)  with  the  intention  of  af- 
terwards supporting  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Westminster. 

Mb.    Sbbjeant    GASELEE    said,    he\ 
wished  to  have  a  distinct  answer  to  the 
question  whether  or  not  the  BiU  was  to  I 
apply  to  Ireland  ?     The  Bill,  as  altered  / 
from  the  shape  in  which  it  was  introduced, 
was  an  exceedingly  bad  one,  and  he  should 
give  it  his  decided  opposition.. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee   divided  :^'A.yeB  204; 
Noes  127 :  Majority  77. 
Clause  offreed  to. 

Clause  6  ^Regulations  as  to  Presentation 
of  Election  Petition). 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  he  wished  to  have 
some  explanation.  The  clause  proposed 
that  the  Petition  must  be  presented  within 
twenty-one  days  after  the  return,  unless 
it  specifically  alleged  payment  of  the  mo- 
ney subsequent  to  that  period ;  and  the 
Petition  might  then  be  presented  within 
twenty-eight  days  after  the  date  of  such 
payment.  The  important  question,  there- 
fore, would  arise,  whether  a  Member's 
seat  should  be  questioned  at  any  time 
during  the  continiumce  of  the  Parliament 
to  which  he  was  fleeted.  But  that  was 
not  the  only  qu^tion  that  would  arise. 
Any  number  of  Petitions  might  be  pre- 
sented —  one  aftpr  the  other  had  been 
disposed  of.  First,  there  might  be  the 
general  Petition,  to  be  presented  within 
twenty- one  days ;  and  when  that  was  dis- 
posed of,  another  Petition  might  be  pre- 
sented, making  ^me  distinct  charge  of 
corruption  within  twenty-eight  days  of 
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the  time  of  presenting  the  Petition ;  and 
that  might  he  followed  hy  a  third  Petition 
in  reference  to  another  corrupt  payment, 
and  Bo  on.  If  a  Memher  was  thus  liable 
to  haye  his  seat  questioned,  he  would  be 
in  rather  an  unfortunate  position  as  re- 
garded his  independence.  There  was  no 
proTision  in  the  Bill  which  directed  that 
after  one  Petition  was  tried  no  other 
should  be  presented.  With  the  view  of 
more  distinctly  raising  the  question,  he 
should  propose  to  omit  in  Section  2,  from 
the  word  **  unless  ''  to  the  end  of  the 
clause. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  alluded  to  the  provision  in 
this  clause,  as  though  it  was  of  a  novel 
character  ;  but,  in  fact,  that  proposition 
was  an  exact  copy,  in  a  statutory  form,  of 
the  ordinary  Sessional  Order,  passed  at 
the  commencement  of  each  Session.  It 
was  introduced  for  the  purpose  of  meeting 
the  case  where  the  sitting  Member,  in 
order  to  avoid  being  unseated,  had  deferred 
the  corrupt  payment  until  after  the  time 
for  presenting  an  ordinary  Petition  had 
expired.  It  was  most  desirable  that  there 
should  be  nothing  in  the  Bill  to  preclude 
the  inquiry  which  could  at  present  be 
made  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  House, 
where  those  guilty  of  corrupt  practices 
had  deferred  their  payments. 

SiE  ROUNDELL  PALMER  said,  he 
must  beg  to  point  out  that,  while  the 
usual  Sessional  Order  peimitted  Petitions 
to  be  presented  from  the  date  of  the  General 
Election  to  fourteen  days  after  the  next 
meeting  of  Parliament,  the  present  clause 
limited  the  time  for  presenting  them  to 
twenty-one  days  after  the  return  of  the 
Writ,  so  that  however  gross  the  corruption 
and  bribery  might  have  been,  if  the  means 
of  exposing  it  were  not  discovered  within 
twenty-one  days  of  the  date  of  the  return, 
it  would  be  impossible  to  present  a  Peti- 
tion, unless  some  subsequent  corrupt 
payment  was  alleged.  That  confirmed 
him  in  the  belief  that  the  effect  of  the 
Bill  would  not  be  to  promote  the  discovery 
of  bribery  and  corruption,  but  quite  the 
reverse;  that  considerable  additional  dis- 
couragement would  be  thrown  in  the  way 
of  its  discovery  and  exposure.  No  doubt 
the  chances  of  compromise  would  be  less- 
ened, but  the  question  was  whether  such 
an  advantage  would  be  a  compensation. 

1^  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  that 
in  oases  where  the  right  to  a  seat  was  in- 
volved the  clause  directed  that  the  Peti- 
Mr.  Ayrton 


tion  must  be  presented  within  twenty-one 
days  after  the  return  to  the  Writ.  This 
was  in  accordance  with  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee,  who  thought  that 
the  time  now  allowed — namely,  fourteen 
days,  was  too  short  for  the  presentation  of 
Petitions  which  simply  claimed  the  seat. 
Where  corrupt  pajrments,  however,  were 
alleged,  the  Petition  must  be  presented 
within  twenty-eight  days  after  the  alleged 
corrupt  payment  was  made.  The  clause 
did  not  deal  with  another  class  of  Peti- 
tions, in  which  the  question  of  the  right  to 
a  seat  was  not  involved,  but  merely  the 
question  of  the  existence  of  general  cor- 
ruption in  a  borough.  Nothing  that  was 
contained  in  the  Bill  would  affect  the 
right  of  that  House  to  appoint  at  any  time 
a  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  existence 
of  such  general  corruption ;  but  as  some 
doubt  had  been  expressed  as  to  the  power  of 
Commissioners  appointed  in  such  case,  he 
intended  to  bring  up  a  clause  that  evening 
to  confirm  the  power  of  the  House  to  ap- 
point Commissioners  for  that  purpose. 

Me.  ayrton  said,  he  was  at  a  loss  to 
know  what  were  the  views  of  the  Solicitor 
General'  with  reference  to  the  Bill.  If 
they  repealed  the  5  &  6  Viet.  c.  102, 
would  they  not  give  up  the  jurisdiction 
which  they  had  by  the  law  of  Parliament, 
over  questions  of  corruption  at  elections  I 
If  the  House  preserved  its  general  juris- 
diction in  such  cases,  they  ought  to  con- 
sider what  would  be  the  position  of  the 
Judges.  He  should  like  to  know  how 
much  law  the  Judges  on  the  one  hand 
were  to  administer  under  this  Bill,  and 
how  much  jurisdiction  the  Members  of  the 
House  were,  on  the  other,  to  retain  under 
their  general  laws  ?  No .  doubt  if,  as  the 
Solicitor  General  stated,  the  House  reserved 
all  its  own  power  in  the  case  of  corrupt 
practices,  and  only  gave  a  limited  juris- 
diction to  the  Judges,  much  of  the  objec- 
tion to  the  Bill  would  be  removed,  but 
unless  it  was  distinctly  laid  down  in  what 
cases  the  House  would  use  its  juHsdiction, 
the  Judges  would  be  placed  in  some  diffi- 
culty. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  that 
the  Select  Committee  had  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  was  advisable  to  repeal  the 
Act  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton)  had 
referred,  because  it  had  proved  in  opera- 
tion to  be  futile  with  reference  to  inquiry 
into  general  corrupt  practices ;  and  it  was 
therefore  inserted  in  the  Schedule.  He  pro- 
posed, in  order  to  meet  the  olgection  which 
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he  liad  mentioned,  to  bring  up  a  clause 
which  he  believed  would  be  found  to  meet 
all  objeotions — 

"  If,  upon  a  Petition  to  the  House  of  Commons 
presented  within  21  days  after  the  return  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  of  a  Member  to 
serve  in  Parliament  for  any  borough  or  oounty,  or 
within  14  days  after  the  meeting  of  Parliament, 
and  signed  by  any  two  or  more  electors  of  such 
borough  or  county,  and  alleging  that  corrupt 
practices  have  extensively  prevailed  at  the  then 
last  election  for  such  borough  or  county,  and  that 
there  is  reason  to  believe  that  corrupt  practices 
have  there  so  prevailed,  an  Address  be  presented 
by  both  Houses  of  Parliament  praying  that  such 
allegations  may  be  inquired  into  ;  the  Crown  may 
appoint  Commissioners  to  inquire  into  the  same, 
and  if  such  Commissioners  in  such  case  be  ap- 
pointed they  shall  inquire  in  the  same  manner, 
and  with  the  same  powers,  and  subject  to  all  the 
provisions  of  the  statute  16th  and  16th  of  Victoria' 
cap.  67." 

Mb.  WHITBREAB  said,  he  could  con- 
firm the  statement  of  the  Solicitor  General 
as  to  the  Act  referred  to  by  thehon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Tower  Hamlets  being  inopera- 
tire.  The  Committee  thought  it  hardly 
worth  while  to  retain  it  on  the  statute 
book.  Whether  it  were  repealed  or  not 
was  immaterial  as  regarded  the  inquiry 
under  this  Bill. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  he  must  still  con- 
tend for  the  accuracy  of  the  view  which  he 
had  expressed.  He  maintained  that  if 
they  repealed  the  Act  they  would  shut  the 
door  against  all  general  inquiry  into  cor- 
rupt practices.  He  thought  it  should  be 
struck  oat  of  the  Schedule,  otherwise  more 
harm  than  good  would  be  the  result  of  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  GOLDNET  said,  he  would  beg  to 
remind  the  Committee  that  they  were 
discussing  matters  which  did  not  properly 
come  under  consideration  at  this  time. 
If  they  desired  to  progress  in  this  matter, 
it  would  be  much  better  to  confine  them^ 
selves  to  the  question  immediately  under 
consideration,  which  was  whether  twenty- 
one  days  were  a  sufiioient  time  for  the 
presentation  of  a  Petition  after  a  General 
Election,  and  twenty-eight  days  for  a  Peti- 
tion complaining  of  undue  influence  and 
corruption.  It  was  necessary  to  shorten 
the  time  if  they  expected  two  Judges  to 
get  thrqpgh  the  work. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said,  he 
believed  that  the  time  allowed  was  quite 
suflacient,  inasmuch  as  the  existence  of 
bribery  was  pretty  well  known  at  the  time 
at  which  it  was  committed.  With  reference 
to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Xember   for   the   Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 


Ayrton),  it  was  scarcely  advisable  to  retain 
a  statute  which  never  could  work.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Solicitor 
General  had,  however,  promised  to  bring 
up  a  clause  on  the  subject,  and  that  clause 
could  be  discussed  at  the  proper  time.  He 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  postpone 
further  discussion  on  the  point  until  they 
came  to  the  Schedules. 

Mb,   BOUVERIE  said,  he  thought  a    y 
longer  time    than  twenty- one  days   was    / 
necessary  ;  because  facts  leaked  out  from    j 
the  vexation  and  disputes  which  usually    I 
followed    an    election,   and    ample  time 
should  be  given  for  them  to  come  to  a 
head.     He  was  of  this  opinion,  although 
he  admitted  that  in  some  instances  mote 
than    twenty-one    days   was    practically 
given. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
his  experience  had  led  him  to  believe  that 
neither  twenty-one  nor  twenty-eight  days 
produced  knowledge  of  bribery  ;  whether 
bribery  existed  or  not  was  always  very 
well  known  while  the  election  was  in  pro- 
gress. Agents  were  on  the  watch,  and 
kept  their  eyes  on  the  forty  thieves  to  be 
found  in  every  borough  [Mr.  Bouvebie  : 
Not  in  every  borough.],  and  the  agents 
soon  knew  whether  any  of  the  forty  thieves 
had  been  bribed.  What  remained  un- 
known was  the  time  and  place  when  the 
bribery  was  committed,  and  that  was  only 
divulged  in  the  committee- roomi  and  very 
often  not  there. 

Amendment  negatived, 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  steted  that  as 
his  three  Amendments  on  this  clause  had 
been  virtually  disposed  of,  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  move  them. 

Mb.  POWELL  said,  he  thought  that 
Notice  of  a  Petition  having  been  presented, 
should  be  required  to  be  given  to  the  con-  ^ 
stituency.     He  therefore  moved,  in  line 
16,  after  "  prescribed,"  to  insert — 

*'  And  by  sending  a  copjr  thereof,  within  the 
prescribed  time,  to  the  Returning  Officer  of  the 
Borough  or  County  to  which  the  Petition  relates, 
who  shall  forthwith  publish  the  same." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  objected 
to  the  Amendment  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  inexpedient  to  multiply  conditions 
precedent  to  a  prosecution.  The  more 
they  multiplied  such  conditions,  the  more 
opportunities  they  afforded  for  evading  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Judges.  There  could, 
however,  be  no  objection  to  a  separate 
clause  embodying  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member. 
2  B  2 
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Mb.  M.  CHAMBEKS  said,  he  con- 
sidered that  it  was  essential  that  the  con- 
stituency should  bo  informed  that  a  Peti- 
tion was  presented,  because  otherwise  the 
thing  might  be  kept  perfectly  quiet  and 
the  constituency  might  know  nothing 
about  it. 

Mb.  SsejEAirr  GASELEE  said,  he  ap- 
\  proved  of  the  Amendment,  but  thought  it 
should  be  proposed  as  a  new  clause. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  POWELL  said,  he  thought  the 
amount  of  security  mentioned  in  the 
clause  might  be  too  small  in  many  cases. 
He  desired  to  give  power  to  increase  the 
security  required  of  the  petitioner  above 
£1,000,  and,  therefore,  he  moved  in  line 
27,  after  the  word  "of,"  to  insert  the 
words  '*  not  less  than." 

Mb.  clay  said,  he  thought  the  sug- 
gestion a  good  one,  but  doubted  whether 
it  could  be  carried  out  by  the  Amend- 
ment.          

Mb.  POWELL  said,  that  his  proposal 
involved  another  Amendment  in  the  next 
clause. 

Mb.  KEATE  thought  £1,000  sufficient 
security. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  he 
felt  there  was  danger  of  preventing  Peti- 
tions if  too  high  a  security  were  required. 

Mb.  SebjeaktG  ASELEE  said,  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  insert  "  £2,000." 
He  spoke  feelingly  on  that  subject.  He 
had  no  idea  of  men  of  straw  being  al- 
lowed to  harass  Members  by  attacking 
their  seats  without  the  slightest  excuse 
for  doing  so.  That  system  was  practised 
in  order  to  carry  on  that  great  abuse 
the  pairing  off  of  one  Petition  against 
another. 

Sib  ROBERT  COLLIER  said,  that  in 
the  case  of  men  of  straw  it  would  be  all 
the  same  whether  they  were  made  an- 
swerable for  £1,000  or  £2,000. 

Mb.  M.  CHAMBERS  said,  that  if 
the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  prevent  bri- 
bery and  corruption,  they  ought  not  to  im- 
pose these  pensdties — for  they  were  nothing 
else  but  penalties — upon  petitioners  who 
might  be  poor  electors,  who  had  them- 
selves suffered  from  such  corrupt  practices. 
It  ought  not  to  go  forth  to  the  world 
that  unless  such  persons  could  produce 
£1,000,  or  could  get  somebody  else  to  be 
answerable  for  that  amount —•  supposing 
they  should  fail  in  establishing  bribery 
—they  would  be  precluded  from  coming 
forward  to  expose  or  punish  it.  There 
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ought  to  be  some  public  officer  whose 
duty  it  should  be  to  investigate  in  the 
first  instance  whether  there  had  been 
bribery  and  corruption  in  any  particular 
constituency.  Provision  ought  to  be  made 
to  punish  the  man  who  got  up  a  Peti- 
tion to  serve  private  purposes. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (Recognizance  may  tie  ob- 
jected to). 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  moved,  to  add 
at  the  end  of  the  clause  the  words — 

**  And  the  respondent  making  any  suoh  objec- 
tion shall  be  required  to  serve  notice  of  it»  pre- 
cisely describing  the  ground  of  it,  on  the  Peti- 
tioner, or  on  all  the  Petitioners,  if  more  than  one, 
within  the  said  prescribed  time,  not  exceeding  five 
days." 

They  ought  not  to  discourage,  but  rather 
to  facilitate  the  presentation  of  Petitions, 
and  petitioners  ought  to  have  such  warning 
of  any  objection  taken  to  their  sureties  as 
would  enable  them,  if  any  mistakes  had 
been  made,  to  rectify  them. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the 
Clause,  to  add  the  words — 

"  And  the  respondent  making  any  such  objeo- 
tion  shall  be  required  to  serve  notice  of  it  on  the 
Petitioner,  or  on  all  the  Petitioners  if  more  than 
one,  within  the  prescribed  time  not  exceeding  five 
days."— (Ifr.  Jfitt.) 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
the  present  practice  in  that  matter  worked 
very  well,  and  he  thought  the  use  of  the 
word  "  precisely  ^'  in  the  Amendment 
would  not  add  much  to  its  efficacy,  while 
it  might  raise  numerous  questions  in  re- 
gard to  every  one  of  the  notices  served. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  had 
no  objection  to  omit  from  his  Amendment 
the  words  ^'precisely  describing  the  ground 
of  it,"  but  he  thought  that  notice  of  ob- 
jection ought  to  be  given. 

After  a  few  remarks  from  Mr.  CAifnusH, 
Mr.  Serjeant  Gasblbe,  and  Mr.  Nbate, 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  ob- 
served, that  all  the  practice  was  to  be 
prescribed  by  rule  of  Court,  and  he  thought 
they  might  trust  to  the  Court  to  see  that 
proper  notice  was  given. 

Mb.  p.  WYKEHAM-MARTIN  said, 
that  while  hon.  Members  were  anxious  to 
give  facilities  for  presentmg  PetitionB  in 
every  possible  way,  they  ought  not  to  for- 
get that  there  were  such  Udngs  as  poor 
candidates.     He  would  mention  the  in- 
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stance  of  a  fonner  Member  of  that  House 
who  had  been  petitioned  against,  and  who 
rose  in  his  place  and  stated  upon  his  ho- 
nour that  he  had  a  good  defence  to  make, 
but  that  he  was  unable  to  raise  the  necessary 
£1,000  for  the  purpose.  The  consequence 
was  that  he  was  obliged  to  give  up  his 
seat. 

Me.  DENMAN  said,  he  was  also  of  opi- 
nion that  too  great  facilities  should  not  be 
given  to  men  of  straw,  low  attorneys,  and 
yillainsof  all  kinds,  who  might  desire  to  get 
up  Petitions  against  men  who  might  haye 
been  returned  by  a  good  majority.  For 
his  own  part  he  looked  upon  bribery  as  a 
most  heinous  offence,  and  would  not  allow 
a  single  farthing  to  be  expended  on  his 
behalf  that  might  not  appear  in  the  au- 
ditor's books ;  but  then  he  knew  from  his 
experience  how  yexationsly  Petitions  were 
sometimes  presented  against  particular  re- 
turns. The  House  should  bear  in  mind 
that  there  was  such  a  thing  as  an  honest 
candidate,  and  should  not  seek  to  favour 
only  petitioners  and  sureties,  who  very 
often  were  men  of  straw.  In  his  own 
case,  a  Petition  had  been  presented  against 
him  by  two  persons,  one  of  whom  became 
bankrupt,  and  the  other  went  to  the  Con- 
tinent in  order  to  avoid  being  mulcted  in 
costs.  An  offer  was  made  to  withdraw 
the  Petition  if  he  would  not  insist  upon 
costs ;  but  to  that  he  refused  to  assent. 
Ultimately  the  Petition  was  not  prosecuted. 
The  costs  in  that  case  amounted  to  between 
£200  and  £300,  which  was  no  light  sum 
for  a  man  of  moderate  means  to  lose  through 
being  called  upon  to  defend  his  seat  before 
a  Committee.  How  much  greater  the 
expense  might  be  if  a  man  were  called 
upon  to  defend  his  seat  at  a  distance  from 
Ix)ndon  he  was  not  prepared  to  say.  He 
thought  that  the  proposed  Amendment  too 
much  lost  sight  of  the  case  of  the  honest 
candidate. 

Sm  EGBERT  COLLIER  thought  the 
object  of  the  hon  Member  for  Westminster 
(Mr.  8tuart  Mill)  a  very  excellent  one,  but 
it  was  met  by  the  clause  as.  it  stood. 

ViscoTOT  AMBERLEY  said,  tljat  though 
there  was  great  force  in  what  had  been 
stated  by  tiie  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Tiverton  (Mr.  Denman),  yet  it  must  be 
remembered  that  there  was  also  a  great 
hardship  on  the  other  side ;  and  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
minster was  right  in  proposing  to  facilitate 
as  much  as  possible  the  presentation  of 
Petitions. 


Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  was 
fully  aware  of  the  evil  to  which  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Tiver- 
ton (Mr.  Denman)  referred.  He  believed 
that  there  were  nearly  as  many  dishonest 
Petitions  as  there  were  corrupt  elections. 
But  the  remedy  for  this  evil  must  be 
taught  independently,  and  not  by  render- 
ing londfide  Petitions  expensive  and  diffi- 
cult. 

Question  put,  "That  those  words  be 
there  added.'' 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  81  ; 
Noes  85  :  Majority  54. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (Determination  of  Objection  to 
Recognizance). 

Mb.  POWELL  proposed  to  insert  the 
following  words  after  "  mentioned,"  in 
line  12 — 

**  Or  if  proof  be  not  giyen  in  manner  prescribed 
that  the  notioe  of  the  presentation  of  the  Petition 
and  of  the  nature  of  the  proposed  security  has 
been  duly  served  as  hereinb«fore  proTided." 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  thought 
facilities  ought  not  to  be  given  by  which 
men  of  straw  might,  from  improper  mo- 
tives, present  Petitions  against  the  return 
of  Members.  The  effect  of  this  clause 
would  be  where  the  security  required  was 
insufficient  that  a  London  Club  would  be 
got  to  advance  the  £1,000.  Now,  as  the 
money  would  bo  spent  in  that  locality,  and 
the  Judge  would  bring  a  train  with  him, 
it  would  be  the  direct  interest  of  those 
liviog  on  the  spot  to  get  up  such  an  in- 
quiry. He  moved  the  omission  of  the 
words  relating  to  the  deposit  of  the 
money. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER did  not  see  that  any  injustice  would 
be  done  by  allowing  the  petitioner,  in- 
stead of  giving  security,  to  deposit  a  sum 
of  money. 

Mb.  Sebjeaitt  GASELEE  said,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  not  encourage  Mvolous 
Petitions.  He  intended  to  move  a  Reso- 
lution requiring  that  a  certain  number  of 
persons  Aould  unite  in  every  Petition. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said,  he 
must  point  out  to  hon.  Members  who 
talked  so  much  about  men  of  straw,  that 
the  clause  was  framed  to  provide  against 
such  persons  coming  forward  with  Peti- 
tions, by  requiring  them  to  deposit  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  money  by  way  of  se- 
curity.   By  the  law,  as  it  at  present  stood, 
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a  candidate  might  enter  into  his  recogni- 
zances with  a  sum  of  money. 

Mr.  M.  chambers  said,  he  thought 
that  the  proposal  of  the  Bill  was  in  point 
of  fact  equivalent  to  a  revival  of  the  old 
custom  of  straw  bail.  With  a  view  to  pre- 
Tent  unjust  and  frivolous  Petitions  being 
fomented,  he  should  support  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mk.  RUSSELL  GURNET  said,  he  must 
oppose  the  Amendment.  The  object  was 
that  the  party  petitioned  against  should 
have  good  security,  and  no  security  could 
be  so  good  as  the  actual  deposit  of  the 
money. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  agreed  to* 

Clause  10  (Clausb  A. —Appointment  of 
Judges  for  Trial  of  Election  Petitions). 

Sir  ROUNBELL  PALMER  said,  that 
the  time  had  now  come  when  the  Commit- 
tee would  expect  to  bear  from  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  he  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  Stuart  Mill) 
that  the  Bill  should  be  in  operation  for  a  li- 
mited period  only.  He  (Sir  Roundell  Palmer) 
had  always  doubted  the  wisdom  and  policy 
of  the  Bill.     Those  who,  like  himself,  re- 
garded the  Bill  with  disfavour  would  pre- 
fer its  being  looked  upon  in  the  light  of  an 
experiment ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  there 
was  no  disguising  the  fact  that  if  at  the 
end  of  the  time  determined  on  it  were  not 
thought  advisable  to  continue  tlie  measure, 
the  two  Judges  who  were  to  be  appointed 
under  the  Bill  would  be  left  without  any 
functions  to  perform,  and  must,  of  course,* 
be  ultimately  merged  in  the  general  body 
of  the  Judges.     Whether  or  not  an  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  our  Judges  was 
necessary  was  a  very  important  question, 
but  one  which  it  was  scarcely  their  pro- 
vince at  that  moment  to  determine.  A  Royal 
Commission   had  been  recently  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  subject,  and  it  would 
not  be  right  to  anticipate  their  decision  by 
something  incidentally  arising  in  this  BiU. 
He  hoped  the  Commission  would  recom- 
mend something  acceptable  to  the  country. 
He  had  a  great  objection  to  special  juris- 
dictions, and  he  thought  that  if  new  Judges 
were  to  be  appointed  they  should  form  part 
of  the  present  body.  If  two  Judges  were  to 
be  appointed  specially  for  this  jurisdiction, 
he  doubted  whether  two  men  could  be  found 
who  would  in  every  respect  command  the 
confidence  of  the  public ;  and  if,  by  any 
chance,  the  Judges  elected  should  not  proye 
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acceptable  to  the  country,  if  their  decisions 
should  not  be  viewed  with  public  favour, 
Parliament  would  be  in  the  unfortunate 
position  of  having  intrusted  to  these  gen- 
tlemen the   power,    without    the   inter- 
vention of  a  jury,  and  without  appeal,  of 
dealing  with  matters  of  the  highest  im- 
portance, and  of  attaching  by  their  de- 
cisions in  many  cases  a  stigma  which  must 
last   for   seven  years,  and  which  at  the 
least  amounted  to  political  disfranchise- 
ment for  that  period.     The  Judges  chosen 
for  this  purpose  would  not  be  taken  from 
the  general  body  in  rotation.     However 
incompetent  or  unqualified  for  the  duty 
they  might  be,  when  once  they  were  ap- 
pointed to  the  post  their  decisions  must  be 
submitted  to  without  chance  of  redress.  All 
the  Judges  were  not  held  in  equal  regard 
by  the  public.     They  did  not  all  in  an 
equal  degree  give  satisfaction  to  the  public. 
Moreover,  the  defects  and  infirmities  of 
particular  men  selected  for  the  discharge 
of  special  duties  would  appear  more  pro- 
minently and  be  more  remarked  than  those 
of  men  who  had  to  perform  only  ordinary 
duties.     There  should  therefore,  be  an  in- 
terchange of  this  special  work  with  the 
ordinary  duties.     The  one  would,  as  now, 
act  as  a  set  off  against  the  other.    Honesty 
and  integrity  wore  the  characteristics  of 
our  Judges,  and  he  hoped  nothing  would 
be  done  that  would  tend  to  impair  public 
confidence  in  them.     He  had,  also,  some 
objections  to  the  wording  of  the  clause, 
which,  for  instance,  empowered  Her  Ma- 
jesty to   appoint    "  any  number  of  per- 
sons not  exceeding  two."    These  "Honor- 
ary "  Justices  would  be  in  the  same  position 
as  to  salary  as  the  other  Judges,  and  they 
were  to  be  styled  "  the  Honorary  Justices 
of  the  Court   of  Common  Pleas,"   with 
which  Court  they  were  to  have  nothing  to 
do  except  in  name.     Why  the  Bill  should 
fix  them  in  a  Court  to  which  they  did  not 
belong,  and   probably  take  them  out  of 
their  own  Court  to  do  so,  he  could  not  un- 
derstand.    They  were  to  be  in  other  re- 
spects in  a  higher  position  than  the  other 
Puisne  Judges,  because  they  were  to  be 
Privy  Councillors,  and  they  were  to  sit 
as   Judges  in   the  Court  of   Exchequer 
Chamber  or  in  any  other  Court  of  Error 
or  Appeal  from  the  superior  Courts  of 
Common  Law  at  Westminster.     It  ap- 
peared to  him  that,  if  Parliament  were 
about  to  make  a  superior  order  of  Judges 
to  exercise  a  higher  jurisdiction,  it  would 
be  better  to  call  them  by  a  name  that 
would  distinguish  them  in  conformity  with 
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the  duties  giren  to  them.  It  might  be 
Baid  that  the  Petitions  were  to  be  pre- 
sented to  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  and 
that  therefore  the  Honorary  Justices  ought 
to  be  called  Judges  of  that  Court.  But  he 
denied  the  consequence.  If  these  Judges 
were  not  numerous  enough,  and  it  became 
necessary  to  take  other  Judges  to  assist 
them  who  were  not  Justices  of  the  Court 
of  Common  Pleas,  it  would  be  absurd  to 
call  them  so. 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL  -  HUGE88EN 
said,  he  thought  they  ought  to  be  Judges 
who  had  held  the  office  of  Judge  for  fire 
years. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
it  was  always  contemplated  that  they 
should  be  Judges  of  this  standing. 

Ma.  AYRTON  said,  it  would  be  better 
to  add  two  Judges  to  the  number  of  the 
present  Judicial  Bench,  or  to  the  Court  of 
Common  Pleas,  if  that  were  thought  pre- 
ferable, leaving  for  after  selection  the  two 
Judges  for  the  particular  duty  under  this 
Bill ;  so  that  if  the  system  should  not  be 
found  to  work  well,  those  Judges  would 
merge  into  the  Court  as  vacancies  occurred, 
and  we  should  return  to  our  present  start- 
ing point.  This  plan  would  involve  no 
disturbance  of  the  ordinary  organization. 
The  new  Judges  would  sit  at  chambers, 
go  circuit,  and  take  the  usual  part  in  the 
Excheqi^  Chamber.  They  would  act  as 
Assessor^to  the  House  of  Lords,  or  assist 
in  the  Court  of  Probate  and  Divorce,  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  &c.  When  an  Elec- 
tion Petition  was  presented  to  the  Court 
of  Common  Pleas,  there  would  be  the  ad- 
vantage of  seven  Judges  to  choose  from 
instead  of  two.  Then  comes  a  larger  ques- 
tion. He  wished  the  Committee  to  ask 
themselves  how  the  Judges  were  going  to 
try  these  Petitions?  According  to  past 
experience  the  number  of  Petitions  after 
a  General  Election  would  be  about  forty. 
Many  hon.  Members  who  were  favourable 
to  the  Reform  Bill  of  last  year  believed 
there  would  be  a  great  many  more  Peti- 
tions in  the  next  Parliament;  and  the  pre- 
sent measure  appeared  to  have  originated 
in  the  fear  and  belief  that  corruption 
would  be  increased,  and  that  the  nexi 
House  of  Commons  could  not  safely  be 
intrusted  to  discharge  the  duties  which 
the  present  House  performed.  Supposing 
that  there  were  as  many  Election  Petitions 
at  the  next  election  as  in  times  past,  how 
were  these  two  Judges  to  try  forty  cases  ? 
How  long  must  they  sit  to  enable  them  to 
do   80?    It  would  be  necessary  to  have 


have-a-dozen  Judges  or  more  to  conduct 
these  inquiries,  and  it  was  therefore  better 
that  there  should  be  no  distinction  between 
the  Judges.  There  was  something  very 
objectionable  in  the  selection  by  the  Crown, 
on  the  eve  of  a  General  Election,  of  Judges 
who  were  to  sit  upon  Petitions  against  the 
return  of  Members  of  that  House.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  repudiate 
the  invidious  position  which  -  would  be 
given  them  under  the  Bill.  He  hoped 
that,  instead  of  having  a  special  tribunal, 
they  would  give  jurisdiction  to  all  the 
Judges  indiscriminately,  and  leave  it  to 
them  to  decide  who  should  try  these  pe- 
titions, as  they  now  decided  in  regard  to 
circuits.  In  order  to  raise  the  question, 
he  would  move  the  omission  of  all  the 
words  after  '*  exceeding,"  in  page  4,  line 
26,  leaving  it  to  the  Solicitor  General  to 
make  such  an  addition  to  the  clause  as 
would  carry  out  the  object  he  had  in  view. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line  26, 
to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  exceeding  " 
to  the  end  of  the  Clause.  —  (J/r.  Ayrton,) 

Mb.  KARSLAKE  said,  he  concurred 
in  the  opinion  that  the  two  Judges  to  be 
appointed  should  be  added  to  the  judicial 
Bench  and  exercise  a  general  jurisdiction, 
it  being  undesirable  that  they  should  have 
special  and  exclusive  functions.  He  would 
suggest  a  proviso  that  they  should  take 
office  subject  to  the  future  determination 
of  the  House  as  to  what  their  duties  should 
be.  This  would  not  interfere  with  any  of 
the  very  valuable  provisions  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  SANDFORD  said,  that  as  the 
transfer  of  jurisdiction  had  been  deter- 
mined upon,  all  that  remained  was  to  carry^ 
it  out  in  the  best  manner.  He  did  not 
think  it  would  be  desirable  to  give  the 
two  additional  Judges  to  the  Court  of 
Common  Pleas;  because  if  such  a  course 
were  adopted  the  Judges  of  that  Court 
might  appear  to  be  selected  exclusively 
for  that  office.  In  his  opinion  it  would 
be  better  that  an  additional  Judge  should 
be  appointed  both  in  the  Queen's  Bench 
and  Common  Pleas,  and  if  it  should  be 
thought  necessary  in  the  Court  oCj^K^e- 
quer  also,  so  as  to  assist  the  preSent  judi- 
cial Bench  in  their  ordinary  duties,  and 
the  Puisne  Judges  should  take  these  Elec- 
tion Petitions  in  turn. 

Mb.  DENMAN  pointed  out  that  if  flo 
two  of  the  fifteen  Judges  could  be  found 
to  undertake  this  jurisdiction — a  contin- 
gency not  unlikely  to  be  realiztd— ^the 
whole  thing  would  oome  to  a  dead-jfock, 
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the  Bill  containing  no  compulsory  powers. 
It  was  only  on  the  two  Judges  who  un- 
dertook the  office  not  heing  ahle  to  get 
through  the  work  that  the  other  part  of 
the  Bill  came  into  play.  He  shared  in 
the  objection  that  had  been  made  to  the 
establishment  of  a  separate  Court ;  but  if 
they  did  not  take  that  course,  they  would 
impose  duties  on  the  Judges  which  they 
did  not  desire  to  accept.  He  objected  to 
a  single  Judge  deciding  these  cases,  and 
also  to  the  *19th  clause,  which  allowed 
evidence  of  bribery  to  be  gone  into  prior 
to  proof  of  agency.  He  recommended  the 
Government  to  postpone  the  clauses  for  a 
day  or  two,  and  then  bring  in  a  better 
scheme. 

Mb.  RUSSELL  GTJRNEY  said,  that  if 
the  Committee  were  compelled  to  listen 
to  long  speeches  on  subjects  already  de- 
cided on,  very  little  hope  of  making  Pro- 
gress could  be  entertained.  He  rose  sim- 
ply to  disclaim  the  notion  suggested  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton)  as  that  which 
prompted  supporters  of  the  Bill.  As  a 
Member  of  the  Select  Committee  which 
considered  the  Bill  of  last  Session,  he  as- 
sured the  Committee  that  the  recommen- 
dations  made  were  founded,  not  on  fears 
for  the  future,  but  on  experience  of  the 
past.  The  Select  Committee  was  satisfied 
a  change  was  needed,  but  that  no  change 
would  be  effectual  unless  the  jurisdiction 
were  removed  from  the  House.  He  was 
bound  to  say  he  preferred  the  scheme  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to  the  scheme 
of  the  Bill,  which  he  would  support  merely 
as  superior  to  the  present  system.  He 
thought  there  were  great  objections  to  the 
Minister  of  the  day  choosing  the  Judges 
who  were  to  fill  the  office.  He  was  in 
favour  of  adding  to  the  Judges,  and  leav- 
ing the  work  with  them  as  a  body,  on  the 
understanding  that  the  Judge  for  the  oc- 
casion would  be  selected  by  a  rota.  The 
only  objection  he  could  conceive  to  the 
scheme  was  the  antipathy  to  it  expressed 
on  the  part  of  the  Judges  themselves.  But 
if  that  proposal  were  not  adopted  he  should 
support  the  Bill,  because  he  was  unwilling 
to  lose  the  chance  of  effecting  a  great  re- 
form from  a  desire  to  carry  a  still  larger 
reform.  They  were  all  aware  that  the 
Bench  was  at  present  under-manned,  and 
independently  of  any  considerations  con- 
nected with  that  subject,  it  was  desirable 
that  its  strength  should  be  increased.  Per- 
haps some  changes  in  that  respect  would 
be  suggested  by  the  Commission  now  in- 
Mr.  Denman 


quiring  into  the  subject ;  this  question, 
however,  could  not  be  postponed  until  that 
Commission  had  reported. 

Mb.  SsBJBAin:  GASELEE  said,  that  if 
he  could  not  get  a  better  measure  he  should 
support  the  Bill,  because  he  believed  that 
human  ingenuity  could  not  devise  anything 
worse  than  the  system  under  which  Elec- 
tion Petitions  were  at  present  tried.  He 
thought,  however,  that  the  whole  of  this 
jurisdiction  ought  not  to  be  given  to  the 
Court  of  Common  Pleas,  but  that  an  addi- 
tional Judge  should  be  appointed  to  each 
of  the  Common  Law  Courts.  These  Judges 
ought  to  go  circuit,  and  do  all  ordinary 
business.  The  Judges  on  whom  the  trial 
of  Election  Petitions  should  devolve  should 
be  appointed  by  rota  or  ballot.  According 
to  the  plan  of  the  Government  two  gentle- 
men who  were  distinguished,  not  for  their 
learning,  but  for  their  party  spirit,  would 
be  appointed  to  try  Election  Petitions,  and 
nobody  would  be  satisfied  with  them.  As 
he  had  said  some  months  ago,  he  believed 
the  whole  of  the  Judges  would  undertake 
this  work  if  they  were  coaxed  a  little.  On 
that  point  he  spoke  with  some  authority, 
for  although  he  had  not  the  honour  to  be 
a  Judge  himself,  he  was  a  Judge's  son, 
and  he  would  say  that  the  Judges  were  a 
little  underpaid.  Till  very  lately  the 
Judges  had  £5,500  a  year,  but  now  they 
received  only  £5,000  a  year  ;  that  was  to 
say,  no  more  than  a  Vice  ChanoiHor,  who 
had  not  to  pay  the  expense  of  going  cir- 
cuit. If  £500  were  added  to  the  salaries 
of  the  Judges  all  this  difficulty  would  be 
overcome. 

Mb.  NEWDBGATE  said,  he  would  re- 
mind the  Committee  that  tiie  Judges  ob- 
jected to  the  work  being  thrown  on  ihem 
as  a  body,  because  it  would  entail  odium 
on  them  and  depreciate  their  authority  in 
matters  of  greater  importance.  Everyone 
was  interested  in  the  purity  of  the  Bench 
and  the  authority  it  exercised.  It  was  a 
strong  argument  against  change  of  juris- 
diction if  no  one  could  be  found  competent 
to  take  it.  He  believed,  however,  that  if 
special  Judges  were  appointed  to  the  Elec- 
tion Petitions  jurisdiction,  perfectly  quali- 
fied persons  could  be  found  to  fulfil  the 
functions. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  that 
the  first  objection  taken  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Richmond  (Sir 
RoundeU  Palmer)  was  that  the  Judges 
whom  it  was  proposed  to  appoint  would 
be  improperly  named,  and  besides  this 
he  made  a  verbal  oritidsm  by  way  of  ob- 
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jection  that  thej  should  be  called  Judges 
of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas.  Bat  inas- 
much as  the  Committee  had  already  deter- 
mined that  thePetitions  should  be  presented 
to  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  as  eyery 
preliminary  step  was  to  be  taken  in  that 
Court,  as  the  Masters  of  that  Court  were  the 
officers  who  were  to  carry  out  the  Act,  and 
when  a  Judge  actually  tried  a  Petition  he 
would  require  to  have  all  the  powers  of  a 
Judge  of  that  Court  at  iVm  Prius,  it  was 
thought  better  that  he  should  be  called  a 
Judge  of  the  Common  Pleas,  and  there  was 
a  provision  in  the  Bill  to  give  him  all  the 
powers  which  he  would  have  as  a  Judge  of 
that  Court.  Then  he  came  to  the  main  ob- 
jection, which  was  that  it  was  proposed  to 
appoint  two  Judges,  and  it  was  said  that 
the  original  plan  recommended  by  the  Se- 
lect Committee,  that  the  matter  should  be 
left  to  all  the  Judges,  was  far  preferable. 
That  might  be  so  or  it  might  not,  but  the 
Committee  ought  to  consider  that  if  they 
departed  from  the  plan  at  present  embodied 
in  the  Bill  and  attempted  to  go  back  to  the 
scheme  against  which  such  strong  remon- 
strances had  been  made  by  the  Judges — 
remonstrances  which  had  not  been  with- 
drawn— ^they  would  be  in  the  greatest 
possible  danger  of  losing  the  Bill.  It 
might  be  all  very  well  to  say  that  they 
could  carry  the  Bill  by  majorities  in  that 
House  ;  but  if  the  Judges  persisted  in 
their  remonstrances  there  would  probably 
be  resistance  in  "  another  place  "  at  their 
instigation,  and  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  it  would  greatly  jeopardize  the  Bill. 
Now,  what  was  the  great  difference  be- 
tween the  plan  inserted  in  the  Bill  and 
the  plan  of  the  Select  Committee  ?  It  was 
true  that  by  the  Bill  as  it  stood  at  present 
two  Judges  were  to  be  appointed,  who  were 
to  be  peculiarly  Election  Judges.  But  by  a 
clause,  which,  though  not  forming  part  of 
the  BUI  at  present,  could  be  easily  intro- 
duced, it  might  be  provided  that  m  times 
of  pressure  there  should  be  power  to  call 
upon  the  other  Judges  to  assist  in  the 
tnal  of  Petitions.  In  this  way,  there 
would  be  two  Judges  who  would  have  the 
management  of  Election  Petitions  at  ordi- 
nary times,  and  who  would  be  very  useful 
in  instituting  the  forms  of  procedure,  and 
getting  the  Court  into  working  gear,  a 
thing  which  was  always  very  difficult  at 
first ;  and  after  a  General  Election,  when 
the  number  of  Petitions  to  be  tried  was 
very  large,  the  other  Judges,  or  at  least  a 
great  part  of  them,  might  render  assist- 
ance.   The  only  difference  between   the 


two  plans  was  this — that,  according  to  the 
scheme  embodied  in  the  Bill,  they  would 
have  two  Judges  specially  appointed  for 
the  purpose  of  managing  the  general 
business  of  the  Court  with  regard  to  Elec- 
tion Petitions,  and  of  trying  some  of  the 
Petitions.  Noir  it  was  no  fair  argument 
against  the  plan  to  mis-state  what  the  con- 
sequences would  be,  as  when  it  was  said 
that  the  Govemment  would  have  the  power 
before  a  General  Election  of  selecting  and 
appointing  two  Judges.  But  the  Judges 
were  to  be  appointed,  as  all  Judges  were, 
upon  the  responsibility  of  Ministers  and 
by  Patent  from  the  Crown,  and,  according 
to  an  Amendment  which  had  been  ac- 
cepted, they  were  to  be  persons  who  had 
acted  as  Judges  for  five  years.  They 
would,  therefore,  have  been  removed  from 
all  political  connection  for  five  years,  they 
would  be  persons  in  whom  the  country 
had  learnt  to  confide,  and  they  would  be 
irremovable.  The  public  would  have  in 
their  case  everything  that  had  given  the 
country  confidence  in  its  other  Judges,  and, 
therefore,  it  could  not  fairly  be  said  that  they 
would  be  appointed  for  political  purposes, 
and  open  to  political  influences.  The 
only  question  to  be  tried  was  whether  a 
person  had  been  bribed  or  not,  and  he  did 
think  it  a  stigma  upon  t^  Judges  to  say 
that  Judges  who  had  been  i^pointed  Judges 
for  five  years  could  not  be  got  who  would 
not  be  liable  to  the  imputations  of  corrupt 
motives,  f  No,  no!"]  His  hon.  and 
learned  Priend  Uie  Member  for  Tiverton 
(Mr.  Denman)  said  "No."  He  did  not 
intend  to  say  that  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  meant  to  cast  such  an  imputation 
on  the  Judges,  but  his  argument  went  to 
that  extent.  It  had  been  objected  that 
when  these  Judges  were  not  engaged  in 
trying  Election  Petitions  they  would  be 
perfeotlv  idle ;  but  the  12th  clause  pro- 
vided that  when  they  were  not  engaged 
in  trying  Election  Petitions  they  might 
be  performing  other  duties  most  useful  to 
the  country,  which  would  give  them  ample 
employment  and  be  of  material  assistance 
to  the  other  Courts.  The  only  duties  they 
would  not  have  to  perform  would  be  the 
going  on  circuit  and  sitting  in  chambers. 
The  only  other  objection  taken  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bichmond  (Sir  Boundell 
Palmer)  was  that  these  Judges  would  be 
constantly  trying  Election  Petitions,  and 
would  have  no  interchange  of  duties.  But 
if  that  was  an  objection  it  applied  with 
equal  force  to  a  great  many  otiier  Judges. 
The  Judges  in  Chancery  had  no  inter* 
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change  of  duties,  the  Tudge  of  Probate 
and  Divorce,  who  gave  general  satisfac- 
tion to  the  country,  had  no  interchange 
of  duties.  The  question,  then,  really  was 
whether  they  would  pass  this  Bill,  or  now, 
on  the  6th  of  July,  go  into  some  virtually 
new  Bill  of  which  they  knew  nothing. 
He  would  strongly  urge  on  the  Committee 
that  they  would  do  well  to  accept  this  Bill. 
Mr.  LOWE  said,  that  the  speech  of  the 
Solicitor  General  might  be  divided  into 
two  parts — argument  and  menace.  And 
first  as  to  the  argument.  He  did  not  think 
that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  could 
gravely  contend,  if  they  were  to  sit  down 
to  devise  the  best  system  for  trying  Elec- 
tion Petitions  by  Judges,  that  this  Bill 
would  be  found  to  contain  it.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  hardly  thought  so, 
and  he  was  very  unwilling  to  press  on 
them,  because  he  thought  that  in  this 
matter  they  had  shown  a  great  and  sin- 
cere wish  to  carry  out  the  Report  of  the 
Committee.  He  wished,  therefore,  to 
speak  with  all  moderation  of  their  con- 
duct on  this  question.  Many  reasons 
might  have  led  them  to  take  the  course 
which  they  had  adopted  ;  and  he  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  this  scheme,  lame  and 
imperfect  as  it  was,  would  not  be  better 
than  losing  the  Bill  altogether.  But  when 
the  scheme  was  argued  on  its  merits — 
when  it  was  put  as  a  matter  not  of  threat 
but  of  reason — he  must  demur  to  what 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  said.  For 
what  could  possibly  be  worse  than  to  pick 
out  two  persons  on  whom  the  eyes  of  all 
persons  likely  to  have  business  coming 
before  the  Courts  would  be  fixed,  and  who 
were  inevitably  to  decide  on  these  matters? 
Let  those  persons  be  ever  so  moderate — 
let  them  be  the  perfection  of  carefulness, 
prudence,  and  impartiality — they  would 
not  escape  all  manner  of  censure  and  cavil. 
Then  there  was  another  question,  which 
was,  that  when  they  created  a  tribunal 
for  a  particular  purpose  there  ought  to  be 
some  reasonable  proportion  between  the 
powers  of  the  tribunal  and  the  duties  it 
would  have  to  perform.  Now,  how  could 
it  be  supposed  that  two  Judges  could  try 
a  tenth  part  of  the  Petitions  after  a  Gene- 
ral Election  ?  It  was  clearly  ridiculous  to 
suppose  that  the  means  provided  had  any 
sort  of  relation  to  the  end  to  be  attained. 
Well,  that  had  been  foreseen,  and  it  was 
provided  against ;  .because  the  two  Judges 
who  were  to  be  specially  marked  out  from 
the  rest  of  their  brethren  as  political  per- 
sons, whenever  they  found  that  they  had 
The  Solicitor  General 


more  to  do  than  they  could  do,  which 
would  always  be  the  case  after  a  General 
Election,  were  to  certify  that  fact.  They 
might  as  well  be  required  to  certify  that 
they  could  not  lift  three  tons.  And  then 
what  would  happen  ?  The  House  objected 
to  Select  Committees  for  the  trial  of  Peti- 
tions on  the  ground  that  they  were  ap- 
pointed by  partizans  from  among  parti- 
zans,  and  that,  however  pure  they  might 
be  they  did  not  escape  suspicion.  But 
what  was  to  happen  in  this  case  ?  These 
Judges,  having  certified  a  notorious  fact. 
Her  Majesty's  Government — who  were  of 
all  people  in  the  world  those  who  had  the 
greatest  reason  to  wish  Election  Petitions 
to  be  decided  in  a  particular  way — were 
to  appoint  other  persons  to  assist  them. 
Now,  if  you  wanted  to  subject  two  honest 
and  upright  men  to  suspicion  and  obloquy, 
and  if  you  wanted  to  discredit  the  Govern- 
ment who  appointed  them,  you  could  not 
hit  upon  a  more  certain  way  of  attaining 
this  end.  He  felt  confident  that  ©very 
Judge  would,  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge 
and  understanding,  do  his  duty  ;  but  it 
was  necessary  that  our  tribunals  should  be 
not  only  upright,  but  unquestioned ;  and 
that  they  could  never  be  if  this  proposal 
were  persisted  in.  He  appealed  to  the 
Government,  who  had  been  driven  into 
their  present  course  by  circumstances  be- 
yond their  control,  to  take  into  considera- 
tion the  unanimity  which  prevailed  on 
this  subject  both  in  the  House  and  in  the 
Committee.  Such  unanimity  gave  the 
Government  fair  reason  for  re-considering 
the  question.  In  a  matter  of  this  vast 
constitutional  importance  neither  the  Go- 
vernment nor  the  House  could  suffer 
themselves  to  be  influenced  by  the  mo- 
tives which  had  been  suggested.  They 
were  told  that  they  had  not  got  the  con- 
sent of  the  Judges.  He  could  only  say 
that  the  House  of  Commons  must  not 
regard  the  consent  of  the  Judges.  If 
they  were  Judges  in  their  Court,  this 
House,  as  a  constituent  part  of  the  Par- 
liament of  this  country,  were  Judges  in 
this  Court;  and  when  Parliament  had 
given  its  decision,  the  Judges  were  bound 
to  obey,  just  as  every  litigant  was  bound 
to  obey  their  decisions.  It  was  due  to  the 
Judges  that  the  most  careful  consideration 
should  be  given  to  all  they  alleged,  and 
that  they  should  not  be  overweighted  by 
duties  ;  at  the  same  time  Parliament  was 
bound  to  consider  the  public  interests, 
and  not  allow  itself  to  be  swayed  by  per- 
sonal considerations.     A  great  evil  was 
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to  be  dealt  with.  Parliament  stood  be- 
tween the  present  and  the  future,  and 
must  do  the  best  it  could  to  purify  our 
electoral  system.  It  was  not  to  be  endured 
that  in  discharging  this  duty  they  should 
be  prevented  from  doing  what  they  ho- 
nestly believed  to  be  right  by  apprehensions 
of  what  might  happen  "  elsewhere."  Let 
this  House  do  what  it  thought  right,  and 
let  the  other  House  be  responsible  for  any 
conrse  it  might  choose  to  take.  These 
matters  were  too  important  and  too  sacred 
to  admit  of  a  compromise.  This  House 
was  bound  to  act  as  it  thought  best  for 
the  public  interest,  and  to  speak  as  men 
entrusted  with  the  consciences  of  the 
people,  not  leaving  it  to  be  supposed  that 
they  thought  so  poorly  of  the  rights  con- 
fided to  them  by  their  constituents  as  to 
create  an  inferior  machinery  for  dealing 
with  these  questions  when  they  were  ca- 
pable of  devising  a  much  better  tribunal. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  not  swerve 
one  hair's- breadth  irom  what  they  believed 
to  be  the  right  path  on  account  of  any 
such  considerations  as  had  been  presented 
to  them.  They  should  do  their  duty,  and 
leave  the  House  of  Peers  to  do  theirs.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  proper  course 
would  be  to  authorize  the  appointment  of 
three  new  Judges,  who  should  be  in  no 
way  earmarked  or  distinguished  from  the 
rest  of  the  Judges — who  should  sink  into 
the  general  body  of  Judges,  and  exercise 
the  same  duty  as  their  fellows  in  the  dif- 
ferent Courts.  Parliament  ought  to  pro- 
vide that  they  should  in  some  general  way 
arrange  a  rotation  in  which  they  should 
perform  these  duties  ;  and  they  should  be 
subject  to  any  arrangement  Parliament 
might  decide  upon  hereafter  when  the 
Commission  for  the  re-constitution  of  our 
judicial  system  presented  their  Report.  He 
hoped  that  the  same  Judges  would  not  try 
a  number  of  Petitions.  That  should  be 
specially  avoided.  Each  Judge  should 
have  a  Petition  to  try,  so  that  there  should 
be  no  pretence  for  fixing  peculiar  odium 
upon  any  one  Judge,  but  they  should  re- 
turn to  their  respective  Courts  as  little 
noticed  as  possible.  This  was  the  feeling 
of  the  Committee;  it  was  the  feeling  of 
the  House ;  and  he  hoped  still  that  it 
might  be  the  feeling  of  the  Qovemment. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  on  the  6th  of 
July  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  many 
Members  of  the  Committee  have  arrived 
at  a  conclusion  which  was  originally 
adopted  by  the  Select  Committee,  and 
which  the  Government  approved  in  the 


Bill  they  brought  forward.  That  was 
probably  on  the  6th  of  February,  and  I 
think  it  is  much  to  be  regretted  that  so 
long  a  period  should  have  elapsed  with- 
out the  Committee  having  expressed  in  a 
very  distinct  manner  their  opinion  on  the 
subject.  I  cannot  agree  that  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Solicitor  General 
addressed  any  menace  to  the  Committee. 
I  think  his  suggestions  were  prudential. 
If  we  are  anxious  to  carry  a  Bill  we  must 
consider  in  what  form  it  will  be  practicable 
to  carry  it.  Now,  remembering  the  effect 
which  the  manifesto  of  the  Judges  had 
upon  the  opinion  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, I  do  not  think  it  is  to  be  looked 
upon  in  the  light  of  a  menace,  if  we  sug- 
gest that  it  is  not  improbable  that  their 
representations  may  have  some  influence 
upon  the  opinions  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  I  am  not  prepared  to  run 
this  risk.  I  preferred  the  scheme  proposed 
by  the  Select  Committee,  and  I  preferred 
the  Bill  which  I  submitted  to  the  House. 
But  if  not  with  the  unanimous  consent, 
it  was  with  the  very  general  consent  of 
the  House  that  ^e  Government  adopted 
the  modified  course  which  they  pursued 
upon  this  subject.  At  this  period  of  the 
Session  I  am  not  prepared  to  adopt  the 
views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe).  Though 
I  myself  am  not  ready  to  deny  their  jus- 
tice and  their  propriety,  I  must  look  to 
attaining  the  greatest  amount  of  benefit 
I  can  attain  under  the  difficult  circum- 
stances with  which  we  have  to  contend, 
and  therefore  I  must  ask  the  Committee 
to  express  their  opinion  upon  this  clause. 
As  to  the  inquiries  which  have  been  ad- 
dressed to  me,  and  to  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Richmond  (Sir 
Roundell  Palmer)  has  referred,  whether  I 
would  agree  to  pass  this  measure  for  a 
limited  period,  one  great  objection  to  such 
a  course,  if  we  did  not  adopt  the  plan 
suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Calne,  is  this  —  where 
should  we  get  the  capable  officers  who 
would  administer  this  Bill }  I  must  act, 
therefore,  with  the  greatest  reserve  before 
deciding  upon  this  question.  But  that  is 
not  the  point  we  are  called  upon  to  decide, 
which  is  the  clause  before  us ;  and,  be- 
lieving that  upon  the  whole  the  course 
we  are  asked  to  take  is  a  dangerous  one,  I 
must  ask  the  opinion  of  the  Committee. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  speech  of  the  Solicitor  General 
contained  anything  like  menace.    He  had 
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merely  suggested  that  if  the  Bill  were  al- 
tered in  a  fundamental  point  the  protest  of 
the  Judges  might  induce  the  Lords  to 
reject  the  Bill.  If  two  or  three  months 
back  there  had  been  a  Motion  in  this 
House  to  keep  to  the  Bill  originally  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  and  disregard 
the  protest  of  the  Judges,  he  should  have 
agreed  to  that  Motion ;  but,  in  acceding  to 
the  second  reading  of  the  present  measure, 
the  House  of  Commons  yirtually  agreed 
to  the  plan  of  the  Goyernment,  and  he 
\  should,  therefore,  support  them  in  this  in- 
stance. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  *  two ' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause.'' 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  71 ; 
Noes  136  :  Majority  65. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  It  was  originally  in- 
tended  to  report  Progress  about  this  period 
of  the  evening,  and  the  decision  which 
the  Committee  has  arrived  at  is  an  addi- 
tional reason  for  doing  so  and  affording 
the  Government  an  opportunity  to  con- 
sider whether  they  can  meet  the  exigen- 
cies of  the  case.  I  cannot  conceal  ^m 
myself,  although  I  do  not  say  it  by  way 
of  menace,  that  I  have  great  difficulties  to 
contend  with. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  said,  there  was  a 
clause  upon  the  Paper  drawn  up  by  him- 
self which  expressly  made  the  provision 
that  three  Judges  should  be  appointed. 
If  the  Committee  adopted  that  clause, 
it  would  give  effect  to  all  that  was  im- 
plied in  the  decision  just  come  to.  It 
would  be  a  great  convenience  to  all  those 
who  were  most  sincerely  anxious  to  sup- 
port the  Government  in  passing  this  Bill 
if  a  day  were  fixed  for  resuming  the  con- 
sideration of  it. 

Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  it  would 
be  a  great  convenience  to  those  who  wished 
to  support  the  Government  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Pirst  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  would  let  them  know  on  what  day 
he  would  go  on  with  the  Bill. 

Mb.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  that 
in  his  opinion  the  case  presented  no  diffi- 
culty for  the  Government  at  all,  as  the 
Committee  had  by  its  decision  reverted 
to  the  original  Government  plan  of  em- 
ploying all  the  Judges.  The  opinion  of 
the  House  had  been  at  first  unfavourable 
to  this  idea,  but  it  now  appeared  that  they 
were  willing  to  adopt  it. 

Mb.  WHITBREAD  said,  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  kind 
enough  to  name  the  earliest  day  on  which 
Mr.  Fawoett 


he  would  proceed  with  the  Bill.  The 
majority  of  Members  had  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  a  change  was  desirable, 
and  they  had  indicated  the  direction  in 
which  it  was  desired.  He  was  sure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  nothing  to  com- 
plain of  in  the  conduct  of  the  Opposition 
or  of  the  House  generally.  All  that  was 
wished  was  that  he  should  bring  in  the 
Bill  he  originally  introduced. 

Mb.  DISRAELI:  I  must  give  the 
same  answer  both  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  and  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  near 
me.  The  Committee  has  not  yet  agreed 
to  report  Progress,  and  therefore  it  is 
quite  premature  to  make  the  inquiry. 

Mb.  clay  said,  he  thought  the  situa- 
tion a  very  simple  one.  The  Government 
paid  to  the  protest  made  by  the  Judges  the 
respect  to  which  it  was  entitled,  and  they 
had  altered  their  Bill.  The  House  of 
Commons  also,  out  of  respect  to  the 
Judges,  offered  no  objection  to  the  Go- 
vernment bringing  forward  a  new  scheme. 
Its  difficulties,  however,  were  apparently 
so  great,  as  were  the  disadvantages  of 
any  plan  except  that  which  the  Govern- 
ment first  recommended,  that  the  House 
had  wisely  determined  to  revert  to  the 
original  plan  of  the  Government  and  to 
increase  the  strength  of  the  judicial  Bench 
by  the  addition  of  three  Judges.  He  had 
far  too  much  respect  for  the  Judges  of  the  i 
country  to  believe  that  they  would  persist  j 
in  the  objection  they  had  made. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit  again 
upon  Thuredai/, 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

THE  NEW  ZEALA.ND  MEDAL. 

OBSBBYATIONS. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  re- 
gretted  that  he  was  absent  on  Friday 
evening  when  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Middlesex  (Viscount  Enfield)  drew  at- 
tention to  the  propriety  of  granting  a 
medal  to  the  men  who  were  engaged  in 
the  New  Zealand  War.  He  wished  to 
take  this  opportunity  of  stating  that  it 
was  their  intention  to  grant  a  medal  to 
the  soldiers  and  sailors  engaged  in  that 
war. 
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ARMT— WARLIKE  STORES. 
SESOLUnON. 


Major  ANSON,  in  rising  to  more  a 
Besolution  on  the  subjeot  of  our  Expendi- 
ture on  Warlike  Stores,  said,  he  felt  bound 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  this 
subject  in  consequence  of  the  enormous 
amount  which  our  expenditure  for  War- 
Uke  Stores  had  now  reached.  Since  the 
close  of  the  Crimean  War  we  had  ex- 
pended on  this  siugle  item  no  less  than 
£19,000,000,  while  £4,000,000  had  been 
Toted  over  and  above  the  amount  actually 
expended.  From  the  confused  manner  in 
which  the  accounts  were  made  up,  it  was 
impossible  to  arrive  at  any  but  very  in- 
definite ideas  respecting  any  particular 
item.  In  this  respect  our  system  of  ac- 
counts presented  a  most  disadvantageous 
contrast  with  that  of  the  French,  which 
stated  the  expenditure  under  each  head 
with  the  greatest  accuracy.  He  had,  how- 
ever, compared  our  expenditure  with  that 
of  the  French  in  regard  to  Warlike  Stores 
during  the  ten  years  following  the  close 
of  the  Crimean  War,  and  in  instituting 
this  comparison  he  had  classified  the  War- 
like Stores  under  three  heads— 1.  General 
stores.  2.  Small  arms.  8.  Gunpowder. 
He  found  that  during  the  ten  years  ending 
March,  1867,  we  had  spent  on  general 
stores  £9,875,431,  as  against  £4,920,862 
expended  by  the  French  in  the  same  pe- 
riod. On  small  arms  we  had  expended 
£3,891,779,  while  the  French  had  only 
expended  £1,679,822.  And  in  respect 
of  the  item  of  gunpowder  alone  we 
had  in  the  period  referred  to  spent 
£1,671,207,  as  against  £535,362  spent 
by  the  French.  The  total  expenditure 
incurred  by  us  during  those  ten  years  was, 
in  round  numbers,  £15,438,000;  and  by 
the  French  £7,186,000 ;  showing  a  dif- 
ference against  us  of  £8,802,000.  While 
on  this  subject  he  wished  to  point  out  to 
the  House  that  of  the  loan  of  £17,000,000 
sterling  contracted  this  year  by  the  French 
the  sum  of  £4,784,000  was  taken  for  the 
purchase  of  warlike  matMel  during  the 
years  1867,  1868,  and  1869.  That  loan 
was  contracted  with  the  view  of  re-arming 
the  whole  of  the  French  army  with  breech- 
loading  rifles,  and  supplying  the  French 
navy  with  new  artillery.  Now,  while  we 
had  voted  two-thirds  of  that  sum  for 
1867-8,  we,  unlike  the  French,  had  not 
determined  what  arm  should  be  supplied 
to  our  troops,  much  less  calculated  what 
would  be  the  total  expenditure  incurred. 


Indeed,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Score- 
tary  of  State  for  War,  when  bringing  for- 
ward the  Army  Estimates,  had  stated  that 
we  were  only  on  tbe  very  threshhold  of 
the  re-organization  of  our  artillery.  He 
believed  he  should  not  be  incorrect  in 
stating  that  it  was  under  the  consideration 
of  the  War  Department  to  renew  the  whole 
of  our  field  artillery.  Under  such  circum- 
stances, he  thought  himself  perfectly  justi- 
fied in  saying  that  great  extravagance  on 
our  part  might  be  assumed.  He  would, 
however,  remind  the  House  of  the  extra- 
ordinary causes  of  expenditure  on  the  two 
armies  during  the  period  of  ten  years  to 
which  he  was  referring.  In  regard  to  our 
own  army  there  were  the  Chinese  War  in 
1858,  1859,  and  1860,  the  New  Zealand 
War,  and  tiie  panic  arising  out  of  the 
Trent  afOEor.  During  the  same  period  the 
French  were  engaged  in  the  Chinese  War, 
conducted  constant  warlike  operations  in 
Cochin  China,  in  Syria,  in  Algeria,  at 
Rome,  in  the  Italian  campaign  of  1859, 
and  in  Mexico.  Taking  all  these  facts 
into  consideration,  he  beHeved  he  was  jus- 
tified in  charging  this  country  with  being 
very  extravagant  in  its  expenditure  on 
Warlike  Stores.  There  were  several  causes 
for  this  extravagant  expenditure,  as,  for 
example,  the  want  of  control ;  the  separa- 
tion of  the  military  and  civil  elements  in 
the  army  ;  the  bad  system  adopted  of  sup- 
plying the  colonies  with  stores  from  this 
country  and  returning  them  to  this  country 
at  a  great  loss  when  they  become  old  and 
useless,  and  the  craving  after  unnecessary 
perfection  in  regard  to  guns  and  matMel. 
The  House  of  Commons  was  greatly  to 
blame  for  all  this,  for  after  voting  large 
sums  to  be  expended  in  matdriel,  no  pains 
were  taken  to  ascertain  whether  the  Stores 
had  been  wasted  or  applied  in  a  proper 
manner.  The  result  was  that  every  one 
who  had  any  concern  in  the  expenditure 
for  those  Warlike  Stores  iras  as  careless 
about  it  as  the  House  of  Commons  ;  and, 
indeed,  it  was  but  natural  that  when  the 
body  which  set  itself  up  as  the  guardian  of 
the  public  purse  was  so  careless  in  the 
matter  every  one  else  should  be  the  same. 
What  he  proposed  was  that  for  the  future 
the  House  of  Commons  should  have  an 
accurate  Return  each  Session  of  the  stock 
of  warlike  matiriel  in  the  Government 
stores— the  Return  to  show  what  the  con- 
sumption had  been  during  the  previous 
year,  the  quantity  used  by  the  troops,  the^ 
quantity  under  repair,  and  the  quantity 
added  to  the  stock.     This  system  had 
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been  introduoed  in  France  as  far  btok 
as  forty  years  ago,  and  bad  led  to  great 
economy  in  tbe  expenditure  for  warlike 
purposes.  In  a  pamphlet  published  by 
Major  General  Balfour  the  arguments  used 
by  the  gentleman  who  had  proposed  it  in 
the  French  Chambers  will  be  found  sta- 
ted. That  gentleman  asked  whether  public 
property  was  precious  only  when  it  con- 
sisted of  monies,  and  whether  100,000 
francs  ought  not  to  be  looked  after  when 
they  were  transferred  to  bronze,  hemp,  or 
other  articles,  as  well  as  when  they  were 
in  specie.  He  further  observed  that  the 
Chambers,  while  holding  Ministers  respon- 
sible for  even  a  centime  in  money,  kept  no 
efficient  control  over  the  vast  sums  expended 
in  Warlike  Stores.  Major  General  Balfour 
himself  expressed  a  strong  opinion  as  to 
the  necessity  for  a  regular  Ketum  to  Par- 
liament of  the  consumption  and  stock  of 
Stores.  Last  year  he  brought  forward  a 
Motion  on  the  subject  of  the  conversion  of 
guns.  At  that  time  we  had  30,000  cast- 
iron  guns  rotting  in  our  stores,  which  guns 
had  for  several  years  previously  been 
treated  as  so  much  rubbish.  The  officers 
of  the  Government  had  done  everything 
to  prevent  them  fi*om  being  regarded  as 
anything  else.  If  year  after  year  those 
guns  had  appeared  in  a  fieturn  presented 
to  Parliament  was  it  at  all  likely  that  the 
House  of  Commons  would  have  gone  on 
voting  large  sums  for  new  guns  without 
making  an  effort  to  have  those  old  ones 
utiliz^  in  some  way.  Again,  if  such  a 
Beturn  was  laid  before  Parliament,  the 
House  of  Commons  would  not  allow  the 
War  Department  to  fling  in  their  face  its 
inefficiency  in  respect  of  accounting  for 
certain  items  of  military  expenditure  in 
the  colonies.  This,  was  done  now  in  a 
note  stating — 

"  This  it  exolusive  of  the  army  aoooatrements, 
barrack,  hospital,  and  other  stores,  a  great  portion 
of  which  is  supplied  from  this  country,  and  the 
value  of  which  cannot  be  stated." 

The  Department  might  just  as  well  say 
that  the  cost  of  the  food  and  clothing  of 
soldiers  in  the  colonies  could  not  be  stated. 
He  had  now  to  call  attention  to  the  manu- 
facturing esteblishments.  During  the  last 
Parliament  those  establishments  were  the 
aubject  of  very  great  anxiety  to  the  House 
of  Commons  ;  but  the  present  Parliament 
had  taken  little  or  no  notice  of  those  estab- 
lishments. It  had  allowed  them  to  increase 
without  making  any  inquiry  or  putting 
any  check  upon  them.  He  ventured  to 
remind  the  House  of  the  arguments  used 
Mqfor  Anton 


in  favour  of  those  establishments.  They 
were  to  give  tiie  Government  the  power  of 
manufacturing  for  themselves  in  times  of 
emergencyi  and  also,  he  might  say,  te  give 
them  a  certain  efficiency  in  manufacturing. 
The  second  object  in  view  was  to  have  a 
check  over  trade  prices  in  times  of  emer* 
gency.  The  third  was,  by  having  large 
manufacturing  establishments,  to  enable 
the  War  Department  to  do  with  only  a 
small  steck  on  hand  in  times  of  peace.  In 
his  evidence  before  the  Ordnance  Select 
Committee  Colonel  Boxer  adduced  the  last- 
mentioned  argument  in  favour  of  those 
establishments.  He  now  ventured  te  ask 
what  had  been  the  result  of  setting  up 
those  large  manufacturing  establishments  ? 
He  admitted  that  in  point  of  execution  the 
gun-carriages  and  other  work  were  perfec- 
tion. With  regard  to  our  manufacturing 
establishments  being  a  check  over  trade 
prices,  he  was  afraid  they  had  never  shot 
the  mark ;  because  so  effectual  had  been 
their  check  over  trade  prices  that  we  had 
almost  ceased  to  have  any  trade  prices  as  a 
check  over  the  prices  of  our  manufacturing 
establishments.  He  thought  this  position 
was  a  worse  one  than  would  have  been 
even  that  of  our  having  no  check  over 
trade  prices.  It  was  true  that  for  small 
articles,  such  as  small  arms,  we  went  to 
the  trade  ;  but  speaking  as  regarded  the 
heavier  articles,  he  was  correct  in  saying 
that  we  had  now  no  trade  prices.  With 
regard  to  the  third  expected  advantage-— 
the  decrease  of  our  stock  of  stores  in  times 
of  peace,  having  no  Return  to  go  by  he 
was  unable  to  give  a  correct  statement  of 
facts ;  but  he  would  venture  to  say  that 
in  neither  this  country  nor  any  other  were 
there  to  be  found  any  establishments  so 
filled  to  repletion  as  our  Govemmeiit  estab* 
lishments  were  with  every  kind  of  Warlike 
Stores.  Though  the  last  Parliament  was 
of  opinion  that  manufacturing  establish- 
ments were  desirable,  that  was  only  to  a 
moderate  extent.  Sir  Benjamin  Hawea 
and  Mr.  Qodley  both  stated  their  opinion 
that  the  Government  should  not  carry  the 
system  of  manufacturing  in  public  CHtab* 
lishments  teo  far.  The  former  Gentleman 
said  he  thought  that  we  should  rely  more 
on  private  enterprize.  The  country  had 
gone  on  increasing  its  establishments  to 
such  an  extent  that  they  had  come  at  last 
to  believe  that  they  had  a  vested  right,  not 
only  to  manufacture  but  to  invent ;  and 
that  if  any  man  dared  te  enter  the  field 
against  them  he  was  to  be  opposed  by 
every  means.     To  such   an  extent  had 
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the  ijstem  been  oarried»  thai  he  no  longer 
felt  anj  faith  in  figures  which  might 
be  placed  in  the  mouth  of  any  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  or  any  EstimateB 
which  might  be  laid  before  a  Select  Com- 
mittee —  when  comparison  was  made 
between  GoTomment  work  and  that  of  an 
outsider.  These  were  grave  charges,  but 
he  was  prepared  to  substantiate  them. 
Last  year,  when  he  had  raised  the  ques- 
tion as  to  the  conversion  of  guns,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State 
replied  that  it  was  chiefly  a  question  of 
expense,  and  the  difference  in  price  be- 
tween the  new  6|-ton  gun  as  made  at 
Woolwich,  and  the  converted  gun,  was  the 
difference  between  £405  and  £263,  or 
£142.  This  was  while  the  Oun  Factories 
were  opposing  the  work ;  but  by  a  Eeport 
of  the  Ordnance  Select  Committee,  re- 
cently laid  on  the  table,  he  found  from  an 
Estimate  of  the  Royal  Gun  Factories,  for 
the  same  work,  that  the  difference  was  put 
at  £268  instead  of  £l42~this  change  in 
the  price  being  mainly  owing  to  the  Ord- 
nance Select  Committee  having  reported 
favourably.  He  had  further  been  informed 
that  when  the  Eoyal  Gun  Factories  heard 
that  there  was  a  chance  of  the  conversion 
of  these  guns  being  given  to  the  trade, 
they  immediately  reduced  their  estimates 
by  £23  a  gun.  In  1864,  the  question  of 
heavy  ordnance  was  mooted ;  but  the  ex- 
pense of  their  manufacture  was  so  heavy 
that  the  Ordnance  Select  Committee 


"  Inttmoted  to  giro  their  early  ao4  best  atten- 
tion to  the  question  of  providing  some  ebeaper 
mode  of  oonstrootion  for  heavy  gnus,  looking  to 
the  probable  introduction  of  a  large  namber  of 
such  guns  foiMM>ast  defences,  and  to  the  import- 
ance of  reducing  the  expense  which  would  attend 
their  supply  as  made  at  present." 

With  such  directions  as  these,  the  servants 
of  the  Government  to  whom  the  Commit- 
tee had  to  refer  for  information,  ought  to 
have  taken  especial  care  that  their  figures 
were  correct,  or  as  nearly  so  as  possible. 
There  were  three  proposals  submitted — 
two  by  the  Royal  Gun  Factories,  and  one 
by  Major  Palliser ;  but,  aooording  to  the 
existing  practice,  the  Gun  Factories  had 
to  estimate  for  all  three.  The  proposals 
made  by  the  Boyal  Gun  Factories  were  a 
wrought  iron  gun  with  a  wronght-iron 
barrel,  or  a  wrought-iron  gun  with  a  steel 
barrel.  Major  Palliser's  proposal  was  a 
cast-iron  gun  with  a  wrought-iron  barrel. 
The  respective  estimates  sent  in  by  the 
Royal  Gun  Factories  were  —  Wrought- 
iron  gnn,  with  steel  barrel,  £684 ;  ditto, 


with  wrought-iron  barrel,  £482 ;  oast-iron 
gun  with  wrought-iron  barrel,  £600.  The 
glaring  injustice  of  asserting  that  to  make 
a  gun  two-thirds  of  cast-iron  and  one-third 
of  wrought-iron  would  cost  £118  more 
than  to  make  one  wholly  of  wrought-iron 
would  at  once  be  evident ;  but  the  Ord* 
nance  Select  Committee  were  bound  to 
take  the  Estimates  furnished  to  them,  and 
upon  these  Estimates  they  reported  as 
follows : — 

"The  Committee  do  not  at  present  reoom- 
mend  experiments  to  test  the  eflSciency  of  Major 
Pall  tsar's  method,  on  the  ground  that  it  appears 
to  be  less  economical  tban  the  gun  constructed 
wholly  of  wrought  iron." 

There  was  an  end  of  the  outsider,  of 
course.  This  Report  went  forth  to  the 
War  Office,  and  was  acted  upon,  and  not 
till  he  himself  agitated  this  queption  and 
moved  for  the  Return  was  there  any  sus- 
picion of  a  mistake  in  the  estimates.  As 
soon,  however,  as  the  question  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Royal  Gun  Factories,  they 
appended  the  following  Note  to  their 
Return: — 

"  This  does  not  include  an  estimate  of  the  cost 
of  the  13}-ton  gun  made  of  east-iron  with  a 
wrought-iron  bsrrel.  The  Superintendent,  Rojal 
Oun  Factories,  states  that  when  called  upon  by 
the  Ordnance  Select  Committee  for  such  an  es- 
timate, he  explained  to  them  his  inability  to  fur- 
nish it,  and  that  the  estimate  he  did  lay  before 
that  body  (and  which  appears  in  their  Report) 
was  one  of  a  compound  gun,  constructed  on  a 
general  principle,  in  accordance  with  Major 
Palliser's  views,  as  expressed  in  a  (published) 
Letter  to  Captain  Hey  man.  Secretary  to  the  Ord- 
nance Select  Committee,  on  the  18th  of  May, 
1864,  and  illustrated  by  a  drawing;  but,  finding 
that  this  was  not  the  description  of  gun  they  de- 
sired, he  withdrew  it." 

The  Ordnance  Select  Committee  appended 
the  following  Note  to  their  Report : — 

"  In  this  Report  the  estimates  sent  in  by  the 
Superintendent  of  the  Royal  Gun  Factories  hare 
been  taken  into  consideration,  as  well  as  that  of 
the  Palliser  gun,  handed  in  by  the  Superinten- 
dent, and  withdrawn  by  him,  as  before  stated.  The 
Ordnance  Select  Committee,  in  their  Report,  ha?e 
treated  the  latter  as  if  it  were  an  estimate  for  a 
cast-iron  gun  with  a  wrought-iron  barrel ;  and 
now  state  that,  as  fiu'  as  their  records  show,  it 
stands  as  giren  in  their  Report,  and  they  were 
not  aware  the  estimate  had  been  withdrawn. 
They  see  no  reason^  however,  to  doubt  the  fact." 

This  transaction  called  for  no  remark 
whatever  from  him;  the  facts  spoke  for 
themselves.  He  sincerely  trusted  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  would  look  upon 
them  in  their  true  light,  and  not  treat 
them,  as  he  did  in  Novemher,  as  mere 
matters  of  account.  He  proposed  to  trace 
the  history  of  these  guns  somewhat  fur* 
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tber.  In  oonseqaenoe  of  the  Eeport  of 
the  Ordnance  Select  Committee  a  sample 
gun  was  made  in  1864  on  the  cheap  con- 
struction pattern,  with  a  steel  tuhe,  the 
cost,  which  he  had  taken  from  the  manu- 
facturing accountSi  heing — for  labour, 
£156;  material,  £516  ;  percentage,  £72  ; 
making  a  total  of  £744,  or  £61  more  than 
the  original  estimate.  In  1866  the  gallant 
General  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (General  Peel)  adopted  the  cheap 
construction  principle ;  and  twenty-five 
guns  of  that  class  were  ordered.  The 
manufacturing  accounts  laid  before  the 
House  this  year  showed  that  these  cheap 
construction  guns  cost  in  each  case — ^la- 
bour, £194  ;  material,  £554 ;  percentage, 
£82;  making  a  total  of  £830,  or  £76 
more  than  the  sample  gun,  and  £147  more 
than  the  original  estimate.  The  difference 
between  the  gun  of  1866  and  the  sample 
gun,  in  labour  alone,  was  £38,  altbouffh 
in  1866  there  were  greater  faciUtiesin  the 
shape  of  heavy  steam  cranes  and  hammers, 
and  although  the  sample  gun  was  made  in 
seven  pieces  and  the  gun  of  1866  in  six 
pieces.  Moreover,  they  had  acquired 
greater  experience  in  1866;  and  it  was 
always  cheaper  to  make  a  number  of  guns 
than  to  mt&e  only  one.  With  regard, 
again,  to  material,  the  steel  in  the  gun  of 
1866  cost  £48  less  than  in  the  gun  of  1864; 
while  the  total  material  was  represented 
as  costing  £38  more.  Upon  this  calcula- 
tion the  iron  and  coal  of  the  gun  of  1866 
would  have  cost  £86  more  than  the  iron 
and  coal  of  the  sample  gun  of  1864;  but 
in  point  of  fact  iron  had  fallen  £1  per  ton 
meanwhile,  and  the  material  used  was 
absolutely  less  than  that  used  in  the  sam- 
ple gun  of  1864.  He  trusted  that  these 
statements  of  his  would  be  thoroughly 
investigated,  and  for  that  purpose  he  was 
ready  to  lay  them  before  a  Select  Commit- 
tee. He  had  no  personal  interest  to  serve 
or  to  promote ;  his  only  object  was  to  point 
out  the  system  which  this  country  had 
raised  up,  and  the  powerful  influence 
which  it  brought  to  bear  against  both 
manufacturers  and  inventors  in  this  coun- 
try* The  right  hon.  Baronet,  when  he 
brought  forward  the  Army  Estimates, 
admitted  that  they  ought  to.  be  a  subject 
of  very  great  anxiety  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  that  the  House  had  little 
or  no  control  over  them  ;  and  he  also  pro- 
posed, as  some  improvement  in  the  organi- 
zation of  those  establishments,  to  set  up 
one  man  as  the  head  of  the  Arsenal  at 
Woolwicb.  If,  however,  the  man  they 
Mtyor  Anion 


appointed  merely  represented  the  different 
interests  of  those  manufacturing  establish- 
ments in  the  War  OflSce,  where  they  were 
already  sufficiently  powerful,  he  could  not 
be  of  the  ^slightest  use  in  looking  after 
their  economical  working.  To  what  were 
the  evils  to  which  he  referred  due?  Simply 
to  the  enormous  increase  of  those  estab- 
lishments. The  House  voted,  year  after 
year,  large  sums  of  money  for  the  increase 
of  the  capital  account  of  those  establish- 
ments ;  and  yet  they  were  unable  to  tell 
whether  that  outlay  would  be  remunera- 
tive or  not.  Nay,  more;  there  was  no 
man  in  the  War  Department  who  was  able 
to  give  an  opinion  on  that  point.  The 
evidence  given  by  Mr.  Anderson,  chief 
engineer  of  the  Eoyal  Gun  Factory,  before 
the  Committee  of  1860,  with  respect  to 
an  increased  outlay  of  £100,000  upon 
that  establishment,  showed  that  no  man 
but  Mr.  Anderson  himself  was  able  to  give 
an  opinion  whether  that  increased  outlay 
would  be  remunerative.  Again,  with  the 
facilities  which  those  manufacturing  estab- 
lishments now  had  for  coming  to  the 
House  and  increasing  their  oapitid  account 
it  was  no  wonder  tluit  they  should  do  so. 
And  that  they  did,  not  only  in  the  Esti- 
mates brought  before  the  House,  but  by 
the  various  applications  they  made  after 
the  Vote  was  passed  to  the  War  Office 
and  the  Treasury  for  the  transfer  of  money 
from  one  item  to  another.  Never  in  one 
single  instance  had  the  head  of  those 
manufacturing  Departments  asked  for  a 
transfer  from  capital  account  to  wages, 
but  it  was  invariably  from  wages  to  mate- 
rial  and  from  material  to  capital  account.  In 
1864-5  no  less  than  £45,00^  was  trans- 
ferred from  wages  to  materials  in  the 
Eoyal  Gun  Factories  alone.  In  1865-66 
the  Eoyal  Gun  Factories  applied  for 
£4,100  for  increasing  the  machinery;  and 
it  was  said  that  it  would  be  more  than 
covered  by  the  saving  in  material.  On 
the  17th  of  October  an  application  was 
made  for  £14,000  for  increasing  the  ma- 
terial, to  be  paid  for  out  of  the  savings  in 
wages.  In  December,  in  consequence  of 
the  great  pressure  of  work  at  the  Eoyal 
Gun  Factories,  it  was  necessary  to  spend  a 
large  sum  of  money  for  furnaces.  In  spite 
of  the  Appropriation  Act  passed  every 
year,  the  House  had  no  control  what- 
ever over  the  money  it  voted  for  those 
manufacturing  establishments.  In  the 
expenditure  for  the  year  ending  the  dlst 
of  March,  1867,  there  was  an  excess  over 
the  grants  made  by  that  House  of  £41,129 
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for  the  Boyal  Ghin-oarriage  Department ; 
also  an  excees  of  £53,820,  for  the  Boyal 
Guo  Factories ;  all  that  being  for  ma- 
chinery, new  works,  and  materials ;  for 
the  Eojal  Laboratory  the  excess  was 
£54,415  ;  and  the  excess  for  the  Royal 
Small  Arms  Factories  was  £89,065— 
making  an  excess,  in  those  four  Depart- 
ments only,  of  £238,429;  or  with  the  sur- 
plus on  other  Votes,  a  total  excess  of 
£274.661  upon  Estimates  of  £970,000. 
The  House  did  not  know  how  many  guns 
or  gun-carriages  they  had  for  that  money. 
If  £100,000  were  voted  for  machinery 
for  the  manufacture  of  large  guns  the 
money  was  spread  over  every  article  they 
made  in  the  Gun  Factories,  so  that  th^ 
House  could  not  know  the  actual  cost  of 
the  guns,  or  make  any  comparison  of  the 
prices  with  those  of  the  private  trade. 
Another  objection  to  the  pres^  system 
was  that  they  were  unable  t^separate 
their  naval  and  military  accounts  for  raw 
material.  Everybody  who  wished  for 
economy  in  the  army  expenditure  had 
always  felt  the  importance  of  having  a 
separation  between  their  naval  and  mili- 
tary accounts ;  but  such  a  thing  was  im- 
possible as  long  as  they  maintained  the 
present  system  with  regard  to  those  manu- 
factunng  establishments.  They  had  never 
known  in  one  single  year  whether  they 
worked  those  establishments  at  a  profit  or 
a  loss.  Now,  he  had  a  proposal  which 
he  wished  the  House  to  consider.  He 
said  they  ought  to  throw  on  the  man  to 
whom  they  intrusted  a  manufacturing 
establishment  the  responsibility  of  proving 
that  any  application  he  made  for  an  in- 
crease of  the  capital  account  was  really 
necessary.  He  proposed  that  they  should 
say  to  Colonel  Boxer  or  any  other  person 
who  was  placed  over  those  establishments 
— ••  We  shall  set  you  up  with  plant,  ma- 
chinery, buildings,  and  everything  that 
is  necessary  to  carry  on  your  work ;  that 
plant,  machinery,  &c.,  shall  be  valued  at 
a  certain  sum  of  money,  on  which  you 
shall  pay  so  much  interest  in  hard  cash 
into  the  Treasury;  the  only  person  you 
shall  have  any  communication  with  in  the 
War  Department  shall  be  the  Director  of 
Contracts  or  the  head  of  the  Control  De- 
partment ;  you  shall  enter  with  him  into 
contracts  in  exactly  the  same  way  as  he 
enters  into  contracts  with  the  private 
trade;  the  articles  you  produce  in  your 
manufactories  shall  be  subjected  to  an 
independent  inspection  exactly  like  the 
articles  produced  by^  the  private  trade; 
YOL.  CXCUI.  [thibd  sbbixb.] 


and  you  shall  charge  to  the  Superin- 
tendent of  Contracts  in  the  War  De- 
partment such  a  sum  as  will  not  only 
enable  you  to  produce  the  article  you  re- 
quire, but  to  pay  the  interest  on  your 
capital,  and  also  to  provide  for  wear  and 
tear  and  depreciation  of  machinery."  He 
maintained  that  by  that  plan  they  would 
place  their  manufactories  on  a  sound  com- 
mercial footing;  and  that  was  the  only 
way  in  which  they  could  possibly  obtain 
an  accurate  account  of  the  articles  they 
produced  and  their  cost.  They  would 
thus  be  able  to  tell  whether  the  money 
had  been  properly  expended  or  not,  and 
the  result  would  be  an  enormous  saving 
in  many  items  of  expenditure  which  under 
the  present  system  were  wasted.  More- 
over, instead  of  interfering,  as  they  did  at 
the  present  moment,  in  carrying  out  ex- 
periments with  the  public  money,  those 
establishments  would  confine  themselves 
to  their  proper  work — namely,  that  of 
manufacturing,  and  doing  it  in  the  best 
and  cheapest  manner  they  could.  When 
the  responsibility  was  thus  thrown  on 
them  for  the  increase  of  the  capital  ac- 
count, they  would  take  care,  before  they 
spent  money  on  new  plant,  machinery, 
and  new  buildings,  that  they  saw  their 
way  to  its  being  remunerative.  We  should 
also  be  able,  for  the  first  time  in  the  his- 
tory of  this  country  to  separate  our  naval 
and  military  accounts.  The  establishment 
could  open  a  separate  account  with  the 
Admiralty,  and  the  Indian  Government 
would  be  able  to  go  to  them  and  order 
what  they  wanted  in  exactly  the  same 
way  they  did  with  private  contractors. 
He  had  heard  it  urged  as  an  objection  to 
his  proposal  that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  pit  Government  manufactories  against 
private  trade;  but  he  had  the  testimony 
of  Colonel  Boxer  to  the  effect  that  the 
Government  Departments  possessed  many 
advantages  over  private  establishments, 
and  that  it  would  be  a  disgrace  to  them 
if  they  did  not  manufacture  much  more 
cheaply  than  private  manufacturers.  The 
result  of  the  adoption  of  such  a  plan  as  he 
suggested  would  be  to  secure  a  clear  sys- 
tem of  accounts.  He  believed  there  had 
been  gross  extravagance  in  those  estab- 
lishments, and  the  sooner  they  were  put 
on  a  proper  footing  the  better. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  in  order  to  ensure  economy  in  our  Expenditure 
on  Warlike  Stores,  it  is  advisable  to  have  an 
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annual  Statement  laid  upon  the  Table  of  thif 
House,  showing  the  quantity  and  value  of  each 
description  of  Stores  in  the  possession  of  the 
Troops,  or  in  the  Arsenals  and  Storehouses,  the 
quantity  issued  and  consumed  during  each  year, 
and  the  replacements  in  oonsequenoe  of  a  change 
of  pattern  or  of  the  ordinary  annual  oonsumption ; 
that  in  order  to  preTent  the  manufacture  of  War- 
like Stores  beooming  a  mere  monopoly  in  the 
bands  of  the  Government  Establishments  it  is 
advisable  to  purchase  a  certain  proportion  of  the 
articles  required  for  Military  purposes  from  the 
private  trade ;  and  to  ensure  aoouracy  of  ac- 
counts, economy  of  production,  and  fiur  eom pan- 
son  of  Government  with  trade  prices,  the  Manu- 
facturing Departments  shall  be  treated  as  private 
firms,  the  Government  purchasing  the  articles  re- 
quired at  remunerative  prices,  to  be  provided 
from  Army  and  other  Votes,  and  the  capital 
charges  of  the  Establishments  (whether  for  build- 
ings, plant,  or  workiog  capital,)  being  provided 
by  advances  at  interest  made  by  the  Public  Works 
Loan  Commissioners," — {Major  AMorif) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  *'That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  hatter  said,  that  before  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  replied,  it  would  be  convenient 
that  he  should  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  what  was  comparatively  a  small 
matter,  but  nevertheless  one  of  great  im- 
portance— namely,  the  advantage  of  return- 
ing to  the  old  practice  in  respect  to  the 
serving  out  of  bsdl  ammunition.  The  prac- 
tice up  to  the  year  1 827  was  to  keep  the 
twenty  rounds  of  ball  ammunition  now 
carried  by  all  non-commissioned  officers 
and  privates  of  the  army  in  store,  to  be 
served  out  to  the  men  only  when  going 
on  guard,  or  when  held  in  readiness  for 
immediate  duty.  That  practice  still  ob- 
tained in  the  cavalry.  It  was  absurd  to 
suppose  that  it  would  be  considered  a 
slur  upon  the  army  to  withdraw  this  am- 
munition from  the  possession  of  the  men. 
He  heard  a  general  complaint  expressed  of 
the  delicate  character  of  the  Snider  am- 
munition, inasmuch  as  it  was  apt  to 
break  through  the  paper,  and  becoming 
loose  was  rendered  unfit  for  use.  When 
such  an  accident  occurred  the  whole  ex- 
pense of  re-covering  it  fell  upon  the  captains 
of  companies,  which  was  viewed  by  them 
as  unjust.  If  the  practice  he  suggested 
were  adopted  also,  they  would  get  rid  of 
the  double  process  which  was  now  required 
on  every  field  day,  when  the  ball  cartridge 
had  to  be  delivered  into  store,  previous  to 
the  issue  of  the  blank.  Should  it  be  ne- 
cessary to  hold  the  troops  in  readiness^  a 
previous  order  would    be  given  by  the 


general  officers  in  command,  or  whole 
battalions  might  be  served  with  ball  cart- 
ridge in  twenty  minutes.  Much  greater 
security  would  also  be  obtained  against 
the  acts  of  men  of  violent  and  furious  tem- 
per, or  of  drunken  habits,  who  in  their 
moments  of  insanity  were  tempted  to  per- 
petrate crimes  of  murder  or  manslaughter, 
from  which  they  themselves  would  wish 
to  be  guarded  against.  He  need  only 
remind  the  House  that  in  1861  there 
were  six  cases  of  military  murder  to  show 
the  importance  of  adopting  some  means 
to  prevent  the  repetition  of  such  offences. 
In  the  present  year  a  ease  bad  lately  oc- 
curred at  the  Horfield  Barracks,  Bristol, 
in  which  a  Serjeant  Maskell,  of  the  Srd 
Bufib,  armed  with  a  breech-loader,  had  fired 
five  successive  shots  in  the  barrack-yard 
and  ultimately  taken  the  life  of  a  private 
soldier,  JMfore  the  guard  could  close  with 
him,  an^his  murder  was  also  committed 
with  the  service  ball  ammunition.  Al- 
though happily  there  had  been  a  con- 
siderable diminution  of  such  crimes  of  late 
years,  they  nevertheless  occasionally  oc- 
curred under  circumstances  to  excite  the 
utmost  horror  and  alarm.  Military  friends 
of  his  were  in  favour  of  the  plan  he  re- 
commended, and  amongst  them  he  would 
wish  to  include  Lord  Penrhyn,  who  aa 
an  old  adjutant,  and  strong  Conservative 
in  military  matters,  gave  to  this  proposal 
his  most  strenuous  support. 

Colonel  NORTH  said,  he  trusted  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  would  not  follow  the  ad- 
vice of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member. 
Every  officer  he  had  spoken  with  expressed 
surprise  that  an  officer  could  be  found  to 
make  such  a  suggestion,  which,  in  plain 
English,  meant  that  our  soldiers  were  such 
a  body  of  assassins  that  they  ought  not  to 
be  trusted  with  ammunition.  It  was  a 
gross  insult  to  the  army.  If  they  could 
not  be  trosted  with  ammunition,  they  were 
not  fit  to  be  soldiers  at  all. 

Sra  JOHN  PAKINGTON,  who  rose 
with  other  hon.  Members,  said,  he  had 
given  way  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Wella 
(Mr.  Haytcr),  as  he  thought  that  he  was 
going  to  address  the  House  on  the  larger 
question  introduced  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Lichfield  (Major  Anson).  He 
was  ready  to  admit  the  great  importance 
of  the  proposals  embraced  in  the  Motion 
of  that  hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  was 
entitled  to  thanks  for  the  attention  he  had 
given  to  a  subject,  which  not  only  involved 
the  interests  of  Uie  country  as  r^B>^^ 
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our  armaments,  but  also  affected  In  no  or- 
dinary degree  the  expenditure  of  the  coun- 
try. But  the  manner  in  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  had  brought  that  sub- 
ject before  the  House  was  a  matter  of 
regret.  He  (Sir  John  Pakington)  had 
come  down  to  the  House  prepared  to  dis- 
cuss  the  Motion  which  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  had  placed  upon  the 
paper,  but  greatly  to  his  surprise  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  had  devoted  a  great 
part  of  his  speech  to  a  discussion  of  the 
most  minute  details  touching  complicated 
questions  respecting  the  Government  Manu- 
facturing Departments.  They  all  knew  the 
state  of  transition  in  which  they  lived. 
Only  a  few  years  ago  the  largest  gun  in 
the  service  was  a  95-cwt.  gun^  not  weigh- 
ing five  tons,  and  now  they  had  22-ton 
guns.  There  were  all  sorts  of  pending 
questions,  involving  an  endless  variety  in 
construction  with  respect  to  cast-iron, 
wrought-iron,  wrought-iron  linings,  steel 
guns,  and  yarious  methods  of  rifling.  All 
these  were  unsettled  questions,  and,  in 
addition,  there  was  the  most  hostile  rivalry 
between  the  Government  Manufacturing 
Departments  and  outsiders,  and  endless 
inventors  contending  that  they  had  the 
power  of  providing  a  cheaper  and  more 
efficient  gun.  The  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  might  lead  one  to  suppose 
that  he  had  been  inspired  by  some  of  those 
outsiders  and  inventors.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  had  entered  on  this 
discussion  without  any  Notice  whatever, 
and  with  a  spirit  which  showed  hostility 
to  some  extent,  or,  at  all  events,  doubt 
with  respect  to  the  honesty  of  the  public 
Departments.  This  course  of  proceeding 
was  hardly  fair.  The  matter  brought  for- 
ward by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  was 
one  of  great  difficulty,  and  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  be  impartial  with 
respect  to  it,  and  to  take  the  line  wliich 
to  the  best  of  their  judgment  appeared 
the  most  conducive  to  the  public  interests. 
For  his  own  part,  he  could  say  that  he  had 
no  undue  leaning  to  the  Government  Manu- 
facturing Departments.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  began  by  stating  that  he  had 
serious  charges  to  make,  in  that  case  it 
was  his  duty  to  have  given  distinct  warn- 
ing of  those  charges  ;  but  the  Motion 
placed  upon  the  Paper  certainly  did  not 
give  Buch  warning.  What  was  to  be 
thought  of  the  spirit  in  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  made  the  charges, 
when  he  declared  that  he  had  no  faith  in 
the  figures  of  the  public  Departments? 


That  was  tantamount  to  saying  that  when 
the  public  Departments  stated  their  case 
he  would  not  believe  them.  With  re- 
ference to  the  price  of  guns  good  reasons 
could  be  given,  but  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  never  mentioned  what  was  the 
particular  gun  of  which  he  spoke,  and  it 
must  be  remembered  that  there  were  end- 
less varieties  of  guns.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  talked  about  Major  Palliser 
and  of  the  comparative  prices  of  guns  made 
in  the  public  arsenals  and  by  the  private 
trade.  If  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
went  into  the  subject  with  due  care,  he 
would  find  that  in  almost  every  instance 
the  guns  made  at  the  public  arsenals  were 
made  at  a  cheaper  and  lower  rate  than 
those  of  the  private  trade.  But  the  hon, 
and  gallant  Gentleman  would  not  believe 
figures.  However,  he  (Sir  John  Pakington) 
maintained  that  until  the  balance-sheets 
came  out  and  there  had  been  an  opportu- 
nity of  testing  the  accuracy  of  the  figures 
they  must  be  accepted  as  correct.  Having 
thus  met  that  part  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend's  speech  which  he  had  no  right  to 
expect,  he  begged  now  to  turn  to  what  he 
had  a  right  to  expect  from  the  Motion 
which  stood  on  the  Paper  in  his  name. 
He  was  sorry  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
had  not  been  content  to  deal  with  it,  for 
it  was  a  very  large  subject,  involving  three 
difierent  propositions,  and  on  each  of  them 
he  was  prepared  to  state  the  course  which 
the  Government  intended  to  pursue.  The 
first  proposal  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
was  that  we  should  have  an  annual  state- 
ment laid  upon  the  table  of  this  House, 
showing  the  quantity  and  value  of  each 
description  of  stores  in  the  possession  of 
the  troops  or  in  the  arsenals  and  store- 
houses, the  quantity  issued  and  consumed 
during  each  year,  and  the  re-placements 
in  consequence  of  a  change  of  pattern 
or  of  the  ordinary  annual  consumption. 
The  French  Government  had  adopted 
the  plan  of  laying  a  very  accurate  state- 
ment before  the  Legislature  of  the  state  of 
their  stores,  and  he  was  quite  willing  to 
meet  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  by  the 
admission  that  it  was  most  desirable  to 
have  such  a  statement  laid  before  the 
House.  The  only  objection  he  knew  to 
such  a  statement  was  that  he  was  afraid 
it  would  be  impossible  to  provide  it  with- 
out some  not  inconsiderable  expense  in 
the  way  of  assistance  in  the  Department. 
But  he  would  endeavour  to  ascertain — and 
it  could  only  be  done  accurately  by  ex- 
perience—what the  expense  would  be  of 
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conceding  that  portion  of  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Priend's  requirement.  He  was 
convinced  that  it  would  be  satisfactory  to 
the  House  and  to  the  public,  and  would 
check  the  tendency  to  accumulate  an  un- 
due amount  of  stores  in  our  arsenals  and 
elsewhere;  but  he  hoped  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  was  aware  that  from  the 
nature  of  the  Return  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  give  it  immediately  following  the 
year  to  which  it  applied.  On  the  French 
plan  a  year  always  intervened.  He  would 
have  a  Return!  prepared  in  the  shape  to 
which  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  re- 
ferred, showing  fairly  and  honestly  the 
state  of  our  stores ;  but  the  House  must 
not  expect  that  the  statement  of  our  stores 
closing,  say,  on  the  31st  of  March,  1868, 
could  be  laid  on  the  table  in  the  course 
of  1869,  but  he  saw  no  reason  why  it 
should  not  be  presented  the  year  after  but 
one.  The  next  portion  of  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  was— 

"  Tbnt  in  order  to  preyent  the  manufactnre  of 
Warlike  Stores  becoming  a  mere  monopoly  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government  Establishments  it  is 
advisable  to  purchase  a  certain  proportion  of  the 
articles  required  for  Military  purposes  from  the 
private  trade." 

Now,  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  could 
hardly  be  aware  of  the  extent  to  which 
that  was  already  done.  If  he  examined 
the  Estimates  of  the  present  year  he  would 
see  that  we  now  resort  to  private  trade 
for  a  very  large  portion  of  our  stores.  He 
would  state  to  the  House  exactly  how  we 
stood  in  that  respect.  Take  the  article  of 
clothing,  to  which  he  referred:  there 
would  this  year  be  manufactured  and  re- 
paired at  their  own  clothing  factory  to 
the  amount  of  £509,746,  leaving  to  the 
amount  of  £418.288  to  be  purchased.  Of 
gunpowder  there  would  be  manufactured 
during  the  year  to  the  amount  of  £4,382, 
and  £9,700  would  be  purchased.  Of 
small  arms  there  would  be  manufactured 
to  the  amount  of  £146,702  while  £76,000 
would  be  purchased.  Iron  ordnance  would 
be  manufactured  to  the  value  of  £203,446, 
and  the  value  of  £10,400  would  be  pur- 
chased. With  respect  to  the  Laboratory, 
he  was  sorry  he  could  make  no  such  state- 
ment. The  Laboratory  was  one  of  the 
heaviest  sources  of  expenditure,  and  there 
he  could  show  no  per  contra  to  be  de- 
rived from  the  trade;  but  he  quite  ac- 
ceded to  the  principle  that  it  was  very 
desirable  with  regard  to  projectiles  as  well 
as  arms  themselves  that  private  trade 
should  be  resorted  to.  The  fact  that  it 
Sir  John  PaHngton 


was  not  was  to  be  attributed  to  the  great 
change  occurring  in^that  Department,  and 
particularly  the  adaptation  of  the  Snider 
rifle.  "With  regard  to  gun-carriages,  these 
would  be  manufactured  to  the  amount  of 
£215,175,  and  £38,450  would  be  pur- 
chased. The  general  result  was  that  there 
would  be  manufactured  and  repaired  dur- 
ing the  present  year  stores  to  the  amount 
of  £1,661,565,  leaving  to  be  purchased 
£834,838.  All  this  was  being  done  during 
the  current  year  without  any  Motion  by 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  so  that  ac- 
tually they  were  at  the  present  moment 
resorting  to  private  trade  for  one-third  of 
our  whole  stores.  He  hoped  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  would  see  from  this  that 
there  was  no  indisposition  to  establish  that 
check  on  the  manufacturing  establishments 
which  he  desired  by  resorting  largely  to 
private  trade  for  our  stores.  The  most 
important  part  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend's  Motion  was  the  last,  in  which  he 
wished  to  make  a  complete  change  in  our 
whole  system  of  manufacturing  establish- 
ments.    He  proposed  that — 

**  To  ensure  accuracy  of  accounts,  economy  of 
production,  and  fair  comparison  of  Government 
with  trade  prices,  the  Manufacturing  Departments 
shall  be  treated  as  private  firms,  the  Government 
purchasing  the  articles  required  at  remunerative 
prices,  to  be  provided  from  Army  and  other  Votes, 
and  the  capital  charges  of  the  Establishments^- 
whether  for  buildings,  plant,  or  working  cnpital — 
being  provided  by  advances  at  interest  made  by 
the  Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners." 

He  wished  that  instead  of  dwelling  during 
the  greater  part  of  his  speech  on  facts  and 
details  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  had 
devoted  his  time  to  a  little  more  explana- 
tion of  the  manner  in  which  he  proposed 
to  work  out  this  great  and  important 
change.  He  (Sir  John  Pakington)  was  by 
no  means  disposed  to  refuse  it.  He  quite 
admitted  its  importance ;  and  if  the  change 
were  successfully  brought  about  it  would 
tend  in  a  very  great  degree  to  simplify  the 
accounts.  On  the  other  hand  he  believed 
it  was  a  change  wholly  without  precedent, 
There  were,  he  believed,  some  precedents 
in  France.  The  French  Government  had 
carried  out  that  system  in  two  respects— 
with  regard  to  printing  and  gunpowder  ; 
but  these  were  very  small  precedents.  He 
believed  there  was  no  precedent  in  any 
country  for  carrying  on  a  large  Government 
establishment  on  the  principle  which  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  proposed.  There 
were  great  difficulties  of  detail  which  he 
wished  had  been  explained.  How  were 
the  funds  to  be  provided  for  oarrying  on 
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these manufactariDg  establishments?  Were 
these  establishments  to  be  remoyed  from 
Parliamentary  control?  Then  again,  if 
these  large  Government  establishments 
were  to  be  placed  on  the  same  footing  with 
private  firms,  were  they  to  accept  business 
from  all  customers  that  might  come  for 
goods,  or  were  they  to  be  restricted  to 
supplying  the  requirements  of  the  Govern- 
ment ?  These  were  questions  that  required 
much  consideration,  and  the  Government 
would  have  to  weigh  the  matter  very  care- 
fully before  it  committed  itself  to  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman, 
which  affected  not  only  the  "War  Depart- 
ment but  the  Admiralty  and  Treasury  De- 
partments. Under  these  circumstances  he 
could  not  say  that  he  was  at  once  prepared 
to  adopt  the  plan  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member,  which  would  effect  a  complete 
revolution  in  that  branch  of  the  public 
service  to  which  it  had  relation — a  revolu- 
tion, however,  that  certainly  held  out 
great  promise  of  improvement,  but  he  was 
willing  to  submit  the  plan  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  to  a  joint  Committee  of 
the  War  Department,  the  Admiralty,  and 
the  Treasury,  for  them  to  inquire  into  the 
subject  and  report  upon  it.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member's  first  suggestion  respect- 
ing a  Ketum  he  thought  should  be  adopted ; 
his  second  plan,  he  had  shown,  was  already 
carried  out  to  a  great  extent ;  and  with  re- 
spect to  his  third  plan  he  could  assure  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentlemen  that  it  should 
receive  the  most  careful  consideration. 

Mb.  OTWAY  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  had  met  the  charges  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Lichfield 
(Major  Anson),  or  that  he  was  entitled  to 
shelter  himself  behind  the  excuse  that, 
not  expecting  from  the  form  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  GentlemanV  Notice  that  the 
subject  of  the  accounts  would  be  brought 
forward,  he  had  not  prepared  himself 
to  enter  into  the  question.  His  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  had  referred  to  the 
great  waste  of  money  which  was  taking 
place  in  the  War  Department,  and  that 
was  also  a  point  eminently  worthy  of  con- 
sideration. In  addition  to  the  cases 
specified  by  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
he  (Mr.  Otway)  had  some  charges  to  bring 
against  the  Department  over  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  presided.  The 
first  was  that  when  an  invention  had 
been  approved  and  the  inventor  had 
been  rewarded  by  that  House,  the  Com- 
mittee to  which  reference  had  been  made 


took  upon  themselves  so  to  alter  the 
invention  as  to  render  it  perfectly  worth- 
less. Thus,  the  rockets  invented  by  Mr. 
Hale,  who  had  received  £8,000  for  his  in- 
vention from  that  House,  had  been  so 
altered  as  to  be  almost  useless.  His  se- 
cond charge  was  that  such  vast  quantities 
of  gunpowder  were  kept  in  store  for  so 
long  a  time  in  the  various  batteries  that  it 
was  deteriorating  in  power.  His  third 
charge  was  that  1,000  rounds  of  ammuni- 
tion per  gun  were  despatched  to  Abys- 
sinia, while  probably  not  two  rounds  per 
gun  were  actually  fired,  nor  was  there  any 
possibility  of  the  number  of  rounds  sent 
being  used  in  any  campaign  in  that  coun- 
try. He  hoped  that  the  matters  alluded 
to  by  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would 
be  investigated,  and  that  the  Government 
would  be  prepared  with  some  more  satis- 
factory explanation. 

The  Mauquess  op  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  quite  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  that  it  was  impossible 
for  him  to  meet  the  charges  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Lichfield  (Major 
Anson)  without  ample  notice  having  been 
given  of  them.  Instead  of  wording 
the  Notice  as  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
had  done,  he  could  not  help  thinking, 
if  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  had  in- 
tended to  bring  such  grave  charges  for- 
ward, he  ought  to  have  used  such  language 
as — "  In  order  to  prevent  erroneous  Esti- 
mates, in  order  to  prevent  utterly  falsified 
accounts  being  presented,  such  and  such 
things  ought  to  be  done."  He  thought, 
however,  that  when  charges  of  so  grave 
a  character  were  made  it  was  not  sufficient 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  should 
come  down  to  that  House  and  content 
himself  with  making  a  counter-statement. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  after  mak- 
ing such  serious  charges  against  the  De- 
partment, ought  not  to  be  satisfied  without 
moving  for  a  Select  Committee,  or  obtain- 
ing a  promise  from  the  Secretary  of  War 
that  the  whole  matter  should  be  fully  in- 
quired into  by  an  independent  body.  He 
quite  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
as  to  the  difficulty  which  stood  in  the  way 
of  dealing  with  the  proposal  made  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman.  He  went 
even  further,  and  contended  that  the  pro- 
posal to  work  those  establishments  as  pri- 
vate firms  was  utterly  impracticable.  He 
had  had  some  little  experience  in  connection 
with  those  establishments,  and  believed 
that  they  had  conferred  great  advantage 
on  the  country.    It  was  no  doubt  expe- 
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dient  to  resort  as  far  as  possible  to  private 
enterprize;  but  it  was,  in  bis  opinion, 
nevertbeless  of  tbe  greatest  importance 
tbat  tbese  establisbments  sbould  be  main- 
tained in  a  state  of  tborougb  efficiency. 
He  bad  made  tbese  few  remarks  because 
he  thought  it  of  the  highest  importance 
that  there  should  be  the  most  perfect 
honesty  and  rectitude  on  the  part  of  those 
who  managed  these  establishments,  and 
because  he  thought  that  the  accounts  ought 
to  be  above  the  shadow  even  of  suspicion. 

Major  ANSON  desired  to  say  a  word 
in  personal  explanation  of  the  charge 
which  had  been  brought  against  him. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  had  complained  that  he  had 
brought  this  matter  forward  without  hav- 
ing given  sufficient  notice  of  his  intention. 
Ho  certainly  was  under  the  impression 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  knew  that 
he  was  going  to  make  these  charges,  and 
he  could  only  farther  say  that  he  had 
not  made  a  single  charge  which  had  not 
been  previously  brought  officially  before 
the  Secretary  of  State. 

Colonel  ANNESLEY  said,  that  some 
of  the  charges  brought  forward  were  of  a 
most  extraordinary  character.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Otway),  for 
instance,  had  made  it  a  matter  of  com- 
plaint against  the  Government  that  they 
had  supplied  each  of  the  guns  sent  to 
Abyssinia  with  1,000  rounds,  while  not 
more  than  two  rounds  to  each  gun  had 
actually  been  expended.  [Mr.  Otway: 
Had  probably  been  expended.]  The 
fact,  however,  was  that  there  had  been 
scarcely  any  fighting  in  Abyssinia,  and 
if  the  reverse  had  been  the  case,  and 
the  Government  had  neglected  the  pre- 
caution of  providing  an  ample  supply  of 
ammunition,  the  hon.  Member  for  Chat- 
ham would  have  been  only  too  ready  to 
have  charged  the  Government  with  their 
neglect.  He  ventured  to  think  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wells  (Mr.  Hayter)  was 
incorrect  in  the  opinion  which  he  had  ex- 
pressed, because  his  belief  was  that  the 
officers  of  the  army  were  far  from  wishing 
to  deprive  the  soldiers  of  the  ammunition 
which  at  present  was  placed  in  their  care. 
If  that  were  done,  what  would  be  the 
result  when  the  soldiers  were  called  upon 
to  engage  in  active  service  at  a  moment's 
notice,  a  thing  to  which  they  were  always 
liable?  During  the  prevalence  of  the 
Fenian  alarms,  for  instance,  a  detachment 
of  troops  was  telegraphed  for  at  twelve 
o'clock,  and  left  town  for  Osborne  in  con- 
The  Marquee  of  HarHngion 


sequence  of  Uiat  telegram  within  an  hour, 
a  promptness  which  could  scarcely  have 
been  attained  if  the  delay  consequent  on 
the  distribution  of  ammunition  to  each 
man  had  had  to  be  incurred. 

SiE  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  he  re- 
garded these  establishments  as  resembling 
to  some  extent  the  gardens  in  which  the 
proprietors  cultivated  their  own  vegetables 
at  a  cost  greater  than  the  priise  which 
would  have  been  demanded  for  them  in 
the  market.  The  Government  had  not 
the  same  motives  to  economy  which  were 
to  be  found  in  private  establishments. 
They  laboured  under  no  fear  of  bank- 
ruptcy, and  consequently  did  not  pay  that 
attention  to  details  which  private  persons 
find  so  necessary  to  the  success  of  their 
undertakings.  He  thought,  therefore, 
that  it  would  be  much  better  for  the  Gk)- 
vemment  to  go  into  the  open  market  and 
purchase  what  they  required  as  cheaply 
as  they  could,  instead  of  carrying  on  those 
expensive  establishments.  But  if  the 
Government  were  resolved  to  maintain 
the  manufacturing  establishments,  the 
strictest  accounts  ought  to  be  kept  in 
order  to  compare  the  cost  of  mnnitions  of 
war  supplied  by  private  manufacturers 
with  those  manufactured  by  the  Govern- 
ment. The  only  sound  principle  on  which 
public  manufactories  could  be  conducted* 
was  that  laid  down  by  Sir  Henry  Parnell 
in  his  Work  on  Financial  Reform^  who 
said  that  they  ought  to  be  maintained  on 
the  same  principle  as  private  manufac- 
tories, and  that  there  should  be  an  account 
current  of  profit  and  loss  between  them 
and  the  Financial  Department. 

Gkneeal  PERCY  HERBERT  said,  that 
when  the  Government  purchased  Warlike 
Stores  the  quality  was  almost  invariably 
found  inferior.  If  the  Government  did  not 
manufacture  a  large  portion  of  their  gun- 
powder, they  would  run  the  risk  of  getting 
powder  of  inferior  quality,  which  would 
derange  all  calculations  of  range  and  accu- 
racy of  firing. 

LoBD  ELCHO  said,  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Relative  (Major  Anson)  being  unable  again 
to  address  the  House,  wished  him  to  ex- 
press his  desire  for  a  searching  investiga- 
tion into  the  statements  he  had  made,  and 
his  intention  to  move  on  Thursday  next 
for  a  Select  Committee.  He  would  prefer, 
however,  that  the  inquiry  should  be  pro- 
posed or  instituted  by  the  Government. 

Majob  ANSON  said,  he  would  withdraw 
his  Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Qnestioii  again  proposed,   ''That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  Um  Chair." 

ICotioB,  by  kaye,  toiikdrawn. 

Committee  deferred  till  To-morroto, 

PORTPATRICK  AND  BELFAST  AND 
COUNTY  DOWN  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANIES BILL— [Bul  201.] 
{Mr.  Dodion,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Mr.  Sdater-Booth.^ 
SBCOJSn)  BEADIKO.     . 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Thr  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER stated,  that  the  oWect  of  this  mea- 
sure was  to  release  the  Treasury  from  an 
undertaking  entered  into  by  them  in  1856, 
to  establish  a  short  sea  service  between  the 
West  of  Scotland  and  the  North  of  Ireland, 
the  railway  companies  being  at  the  same 
time  bound  under  penalties  to  construct 
lines  to  the  ports  of  Portpatrick  and  Don- 
aghadee.  Those  lines  had  been  completed, 
and  nearly  £50,000  had  been  spent  on 
Portpatrick  harlK>ur;  but  it  had  already 
begun  to  silt  up,  and  was  found  to  be  un- 
fit for  a  night,  and  consequently  for  a 
punctual  mail  service,  while  the  postal 
accommodation  could  be  provided  far  more 
cheaply  aqd  equally  well  by  accelerating 
the  mails  vid  Dublin.  If  the  service  were 
established  moreover,  the  sum  it  would  be 
worth  paying  would  not  satisfy  the  com- 
panies, and  there  would  be  the  liability  to 
spend  large  sums  on  the  harbours.  Under 
iiiese  oiroumstanoes  a  compromise  had 
seemed  to  him  expedient,  and  he  had 
effected  an  arrangement  with  the  County 
Down  Railway  Company  that  it  should 
waive  its  claim  for  the  establishment  of 
the  service  in  consideration  of  a  loan  of 
£166,000,  the  amount  of  its  debenture 
debt,  at  3}  per  cent  for  a  term  of  years. 
The  claims  of  the  Portpatrick  Company  were 
greater,  there  being  seven  miles  of  line 
which  would  be  rendered  useless ;  but  after 
nearly  two  years*  negotiations  that  com- 
pany had  agreed  to  accept  a  loan  of 
£153,000  on  the  same  terms  and  a  free 
grant  of  £20,000.  The  companies  would 
have  to  show  that  their  security  was  good, 
and  the  loan  would  yield  a  small  profit, 
which  would,  he  believed,  recoup  the 
Treasury  the  £20,000.  The  arrangement 
would,  on  the  whole,  be  an  economical 
one.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  concluded 
by  moving  that  the  Rill  be  read  a  second 
tune. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
"That  tiie  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.*'— (25^  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  believed  the 
arrangement  to  be  a  judicious  one,  and  the 
best  escape  from  an  impolitic  undertaking. 
When  he  was  at  the  Treasury,  the  obstacle 
to  the  settlement  of  the  question  was  a 
claim  set  up  by  the  companies,  not  merely 
to  a  short  sea  service,  but  to  a  second  ex- 
press mail  communication  between  London 
and  the  North  of  Ireland  by  that  route. 
The  latter  would  have  been  enormously 
expensive,  and  he  resisted  the  claim, 
which  had  turned  out  to  be  unfounded. 
He  thought  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  now 
very  fairly  met  the  legitimate  claims  of 
the  companies. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Wedneeday. 


REGISTRATION  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
LBAVE.      nBST    BBADIKG. 

The  Eabl  op  MAYO,  in  moving  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law 
of  Registration  in  Ireland,  ezpleiined  that 
by  this  measure  it  was  proposed  to  shorten 
considerably  the  period  for  revision  of  the 
electoral  lists.  The  effect  of  it  would  be 
that  the  Courts  for  revising  the  lists  would 
be  held  between  the  8th  of  September 
and  the  6th  of  October,  so  that  the  register 
would  bo  in  the  hands  of  the  sheriff  by  the 
Ist  of  November.  The  general  result  would 
be  that  the  whole  of  the  proceedings  would 
be  concluded  on  or  before  the  Ist  of  No* 
vember,  instead  of  the  30th,  as  at  present, 
and  therefore  the  time  for  the  conclusion 
of  all  the  proceedings  would  be  nearly  the 
same  as  under  the  English  Bill.  He 
wished  it  to  be  understood  that  this  mea- 
sure would  not  at  all  interfere  with  the 
old  franchises ;  but  would  apply  solely  to 
those  which  would  be  created  under  the 
Irish  Reform  Bill.  Supplemental  lists  of 
the  persons  entitled  to  the  new  franchise 
would  be  placed  before  the  Revising  Bar- 
risters at  the  time  of  the  revision  Sessions ; 
but  the  ordinary  register  for  the  old  fran- 
chise would  not  be  interfered  with.  There 
would  also  be  a  provision  for  increasing 
the  number  of  polling-places,  and  another 
for  facilitating  the  representation  of  Mas* 
ters  of  Arts  in  the  University  of  Dublin. 
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Bill  to  amend  the  Law  of  Registration 
in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  bronght  in  by  The 
Earl  of  Mato  and  Mr.  Attobitez  GsiomAL 
for  Ibelakd. 

Bill  preientedt  and  read  the  first  time. 
LBiU  213.] 


FUBLTG  DEFABTHEITTS  PATICSVTS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Solatxb-Bootb.  Bill  to  em- 
power certain  Public  Departments  to  pay  other- 
wise than  to  Execntors  or  Administrators  small 
sums  doe  on  account  of  Pay  or  Allowances  to  Per- 
•ons  deceased,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
SoLATiB-BooTH  ftud  Mr.  Seoretarj  GATHOsint 
Hardt. 
'^)\Xprueniedt  and  read  the  flrtt  time.  [BUI  319.] 

Hoote  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   LOEDS, 
Tueeday,  JvXy  7,  1868. 


MINUTES.]— PuBUO  Bills— -FtVrt  BecuUng-^ 
Eoclesiastioal  Commissioners  *  (231);  Poor 
Law  and  Medical  Inspectors  (Ireland)*  (232)  ; 
Clerks  of  the  Peace.  Ac.  (Ireland)*  (224); 
Fairs  (Metropolis)*  (223);  Kailwny  Com- 
panies* (320)  ;  Assignees  of  Marine  Policies* 
(235). 

Second  Reading  —  West  Indies  [135];  Prisons 
(Scotland)  Administration  Acts  (lAnark- 
•hire)  Amendment*  (303);  New  Zealand 
^Legislative  Council)*  (197);  Admiralty 
Suits*  (183);  Renewable  Leasehold  Conver- 
sion (Ireland)  Act  Extension  *(  184) ;  Regis- 
tration (218). 

SxLKCT  Committee  —  i2e/>orl— Artizans'  and  La- 
bourers' Dwellinn  [No.  227]. 

Committee^  Fairs  •(141);  Representation  of  the 
People  (Ireland)  (176);  Reformatory  Schools 
(Ireland)*  (122);  Medway  Regulation  Act 
Continunnce  *  (199) ;  Bank  of  Bombay  *  (196) ; 
Count/  General  Assessment  (Scotland)  *  ( 190) ; 
Courts  of  Law  Fees,  dra.  (Scotland)  *  (189). 

Report  —  Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings  * 
(93338);  Fairs*  (141);  Representation  of 
the  People  (Ireland)  (176);  Reformatory 
Schools  (Ireland)*  (133);  County  Courto  Ad- 
miralty Jurisdiction*  (108);  Medway  Regu- 
lation Act  Continuance*  (199);  Bank  of 
Bombay*  (196);  County  (jeneral  Assessment 
(ScoiUnd)*  (ittO);  CourU  of  Law  Fees,  Ac. 
(Scotland)*  (189). 

Tlurd  Reading  —  Army  Chaplains*  (146); 
Vagrant  Act  Amendment  *  (138) ;  Boundary  * 
(170) ;  Representation  of  the  People  (Soot- 
land)  (193),andiMX#ftf^. 

The  £arl  of  Mayo 


WEST   INDIES   BILL— (No.  185.) 

(7^  Duie  of  Buckingham,) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Seconcl  Read- 
ing read. 

The  Duke  op  BUCKINGHAM:  My 
Lords,  I  have  to  ask  your  Lordships  to 
((Ito  a  second  reading  to  a  Bill  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  Consolidated  Fund  from  an  an- 
nual payment  of  £20,300  for  purposes 
connected*  with  the  Church  of  England  in 
the  West  Indies.  That  grant  originated 
in  1824,  when  the  condition  of  the  slave 
population  having  attracted  much  atten- 
tion, among  other  measures  for  improving 
their  condition  preparatory  to  emancipation 
was  one  introduced  on  the  Motion  of  Mr. 
Canning,  for  increasing  the  efficiency  of 
the  Church  of  England  in  those  colonies. 
The  Church  had  heen  established  there  for 
a  long  series  of  years,  the  parochial  system 
having  been  introduced,  and  the  clergy 
being  subject  to  the  Bishop  of  London  ; 
but  the  wants  of  the  landowners  and  white 
population  had  been  regarded  in  those 
arrangements  rather  than  those  of  the 
slaves.  Under  these  circumstances  an  im- 
mediate and  considerable  increase  in  the 
numbers  of  the  clergy  was  necessary,  and 
it  was  also  requisite  that  ecclesiastical 
supervision  nearer  than  that  of  Bishops  in 
this  country  should  be  provided.  Mr. 
Canning,  in  proposing  the  grant,  said — 

'*  To  provide  the  means  of  religions  instmotion 
and  worship  is  an  objeet  first,  indeed,  in  import- 
ance, but  necessarily  subsequent  in  order  to  those 
which  I  have  already  mentioned,  because  it  is  not 
till  the  slave  population  are  raised  in  the  scale  of 
nature  that  they  can  be  capable  of  comprehending 
or  fitted  to  receive  the  blessings  of  Christianity. 
It  is  intended  to  increase  the  amount  and  widen 
the  basis  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Establishment  in 
the  West  Indies.  That  Establishment  was  founded 
for  (he  benefit  of  the  white  population  alone.  It 
was  no  more  calculated  for  the  negro  than  for  the 
brute  animal  that  shares  his  toils.  I  am  not 
stating  this  as  a  matter  of  charge,  but  as  a  matter 
of  fiict."— [2  Haneard,  x.  1097.] 

It  was  not  proposed  by  Mr.  Canning  as  a 
permanent  grant ;  but  its  object  was  to 
meet  immediate  and  pressing  wants,  and 
from  tbe  first  it  was  avowedly  subject  to 
such  modifications  as  might  be  required 
from  time  to  time,  or  to  entire  withdrawal; 
and,  as  a  matter  of  course,  it  has  been  more 
than  once  discussed  both  with  regard  to 
the  amount  of  the  sum  given  and  as  to 
the  mode  of  its  application.  Mr.  Canning 
further  aaid^ 
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"  One  of  the  Epiioopal  EitabliihmenU  ii  in- 
tended to  be  fixed  at  Jamaica,  the  other  in  the 
Leeward  Islands.  For  the  support  of  these  Es- 
tablishments it  will  not  be  necessarj,  for  a  time 
at  least"— 

Tour  Lordships  will  remark  these  words, 
"  for  a  time  at  least  "— 

"  that  any  demand  should  be  made  on  the  finances 
of  the  Islands." 

The  grant  was  accordingly  made,  and  in 
the  first  instance  £14,000  of  it  was  appro- 
printed  to  the  Bishops  and  archdeacons, 
while  the  remaining  £6,300  was  distributed 
among  rectors  and  oatechists.  An  altera- 
tion WAS  soon  found  necessary  with  regard 
to  the  bishoprics,  and  a  third  see  was  con- 
stituted, the  income  originally  allotted  to 
two  bishoprics  being  difided  among  three. 
Some  years  later  the  sees  were  farther 
increased  to  five,  and  the  amount  paid  to 
each  Bishop  has  therefore  been  materially 
reduced,  while  the  payment  to  the  clergy 
has  been  distributed  among  a  larger  num- 
ber of  persons,  new  ohurolies  and  rectors 
being  admitted  to  a  share  in  it.  Among 
the  changes  also  was  a  total  repeal  of  the 
clause  which  gave  pensions  to  Bishops  ap- 
pointed under  the  provisions  of  the  Act. 
The  reason  why  the  withdrawal  of  the 
grant  is  now  proposed  is  this  —  Last  year 
a  measure  having  that  object,  passed 
through  several  stages  in  the  House  of 
Commons  without  opposition,  and  that 
House  was  evidently  of  opinion  that  the 
grant  hod  done  its  work,  and  that,  while 
respecting  existing  interests,  its  continu- 
ance was  unnecessary.  That  that  is  a 
correct  view  of  the  case  is  evident  from  the 
fact  that  when  the  grant  was  first  made 
the  whole  sum  appropriated  by  the  various 
colonies  to  the  maintenance  of  their  clergy 
did  not  exceed  £14,000  or  £15.000  a  year, 
so  that  the  addition  of  the  grant  more  than 
doubled  the  amount;  whereas  the  sum  now 
appropriated  by  them  is  about  £60.000,  so 
that  the  Imperial  Votes  form  an  augmenta- 
tion of  only  a  third.  Moreover,  the  slaves 
were  at  that  time  incapable  of  holding 
property,  and  had  no  means  of  providing 
such  spiritual  ministrations  as  they  might 
desire;  but  their  descendants  are  now  in 
many  cases  landed  proprietors,  and  are  not 
only  able  to  subscribe,  but  do,  in  fact, 
subscribe  considerable  sums  for  religious 
purposes.  Circumstances  have  thus  entirely 
changed,  and  there  is  no  reason  why  the 
Church  in  the  West  Indian  colonies  should 
be  assisted  out  of  the  Imperial  Revenue 
any  more  than  those  of  our  other  colonies. 
ITovr,  the  proviaion  for  the  West  Indian 


clergy  being  made,  in  most  cases,  by  Ordi- 
nances or  Acts  renewable  at  intervals  of 
eight  or  ten  years,  and  it  being  in  some  of 
the  islands  about  to  undergo  consideration, 
it  is  desirable  that  Parliament  should  de- 
clare its  intentions  with  regard  to  the 
grant,  in  order  that  the  colonies  may 
know,  in  making  their  arrangements,  whe- 
ther it  will  be  continued,  and  whether  the 
appointments  which  have  been  allowed  to 
remain  vacant  will  be  filled  up.  Now,  as 
for  some  years,  under  the  Governments  of 
different  parties,  it  has  not  been  the  prac- 
tice to  fill  up  appointments  in  the  case  of  the 
higher  order  of  clergy,  it  seems  to  me  most 
desirable  that  these  circumstances  should 
be  put  an  end  to,  and,  therefore,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  general  policy,  the  Qovern- 
ment  have  come  to  the  determination  to 
propose  the  withdrawal  of  the  grant,  respect 
being  had  to  Tested  interests.  Before 
moving  the  second  reading,  I  think  it  right 
to  explain  to  the  House  that  this  question 
of  the  abolition  of  the  grant  has  no  con- 
nection with  the  question  of  the  suspension 
of  certain  appointments  in  Jamaica,  with 
which  the  discussion  the  other  night  ap- 
pears to  have  been  to  some  extent  mixed  up. 
On  the  latter  question  a  correspondence 
had  arisen  between  my  immediate  prede- 
cessor and  the  Governor  of  Jamaica  ;  but 
the  question  with  which  this  Bill  deals,  on 
the  contrary,  has  arisen  altogether  since  I 
have  had  the  honour  of  holding  the  Seals 
of  the  Colonial  Office.  Although  this  ques- 
tion has  been  mooted  many  years  in  Parlia- 
ment as  to  whether  the  grant  should  be 
repealed,  yet  my  predecessor  in  Office  has 
not  been  mixed  up  with  this  particular  Bill, 
to  which  I  ask  your  Lordships  now  to  give 
a  second  reading. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— (  The  Duke  of  Buckingham), 

Thb  Earl  op  CARNARVON :  My 
Lords,  I  do  not  rise  to  offer  a  single  word 
in  opposition  to  the  Bill,  the  second  read- 
ing of  which  has  been  just  moved  by  m^ 
noble  Friend.  I  do  not  object  to  the  Bill ; 
though  I  can  hardly  concur  in  some  of 
the  reasons  which  he  assigned  for  ask- 
ing your  Lordships  to  support  the  Bill. 
My  noble  Friend  stated,  as  his  first 
reason,  that  this  measure,  or  many  stages 
of  it,  had  passed  the  House  of  Commons 
last  Session  without  opposition.  That, 
I  hold,  would  be  in  itself  a  very  poor 
and  insufficient  justification  for  asking  your 
Lordships  to  agree  to  a  measure  if  objec- 
tionable on  other  grounds.    No^r  do  I  quite 
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go  along  with  mj  noble  Friend  when  he 
Bays  that  the  second  reason  which  induced 
him  to  move  the  second  reading  is  the 
great  change  which  has  occurred  in  the 
character  ^  the  population  of  the  West 
Indies.  I  am  afraid  that  population  — 
changed  possibly  as  it  may  be  for  the  better 
in  some  respects  —  is  still  by  no  means  in 
such  a  position  as  to  dispense  easily  with 
the  annual  £20»000  which  this  BiU  will 
take  away  from  them.  But,  my  Lords,  as 
I  said  before,  I  shall  not  offer  the  smallest 
opposition  to  this  Bill ;  though  I  am  bound 
to  state  to  the  House  that  it  will  fall  as 
a  Tory  serious  loss  upon  the  Church  in 
the  West  Indies.  When  I  had  the  honour 
to  hold  the  Seals  of  the  Colonial  Office, 
I  was  well  aware  that  some  considerable 
change— the  ecclesiastical  establishment  of 
the  West  Indian  Church — was  coming.  I 
foresavr  from  the  temper  of  Parliament  that 
it  would  not  be  disposed  for  very  long  to 
continue  the  grants  which  had  been  made  ; 
and  when  taking  preparatory  steps  to  en- 
deavour to  place  the  Church  in  the  colonies 
in  a  somewhat  better  situation,  I  incurred 
at  the  ttoie  considerable  reproach— -reproach 
from  those  who  thought  this  change  was 
distant,  but  who  now  find  that  it  is  near. 
My  Lords,  the  Church  in  the  West  Indies 
must  fare  like  almost  every  other  colonial 
Church.  She  must  stand  upon  her  own 
resources— so  far,  nt  least,  as  help  and  aid 
from  this  country  are  concerned  ;  and  I 
do  not  myself  doubt,  though  her  situation 
is  not  as  favourable  to  her  as  in  many 
other  colonies,  that  she  may  gather 
strength  and  extend  her  ministrations  by 
evoking  sources  of  new  latent  strength — 
perhaps  by  means  of  Native  clergy  and 
Native  catechists.  My  Lords,  before  I 
leave  this  point,  I  would  suggest  that  when 
this  Bill  goes  into  Committee  an  Amend- 
ment may  be  introduced  which  will  pro- 
bably meet  with  the  assent  of  both  sides,  to 
correspond  with  the  clause  introduced  in 
the  Canadian  Clergy  Reserves  Act,  and 
to  enable  the  holders  of  life-interests  to 
compound  those  interests  for  a  gross  sum 
which  shall  be  paid  into  the  hands  of  some 
trustees  or  other  authorities.  My  Lords, 
I  should  be  glad  now  to  pause  ;  but  after 
the  remarks  which  fell  from  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  a  few  nights 
ago,  when  alluding  to  this  Bill,  I  feel  it 
due  to  the  House  and  to  myself  to  say  a 
few  words.  My  Lords,  I  may  safely  say 
my  whole  object,  my  chief  desire  when- 
ever I  have  had  the  honour  to  address 
your  Lordships,  has  been  to  confine  myself 
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as  dosdj  and  with  as  much  *oei2ra<^  as 
possible  to  any  statement  of  facts  which  I 
may  have  to  make,  and  in  return  for  the 
constant  kindness  and  indulgence  which 
this  House  has  shown  me  never  to  state 
any  fact  which,  without  full  care  and  con- 
sideration on  my  part,  I  do  not  believe  to 
be  correct.  But,  my  Lords,  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  coming 
down  upon  me  a  few  nights  since,  I  must 
say,  with  all  that  forensic  skill  of  which 
he  is  so  great  a  master,  and  with  all  that 
long  professional  training  and  practice  which 
distinguish  him  so  much  in  this  House  and 
elsewhere — ^left  upon  your  Lordships  the 
impression  that  I  had  grossly  exaggerated, 
not  to  say  misrepresented,  certain  facts, 
and  that  I  had  endeavoured  to  mislead  your 
Lordships  npon  matters  on  which  as  having 
lately  had  the  honour  to  hold  the  seals  of 
the  Colonial  Office  I  was  bound  to  be  es- 
pecially correct.  Now,  upon  that  point  I 
will  ask  your  Lordships'  attention  for  a  very 
few  minutes—and  I  will  beg  the  House  to 
believe  that  I  have  no  wish  whatever  to 
revive  any  asperities  of  the  past  debate  or 
to  say  one  word  which  can  give  reason- 
able offence  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment or  those  who  supported  them  on  that 
occasion.  My  only  and  my  sole  contro- 
versy is  with  the  statement  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack.  Now, 
there  are  two  questions  which  the  noble 
Duke  who  has  just  spoken  (the  Duke 
of  Buckingham)  carefully  distinguished  at 
the  end  of  his  speech ;  the  first  is  the 
question  with  regard  to  the  suspension 
of  ecclesiastical  appointments  in  the  is- 
land of  Jamaica,  and  the  other  is  the 
question  of  the  disendowment  of  the  Church 
of  England  in  the  West  Indies  under  this 
Bill  to  the  extent  of  £20,000.  My  Lords, 
that  first  question  of  the  suspension  of 
ecclesiastical  appointments  requires  little 
notice,  because  it  is,  as  the  noble  Duke 
said,  not  immediately  and  directly  con- 
nected with  the  Bill  before  your  Lord- 
ships, and  if  it  had  been  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  charged  me  with  an 
inaccuracy  on  that  point  I  should  not  have 
thought  it  worth  while  to  allude  further 
to  the  subject.  My  noble  Friend  (Earl 
Granville)  who  moved  the  second  reading 
of  the  Established  Church  (Ireland)  Bill 
the  other  evening  stated  that  a  parallel 
existed  between  the  suspension  of  ecclesias- 
tical appointments  in  Jamaica  and  their 
proposed  suspension  in  Ireland  in  the  Bill 
which  your  Lordships  have  rejected  ;  and 
I,  following  on  a  subsequent  evening,  en- 
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dorsed  entirelj  all  that  my  noble  Friend 
had  said  on  that  part  of  the  subject.  For 
this  I  was  taken  to  task  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  who  stated  that  there  was 
nothing  whatever  parallel  between  the  two 
oases.  Now,  my  Lords,  I,  on  the  contrary, 
can,  without  taking  up  your  Lordships' 
time,  show  that  there  is  a  great  deal  that  is 
parallel.  The  Established  Church  of  Eng- 
land in  the  West  Indies,  as  in  Ireland,  is 
the  Church  of  the  few;  it  is  also  the  Church 
of  the  rich  few;  it  is  a  Church  whose  clergy, 
as  educated  men  scattered  in  the  midst  of 
a  far  less  educated  race,  stand  in  Tory  much 
the  same  relation  to  the  population  in  the 
West  Indies  as  the  clergy  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  do  to  the  population  of  Ire- 
land. And  what  was  the  suspension  of 
these  ecclesiastical  appointments  ?  In  Ire- 
land, the  Irish  Suspensory  Bill  provided 
that  the  vacancies  of  sees  and  certain  ec- 
clesiastical offices  that  occurred  should  not 
be  filled  up  for  the  space  of  one  year — to 
do  what  ? — to  enable  Parliament  to  consider 
whether,  at  the  end  of  that  time,  it  should 
not  make  modifications,  reductions,  and,  on 
the  admission  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment itself,  eren  a  total  abolition  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Establishment.  And  what 
was  the  Suspensory  measure  with  regard 
to  Jamaica?  It  provided  that  ecclesias- 
tical vacancies  among  the  clergy  —  not 
the  Bishops  —  should  not  be  filled  up  for 
the  space  of  between  two  and  three  years, 
with  the  view  that  at  the  end  of  that  pe- 
riod Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  might  con- 
sider whether  or  not  modifications,  reduc- 
tions, and  even  total  abolition  should  not 
be  enacted.  And  I  say  **  total  abolition  " 
on  the  authority  of  a  report  which  I  saw  in 
the  paper  of  an  Answer  given  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Adderley)  about  ten  days 
since,  in  which  he  stated  that  no  steps 
Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  were  taking 
in  this  matter  would  preclude  if  desirable 
in  the  opinion  of  Parliament,  the  total 
abolition  of  the  West  Indian  Church.  My 
Lords,  that,  I  think,  is  sufficient  to  justify 
the  noble  Earl  and  myself  in  saying  that 
there  was  a  strong  parallel  in  principle 
between  the  two  cases.  But  then  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  read  a  despatch 
from  Sir  John  Grant,  recommending  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  this  scheme,  and 
he  subsequently  read  a  despatch  from  the 
Secretary  of  State  approving  it ;  and  then 
be  turned  round  on  me,  and,  in  a  manner 
which  brought  down  cheers  unnumbered 
on  my  head,  he  said,  "  Shall  I  tell  the 
House  how  the  case  really  stands  ?  Why, 
can  it  be  possibly  belioTod  that  the  aig- 


natnre  appended  to  that  despatch  was  the 
signature  of  the  Earl  of  Carnarvon  ?" 
Why,  my  Lords,  I  never  denied — I  never 
dreamt  of  denying — that  I  sanctioned  the 
Suspensory  scheme  in  Jamaica  just  as  I 
voted  for  a  Suspensory  scheme  in  Ire- 
land. I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  where 
is  the  inconsistency.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  seems  to  have  given  me  even  greater 
credit  for  consistency  than  I  ventured  to 
claim  for  myself.  And  now  I  come  to  the 
subject  really  before  the  House— namely, 
this  Bill-— and  upon  this  ground  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  attacked  me  severely.  I 
had  stated  that  this  Bill,  which  withdraws 
the  £20.000  originally  granted  to  the 
West  Indian  Church,  was  a  disendowment. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  denied  the 
justice  of  the  term  so  applied.  He  said— 
and  I  will  give  you  his  very  words — re- 
ferring to  the  West  Indian  Church — 

"Nothing  whatever  has  heen  done,  nothing 
whatever  is  proposed  to  be  done  altering  in  any 
manner  the  establithment  of  Bishops,  archdea- 
cons, and  olergj  in  the  way  in  which  it  has 
subsisted  ever  sinoe  it  had  any  existence."^ 
[3  Hansard,  cxoiii.  261.] 

Now,  let  me  ask  your  Lordships  to  con- 
sider what  the  real  facts  are.  My  noble 
Friend  the  noble  Duke  stated  them  to  your 
Lordships.  Allow  me  to  re  -  state  them 
in  a  few  words.  The  West  Indian  bi- 
shoprics had  no  existence  before  the  year 
1824.  In  that  year  the  Crown,  by  letters 
patent,  created  these  bishoprics.  In  the 
very  next  Session  Parliament  passed 
the  Act  which  is  here  repealed,  and 
that  Act  recited  that  the  Crown  had  by 
letters  patent  constituted  these  three 
bishoprics ;  that  the  right  of  appointment 
was  in  the  Crown  ;  and  it  then  proceeded 
to  assign  for  the  support  and  snstentation 
of  these  bishoprics  the  sum  of  £20,000 
from  the  Consolidated  Fund  ;  providing, 
lastly,  that  if  the  4i  per  cent  duties  in  the 
colony  should  reach  a  certain  point,  that 
sum  of  £20,000  should  be  transferred  from 
the  Consolidated  Fond  to  the  4^  per  cents. 
In  the  following  year — 1826 — there  was 
another  Act,  an  amending  Act.  which 
simply  apportioned  part  of  this  £20,000 
among  some  of  the  minor  clergy.  From 
1826  to  1842  I  can  find  no  trace  of  any 
legislative  action  on  the  subject ;  but,  in 
1842,  another  Act  was  passed,  enabling 
the  Crown  to  subdivide  these  dioceses,  and 
diminish  the  stipends  assigned  to  the  clergy 
and  Bishops  without  any  increase  of  the 
gross  sum  of  £20,000.  Tour  Lordships 
will  see,  therefore,  that  no  bishoprics  were 
in  existence  prior  to  1824|  that  then  they 
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were  created  by  letters  patent;  that  an 
endowment  was  provided  for  them  ;  that 
thnt  endowment  remained  untouched  up  to 
1842^  though  power  was  given  and  has 
been  used  of  re-distributing  the  grant 
within  the  sphere  and  limits  of  the  West 
Indian  Church,  just  in  the  same  way  as 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  a  former 
occasion  argued  that  the  funds  of  the 
Irish  Church  ouj(ht  to  be  re-distributed 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Irish  Church  it- 
self. I  say,  thereforOi  that  so  far  as 
Act  of  Parliaments  are  concerned,  if  this 
is  not  the  case  of  an  endowment  I  am 
really  at  a  loss  to  understand  what  an  en- 
dowment is.  But  1  may  make  my  ground 
stronger  still.  In  1842,  when  my  noble 
Friend  Lord  Derby,  then  Lord  Stanley,  in- 
troduced the  Bill  as  Colonial  Secretary, 
what  did  he  state  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ?  Why,  that  he  proposed  this  mea- 
sure for  the  subdivision  of  the  existing 
dioceses  only  after  consultation  with  the 
heads  of  the  Church,  and  after  receiving 
their  approbation  ;  thus  clearly  implying 
that  the  West  Indian  Church  was  intimately 
connected  in  interests  and  policy  with  the 
Established  Church  of  this  country.  In 
the  debate  which  followed  Mr.  Pakington 
thanked  Lord  Stanley  for  what  he  had 
done,  and  went  on  to  state  that  for  his 
part  he  always  declared  that  wherever  the 
authority  of  the  British  Crown  existed, 
proper  provision  should  be  made  for  the 
Established  Church.  On  the  other  hand,  a 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Lyveden),  then 
Mr.Vernon  Smith,  warned  Lord  Stanley  not 
to  establish  Bishops  in  every  colony,  be- 
cause nothing  could  be  more  detrimental, 
especially  to  the  Church  of  England  itself, 
than  the  establishment  in  all  the  colonies 
of  the  State  religion  of  this  country.  That, 
therefore,  in  general,  public.  Parliamentary 
repute  was  the  view  taken  of  this  Act. 
And  if  you  go  further  you  find  undoubtedly 
the  same  view  taken.  I  find  no  further 
allusion  to  these  bishoprics  until  1866, 
when  Mr.  Remington  Mills  complained  that 
these  Bishops  were  to  be  paid  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  of  this  country ;  and 
what  was  the  answer  of  my  predecessor, 
Mr.  Cardwell,  upon  the  subject?  He  said 
that  the  general  views  of  Parliament  and 
the  country  with  respect  to — what?  — 
with  respect  to  these  "ecclesiastical  en- 
dowments'* had  very  much  changed  since 
the  passing  of  the  Act  imposing  the  charge 
upon  the  Consolidated  Fund.  Therefore, 
I  think  I  was  warranted  in  speaking  of  this 
Church  in  the  West  Indies  as  an  Estab- 
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lisbed  Church,  and  of  the  money  granted 
to  it  as  an  endowment.  It  is  possible  that 
— though  I  do  not  stop  to  argue  the  point 
— some  persons  may  attempt  to  draw  a 
distinction  between  income  derived  by  the 
Church  from  tithe  and  income  derived 
under  statute.  I  confess  I  am  at  a  loss 
to  understand  the  grounds  for  such  a  dis- 
tinction. The  tithes  rest  on  \be  security 
of  the  land  from  which  those  tithes  are 
derived  ;  money  granted  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  by  Act  of  Parliament  is 
based  on  the  security,  not  of  one  piece  of 
land,  but  of  the  whole  of  the  land  and 
property  of  the  country ;  and  I  am  at  a 
loss  to  understand  what  can  be  more  bind- 
ing or  trustworthy  than  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment passed  under  such  conditions  as  I 
have  described.  But  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  did  not  content  himself  with  contra- 
dicting the  accuracy  of  my  statement  with 
regard  to  the  use  of  the  word  endowment. 
He  went  on  to  say  that  this  was  simply  a 
transfer  from  Imperial  to  colonial  funds. 
In  order  that  there  may  be  no  mistake  he 
will  allow  me  to  read  his  very  words.  He 
said— 

"  The  oolonists  are,  I  believe,  perfectly  read/  to 
make  provisioa  for  the  paymeot  of  the  Bishops 
and  parochial  clergy  ;  and  the  whole  of  this  great 
qaestion  of  the  disendowment  of  the  Gharch  in 
Jamaioft  tarns  ont  to  be  simply  this — the  trans- 
fer of  the  burden  of  £20,000  from  the  Impe- 
rial Exoheqner  to  the  Colonial  Exchequer."— 
[3  Mansard,  oxciii.  261.] 

Now,  I  have  examined  these  three  Acts 
and  I  take  on  myself  to  say  that  there  is 
not  a  word  in  any  one  of  them  with  re- 
ference to  such  a  transfer  ;  and  if  it  is  not 
effected  by  virtue  of  anything  in  these  Acts, 
how  else  can  the  transfer  take  place  ?  As 
to  the  alleged  readiness  of  the  colonists  to 
accept  those  burdens,  it  is  true  that  I  have 
resigned  the  Seals  of  the  Colonial  Office 
for  a  year  and  a  half,  and  of  course  can 
know  nothing  of  what  may  have  passed 
since  then  ;  but  so  satisfied  am  I  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  could  have  had 
no  warrant  for  this  statement  that  I  will 
take  the  responsibility  of  saying  that  I 
am  fully  satisfied  there  can  be  no  dis- 
position on  the  part  of  these  oolonists 
to  accept  the  burden ;  I  am  satisfied  that 
there  is  little  power  on  their  part  to  accept 
it,  even  if  they  were  so  disposed ;  and  I 
cannot,  therefore,  believe  the  statement 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  un- 
advisedly, and  I  am  sure  unintentionally, 
made  to  this  House.  I  must  ask  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  whether  he  can 
produce  any  evidence,  direct  or  indireoti 
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great  or  small,  to  show  tbat  tbe  colonists 
hare  ever  expressed  in  the  smallest  degree 
their  readiness  to  accept  this  burden.  I 
think  I  might  safelj  go  further,  end  ask 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  to  produce  a 
single  despatch  preTioos  to  the  debate  on 
the  Irish  Church  in  this  House,  in  which 
the  colonists  have  been  even  invited  by  the 
Government  to  accept  that  burden.  If  I 
am  wrong  in  this  statement  which  I  now 
make  I  shall  be  the  first  to  apologize  for 
it  ;  but  if,  on  the  other  hand,  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  has  no  evidence  to  pro- 
duce in  support  of  his  statement,  I  hope 
that  hU  sense  of  candour  and  fairness 
will  lead  him  to  acknowledge  that  that 
statement  was  wholly  without  foundation. 
Thirdly,  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  has 
contradicted  me  equally  pointedly  on  ano- 
ther question  of  fact,  and  I  beg  the  House 
to  pay  particular  attention  to  it.  He  says  — 

*'  From  a  very  early  period  the  dignitaries  of  the 
Church  were  supported  by  the  colonies.  The  dis- 
tress in  the  islands  arisinj^  from  emancipation  was 
so  great  for  the  time,  that  the  Parliament  of  Eng- 
land, AS  a  matter  of  charity  and  as  an  eleemosynary 
gift,  was  content  to  pay  out  of  the  funds  of  the 
mother  country,  a  sum  of  £20,000  a  year  in  order 
to  eke  out  and  complete  the  salaries  of  some, 
not  all,  but  a  certain  number  of  the  Bishops  and 
their  archdeacons  in  those  islands/'— {8  Hamard, 
cxciii.  261.] 

Now  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  in  these  half- 
doxen  lines  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  has 
fallen  into  not  less  than  three  distinct 
errors.  In  the  first  place,  before  eman- 
cipation, these  Bishops  as  I  have  shown, 
were  not  supported  by  the  colonies  at  all. 
In  the  next  place,  this  sum  of  £20,000 
has  not  been  granted  to  eke  out  and  com- 
plete the  salaries.  I  believe  that  the  Bishops 
have  almost  if  not  wholly  and  solely  de- 
pended upon  that  grant.  Thirdly,  I  deny  that 
the  distress  arising  from  emancipation  was 
in  any  degree  or  shape  the  cause  of  this 
endowment  of  the  bishoprics.  It  is  obvious 
it  could  not  be  so.  Negro  emancipation 
was  passed  in  1833,  and  the  Act  which 
gave  this  endowment  was  passed  in  1825. 
That  is  my  answer  to  this  charge,  and 
I  do  not  care  to  make  any  further  com- 
ment on  it.  Lastly,  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  told  me  I  was  so  blinded  with  anger 
against  the  Government  that  I  was  ready 
to  make  a  thrust  whenever  I  could,  and 
therefore  that  I  had  magnified  what  was 
"  a  very  simple  and  commonplace  transac- 
tion '*  into  a  matter  of  great  importance. 
Now,  let  this  question  be  judged,  whether 
or  no  it  is  a  yery  simple  and  commooplaoe 
transaction,  not  from  anything  I  say,  but 


from  the  words  of  a  Colleague  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord.  I  find  that  on 
the  13th  of  April  last  year  Mr.  Reming- 
ton Mills,  a  Gentleman  J  believe  of  ad- 
vanced Liberal  opinions  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  introduced  a  Bill  which,  with 
the  exception  of  a  single  clause,  was  sub- 
stantially the  same  as  the  measure  now 
before  the  House.  Mr.  Adderley,  on  be- 
half of  the  Government  and  the  Colonial 
OflSce,  said  he  should  not  oppose  the  Bill, 
but  he  pointed  out  that  it  was  in  a  very 
improper  state  to  pass,  and  he  went  on  to 
say — 

"The  measure  ought  to  be  accompanied  by 
considerable  safeguards,  for  anything  lilce  a  pre« 
oipitata  repeal  of  the  Acts  in  question  might  lead 
to  the  production  of  great  mischief,  to  injustice 
to  individuals,  and  injury  to  the  Church,  and 
might  even  involve  a  breach  of  faith  with  the 
colonists  of  the  West  Indies.  Not  only  must 
existing  interests  be  saved,  but  the  power  of  gra- 
dual reduction  must  be  somewhere  reserved,  as 
also  the  power  of  anticipating  vacancies." 

That  Bill  then  and  this  being  substantially 
the  same,  I  must  ask  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  whether  it  is  fair  to  describe 
a  measure  which  is  "  fraught  with  great- 
mischief,  injustice  to  individuals,  injury 
to  the  Church,  and  possible  breach  of 
faith  with  the  colonists  of  the  West  In- 
dies,'* as  a  simple  and  commonplace  trans- 
action. I  do  not  care  to  pursue  this  any 
further.  I  am  indebted  to  your  Lordships 
for  the  patience  with  which  you  have 
listened  to  me.  I  have  studiously  avoided 
by  any  word  of  mine  re-opening  any  part 
of  the  debate  on  the  Irish  Church.  What 
I  have  said  has  been  said  in  vindication  of 
my  own  character,  which  was  assailed  for 
inaccuracy.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
lectured  me  very  severely,  and  he  lamented 
that  he  was  obliged  to  point  out  to  me, 
who  had  been  Colonial  .Secretary,  the 
errors  I  had  made  in  the  matter  of  colonial 
fact.  I  leave  it  now  to  the  House  and  to 
every  impartial  person  to  judge  between 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  and  myself, 
and  to  say  which  of  the  two  has  been 
most  accurate.  My  Lords,  I  did  not  wish 
to  say  one  word  more,  but  when  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  uses  that  great  skill  and 
forensic  power,  to  which  I  am  the  first  to 
pay  my  tiibute  of  respect,  to  charge  an 
bumble  Member  of  your  Lordships'  House 
like  myself  with  attempting  to  exaggerate 
and  to  mislead,  and  when  that  individual 
labours  as  I  did  under  the  disadvantage 
of  being  unable  from  the  rules  of  the 
House  to  reply,  and  feels  himself  yery  far 
inferior  to  the  noble  and   learned   Lord 
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in  rhetorieal  power,  I  think  it  would  baTO 
been  fairer  and  more  generous  if  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  himself  were  to 
measure  his  own  statements  of  fact  by  a 
standard  of  the  most  precise  accuracy. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  My 
Lords,  I  do  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
opening the  debate  on  the  Irish  Church. 
The  noble  Earl  who  has  just  sat  down  (the 
Earl  of  CarnarTon)  laments  that  statements 
were  made  by  me  when  he  had  not  the  op- 
portunity of  replying.  The  noble  Earl 
has  had  an  opportunity,  not  often  the  lot  of 
those  who  take  part  in  debate,  of  replying, 
after  an  interval  of  seyeral  days,  to  the 
statements  which  I  made.  That  advantage 
I  do  not  in  the  slightest  degree  grudge  the 
noble  Earl,  And  now  first  as  to  the  aues- 
tion  .he  has  asked  me.  He  has  asked  me 
whether  the  statements  I  made  in  reference 
to  the  position  of  the  Church  in  Jamaica 
were  correct.  I  said  that  the  grant  of 
£20,000  a  year  had  been  made  by  Parlia- 
ment as  an  eleemosynary  grant  in  conse- 
quence of  the  state  to  which  the  islands 
had  been  reduced  by  emancipation.  In 
*point  of  fact  the  grant  was  made  some  years 
before  emancipation  took  place.  If  the 
noble  Lord  thinks  that  material  to  the  ar- 
gument,— if  he  thinks  it  in  the  slightest 
degree  affects  the  argument  I  advanced, 
he  is  perfectly  welcome  to  my  full  admis- 
sion. Even  as  to  that  I  must  remind  the 
Doble  Earl  that  in  a  speech  of  Mr.  Can- 
ning, which  has  been  quoted  to-night,  he 
spoke  of  the  ground  of  the  grant  as  being 
the  condition  of  the  colony,  not  by  reason 
of  emancipation,  which  had  not  then  been 
granted,  but  by  reason  of  the  necessity  of 
ameliorating  the  condition  of  the  people, 
which  was  one  of  the  grounds  of  the  subse- 
quent emancipation.  The  noble  Earl  asked 
me  further  whether  I  was  correct  in  saying 
that  the  grant  of  £20,000  was  for  the  pur- 
pose  of  eking  out  the  resources  of  the 
Church  in  the  Islands.  I  certainly  main- 
tain that  it  was,  and  the  noble  Earl,  had 
he  heard  the  statement  of  my  noble  Friend 
to-night,  would  have  known  that  the  Church 
in  the  islands  had  possessions  which 
brought  in  something  like  £50,000  a  year, 
and  this  £20,000  a  year  went  to  eke  out 
and  supplement  that  income.  T  do  not 
know  in  what  shape  the  property  was,  but 
I  think  the  noble  Duke  said  it  was  worth 
something  like  £50,000  or  £60,000  a 
year.  The  noble  Earl  also  asked  me  what 
authority  I  had  for  saying  that  the  colo- 
nists were  willing  to  take  upon  themselves 
the  burden.    I  said  I  believed  the  colonists 


were  prepared  to  provide  ibr  their  Bishops 
and  their  parochial  ministers ;  I  said  that, 
as  soon  as  the  present  Bill  received  the 
Royal  Assent,  they  would  be  invited  by  the 
Home  Government  so  to  do  ;  and  I  added, 
whether  they  did  or  did  not,  in  my  opinion 
it  did  not  matter  a  pin's  point  in  the  argtt- 
ment.  I  maintained  that  the  donation  we 
gave  in  aid  of  the  funds  of  the  island  was 
not  in  any  sense  establishment  or  endow- 
ment, and  that  the  action  which  would  take 
effect  under  the  Bill  would  amount  to 
neither  disendowment  nor  disestablishment. 
I  have  already  stated  that  I  do  not  in  any 
respect  grudge  the  noble  Earl  the  advan- 
tage of  his  reply  to-night ;  but  with  refe- 
rence to  the  arguments  I  advanced  and  the 
statements  I  made,  beyond  what  I  have 
now  said  I  have  nothing  to  retract,  qua- 
lify, or  explain.  I  am  perfectly  wilU 
ing  that  the  statements  I  made  and  the 
arguments  I  urged  should  go  forth  to 
your  Lordships  and  the  country  with  the 
reply  of  the  noble  Earl  to-night,  and  I 
leave  your  Lordships  and  the  public  to 
judge  whether  that  which  was  the  main 
topic  of  my  observations,  the  original  at- 
tack of  the  noble  Earl  on  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment,  was  or  was  not  warranted. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  I  do  not  rise  to 
re-open  the  Irish  Church  debate,  but  to  say 
that  I  am  most  willing  on  my  part  to  rest 
what  little  share  of  responsibility  I  have  in 
introducing  this  matter  first  to  your  Lord- 
ships' notice  upon  the  statement  which  was 
made  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  and  the 
reply  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack.  In  reply  to  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  however,  there  is  one  other  question 
I  should  like  to  ask  ;  and  I  wish  to  do  it 
in  guarded  words,  so  as  not  to  re-open  what 
is  past.  Your  Lordships  may  remember 
the  severe  censure  which  was  passed  upon 
us  by  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  for  not  im- 
mediately retracting  and  apologiaing  for 
certain  declarations,  and  it  was  said  that 
it  was  usual  in  this  House,  when  an  at- 
tack was  made  on  any  Member  of  this 
House  for  anything  he  might  have  said, 
and  he  had  completely  and  fully  answered 
that  attack,  thataretractationof  that  charge 
should  be  made.  I  will  not  go  into  what 
might  be  said  to  show  the  difficulties  of  our 
position  at  that  moment,  but  I  admit  in  the 
fullest  degree  the  general  principle  which 
was  laid  down  by  noble  Lords  opposite.  I 
really  wish  to  know  what  are  the  peculiar 
circumstances  in  which  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon)  stands  that,  twice  dur* 
bg  the  last  ten  days,  he  has  been  made  a 
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marked  eieeption  to  this  rale  f  The  other 
day  he  made  a  statement,  to  whieh  he  has 
referred  this  eTening,  with  regard  to  the 
Church  in  the  oolooies.  He  was  taanted 
with  heing  inaccurate  ;  hot  I  think  he  has 
proved  that  he  was  absolutely  correct  in 
what  he  then  stated.  And  yet  no  sbigle 
word  of  apology  has  been  offered  him.  On 
the  other  occasion  I  refer  to,  an  opinion 
was  imputed  to  the  noble  Earl  on  quite 
another  subject — that  of  the  Abyssinian 
War.  The  noble  Barl  denied  that  he  had 
e?er  held  that  opinion,  and  the  only  excuse 
or  retractation  he  got  was  that  the  noble 
Earl  who  made  the  imputation  said  that  for 
the  future  he  should  noTor  believe  his  own 
ears.  I  should  be  glad  to  hear  it  stated 
what  are  the  peculiar  circumstances  which 
prevent  the  application  of  an  honourable 
rule  in  his  case. 

The  Mabquess  of  BATH :  The  speech 
of  the  noble  Earl  who  has  just  sat  down 
(Earl  Granville)  is  a  most  extraordinary 
one.  He  says  that  he  brought  a  totally 
unfounded  charge  against  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  and  refused  to  retract  it ;  and 
then«  because  two  perfectly  fair  charges 
are  brought  against  my  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon),  he  complains  that 
those  who  bring  them  do  not  retract 
them. 

LOBD  CHELMSFORD  :  I  do  not  wish 
to  continue  the  criminations  and  recrimi- 
nations of  the  discussion  ;  but  I  have  to 
offer  an  explanation  in  reference  to  what 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  said  the 
other  evening  as  to  the  expression  made 
use  of  by  the  noble  Barl  behind  me  (the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon)  respecting  the  Abys- 
sinian War.  I  have  to  state  that  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  afterwards  re- 
ferred to  Hansard,  in  which  there  was  a 
report  of  a  speech  by  my  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon)  which  entirely  Justified 
the  reference  that  was  made  to  it.  I  think 
it  right  to  make  this  statement  in  justifi- 
cation of  Lord  Derby,  who  is  not  now  in 
the  House. 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON:  I  am 
extremely  sorry  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  should  have  made  that  statement, 
because  I  also  referred  to  Hansard,  and 
satisfied  myself  that  I  was  in  the  right.  I 
am  prepared  to  submit  to  any  impartial 
jury  the  question  whether  there  was  the 
smallest  foundation  for  what  my  noble 
Friend  said.  On  the  contrary,  I  totally 
deny  having  offered  the  recommendation 
imputed  to  ma  that  a  military  dash  should 
be  made  into  Abyssinia.    I  recommended 


a  diplomatic  mission,  and  the  two  thingt 
are  wholly  inconsistent. 

Lord  CHELMSFORD :  The  noble  Earl 
thought  that  a  regiment  or  a  regiment  and 
a  half  would  be  quite  sufficient  to  enforce 
that  mission. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY:  I 
am  getting  quite  accustomed  to  the  cha- 
racter of  these  debates,  and  I  venture  to 
suggest  that  we  are  already  travelling  in 
the  direction  of  those  warm  latitudes  to 
which  I  alluded  the  other  night.  Although 
I  hare  not  long  been  a  Member  of  your 
Lordships*  House,  I  diligently  read  the 
reports  of  your  Lordships'  proceedings  in 
the  newspapers,  and  if  my  recollection 
serves  me  it  is  quite  clear  that  what  my 
noble  Friend  behind  me  (the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon)  wanted  was  an  Embassy  which 
should  be  properly  protected.  Lord  Derby, 
however,  understood  my  noble  Friend  to 
say  that  the  Embassy  was  to  fulfil  all  the 
purposes  of  a  military  expedition.  Now  I 
think  a  little  consideration  will  show  that 
the  two  things  are  wholly  distinct  from 
each  other  ;  but  whether  my  noble  Friend 
was  right  or  wrong,  his  proposal  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  Expedition  under  Sir 
Robert  Napier.  As  to  the  thorny  subject 
which  has  been  brought  forward  this  even- 
ing, I  think  that  in  reference  to  one,  and 
that  to  the  smallest  part  of  it,  my  noble 
Friend  was  distinctly  right ;  while  in  re- 
ference to  the  other,  he,  in  reality,  merely 
begged  the  question  which  is  at  issue  be- 
tween those  who  are  in  favour  of  and  those 
who  are  opposed  to  the  Irish  Church  Estab- 
lishment. As  far  as  the  Maynooth  Grant 
and  the  Begium  Donum  are  concerned,  I 
bold  that  the  parallel  between  Ireland  and 
Jamaica  is  complete.  To  withdraw  those 
two  grants  is  exactly  the  same  thing  as 
the  withdrawal  of  the  support  which  Par- 
liament gave  to  the  West  Indian  Church. 
In  regard,  however,  to  the  Irish  Church,  I 
think  my  noble  Friend,  who  alluded  con- 
temptuously to  certain  persons  who  believe 
there  is  a  difference  between  the  inherited 
property  of  a  corporation  and  sums  voted 
annually  by  Parliament,  thereby  indicated 
the  confusion  which  had  arisen  in  his  own 
mind.  We  on  this  side  of  the  House 
contend,  whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  that 
the  property  of  the  Irish  Church  depends 
on  something  totally  different  from  the 
sanction  given  by  Parliament,  when  sums 
are  voted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund. 
We  contend,  in  point  of  fact,  that  the 
Church  depends  on  sanctions  analogous  in 
character  to  those  by  tirtue  ^whioh  mj 
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noble  Friend  holds  his  own  property. 
That,  I  believe,  constitntes  the  great  dif- 
ference between  us  and  the  noble  Lords 
opposite  on  the  subject  of  the  Irish  Church 
property.  It  is  a  difference  of  principle  ; 
and  if  my  noble  Friend  overlooked  that 
difference  of  principle,  and  also  the  fact 
that  numbers  of  people  hold  the  views 
which  he  thinks  absurd,  I  can  easily  un- 
"derstand  how  he  imagined  that  in  with- 
drawing the  grant  to  the  West  Indian 
Church  the  Government  were  going  in  an 
opposite  direction  to  that  indicated  bj  the 
policy  which  they  pursued  on  the  question 
of  the  Irish  Chvrch.  That,  I  think,  was 
the  way  in  which  the  confusion  of  the 
noble  Earl  arose.  I  have  ventured  to 
make  these  few  remarks,  but,  although 
only  a  young  Member  of  your  Lordships' 
House,  I  must  earnestly  protest  against 
the  growing  practice  of  devoting,  in  the 
midst  of  the  important  questions  which  we 
have  to  decide,  and  of  the  serious  problems 
which  come  up  to  us  for  solution,  so  much 
valuable  time  to  the  discussion  of  purely 
personal  questions. 

The  Duke  op  CLEVELAND  thought 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon)  had  completely  vindicated  him- 
self from  the  charge  of  inaccuracy  that 
had  been  brought  against  him.  With  re- 
spect to  the  general  subject  then  under 
their  Lordships*  consideration  he  was  of 
opinion  that  it  would  not  be  possible  to 
continue  the  policy  hitherto  pursued  to- 
wards the  colonies  ;  and  he  was  therefore 
prepared  to  support  the  Bill. 

Lord  DEN  MAN  said,  that  if  he  might 
trust  to  his  memory  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Derby)  said  he  thought  the  noble  Earl 
near  him  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  wished  to 
have  a  flying  squadron  sent  to  Abyssinia, 
and  suggested  that  perhaps  the  noble  Earl 
might  wish  to  have  the  Hampshire  Yeo- 
manry Cavalry  despatched  to  that  country. 
["Question!"] 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  he 
would  not  enter  into  the  general  question, 
but  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Duke  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  whe- 
ther the  colonists  were  ready,  or  had  at  any 
time  been  invited,  to  take  this  increased 
burden  upon  themselves  ? 

The  Duke  op  BUCKINGHAM :  No 
application  has  yet  been  made  to  the  colo- 
nies asking  them  to  assume  the  charge 
for  the  episcopal  supervision  of  those  sees, 
which  will  be  unprovided  for,  as  far  as  re- 
gards the  Imperial  salaries,  on  the  death  of 
the  present  holders.  The  communications 
1%^  Marqum  o/8ali$hury 


which  I  bare  had  with  those  who  hold  the 
most  important  sees  in  the  West  Indian 
colonies  lead  me  to  believe  that  there  will 
not  be  any  difficulty  on  the  part  of  the 
colonists  in  providing  out  of  their  own  re- 
sources for  episcopal  supervision,  on  the 
scale  which  is  usual  at  present  in  our  colo- 
nial dioceses.  It  is  true  that  that  is  not 
such  a  provision  as  was  contemplated  years 
ago,  when  the  grant  was  established,  but 
still  it  has  been  found  sufficient  throughout 
our  colonial  possessions.  With  regard  to 
the  houses,  lands,  and  certain  allowances 
appertaining  to  the  bishops,  and  which 
have  been  granted  in  the  colonies,  they 
will,  of  course,  stand  just  as  they  did  be- 
fore the  passing  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

PARLIAMENTARY  REFORM— 

REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 

(IRELAND)  BILL.— (No.  176.) 

( The  Earl  of  Longford,) 

comiiTTBB. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  a  Committee  on  the  said  Bill  read. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
said  that,  as  a  measure  of  Parliamentary 
Reform,  this  Bill  was  a  mockery  and  an 
absurdity.  What  was  required  in  Ireland 
was  not  an  extension  of  the  franchise  so 
much  as  a  re- distribution  of  seats.  Ano- 
malies existed  in  Ireland  which  could  not 
be  justiHed  on  any  ground  ;  and  it  seemed 
to  him  that  it  was  precisely  because  there 
was  so  much  to  be  done  in  that  direction 
that  no  attempt  at  re-distribution  had  been 
made.  It  was  evident  that  another  Irish 
Reform  Bill  would  have  to  be  introduced 
next  year.  This  measure  conferred  the 
franchise  on  the  most  doubtful  class  to 
which  it  could  be  extended  in  Ireland.  He 
would  not  detain  their  Lordships  by  going 
into  statistics  on  this  subject  further  than 
to  refer  to  one  or  two  facts  which  would 
be  found  in  a  Paper  laid  upon  the  table  of 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  though 
not  communicated  to  their  Lordships' 
House.  He  alluded  to  a  Paper  showing 
the  population  and  the  number  of  the 
electors  in  the  different  counties  and  bo- 
roughs in  Ireland^  It  was  evident  from 
this  Paper  that  there  were  very  striking 
anomalies  in  connection  with  the  repre- 
sentation of  Ireland.  There  were  eighteen 
boroughs,  the  largest  of  which,  Lisburn, 
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had  only  302  electors  ;  of  whioh  one,  Port- 
arlingtoD,  had  only  ninety- two  electorB ;  and 
most  of  whioh  had  under  200  electors  :  and 
yet  each  of  these  boroughs  returned  a  Mem- 
ber ;  while  an  important  county  containing 
1,000  electors,  and  having  within  it  no 
boroughs,  returned  only  two  Members. 
Such  anomalies  as  these  showed  the  abso- 
lute necessity  of  introducing  a  measure 
which  should  deal  with  the  distribution  of 
the  seats,  so  far  as  Ireland  was  concerned. 
Again,  it  was  impossible  that  the  populous, 
wealthy,  and  increasing  district  to  the 
south-east  of  the  city  of  Dublin  could  re- 
main without  direct  representation,  and  the 
ninety-two  electors  of  such  miserable  places 
as  Portarlington  continue  to  return  a 
Member.  He  had  no  intention  of  opposing 
this  Bill  ;  but  he  protested  against  the 
notion  that  it  was  a  measure  which  would 
settle  the  question  of  Reform  in  Ireland, 
because  he  foresaw  that  within  a  year  or 
two  it  would  be  necessary  to  take  up  the 
question  of  the  re-distribution  of  the  repre- 
sentation in  that  country. 

The  Earl  of  LONGFORD  said,  be 
had  intended  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
proTisious  of  the  Bill,  even  if  the  noble 
Marquess  had  not  thought  it  necessary  to 
refer  to  the  subject.  It  was  to  be  remem- 
bered that  this  was  not  the  Bill  originally 
introduced  by  the  Government  for  the 
amendment  of  the  representation  of  the 
people  in  Ireland  in  Parliament.  The  Go- 
vernment had  introduced  a  Bill,  by  the 
provisions  of  which  centain  small  boroughs 
in  Ireland  would  have  been  abolished,  and 
among  them  Portarlington — which  he  be- 
lieved was  the  smallest  borough  in  the 
kingdom  —  whose  Member  would  have 
been  given  to  the  City  of  Dublin.  That 
Bill,  however,  met  with  so  small  an 
amount  of  favour  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons that  the  Government  were  obliged 
to  give  up  that  scheme  of  re-distribution. 
Another  part  of  the  original  scheme  for 
Ireland  was  a  revision  of  the  electoral 
boundaries  by  a  Commission  ;  but  it  had 
since  been  determined  that  the  boundaries 
should  be  settled  by  the  Bill.  Though  in 
the  Bill  before  their  Lordships  the  qualifi- 
cation in  boroughs  wos  named  at  £4, 
practically  the  borough  franchise  in  Ire- 
land would  be  the  same  as  that  in  England 
— as  in  the  former  countrj  premises  valued 
at  under  £4  were  exempted  from  pajmeut 
of  rates.  There  was  a  lodger  franchise  for 
Ireland,  as  well  as  for  England  and  Scot- 
land. A  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Bandon) 
had  given  Notice  of   two  Amendments; 

YOL.   CXCIII.      [IBIBD  SSIOIiS.] 


but  they  were  not  Amendments  to  which 
the  Government  could  assent ;  and  he 
therefore  hoped  that  his  noble  Friend 
would  not  press  them. 

Eabl  RCrSSELL  said, he  was  disposed 
to  accept  this  Bill  as  it  stood,  because,  not- 
withstanding the  anomalies  in  the  Irish 
representation  pointed  out  by  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Clanricarde),  he 
thought  the  measure  was  sufficient  for  the 
present  time.  His  reason  for  saying  this 
was  that,  taking  the  general  question  of 
representation,  he  thought  it  could  not  be 
said  that  the  Irish  boroughs  generally  had 
more  than  a  fair  proportion  of  representa- 
tion in  relation  to  the  counties.  It  there- 
fore seemed  to  him  that  it  would  be  better 
for  Parliament  to  wait  for  some  years  and 
see  whether  there  were  not  some  large  and 
increasing  towns,  such  as  Belfast,  entitled 
to  additional  representation  before  they 
made  any  change  in  the  distribution  of 
seats.  With  regard  to  a  "  hard  and  fast 
line,"  which  was  so  strongly  repudiated  by 
the  Government  last  year,  he  might  observe 
that  in  England  and  Scotland  we  had  it  in 
respect  of  the  county  and  the  lodger  fran- 
chises, and  in  Ireland  it  was  now  to  be 
extended  even  to  the  boroughs.  He  was 
led  to  the  conclusion,  therefore,  that  either 
the  pretence  put  forward  last  year  was  a 
false  one — which  he  thought  it  was^-or 
that  the  Government  had  departed  from 
their  own  principles. 

The  Eabl  of  BANDON  said,  he  would 
point  out  one  of  the  anomalies  of  Parlia- 
mentary representation  in  Ireland,  which 
he  desired  to  see  rectified.  The  large 
county  of  Cork  in  which  he  resided,  con- 
tained no  less  than  15,995  voters,  who 
only  returned  two  Members;  while  four 
boroughs  in  the  same  county  had  a  collec- 
tive constituency  of  only  814  voters,  who 
returned  four  Members  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  Even  under  the  present  Bill 
the  whole  constituency  of  these  boroughs 
would  not  exceed  1,760,  and,  probably, 
would  not  be  more  than  1,300  or  1,400 
voters.  The  Irish  Reform  Bill  of  1850 
had,  unfortunately,  given  up  the  principle 
that  the  county  franchise  should  be  based 
upon  property,  and  he  still  retained  the 
opinion  which  he  expressed  at  the  time 
that  this  was  a  step  in  the  direction  of  equal 
electoral  divisions.  He  looked  upon  the 
lodger  franchise  as  applied  to  Ireland  with 
considerable  distrust,  for  he  could  not  for- 
get that  before  the  Bill  of  1850  the  great 
complaint  was  the  swearing  on  both  sides 
as  to  the  value  of  the  holdings.     He  had 
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presented  a  petition  that  evening  from 
certain  influential  citizens  of  Dublin  having 
bouses  in  the  neighbourhood,  stating  that 
they  were  nnach  nearer  to  Dublin  than 
formerly  by  means  of  the  railway,  but 
that  they  were  still  outside  the  seven-mile 
line,  and  urging  that  they  should  be  al- 
lowed to  vote  within  a  distance  of  twelve 
miles.  As  to  the  Amendments,  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice,  he  was  willing  to  with- 
draw them  for  the  present ;  but  he  trusted 
that  at  some  future  time  a  Bill  for  the 
re-distribution  of  seats  in  Ireland  would  be 
brought  before  their  Lordships*  House. 

House  in  Committee  ;  Bill  reported, 
without  Amendment ;  and  to  be  read  3* 
on  Thursday  next. 

REGISTRATION   BILL.^No.  918.) 

(The  Lord  Chaneell^fr,) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Seoood  Read- 
ing read. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
the  object  of  this  Bill  was  to  make  those 
arrangements  with  regard  to  registration 
which  would  allow  of  the  dissolution  of 
Parliament  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 
The  contents  of  the  Bill  were  entirely 
matters  of  detail,  which  would  be  best  dis- 
cussed in  Committee,  and  he  would,  there- 
fore simply  move  that  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time. 

Bill  read  2*,  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday 
next. 


PARLIAMENTARY  REFORM— 

REPRESENTATION  OP  THE  PEOPLE 

(SCOTLAND)  BILL— (No.  220.) 

{The  Lord  Privy  Seal.) 

THIRD  READINa. 

Bill  read  3*  (according  to  Order),  with 
the  Amendments. 

Lord  REDE SD ALE,  in  moving  the 
Amendment,  of  which  he  bad  given  notice, 
relative  to  the  Boundaries  of  Glasgow, 
said,  that  the  districts  which  he  proposed 
to  add  to  that  place  were  virtually  parts  of 
the  city,  Qovan  comprising  part  of  the 
harbour,  and  Partick  containing  the  site  of 
the  new  University,  and  were  so  identiBed 
in  every  way  with  the  city  that  they  ought 
to  form  nart  of  it  for  electoral  purposes. 
This  could  hardly  be  accounted  a  party 
question,  for  the  Corporation  of  Glasgow, 
The  Earl  of  Bandon 


which  was,  he  believed,  one  of  the  most 
liberal  Corporations  in  the  country,  had 
petitioned  in  favour  of  the  extension.  It 
was  true  that  some  of  the  inhabitants  of 
these  districts  objected  to  the  proposal, 
their  fear  being  that  it  would  be  followed 
by  their  inclusion  within  the  municipality, 
and  that  they  would  so  become  liable  to 
taxation  for  municipal  purposes  ;  but  that 
could  only  be  done  by  a  special  Act,  when 
they  would  have  an  opportunity  of  showing 
cause  against  it.  He  believed  they  would 
be  unable  in  that  case  to  show  any  suffi- 
cient cause,  for  it  was  very  important,  for 
drainage,  police,  and  other  purposes,  that 
every  portion  of  what  was  really  one  city 
should  be  comprised  in  one  jurisdiction. 
At  present,  however,  only  the  Parliamen- 
tary boundary  was  to  be  dealt  with,  and 
the  House  of  Commons  having  decided  this 
question  by  a  narrow  majority  of  5,  it 
seemed  to  him  fair  to  give  them  an  oppor- 
tunity of  re-considering  it.  Amendments 
had  been  already  adopted,  the  consideration 
of  which  would  probably  occupy  the  House 
of  Commons  only  a  few  minutes,  and  he 
did  not  anticipate  that  there  would  be  any 
protracted  discussion  on  this  point — so  that 
the  progress  of  the  Bill  would  not  be  de- 
layed ;  for,  in  the  event  of  the  other  House 
refusing  to  agree  to  the  Amendment,  he 
should  not  ask  their  Lordships  to  insist 
upon  it. 

Mo^ed^  at  the  end  of  the  Bill  to  add  the 
following  clause : — . 

"  That  the  Boundaries  of  the  City  of  Glasgow 
shall,  until  otherwise  directed  by  Parliament,  be 
those  specified  in  Schedule  (K.)  hereunto  annexed." 
-'{The  Lord  Redeedale.) 

The  Dues  of  ARGYLL  said,  he  was 
not  sorry  that  the  noble  Lord  had  given 
him  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the  gene« 
ral  bearings  of  the  Bill,  on  which  hitherto 
no  observations  bad  been  offered  in  their 
Lordships*  House,  it  not  being  usual  to 
debate  the  principles  of  a  measure  brought 
in  by  the  Government  and  accepted  with 
trifling  alterations  by  the  Opposition.  He 
regarded  it  as,  on  the  whole,  a  very  satis- 
factory solution  of  the  Reform  question 
with  regard  to  Scotland.  On  some  points, 
indeed,  the  Liberal  party  had  been  unsuc« 
cessful  in  the  other  House  ;  but  on  others 
the  Government  had  been  defeated,  and 
the  Bill  he  thought  might  be  regarded  as 
very  much  of  the  nature  of  a  compromise. 
He  was  glad  that  the  Government  bad 
as  regards  Scotland  been  obliged  to  give 
way  OB  the  question  of  a  rating  franchise 
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in  oonntieB.  A  rating  franchise  had  two 
meanings  ;  in  connties  its  object  was  to 
take  the  rateable  instead  of  the  ?aloe 
eolnmn,  while  in  boroughs  its  object  was 
to  make  the  payment  of  rates  a  condition 
of  the  suffrage  —  and  this  was  qoite  a 
different  question  from  rateable  value  in 
the  other  sense.  In  Scotland  a  rating 
franchise  in  counties  would  ha?e  been 
qoite  unworkable ;  and  after  full  discussion 
the  Government  had  agreed  to  a  franchise 
founded  upon  actual  value,  which  was  the 
basis  of  almost  all  rates  in  Scotland  ex- 
cept the  poor  rate,  and  was,  he  believed, 
the  best  system.  Had  it  been  necessary 
to  raise  the  question  in  this  House,  it  could 
have  been  shown  that  the  anomalies  and 
absurdities  of  a  rating  qualification  would 
have  been  greater  in  Scotland  tban  in 
England  ;  and  the  Government,  by  accept- 
ing a  £14  rental  instead  of  a  j£12  rating 
franchise,  had  shown  that  they  could  easily 
have  accepted  a  similar  basis  in  the  case 
of  England,  and  that  no  '*  principle "  is 
involved  except  that  of  public  conveni- 
ence. In  England  the  tenant  might  pay 
through  his  landlord  or  any  other  per- 
son, but  must  pay  the  full  rate,  compound- 
ing being  abolished  ;  whereas  in  Scotland 
the  practice  was  for  the  tenant  and  the 
landlord  to  pay  half  the  rate  each  — >  and 
this  system  would  continue  in  force.  As 
regards  the  borough  franchise  he  thought 
the  Bill  had  satisfactorily  settled  the  ques- 
tion, for  he  did  not  deny  the  expediency 
of  excluding  from  the  borough  franchise 
those  who  were  unable  to  pay  even  half 
the  poor  rates.  A  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Harrow  by)  complained  a  few  nights 
ago  of  the  English  Act  of  last  Session 
having  been  tampered  with,  and  of  Scot- 
land having  invaded  England  and  carried 
off  blackmail  in  the  shape  of  seven  seats. 
Now,  he  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  had  never 
contended  for  a  re-distribution  of  politi- 
cal power  as  between  the  two  countries, 
founded  either  on  taxation  or  population, 
for  he  did  not  consider  that  Scotchmen 
had  any  special  grievances,  and  they  were 
allowed  by  their  English  friends  to  manage 
their  own  affairs  very  much  as  they  pleased, 
lie  wished,  therefore,  for  no  re-distribution 
founded  on  taxation  or  population,  though 
if  such  grounds  were  considered  Scotland 
could  make  out  a  fair  claim  for  additional 
seats.  The  only  claim  he  had  ever  made 
was  that  particular  constituencies  of  such 
magnitude  and  importance  that  were  they 
in  England  they  wonld  be  allotted  a  second 
or  third  seat,  ought  not  to  be  denied  that 


privilege  simply  because  they  were  in  Scot- 
land. He  did  not  think  the  independent 
Members  of  their  Lordships'  House  had 
any  great  reason  to  complain  because  seven 
seats  were  taken  from  England.  He  did 
not  believe  there  was  anyone  who  in  his 
heart  supposed  that  it  would  be  possible 
in  the  next  Parliament  that  all  the  small 
boroughs  in  England  should  retain  their 
Members.  Up  to  the  present  time  no 
county  in  Scotland  had  had  two  represen- 
tatives, while  several  of  the  smallest  in 
England  had  two  Members,  and  some  of 
them  had  more.  It  could  hardly  be  con- 
sidered unreasonable,  therefore,  to  give  a 
second  representative  to  a  few  counties  in 
Scotland  which  had  made  such  enormous 
advances  in  wealth  and  commercial  im- 
portance. Many  Conservatives  thought 
it  a  point  of  policy  that  county  constitu- 
encies should  be  composed  almost  exclu- 
sively of  landed  proprietors  and  tenant 
farmers,  and  that  the  urban  element 
should  be  eliminated.  It  was  on  that 
principle  that  the  Amendment  to  extend 
the  boundaries  of  Glasgow  was  sustained. 
But  that  was  a  very  dangerous  policy, 
even  from  a  Conservative  point  of  view  ; 
because  it  should  not  be  forgotten  that 
there  were  many  boroughs  which  were 
called  town  constituencies,  but  which  were 
nothing  in  reality  but  small  counties  and 
belonged  as  exclusively  to  the  agricultural 
interest  as  any  county  in  England.  If, 
therefore,  they  were  to  have  a  revision  of 
boundaries,  any  Commission  that  might  be 
appointed  should  be  left  perfectly  free  to 
deal  with  these  so-called  boroughs.  Now, 
the  case  for  the  extension  of  the  boun- 
daries of  Glasgow  was,  instead  of  being 
very  'strong,  a  very  weak  one.  It  was  per- 
fectly true  that  in  the  other  House  the 
Government  proposed  to  include  Govan  and 
Partick  within  the  Parliamentary  limits, 
and  upon  that  they  were  defeated  ;  but 
they  never  ventured  to  propose  such  an 
extension  as  was  contemplated  by  the 
Amendment  that  was  now  submitted  to 
their  Lordships.  Such  an  Amendment 
had  indeed  been  placed  upon  the  Paper, 
but  it  had  never  been  carried  to  a  divi- 
sion. The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Eedesdale) 
had  talked  of  part  of  these  suburbs  being 
within* the  natural  boundaries  of  Glasgow; 
but  he  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  could  assure 
the  House  from  his  own  knowledge  that 
these  districts  extended  far  beyond  what 
could  be  at  all  considered  as  properly  in- 
cluded within  it.  His  noble  Friend  had  ap- 
pealed to  the  desire  of  the  municipality  of 
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G  lasgow  to  take  in  the  Biibarbs ;  but  in  Febra- 
arj  last  a  Petition  had  been  presented  from 
the  magistrates  of  Glasgow,  in  which  they 
prayed  that  four  Members  should  be  given 
to  the  city,  and  if  it  was  decided  not  to 
giro  four  Members  then  that  the  Parlia- 
mentary boundary  should  not  be  enlarged. 
It  might  be  said  that  they  had  changed 
their  minds  when  they  found  they  could 
get  only  three  Members ;  but  the  reason 
for  that  was  because  they  wished  to  bring 
the  whole  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  outlying 
districts  within  the  area  of  Glasgow  taxa- 
tion. The  inhabitants  of  those  districts, 
on  the  other  hand,  resisted  because  they 
had  a  taxation  of  their  own,  and  they 
feared  that  if  brought  within  the  munici- 
pality of  Glasgow  their  taxation  would  be 
grievously  increased.  The  population  of 
Glasgow  was  somewhere  about  450,000  ; 
and  if  this  area,  which  had  about  62,000 
inhabitants,  were  added  to  it,  the  whole 
population  of  the  city  would  be  largely  in 
excess  of  500,000,  and  the  number  of  voters 
would  be  between  60,000  and  70^000.  A 
great  many  people  therefore  said  that  they 
would  be  entirely  swamped  by  this  immense 
mass  of  voters;  and  most  of  the  intelligent 
inhabitants  of  the  outlying  districts  did  not 
desire  to  be  taken  within  the  city,  because 
they  would  lose  their  county  votes.  On 
these  and  on  other  grounds,  he  thought  it 
would  be  very  inexpedient  if  that  JSouse 
was  to  interfere  with  the  natural  right  of 
the  House  of  Commons  to  define  the  boun- 
daries of  its  own  constituencies. 

The  Dukb  of  MARLBOROUGH  said, 
he  must  defend  the  Government  against 
the  charge  of  having  abandoned  their 
fundamental  policy  of  taking  rating  instead 
of  rental  as  the  basis  of  the  franchise. 
The  state  of  Scotland  was  so  peculiar  and 
BO  different  from  that  of  every  other  part 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  that  it  would  have 
been  impossible  to  adhere  in  that  country 
to  all  the  provisions  of  the  English  Re- 
form Bill  ;  for  there  were  parishes  in 
Scotland  where  there  were  no  rates  at  all, 
and  consequently  had  the  rating  principle 
been  adhered  to  it  would  have  introduced 
nothing  but  confusion.  But  with  regard 
to  the  essential  principle  of  the  payment  of 
rates,  the  Government  had  adhered  to  their 
principle  in  the  other  House,  and  had  suc- 
cessfully vindicated  that  principle.  But 
with  regard  to  the  proposal  of  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Redesdale),  he  could  only 
repeat  what  had  been  already  stated  as  to 
the  course  the  Government  intended  to 
pursue.  What  the  opinion  of  the  Qovern- 
The  Duke  of  Argyll 


ment  was  had  been  sufficiently  indicated 
by  the  Amendments  proposed  by  the  noble 
Duke  at  the  head  of  the  Post  Office  (the 
Duke  of  Montrose)  in  regard  to  the  Boun- 
dary Bill.  But  the  same  considerations 
which  had  weighed  with  the  Government 
in  the  case  of  the  Boundary  Bill  had 
weighed  with  them  also  with  respect  to 
this  Bill— they  did  not  think  it  right  to 
interpose  any  obstacle  in  the  way  of  pass- 
ing those  measures  which  they  considered 
absolutely  necessary  to  be  carried  before 
the  close  of  the  Session.  Under  these 
circumstances,  he  would  appeal  to  his 
noble  Friend  not  to  press  his  Amendment ; 
and  if  his  appeal  should  be  unsuccessful 
he  should  be  compelled  to  divide  against 
him. 

The  Earl  of  AIRLIE  said,  he  would 
not  say  more  than  a  few  words,  as  the 
Government  had  announced  their  intention 
not  to  support  the  Amendment.  But  he 
must  say  he  felt  some  little  surprise  that 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Redesdale)  should  be 
the  person  to  bring  forward  this  Amend- 
ment— particularly  after  the  part  which  he 
had  taken  in  respect  of  the  English  Re- 
form Bill  of  last  year.  On  that  occasion 
the  noble  Lord  said  that  for  this  House  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  enfranchising  or 
disfranchising  boroughs  was  almost  uncon- 
stitutional ;  it  might  be  within  the  letter 
of  the  law,  but  certainly  was  a  strain  upon 
the  Constitution.  But  was  not  an  inter- 
ference with  the  limits  of  boroughs  in 
principle  the  same,  seeing  that  you  thereby 
affected  one  way  or  the  other  the  franchise 
of  a  great  number  of  persons  ?  He  thought 
that  it  was  a  mere  question  of  degree  be- 
tween the  enfranchisement  or  disfranchise- 
ment of  boroughs  and  the  alteration  of 
borough  limits. 

Lord  REDESDALE  said,  he  did  not 
see  any  inconsistency  at  all.  What  he 
stated  last  year  was  that  it  was  a  verj 
delicate  thing  to  disfranchise  a  borough 
which  had  perhaps  enjoyed  the  franchise 
for  centuries,  and  which  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  to  which  the  question  more 
especially  belonged,  did  not  think  should 
be  disfranchised.  On  the  other  hand,  to 
say  that  in  determining  the  question  of 
Reform  this  House  had  not  a  right  to  give 
an  opinion  upon  the  boundaries  of  one  of 
the  boroughs  affected  by  the  Bill  was  really 
to  limit  the  power  of  this  House  to  an 
extent  which  he  thought  would  not  be  con- 
templated by  anybody  in  his  senses.  He 
should  press  his  Motion  to  a  division,  be- 
cause he  felt  bound  to  assert  the  independ- 
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ence  of  this  Hoase,  which  had  been  most 
unfairly  treated  with  regard  to  this  Bill. 
Ererj  Member  of  the  Government  ad- 
mitted that  his  Amendment  was  a  proper 
one  ;  it  coald  not  interfere  in  any  way  with 
the  passing  of  the  Bill,  and  being  ad- 
mittedly a  proper  Amendment  he  hoped 
that  their  Lordships  would  support  it. 

Lord  LTVEDEN  wished  to  say  a  word 
on  the  inconsistency  of  the  Qovemment, 
who  proposed  this  year  the  very  thing 
which  they  strenuously  objected  to  last 
year.  Last  year  there  was  to  be  no  dis- 
franchisement of  boroughs  ;  but  this  year 
seyen  boroughs  were  taken  away  from  the 
English  representation  by  one  small  clause 
in  the  Scotch  Bill,  and  no  reason  whatever 
was  assigned  why  it  was  done.  He  thought 
some  notice  ought  to  hate  been  taken  of 
this  before  the  third  reading,  and  nothing 
but  the  necessity  of  passing  the  Scotch 
Bill  at  the  present  time  would  induce  him 
to  acquiesce  in  it. 

On  Question  ?  their  Lordships  divided: — 
Contents  13  ;  Not-Gontents  53 :  Majority 
40. 

Buolted  in  the  Negatite. 


CONTENTS. 

NorthomberUnd,  D. 

Churston,  L. 

Rutland,  D. 

Clarina,  L. 

Colchester,  L. 

Bristol,  M. 

Denman,  L. 

Exeter,  M. 

Redesdale,  L.  {TeUer.'\ 
Saltersford,  L.  {B,  Cour- 

Coventry,  E. 

town.) 

Romnej,  E. 

Selkirk,  E.      [Telkr,-\ 

NOT-CONTENTS. 

Cairns,  L.(L.CAanc«i- 

Halifax,  V. 

lor.) 

Hawarden,  V. 

Sydney,  V. 

Buckingham  and  Chan- 

Templetown,  V. 

dot,  D. 

Grafton,  D. 

Belper.  L. 

Marlborough,  D. 

Brougham  and  Vaux,  L. 

Richmond,  D. 

Camoys,  L. 

Aberoom,  M. 

Churchill,  L.  ITelUr.] 
Clandeboye,  L.  {L.Duf- 

Airlie,  E. 

ferin  and  Claneboye.) 
Clinton,  L. 

Camperdown,  E. 

Clarendon,  E. 

Colyille  of  Culross,  L. 

Dartrey.  E. 

Cranworth,  L. 

Be  Grey,  E. 

Croflon,  L. 

Dncie,  £. 

De  Tabley,  L. 

EflBDgbam,  E. 

Ebury,  L. 

Granyille,  E. 

Foley,  L. 

Kimberley,  E. 

Granard,  L.    (E.  Cfra- 

Minto,  E. 

nard.) 

Nelson,  E. 

Kenry,  L.{E.  Dunraven 

Portarlington,  E. 
RusseU,  E. 

and  Mrnnt-EarL) 

Leigh,  L. 

Spencer,  E. 

Ly?edeD,  L. 

Monton,  L. 


Mostyn,  L. 

Northbrook,  L. 

Ponsonby,  L.  (E»  Bett- 
borough,) 

Raglan,  L. 

Saye  and  Sele,  L. 

Silchester,  L.(E,  Long- 
ford.) ITelUr.-] 


Stanley  of  Alderley,  L. 
Snffleld,  L. 
Sundridge,     L.       (D. 

ArgyU.) 
Talbot  de  Malahide,  L. 
Wenlock,  L. 
Wentworth,  L. 


Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

BAILWAT  COMPANIES  BILL    [fl.L.] 

A  Bill  to  further  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Railway  Companies—Was  presented  by  The  Duke 
of  RiGHMOVD ;  read  1'.  (No.  226.) 

House  a^oumed  at  a  quarter  before 

Eight  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  July  7,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  —  SiLECT  CouuxT-m^  Report— 
Special  and  Common  Juries  [No.  401.] 

Supply — considered  in  Committee  — Cnru.  Sib- 
Tioi  EsmLiTBs — Class  IV. 

PiTBLio  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Trades  Societies  and 
Combinations  of  Workmen  * ;  New  Zealand 
Assembly's  Powers;  *  Vaccination  (Ireland)*  ; 
Tithe  Commutation,  &c.  Acts  Amendment.  * 

First  Reading  —  New  Zealand  Assembly's 
Powers  •  [216] ;  Vaccination  (Ireland)  •  [217]  ; 
Tithe  Commutation,  Ao.  Acts  Amendment* 
[218] ;  Trades  Societies  and  Combinations  of 
Workmen*  [219]. 

Report  of  Select  Committee — Sale  of  Liquors  on 
Sunday  •  [No.  402]. 

Committee  —  Public  Schools  (re'Comm.)  [185]  ; 
Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  Accounts  Audit* 
[184] ;  Court  of  Session  (Scotland)  (re-eomm.)* 
[178];  Larceny  and  Embezzlement  *  [157]. 

Report  —  Public  Schools  (re-eomm.)  [185]  ; 
Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  Accounts  Audit* 
[184]  ;  Court  of  Session  (Scotland)  {re^omm.)  * 
[178-214] ;  Larceny  and  Embezzlement  *  [157  ; 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday  *  [12]. 

Considered  as  amended — Ecclesiastical  Buildings 
and  Glebes  (Scotland)*  [150];  Court  of 
Justiciary  (Scotland")*  [1741 

Third  Reading — Assignees  of  Marine  Policies  • 
[208] ;  ConUgious  Diseases  Act  (1866)  Amend- 
ment* [193];  Petit  Juries  (IreUnd)*  [209]; 
Metropolitan  Police  Funds  *  [182],  and  passed. 

The  House  Diet  at  Two  of  the  olook. 

ARMY— THE  CONTROL  DEPARTMENT. 
QUESTIONS. 

Colonel  JERYIS  said,  he  would  heg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther Lieutenant  General  Sir  Henry  Storks, 
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G.C.B.,  Cbntroller  in  Chief,  War  Depart- 
ment, has  not  expressed  bis  entire  disap- 
proval of  the  views  laid  down  bj  the  Trea- 
sury in  their  Letter  of  the  29th  June  last 
respecting  the  proposed  arrangements  of 
the  Control  Department,  more  especially  as 
they  do  not  carry  out  the  Eecommendations 
of  Lord  Strath nairn's  Committee? 

SiE  JOHN  PAKINGTON  in  reply,  said, 
he  trusted  that  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
would  not  think  him  wanting  in  courtesy 
to  him  if  he  declined  to  state  in  that  House 
the  substance  of  any  conversations  which 
might  have  passed  between  himself  and  the 
War  Office  officials  with  whom  he  had  the 
pleasure  of  acting.  There  was,  however, 
one  statement  which  he  wished  to  make, 
as  it  might  possibly  be  inferred  from  the 
Question  that  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
intended  to  imply  that  there  had  been  some 
personal  difference  between  Sir  Henry 
Storks  and  himself.  [Colonel  Jbryis  : 
l^ot  the  slightest  I]  He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  such  was  the  intention  of  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  but  he  thought 
that  might  possibly  be  inferred  from  the 
terms  of  the  Question,  and  he  wished,  there- 
fore, to  state  most  speeiBoally  that  nothing 
could  be  more  friendly  and  harmonious 
than  his  communications  with  Sir  Henry 
Storks. 

Colonel  JEEVIS  said,  he  would  now 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  the 
Papers  referred  to  in  War  Office  Letter 
of  the  6th  April  1868.  page  19  of  Papers 
marked  War  Office,  ''Control  Department," 
373,  as  the  "  enclosed  Draft  Regulations  ;*' 
together  with  any  Memorandum  thereupon 
by  the  Chief  Controller  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  replied  that 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  was  quite  mis- 
taken in  the  inference  which  he  seemed  to 
have  drawn,  that  the  Regulations  now  upon 
the  table  of  the  House  had  been  drawn  by 
the  Treasury.  The  first  Draft  of  the 
Regulations  was  somewhat  hastily  compiled, 
and  was  rather  more  lengthy  than  was 
necessary.  It  was,  therefore,  improved 
and  revised  ;  but  the  revised  Copy,  which 
was  now  on  the  table,  had  been  drawn  up 
by  the  same  hand  which  drew  up  the  origi- 
nal Regulations,  and  he  could  not  see  what 
good  object  was  to  be  attained  by  laying 
on  the  table  the  first  Draft,  which  had 
been  improved  upon  and  considerably  al- 
tered. 


Colonel  JervU 


FRESCOES  IN  THE  HOUSES  OF 
PARLIAMENT.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  COWPER  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether 
he  has  received  any  Chemical  Report  on 
the  trials  that  have  been  made  for  the 
induration  of  the  Walls  of  the  Houses  of 
Parliament,  and  whether  he  will  lay  such 
Report  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ;  and, 
when  the  public  will  be  admitted  to  see 
the  Frescoes  painted  by  the  late  Mr.  Dyce 
in  the  Queen's  Robing  Room  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  in  reply, 
that  as  far  as  the  Frescoes  were  concerned, 
they  were  now  quite  fit  to  be  inspected  by 
the  public,  and  he  believed  he  might  also 
say,  with  great  confidence,  that  they  would 
prove  themselves  to  be  fully  worthy  of  the 
fame  of  that  distinguished  and  lamented 
artist.  With  regard  to  the  room  itself, 
there  were  some  slight  works  being  carried 
on  under  Mr.  Barry's  charge,  which  were 
not  yet  completed.  Mr.  Barry  had  been 
called  away  from  London,  and  he  was  not 
able  to  say  precisely  how  soon  the  room 
would  be  in  a  condition  to  be  opened  to  the 
public,  but  he  apprehended  very  shortly' 
indeed. 

PUBLIC  SCHOOLS  {re'eommitted)  BILL. 

(Mr.  WalpoU,  Sir  Staff wd  NorthcoU^  Mr,  Secre- 

tary  Gathome  Hardy), 

[Bill  185.] 

COMMITTEB.     [Progreis,  23rd  June.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  20  (Powers  of  Special  Commis- 
sioners). 

Mb.  NEWDEQATB  observed  that  it 
was  contrary  to  practice  to  repeal  Acts  of 
Parliament  without  specifying  them,  and 
he  therefore  proposed  the  following  Amend- 
ment to  be  inserted  after  the  word  '<  Com- 
missioners " : — 

"  But  no  statute  or  scheme  proposing  the  re- 
peal of  any  Act  of  Parliament,  or  the  alteration 
of  the  proyisions  or  application  thereof,  shall  have 
effect  until  the  same  has  been  submitted  to  Par- 
liament in  a  Bni,  to  be  introduced  by  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  within  two  months  after  the  commence- 
ment of  the  then  next  Session  of  Parliament, 
and  such  Bill  shall  have  been  enacted." 

The  clause  as  it  stood  was  a  departure 
from  the  practice  of  the  Universities  and 
the  Common  Law  of  the  State.  There 
were  two  principal  Acts  of  Parliament 
nnder  which  the  property  of  these  achoola 
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wai  appropriated,  and  hU  objeet  in  mofing 
this  Amendment  wa«  to  prevent  any  exist- 
ing Act  relating  to  the  public  schools  of 
this  country  being  varied  or  repealed  by 
Order  in  Council. 

Mb.  WALPOLE  observed  that  the 
clause  as  drawn  was  almost  entirely  analo- 
gous to  the  Oxford  and  Cambridge  Act. 
He  did  not  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
aware  of  what  would  be  the  legal  effect 
of  his  Amendment.  He  (Mr.  Walpole) 
thought  the  introduction  of  those  words 
would  cause  great  confusion,  and  instead 
of  enabling  the  Commissioners  or  the  Go- 
verning Body  to  settle  what  are  to  be  the 
future  arrangements,  they  would  have  to 
come  back  to  Parliament,  re-opening  the 
whole  of  the  questions  now  discussed. 

Mb.  NBWDEGATE  said,  his  object 
was  to  take  care  that  a  set  of  Commis* 
sioners  or  the  new  Governing  Body  should 
not  have  power  to  vary  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

Colonel  8TEES  said,  he  hoped  the 
clause  gave  no  such  power. 

Sm  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  could  not  admit  that  the  clause  would 
give  any  power  to  repeal  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment. This  Amendment  would  render  it 
necessary  to  bring  every  scheme  before 
Parliament  to  be  discussed,  and  that  would 
be  obviously  most  inconvenient. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  thought 
the  Amendment  proposed  would  do  away 
with  all  the  advantage  of  passing  the  Bill. 
Where  would  be  the  ocnefit  of  the  measure 
unless  the  new  Governing  Body  had  power 
to  reform  or  make  better  regulations  for 
the  conduct  of  the  schools  ? 

Mb.  NBWDEGATE  said,  that  his  object 
w^s  that  the  property  in  question  should 
be  dealt  with  by  Act  of  Parliament. 

Mb.  GOLDNET  supported  the  clause  as 
it  stood. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  that  the  object  of 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Newdegate)  was  to 
prevent  a  course  being  followed  which  was 
unprecedented ;  and  his  hon.  Friend  con- 
tended that  these  schools  should  be  enabled 
to  come  to  Parliament  in  the  same  way  as 
the  schemes  of  the  Charity  Commissioners 
were  submitted  to  Parliament. 

Mr.  NE  ATE  said,  there  was  a  precedent, 
and  in  proof  of  it  he  would  refer  to  the 
Acts  relating  to  Oxford  University. 

Mb.  newdegate  denied  that  there 
was  any  precedent,  and  in  the  case  referred 
to  by  tho  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr. 
Neate)  the  Act  of  Parliament  was  never 
mentioned. 


CoLOKEL  STEBS  said,  the  Commis- 
sioners would  be  enabled  to  deal  with  the 
rights  of  property  in  utter  ignorance  by 
this  House. 

Mb.  DARBY  GRIFFITH  said,  he  could 
not  understand  the  tendency  to  hand  des- 
potic powers  to  Commissioners. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  21  (Clause  A.  Scheme  for  Ap« 
propriation  of  Estate  to  Westminster 
School). 

Mb.  WYNN  moved  in  page  11,  line  10, 
to  leave  out  "  exceeding,"  and  insert  '*  less 
than."  He  stated  that  the  expenses  of 
Westminster  S($hool  had  increased  from 
£2,176  in  1861  to  £2.681  in  1867;  and 
that  the  Commissioners  had  stated  in  their 
Report  that  £3,300  would  be  barely  suffi- 
cient to  meet  the  expenditure  of  the  future. 
He  therefore  proposed  to  alter  the  clause, 
so  that  the  sum  set  apart  for  the  West- 
minster School  shall  not  be  less  than 
£3.500. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
if  this  were  agreed  to.  he  should  move  the 
insertion  of  other  words  preventing  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  from  appro- 
priating more  than  £4,000  to  Westminster 
School. 

Amendment  agreed*to. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  he  hoped  it  would 
not  be  lost  sight  of  by  the  friends  of  the 
Church  and  the  supporters  of  religion  that 
property  originally  set  apart  for  the  reli- 
gious culture  of  the  poorest  was  being  appro- 
Eriated  for  the  education  of  the  wealthiest. 
"No,  no!"]  That  he  maintained  was 
the  fact.  Reverting  to  the  clause  under 
consideration  he  advised  the  granting  of  an 
annuity  to  the  School,  rather  than  giving 
it  property  which  could  be  much  more 
cheaply  managed  by  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners.  He  moved  the  insertion 
of  the  words  "  or  for  granting  an  annuity 
of  the  like  amount." 

Mb.  MOWBRAY  said,  he  hoped  the 
Committee  would  not  agree  to  the  Motion, 
on  the  ground  that  it  would  maintain  the 
connection  between  the  Chapter,  the  Ec- 
clesiastical Commissioners,  and  the  School, 
whereas  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  sever 
the  connection,  and  place  the  School  upon 
an  entirely  independent  footing. 

Mr.  BENTINCK  said,  he  could  not 
allow  the  statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  to  go  un- 
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oontradicted.  The  boys  at  Westminster 
School  formerly  were  by  do  means  exclu- 
sively the  sons  of  the  wealthy;  they  included 
a  great  many  sons  of  struggling  profes- 
sional men,  whose  difficulties  were  greater 
very  often  than  those  of  persons  nominally 
in  a  poorer  grade.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  appeared  to  think  that  no  boys 
whatever  ought  to  be  on  the  foundation 
but  those  whom  one  sees  running  about  the 
streets  in  leather  breeches  and  a  little 
muffin  cap. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  he  had  certainly  un- 
derstood from  many  "  Old  Westminsters" 
that  the  School  used  to  be  specially  the 
resort  of  the  British  aristocracy. 

Mr.  W.  LOWTHER  said,  the  aristo- 
cracy used  to  be  strongly  represented  at 
Westminster,  but  they  did  not,  as  alleged, 
devour  the  endowments,  which  were  freely 
enjoyed  by  sons  of  the  poorer  clergy  and 
struggling  professional  men.  The  endow- 
ments of  Westminster  were  not  being 
created  now  for  the  first  time,  and  in  any 
fresh  distribution  of  the  funds  he  thought 
the  School  had  a  right  to  claim  its  fair 
proportion. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  the  Government 
might  very  fairly  have  supported  the  re* 
commendation  of  the  Committee ;  but 
they  had  shown  a  ready  lavishness  to 
spoliate  the  people  by  adding  a  further 
sum  of  £500  a  year  to  the  endowment. 
His  hon.  Friends  who  had  been  educated 
at  Westminster  School  seemed  to  believe 
that  they  had  been  there  in  company  with 
all  the  poverty  of  the  town  ;  but  that  was 
not  the  impression  of  anybody  else.  What 
he  complained  of  was,  that  those  who  had 
the  charge  of  this  Bill  had  refused  to  in- 
troduce a  clause  which  would  limit  the 
application  of  these  public  funds  to  people 
who  shall  give  evidence  that  they  were  re- 
quired for  the  purposes  of  their  education. 
He  had  a  right  to  say  therefore  that  this 
was  a  Bill  for  the  benefit  of  a  class  who 
could  afford  to  pay  for  their  education. 
Supposing  that  Westminster  School  was 
used  by  those  who  could  not  pay  for  their 
own  education,  he  would  ask  whether  the 
same  thing  could  be  said  of  Eton,  Harrow, 
and  Rugby  ?  Were  those  schools  carried 
on  upon  the  principle  of  being  most  adapted 
to  the  people  who  could  not  afford  to  pay 
for  their  education  ?  On  the  contrary, 
their  only  peculiarity  was  that  they  were 
roost  expensive  in  point  of  charge,  and 
least  effective  in  point  of  education.  [''No, 
no  I*']  It  was  notorious  that  the  education 
of  the  majority  of  the  scholars  was  neg- 
Mr.  Bentinck 


lected  for  the  purpose  of  occasionally  pro- 
ducing what  were  called  "  show  boys. 

Mr.  WALPOLE  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  who  was  so  severe 
upon  the  Government,  had  not  been  very 
careful  as  to  the  accuracy  of  his  own 
stetement.  So  far  from  the  Government 
seeking  to  spoliate  the  funds  belonging  to 
the  Church,  the  proposal  in  Committee  to 
fill  up  the  blank  with  the  sum  of  £3,500 
was  carried  by  a  majority  of  14  or  15 
votes,  the  only  dissentient  being  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets.  The  Committee  had 
determined  that  a  sum  should  be  paid  to 
the  School  out  of  the  property  of  the  Dean 
and  Chapter,  amounting  to  nearly  £3,593, 
and  all  that  was  now  asked  to  be  done,  in 
addition,  was,  that  the  Commissioners 
should  be  left  a  discretion  to  increase  that 
amount  to  a  sum  not  exceeding  £4,000. 
The  Government,  in  sanctioning  that  pro- 
posal, were  simply  acting  on  the  equitable 
construction  to  be  put  on  the  statutes, 
which  laid  it  down  that  portions  of  the 
funds  in  question  fairly  belonged  to  West- 
minster School. 

Amendment  negatived, 

Mb.  marsh  moved  the  insertion,  page 
11,  line  12,  after  the  word  ''them/'  of  the 
words — 

"  The  plajground  in  Vincent  Square  with  the 
buildings  thereon ;  the  dormitory  with  its  appur- 
tenances ;  the  school  and  class-rooms  ;  the  houses 
and  premises  of  the  Head  master  and  Under 
master;  the  three  boarding-houses;  the  gymna- 
sium excepting  the  crypts  ;  and  subject  to  existing 
interests  the  house  in  Great  Dean's  Yard,  now 
occupied  by  the  Rector  Canon  of  Saint  John  the 
Evangelist,  Westminster  ;  the  house  abutting  on 
the  school  premises,  and  now  occupied  by  Mr. 
Turle ;  the  house  now  occupiedby  the  Sub-Dean  ; 
and  the  house  situate  at  the  south«westem  comer 
of  Great  Dean's  Yard,  now  numbered  ,  and 
in  the  occupation  of  Mrs.  Gullan  and.'' 

The  space  occupied  by  Westminster  School, 
he  said,  was  only  5,000  square  feet,  where- 
as King's  College  and  the  City  of  London 
School  occeupied  a  space  of  12,000  feet. 
He  trusted  the  number  of  boys  at  West- 
minster School  would  largely  increase,  and 
if  that  were  so  they  would  stand  in  need 
of  the  additional  accommodation  which  he 
proposed  to  provide. 

Mr.  W.  LOWTHER  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  Committee  would  accede  to  the 
very  reasonable  suggestion  which  had  just 
been  made.  The  requirements  of  the 
present  day  necessitated  that  additional 
accommodation  should  be  profided  for  the 
School. 

Amendment  (agreed  to» 
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Mb.  POWELL  mofed  to  omit  the  words, 
*'and  such  other  portions  of  the  said 
Chapter  estates  as  are  essential  to  the 
well-being  of  the  School." 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mr.  marsh  said,  that,  according  to 
the  proviso  at  the  end  *of  the  clause,  in 
the  event  of  Westminster  School  being 
removed  beyond  the  City  of  Westminster, 
all  its  property  and  income  derived  from 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  or  from 
the  Dean  and  Chapter  of  Westminster,  or 
their  estates,  would  revert  to  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Commissioners.  He  thought  that 
Westminster  School  should  be  treated  on 
the  same  principle  as  the  Charterhouse 
School ;  and  therefore,  by  way  of  Amend- 
ment, he  moved  in  line  28,  after  •*  govern- 
ing body,"  leave  out  to  the  end  of  the 
clause 

Sib' STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB  said, 
he  was  of  opinion  that  there  was  force  in 
the  argument  that  Westminster  School, 
not  being  an  entirely  independent  school, 
but  being  connected  with  Westminster 
Abbey,  should  not  be  allowed  to  take  the 
funds  which  arose  from  the  revenoen  of 
Westminster  Abbey  and  spend  them  in 
some  place  in  the  country.  He  therefore 
deemed  it  desirable  that  the  decisictn  of  the 
Select  Committee,  which  was  in  favour  of 
the  proviso,  should  be  adhered  to,  though 
the  matter  was  of  no  great  practical  im- 
portance, as  it  was  not  probable  that 
Westminster  School  would  be  removed 
into  the  country. 

Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  he 
thought  that  the  buildings  round  Dean's 
Yard  ought  to  be  reserved,  and  ought  to 
lapse  to  the  Abbey,  if  the  School  should 
be  removed. 

Amendment,  hy  leave,  withdravm. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  22  to  26  agreed  to. 

Clause  27  postponed. 

Remaining  Clauses  agreed  to, 

Mb.  LOWE,  in  proposing  a  new  clause, 
providing  for  an  annual  examination  by  In- 
spectors, said,  that  the  proposal  was  not 
altogether  a  new  one,  because  when  the 
Public  Schools  Commission  were  inquiring 
into  the  matter  they  invited  the  public 
schools  to  submit  to  an  examination  of  the 
kind  he  proposed  ;  but  for  various  reasons, 
all  equally  cogent,  these  schools  declined 
the  honour  that  was  offered  them.  He 
made  this  proposal  in  no  spirit  of  hostility 


t#  the  public  schools,  but  in  friendship  for 
the  youth  of  this  country.  A  very  good 
case  for  the  clause  was,  he  thought,  to  be 
found  in  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners. 
A  gentleman  of  great  judgment  and  expe- 
rience, for  instance,  stated  that  a  few  years 
ago  the  University  of  Oxford  had  to  make 
its  course  commence  with  the  mere  rudi- 
ments of  education,  and  on  page  26  of 
their  Report  the  Commissioners  arrived  at 
the  conclusion,  among  others,  that  the 
classical  knowledge  possessed  by  young 
men  leaving  school  was  very  low,  but  that 
the  knowledge  of  arithmetic,  mathematics, 
and  general  information  was  lower  still. 
Now  the  deficiencies  thus  pointed  out  in 
no  unfriendly  spirit  were  such  that  he  felt 
sure  the  Committee  must  deplore  their  ex- 
istence. At  Winchester,  in  his  time, 
neither  writing  nor  reading  was  taught, 
and  a  similar  state  of  things  prevailed,  he 
believed,  at  most  of  our  public  schools. 
The  question  then  arose  how  so  great  a 
want  was  to  be  supplied  ?  His  idea  was 
that  the  sources  of  improvement  were  not 
to  be  sought  in  the  endowments  of  a  school, 
but  in  the  parents  of  the  children  by  whom 
it  was  attended.  The  object  which  the 
Committee  should  endeavour  to  secure  was 
to  bring  the  opinion  of  the  parents  to  bear 
on  the  system  of  instruction  which  their 
children  received  ;  because  our  public 
schools  being  in  the  main  adventure  schools 
necessarily  depended  very  much  on  those 
who  were  their  customers.  It  was  desi- 
rable, therefore,  that  the  fathers  and 
mothers  of  England  should  be  made  ac- 
quainted with  the  deficiencies  in  the  edu- 
cation given,  and  the  way  to  that  was  to 
submit  the  schools  to  examination  and  to 
make  known  the  result.  If  the  views  of 
the  Commissioners  shouTd  then  be  found 
to  be  correct,  a  service  would  be  done  by 
having  public  attention  called  to  the  fact, 
while,  if  not,  an  erroneous  notion  would 
have  been  dispelled,  and  the  schools  would 
be  the  gainers.  In  either  event  such  ex- 
aminations as  he  proposed  could  not  fail  to 
be  attended  with  advantage,  and  he  could 
not  see  how,  on  the  ground  of  expediency, 
there  could  be  any  objection  to  the  clause. 
But  then,  perhaps,  it  might  be  opposed  on 
the  ground  of  right.  It  might  be  contended 
that  Government  Inspectors  could  not  pro- 
perly be  empowered  to  enter  the  schools 
for  the  purpose  of  instituting  an  examina- 
tion of  the  pupils.  These  schools,  how- 
ever, he  would  remind  the  Committee  were 
really  founded  on  endowments,  and  the 
Commissioners  on  Middle-class  Education 
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reported  in  favour  of  haying  every  endowed 
school  examined  under  Government  in- 
spection. He  was  therefore  only  asking 
the  Committee  to  anticipate  the  recom- 
mendations of  those  Commissioners  ;  and, 
indeed,  it  would,  he  thought,  have  heen 
better  if  endowed  schools  had  been  dealt 
with  as  a  whole,  and  the  invidious  dis- 
tinction between  public  and  prifate  schools 
obviated.  If  the  subjects  to  which  his 
clause  related  were  taught  in  our  public 
schools,  he  could  not  understand  why  they 
should  shrink  from  the  proposed  examina- 
tion ;  if  not,  he  .could  not  see  why  the 
House  of  Commons  should  shrink  from 
making  the  fact  known  to  the  world.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  mofing 
the  following  clause : — 

"  That  all  bojs  educated  at  the  Beven  Schools 
mentioned  in  this  Act  shall  be  examined  once  a 
year,  by  one  of  the  Inspectors  of  the  Committee 
of  Council  on  Education,  in  reading,  writing  from 
dictation,  arithmetic,  including  vulgar  fractions, 
practice,  and  the  rule  of  three,  geography,  Eng- 
lish grammar  and  history,  and  the  results  of  such 
examination  and  the  Report  of  the  examining  In- 
spectors shall  be  laid  before  Psrliament.~(lfr. 
iowe). 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  contended 
that  the  effect  of  the  adoption  of  the  clause 
would  be  to  degrade  the  great  public  schools 
of  England  down  to  the  le?el  of  village 
schools.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
in  another  place  ascribed  his  success  in 
life  to  his  command  of  his  mother  tongue; 
but  he  would  venture  to  say  that  there 
was  no  Member  of  that  House  who  owed 
more  to  other  sources.  Had  he  trusted  to 
his  mother  tongue  alone,  independently  of 
the  classical  reputation  which  he  had  ac- 
quired, he  would  scarcely  have  reached  so 
high  a  position  as  he  had  achieved.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  wish  to 
interfere  with  private  right,  and  the  func- 
tion of  the  Head  master  of  the  school. 
There  was  no  such  thing  as  num  »ana  tn 
corpora  sano,  as  when  the  mind  was  culti- 
vated the  body  suffered,  and  when  the  body 
was  highly  cultivated  the  mind  suffered. 
The  richness  of  our  language  arose  from 
the  Anglo-Saxon  foundation,  enriched  by 
copious  gatherings  from  Greek  and  Latin. 
It  was  to  these  agglomerated  sources  that 
the  English  language  owed  its  richness. 
The  object  of  Eton  and  Westminster  was 
to  raise  the  minds  of  the  pupils  ;  but  all 
those  in  the  public  schools  would  feel  that 
examination  in  the  branches  mentioned  in 
the  Resolution  would  be  a  degradation. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  be  would 
be  obliged  to  vote  against  the  clause,  be- 
Mr,  Lowe 


cause  he  did  not  think  the  Inspectors  of 
the  Committee  in  Council  would  be  the 
proper  examiners,  nor  did  he  think  an  ex- 
amination should  be  limited  to  reading, 
writing,  and  arithmetic,  or  be  confined  to 
the  schools  affected  by  the  Bill.  He 
thought  all  endowed  schools  should  be 
subjected  to  examination.  Nothing  seemed 
more  clearly  proved  than  this  in  the  evi- 
dence before  the  Committee.  If  his  right 
hon.  Friend  would  frame  a  clause  that 
would  submit  all  these  schools  to  an  ex- 
tensive examination,  he  (Mr.  Forster) 
would  vote  for  it ;  but  he  was  afraid  many 
of  the  schools  would  think  this  clause  an 
insult. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  hoped 
the  clause  would  be  pressed  to  a  division, 
because  it  was  evident  that  most  pupils  at 
public  schools  did  not  know  as  much  as  / 
an  intelligent  charity  boy.  Complaint  had 
been  made  that  the  whole  time  of  public 
school  boys  was  taken  up  by  the  study  of 
Latin  and  Greek;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
they  learnt  very  little  of  these  languages. 
An  ordinarily  educated  German  could  con- 
verse with  a  foreigner  in  Latin  if  the  two 
had  no  other  language  in  common ;  but 
how  many  Englishmen  carried  from  a 
public  school  sufficient  Latin  to  do  this  ? 
He  confessed  that,  although  he  might  be 
able  to  translate  some  half  dozen  words  of 
Latin,  he  was  wholly  unable  to  translate  a 
sentence  from  the  Greek,  although  he  had 
studied  those  languages  for  ten  years  at  a 
public  school.  He  complained  that  it  was 
the  fault  of  the  system  and  his  misfortune 
that  this  was  so.  The  fact  was,  public 
schools  had  become  mere  hotbeds  of  social 
exclosiveness  and  aristocratic  prejudice,  ^ 
where  people  sent  their  sons  to  pick  up 
what  they  called  gentlemanly  connections. 
He  hoped  that  a  division  would  be  resorted 
to,  in  which  case  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  find  more  Members  voting  for  him 
than  be  expected. 

Mr.  WALPOLE  agreed  that  it  was 
desirable  to  remedy  as  far  as  possible  the 
deficiency  of  their  public  schools  with  re- 
gard to  the  lower  branches  of  education  ; 
but  be  did  not  think  that  the  remedy  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  apply 
would  at  all  hit  the  source  of  the  disease. 
The  sources  of  the  deficiency  were  chiefly 
two— one  was  connected  with  the  boys,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  bad  virtually  admitted  was 
his  own  case,  the  other  was  traceable  to 
the  parents.  The  real  fault  lay  with  the 
parents  themselvesy  who  left  the  responsi- 
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bility  altogether  upon  the  school  and  the 
iqasterB,  and  did  not  pay  sufficient  atten- 
tion themselves  to  the  progress  which  their 
boys  made.  But  how  was  that  difficulty 
to  be  got  ofer?  He  believed  the  Bill 
would  meet  this  evil  much  better  than  the 
appointment  of  Inspectors,  and  that  it 
would  be  the  primary  duty  of  the  newly- 
constituted  governing  bodies  to  make  regu- 
lations for  accomplishing  the  very  purposes 
to  which  it  was  proposed  that  the  Inspec- 
tors should  apply  themselves.  It  would  be 
a  great  mistake,  and  that  not  merely  in 
educational  matters,  to  encourage  the  be- 
lief that  everything  which  was  complained 
of  could  be  got  rid  of  by  a  system  of  Go- 
vernment inspection.  Evils  like  these  were 
properly  to  be  encountered  and  surmounted 
by  the  exertions  of  the  people  themselves. 
Even  if  Government  Inspectors  were  ap- 
pointed, in  time  the  duties  would  be  very 
imperfectly  discharged,  and  the  system 
would  end  very  much  in  matters  of  form. 
Seeing,  therefore,  that  the  object  which 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  chiefly  in  view 
could  be  accomplished  by  trusting  and 
strengthening  the  new  governing  bodies,  he 
hoped  the  Motion  would  not  be  pressed  to 
a  division. 

Mb.  PERCY  WYNDHAM  said,  there 
was  no  doubt  the  fault  lay  to  some  extent 
with  the  parents  ;  but  a  parent  who  paid 
£200  a  year  for  the  education  of  his  boy 
had,  at  the  same  time,  a  right  to  expect 
that  he  would  be  taught  the  elementary 
branches  of  learning.  For  his  own  part, 
he  hoped  the  Motion  would  be  pressed  to  a 
division.  The  Govern tilent  had  done  a 
great  deal  during  the  last  twenty  years 
for  the  education  of  the  poorer  classes,  and 
Jt  was  time  now  that  something  should  be 
done  for  the  children  of  the  upper  and 
middle  classes.  Government  inspection, 
he  believed,  would  do  a  great  deal  towards 
renewing  public  confidence  in  the  education 
given  in  the  public  schools. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  of  all  the  curious 
propositions  put  forward  during  the  present 
discussion,  this  was  the  most  remarkable. 
For  the  last  couple  of  years  the  Legislature 
had  occupied  itself  in  constituting  anew 
the  Governing  Bodies  of  the  great  schools  ; 
it  had  not  hesitated  to  deal  freely  with 
founders'  wills,  with  Acts  of  Parliament, 
or^  as  some  put  it,  had  not  scrupled  to 
"  rob  the  poor."  But  hardly  was  all  this 
done,  the  work  even  was  not  yet  completed, 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Lowe) 
came  forwhtd  and  said — 

**  These  ver/  authorities  whom  70a  have  jost 


established  with  to  strong  a  hand  are  not  fit  for 
anjthing  —  not  fit  even  to  judge  whether  the 
schools  are  teaching  anything  or  nothing." 

Surely,  if  you  have  swept  away  much  of 
what  exists  and  set  up  something  in  its 
stead  that  you  declare  not  to  be  competent 
to  decide  whether  children  can  read  or 
write,  you  must  have  done  a  great  deal  of 
wrong,  and  the  better  course  would  be  to 
proceed  no  further  with  the  Bill.  What 
confidence  could  the  Committee  put  in  the 
machinery  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe)  now 
proposed?  Why,  he  was  the  very  man 
who  was  forced  to  come  down  to  the  House 
some  years  ago  and  state  that  all  the 
beautiful  system  of  inspection  which  had 
gone  on  for  many  years  under  the  Privy 
Council  was  an  utter  failure,  that  the  chil- 
dren could  neither  read  nor  write,  and  that 
an  Act  of  Parliament  was  necessary  to 
set  right  the  very  matters  which,  according 
to  the  Inspectors'  Reports,  varied  only  in 
their  degrees  of  excellence.  He  honestly 
avowed  that  he  had  no  faith  in  the  pro- 
posed system  of  inspection.  It  was  a  se« 
rious  charge,  and  behind  it  was  the  whole 
question  of  visitation.  Were  the  Commit- 
tee going  to  strike  down  the  system  of 
visitation,  and  to  create  in  its  stead  a 
system  of  inspection  ?  The  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex  (Mr.  Labouchere)  told  the 
House  that  there  were  a  great  many  boys 
in  these  schools  who  learnt  nothing.  Some 
of  these  were  not  wanting  in  ability,  but 
they  set  that  ability  to  work  to  defy  the 
masters,  putting  up  with  any  little  incon- 
veniences for  the  sake  of  carrying  their 
object.  If  the  Committee  chose  to  enact 
that  the  children  in  the  different  public 
schools  should  learn  reading,  writing,  or 
arithmetic,  that  proposition  in  itself  might 
be  deserving  of  consideration.  But  a  sys- 
tem of  Government  inspection,  he  believed, 
would  be  a  failure,  and,  furthermore,  would 
militate  against  the  system  of  visitation. 

Mb.  ACLAND  said,  the  great  evil  of 
the  public  schools  was  the  tacit  recognition 
of  idleness.  One  of  the  Assistant  masters 
at  Eton  brought  before  him  very  plainly 
the  difficulty  of  grappling  with  this  evil, 
when  he  repeated  a  saying  of  the  parent  of 
one  of  these  boys — "  I  don't  care  whether 
my  boy  learns  anything  as  long  as  he 
makes  a  good  connection.  '  The  gentleman 
who  made  this  remark  was  a  man  likely  to 
rise  into  a  very  high  position  in  society, 
but  he  was  nevertheless  somewhat  of  an 
upstart.  The  ceremony  of  examination 
under  the  operation  of  the  clause  would 
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in  bit  opinion,  be  a  great  farce.  Who 
were  to  be  the  examiners  ?  Inspectors 
appointed  bj  the  Privy  Council,  who,  he 
must  saj,  with  all  respect  for  some  of 
them,  were  not  men  in  the  slightest  degree 
fitted  to  discharge  the  duty.  Indeed,  it 
would  be  nothing  less  than  an  insult  to 
any  respectable  middle-class  school,  he 
thought,  to  send  such  persona  to  examine 
the  scholars.  Why  were  decimal  fractions 
omitted  from  the  list  of  subjects  in  which 
the  examination  was  to  take  place  ?  He 
hoped  the  Committee  would  not  consent  by 
a  sidewind  to  erect  the  President  of  the 
Council  into  a  Minister  of  Public  Instruc- 
tion. If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Calne  was  so  anxious  for  im- 
provement in  the  direction  to  which  his 
clause  pointed,  why  did  he  not  propose,  he 
should  like  to  know,  that  all  boys  should 
be  examined  before  they  were  admitted  to 
our  great  public  schools  ?  He  himself  was 
the  advocate  of  enforcing  elementary  edu- 
cation in  the  schools  of  England  from  top 
to  bottom ;  but  the  subject  was  one  of 
great  importance,  requiring  serious  con- 
sideration, and  ought  not  to  be  dealt  with 
in  a  chance  clause,  such  as  that  under 
discussion.  The  clause  should  run,  not 
''  all  boys  educated  at  the  seven  schools  ;" 
but  all  boys  '*  admitted "  to  the  seven 
schools. 

Colonel  STKES  maintained  that  the 
principle  advocated  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Calne  was  a  sound 
one.  The  object  of  the  clause  was  to  see 
that  the  endowed  schools  did  their  duty  in 
elementary  knowledge.  The  fault  was  not 
in  the  pupils  or  the  parents,  but  in  the 
system.  According  to  the  rules  at  Harrow 
a  pupil  might  go  out  with  honours  in  Greek 
and  Latin  without  knowing  the  multiplica- 
tion table. 

Ma.  J.  STUAET  MILL  said,  the  re- 
medy which  was  now  proposed  was  that 
the  scholars  should  be  examined,  not  in 
what  the  schools  professed  to  teach,  but  in 
what  every  boy  should  know  before  he  went. 
To  examine  them  in  what  any  boy  should 
know  at  a  National  School  might  be  an  ex- 
tremely good  joke  against  the  schools  ;  but 
he  hoped  no  one  would  vote  for  it  seriously. 
The  examination  should  be  in  those  sub- 
jects the  cultivation  of  which  was  the 
purpose  of  the  schools.  But  he  quite 
agreed  that  the  examination  provided  by 
the  clause  might  be  applied  as  an  entrance 
examination. 

Mb.  HETGATE  thought  the  objections 
which  had  been  urged  against  the  teaching 
Mr.  Ackmd 


at  Eton  applied  more  to  a  past  state  of 
things  than  to  the  present. 

Mb.  NEATE,  having  a  great  respect 
for  endowments,  protested  against  the  way 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe)  proposed 
to  treat  them,  and  expressed  himself  as  not 
well  satisfied  with  the  feeble  defence  of 
them  which  had  been  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Walpole). 

Ma.  LOWE,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Westminster  (Mr.  Stuart  Mill),  who 
argued  that  the  Motion  might  be  good  as 
far  as  it  went,  but  that  it  should  go  further, 
observed  that  it  could  go  no  further,  as 
there  was  no  machinery  by  which  the  boys 
could  be  examined  to  better  effect  than 
according  to  the  plan  he  proposed.  With 
regard  to  the  Universities,  there  were  enor- 
mous endowments  held  out  to  those  who 
learnt  there  ;  but  with  regard  to  elementary 
studies  nothing  was  to  be  got  in  the  way  of 
endowments,  and  no  endowments  were 
held  out  as  rewards  for  good  teaching. 
Therefore,  it  was  important  to  bring  before 
the  public  the  amount  of  deficiency  in 
teaching  which  might  exist  in  any  institu- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  for  Devizes  (Mr. 
D.  Griffith)  said  that  his  (Mr.  Lowe's) 
tongue  was  not  enough.  Now  he  (Mr. 
Lowe)  quite  agreed  with  him — mother  wit 
was  wanted  as  well  as  mother  tongue.  As 
to  the  statement  that  there  was  no  such 
thing  as  mens  sana  in  corpore  sano,  prob- 
ably on  that  point  the  hon.  Member  spoke 
from  his  own  experience.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Walpole)  attributed  the 
evil  to  the  wrong  cause,  and  suggested  the 
wrong  remedy.  He  said  that  the  evil  was 
the  fault  of  the  parents.  How  was  it  their 
fault  if  they  paid  sufficiently  for  the  educa- 
tion of  their  children  ?  In  that  case  was 
it  not  the  fault  of  those  who  undertook  to 
give  the  education  and  did  not  give  it? 
Then,  again,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  the  remedy  was  to  be  sought  in  the 
governing  bodies.  Was  that  according  to 
the  analogy  of  human  affairs  ?  The  evil  of 
these  endowments  was  that  the  persons 
enjoying  them  had  a  duty  to  perform  but 
no  interest  in  performing  it,  and  it  was  de- 
sirable to  create  that  interest  in  the  Head 
masters  by  making  known  to  the  parents 
what  was  and  was  not  taught.  Then  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr. 
Henley)  said  that  it  was  monstrous  that 
these  great  changes  should  have  been  made, 
and  that  governing  bodies  who  were  not 
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competent  to  see  the  desired  things  done 
shoold  have  been  created.  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  suppose  that  the  governing 
bodies  of  schools  eonld  be  inspectors  in  that 
sense,  and  that  they  should  look  hf^r  the 
Head  masters  and  stimulate  them  to  teach 
what  ought  to  be  taught  ?  Where  were  to 
be  found  the  goTerning  bodies  who  had 
ever  exercised  this  great  superrision  ?  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire  ex- 
pressed surprise  that  he  (Mr.  Lowe)  should 
have  made  the  present  proposal,  because 
he  had  pointed  out  that  the  inspection  of 
schools  was  nugatory,  and  yet  he  now  ad- 
rised,  it  was  said,  the  introduction  of  in- 
spection. What  be  now  proposed  was  not 
inspection,  bat  examination ;  and  when 
inspection  was  found  deficient  was  not  the 
evil  remedied  by  examination  ?  The  state- 
ments which  were  made  with  regard  to  the 
defective  results  of  inspection  were  at  the 
time  boldly  denied,  and  by  no  one  more 
strongly  than  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  yet  when  they  came  to  be  investigated 
every  word  of  them  was  verified.  It  stood 
pro  confesio  that  the  things  mentioned  in 
his  clause  were  not  taught  at  these  schools ; 
but  he  would  not  expose  the  remedy  pro- 
posed in  the  clause  to  the  disadvantage  of 
a  division  in  the  existing  temper  of  the 
House. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Mr.  ATRTON  moved  clauses,  to  be 
inserted  in  all  statutes  under  this  Act, 
providing  for  the  admission  of  day  scholars 
into  every  school  to  which  the  Bill  applied. 
In  a  vague  way  the  Bill  recognizea  the 
admission  of  such  scholars ;  but  the  pro- 
vision did  not  go  far  enough,  it  being 
merely  permissive,  whereas  the  object  of 
his  clause  was  to  make  the  admission  of 
day  scholars  compulsory.  The  demands 
of  the  masters  of  these  schools  were  enor- 
mous—£150  or  £200  a  year  ;  but  there 
were  a  great  many  people  in  this  country 
who,  from  their  position,  might  fairly  de- 
sire to  have  their  sons  educated  in  those 
schools  who  could  not  afford  to  pay  such  a 
sum.  There  were,  for  instance,  officers  in 
the  army  and  navy,  members  of  the  pro« 
fessions,  many  country  gentlemen  and 
clergymen,  whose  income  would  not  enable 
them  to  pay  such  large  demands.  Then» 
there  were  a  great  many  widows,  whose 
husbands  had  occupied  considerable  posi- 
tions, and  who  generally  resorted  to  the 
places  were  those  schools  were  situated, 
in  order  to  obtain  education  for  their  sons 
at  the  low  rate  of  charge.     It  was  incum- 


bent on  the  Committee  to  secure  that  the 
classes  he  had  described  should  have  the 
benefit  of  education  for  their  sons  on  pay- 
ing the  actual  sum  required  for  instruction. 
The  only  objection  to  this  was  that  the 
richer  classes  sent  their  sons  there  for 
social  considerations,  which  they  regarded 
as  superior  to  educational  considerations. 
Now,  that  was  a  feeling  to  which  they 
ought  not  completely  to  succumb.  The 
spirit  of  exdttsiveness  was  cultivated  by 
these  schools,  and  the  more  the  false  pride 
and  pretension  of  money  was  checked  the 
better,  by  the  association  of  the  children 
of  the  wealthy  with  those  who,  though  not 
so  rich,  were  probably  their  superiors  in 
mental  accomplishments  and  moral  eleva- 
tion of  character.  He  proposed  to  limit 
the  application  of  the  clause  to  children 
residing  with  persons  who  stood  to  them 
in  the  fourth  degree  of  relationship.  He 
trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  consent  to  the  clause  being  inserted 
in  the  Bill. 

Clause  (In  the  statutes  to  be  made  under  this 
Act,  for  eyerj  school  to  which  this  Act  applies, 
provision  shall  be  made  for  the  education  of  any 
iM>7,  as  a  day  scholar,  who  maj  be  residing  within 
three  miles  of  the  school  with  a  parent  or  relative 
within  the  fourth  degree  of  relationship,  con- 
sanguinity, or  affinity,  or  with  his  guardian,  and 
who  may  be  proved  by  a  preliminary  examination 
to  be  in  other  respects  fit  to  be  educated  at  such 
school :  Provided,  That  every  such  boy  may  be 
required  to  pay  a  reasonable  sum  for  his  educa- 
tion not  exceeding  that  paid  by  borders,)— (ifr. 
Ayrtotif) — brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Mb.  p.  WYKE ham-martin,  in  sup- 
porting  the  clause,  observed  that  when  he 
was  at  Eton  there  were  there  a  certain 
number  of  day  scholars,  the  sons  of  trades- 
men, who  were  received  upon  an  equality 
with  the  rest  of  the  scholars. 

Mb.  BARNETT  also  supported  the 
clause  and  remarked  that  he  recollected 
when  the  head  boy  of  Eton  was  the  son  of 
an  Eton  tradesman. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERB  said,  that  the 
boys  were  all  treated  alike  at  the  public 
schools. 

Mb.  WALPOLE  objected  to  the  clause, 
on  the  ground  that  it  would  interfere  with 
the  management  of  the  school  by  per- 
mitting the  influx  of  a  number  of  boys  far 
larger  than  the  teaching  power  of  the 
school  was  calculated  to  educate  in  a  pro- 
per manner.  He  added  that  under  a  clause 
of  the  Bill  the  object  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  might  be  accomplished. 

Mb.  NEATE  urged  the  ^necessity  for 
some  such  provision^  as  the  interest  of  thB 
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Bohool  would  rather  be  in  the  direotion  of 
boarders,  who  would  be  more  profitable^ 
than  of  day  scholars. 

Mr.  AYRTON  urged  that  there  was  no 
ground  for  the  objection  made  bj  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  the  clause.  He  was 
willing  to  consent  to  the  introduction  of 
words  to  guard  against  any  undue  increase 
in  the  number  of  the  scholars. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTB  re- 
marked that  in  the  12th  clause  power  was 
gifen  to  the  Governing  Bodies  to  afford 
facilities  for  boys  other  than  boarders  to 
attend  the  schools. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said  that  power  was  not 
given  to  the  Commissioners  to  do  what  he 
required,  and  therefore  the  clause  was  ne- 
cessary. 

Mr.  W.  B.  FORSTBR  said,  bethought 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  do  well 
to  leave  the  education  of  the  day  boys  to 
the  Commission. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pat,  **  That 
the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time." 

The  Committee  divide :  —  Ayes  40 ; 
Noes  96  :  Majority  56. 

House  resuxned. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Thursday. 

IRELAND  —  COMPULSORY    PRESENT- 
MENTS.—<iUESTION. 

Colonel  FRBNCH,  on  rising  to  put  a 
Question  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Bxche- 

?uer  respecting  the  amount  levied  off  the 
rish  counties  by  compulsory  presentment 
under  the  head  of  Audit,  referred  to  the 
circumstances  under  which  Mr.  Anthony 
Blake  was  appointed  to  the  office  of  Chief 
Remembrancer  under  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment passed  in  1833.  In  his  opinion  com- 
pulsory presentments  had  been  levied  off 
the  Irish  counties  in  a  very  unconstitu- 
tional manner.  For  works  on  the  Shannon, 
which  had  not  effected  the  objects  for  which 
they  had  been  undertaken,  as  much  as 
£300,000  had  been  so  levied.  He  hoped 
his  riffht  hon.  Friend  would  state  how 
much  had  been  levied  for  audit  expenses. 
He  would  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  For  how  many  years  the 
sum  of  £500  a  year,  part  of  the  amount 
levied  off  the  Irish  counties  by  compulsory 
presentment  under  the  head  of  Audit,  has 
been  placed  to  the  credit  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  ;  and,  whether  it  is  intended 
to  appropriate  the  accumulated  sum  to- 
wards developing  the  resources  of  Ireland  ? 
Mr.  Keate 
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Thb  OHANOBLLOR  of  the  BXCHB- 
QUBR  said,  that  in  answer  to  the  first 
Question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  be 
had  to  say  that  the  money  referred  to  had 
been  paid  into  the  Consolidated  Fund  since 
the  Act  passed  authorising  such  payment, 
which  was  in  1843.  There  was  an  Act 
passed  in  the  first  year  of  the  present 
reign  to  provide  for  the  audit  of  accounts 
in  Ireland,  and  a  fee  of  not  exceeding  de. 
per  hundred  was  to  be  paid  to  constitute  a 
fee  fund.  The  Lord  Lieutenant  could 
charge  on  that  fund  any  expenses  neces- 
sary for  carrying  out  the  Act ;  and  it  was 
provided  that  the  Expense  of  auditing  the 
Treasurer's  accounts  should  be  borne  by 
the  counties.  In  1843  an  Act  was  passed 
having  relation  to  the  offices  of  Chief  and 
Second  Remembrancers  in  Ireland ;  and 
since  the  passing  of  that  Act  the  duties 
formerly  discharged  by  one  of  the  liemem- 
brancers  in  regard  to  auditing  the  accounts, 
for  the  audit  of  which  the  fees  were  levied, 
had  been  performed  by  one  of  the  Masters 
in  Chancery,  who  was  paid  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund.  It  seemed  not  unreason- 
able, therefore,  that  the  respective  counties 
should  in  respect  of  the  audit,  contribute 
to  the  Consolidated  Fund  a  sum  equal  to 
that  which  they  formerly  paid  to  the  Re- 
membrancer. He  was  not  aware  that 
there  was  any  accumulation  from  those 
fees.  If  his  right  hon.  Friend  could  show 
that  there  was,  he  would  have  the  matter 
inquired  into.  He  could,  however,  assure 
his  right  hon.  Friend  that  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  was  a  considerable  loser  by 
the  offices  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  in  Ire- 
land, as  the  fees  received  from  them  did 
not  amount  to  the  sum  which  had  to  be 
provided  for  those  offices. 

Mb.  SYNAN  said,  he  did  not  think  the 
explanation  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer satisfactory.  The  Master  in 
Chancery  who  audited  the  accounts  re- 
ferred to  only  received  the  same  salary  as 
the  other  Masters  of  the  same  Court. 


SUPPLY— OIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

SuppLT — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee). 

(1.)  £67,380,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  British  Museum. 

Mr.  LOWE :  The  grant  to  the  British 
Museum  last  year  was  £95,446,  and  the 
sum  for  which  I  am  to  ask  this  year  is 
£99,380,  showing  an  increase  of  £3,934. 
That  increase  is  accounted  for  mainly  by 
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grants  for  different  tpeoial  purposes.  For 
inttance,  £1,000  extra  have  been  granted 
for  the  purchase  of  Mr.  Hay's  ?erjr  ourions 
and  interesting  collection  of  Egyptian  an- 
tiquities ;  £1,300  for  the  purchase  of  a 
bronze  head  of  Hypnos,  with  an  owl's  wing 
on  one  side  of  the  head,  and  other  bronzes 
of  great  valne  ;  £1,000  for  researehes  in 
Asia  Minor,  conducted  by  Mr.  Dennis, 
mainly  into  the  tombs  of  the  Lydian  kings 
at  Sardis ;  and  £1,000  to  the  gentleman 
who  was  sent  with  the  Abyssinian  Bzpe- 
dition.  These  sums  together  nearly  cover 
the  increase  upon  the  former  Estimate  ; 
and,  as  the  year  has  been  rery  on  eventful,  it 
is  not  necessary  for  me  to  detain  the  Com- 
mittee with  further  obserrations.  I  ought, 
however,  to  mention  the  munificent  bequest 
which  has  been  made  to  the  Museum  by 
Mr.  Slade  of  a  very  curious  collection  of 
glass  worth  £8,000,  and  prints  worth 
£1,600.  The  gentleman  whom  we  de- 
spatched to  Abyssinia  upon  a  scientific 
misaion  with  the  expeditionary  force  seems 
have  acquitted  himself  of  the  task  with 
great  energy  and  considerable  success.  He 
obtained  a  large  quantity  of  Ethiopic  manu- 
scripts, which  we  have  not  yet  had  an  op- 
portunity of  inspecting,  but  which  may, 
perhaps,  contain  something  of  interest  and 
value,  remembering  that  in  1820  the  re- 
markable Book  of  Jasher  was  recovered 
from  Abyssinia.  Mr.  Holmes,  it  seems, 
contrived  to  get  into  Magdala  within  ten 
minutes  after  the  troops  entered ;  he  found 
the  dead  body  of  Theodore,  and  made  a 
sketch  of  him  as  he  lay,  which  competent 
judges  have  pronounced  to  a  most  faithful 
and  admirable  likeness.  He  also  secured 
from  a  private  soldier,  for  the  very  mode- 
rate sum  of  £4,  the  crown  of  the  Abuna, 
and  also  a  chalice  and  some  other  articles. 
I  am  sorry  to  add  that,  though  these  were 
obtained  for  the  modest  amount  which  I 
have  stated,  we  are  now  offered  by  the 
Government  the  option  of  purchasing  our 
own  collection  for  the  sum  of  £2,000. 
These  were  the  only  items  which  it  was 
necessary  for  him  to  mention  in  connection 
with  the  Vote.  There  is  only  one  subject 
more ;  but  it  is  one  which  ought  always  to 
be  mentioned  on  these  occasions,  and  that 
is  the  question  of  room.  There  is  no 
complaint  against  the  Government  on  this 
account.  They  have  taken  all  the  neces- 
sary information,  and  I  trust  that  before 
long  we  shall  have  a  comprehensive  scheme, 
which  is  so  much  needed  for  the  proper 
display  of  the  objects  in  the  Museum.  The 
fact  is  we  are  proceeding  in  a  most  absurd 


manner.  We  are  spending  large  sums  in 
obtaining  a  valuable  collection,  a  great 
part  of  which  is  useless  and  packed  away, 
because  this  House  has  not  made  due  pro- 
vision for  the  treasures  it  has  so  liberally 
acquired.  This  is  a  state  of  things  which 
is  an  opprobrium  to  the  national  liberality 
and  taste.  We  have  a  collection  that 
would  make  the  fortune  of  twenty  ordi- 
nary museums,  yet  they  are  lost  to  view  as 
if  they  did  not  exist,  and  they  are  under- 
going a  process  of  injury  and  dilapidation. 
He  hoped  that  something  would  soon  be 
done  to  remove  this  opprobrium  on  the 
public  taste  and  sense.  The  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  concluded  by  moving  the  Vote. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  congratulated 
the  Trustees  on  the  success  of  their  efforts 
10  obtaining  works  of  art ;  but  could  not 
congratulate  the  Museum  upon  its  success 
in  a  popular  point  of  view.  Notwithstand- 
ing the  sums  that  had  been  spent  on  it, 
the  people  did  not  go  to  it  as  they  were 
expected  to  do,  and  the  number  of  visitors 
fell  off  every  year.  Even  the  readers  fre- 
quenting the  Reading  Room  showed  a 
diminution  of  more  than  30,000  in  the  last 
six  years.  There  was  far  too  much  of 
some  things,  and  too  little  of  other  things. 
People  got  tired  of  seeing  so  many  cats, 
dogs,  monkeys  and  birds — in  fact  it  wanted 
weeding.  Many  of  the  gems  and  articles 
of  value  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ad- 
mitted were  put  away  in  cellars.  Even 
celebrated  antiquities  did  not  please  every- 
one. A  person  he  knew  said  of  one  room  that 
it  was  '*  full  of  big  stones,  and  men  with- 
out heads,  and  he  did  not  see  much  merit 
in  them."  He  told  his  friend  he  was  not 
perhaps  a  judge  of  Fine  Art  ;  but  being 
himself  in  the  room  devoted  to  antiquities 
the  other  day  not  a  single  person  was  to 
be  seen.  The  public  wanted  greater  va- 
riety, and  the  tastes  of  all  should  be  con- 
sidered and  not  that  of  only  one  part  of  the 
community.  At  present  he  could  not- 
regard  the  British  Museum  as  a  success, 
or  as  a  proof  of  good  management. 

CoLOKEL  NORTH  said,  that  as  it  ap- 
peared that  some  of  the  greatest  curiosities 
that  would  give  the  Museum  greater  no- 
velty were  ••  going  to  the  bad  "  for  want 
of  more  space,  he  wondered  why  the  worthy 
Alderman  did  not  propose  a  large  sum  for 
a  proper  building. 

Viscount  AMBERLEY  agreed  in  think- 
ing that  the  present  managemement  of  the 
Museum  was  not  satisfactory ;  but  the 
fault  was  not  with  the  Trustees.  One 
great  drawback  to  the  library^  was  the 
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want  of  a  printed  catalogue.  If  a  cata- 
logue were  published  every  three  or  four 
years  the  sale  would  be  to  a  considerable 
extent  remunerative,  and  it  would  greatly 
add  to  the  usefulness  of  the  Museum. 

Mr.  M.  OHAMBEES  said,  that  a  few 
years  ago  property  might  have  been  pur- 
chased adjacent  to  the  Museum  on  very 
reasonable  terms.  He  believed  that  it 
would  be  an  economical  thing  even  now  if 
an  estimate  were  made  for  the  purchase  of 
the  property  in  Montague  Street,  and  if 
negociations  were  forthwith  entered  into  to 
buy  the  property.  Such  a  step  would,  of 
course,  invoke  the  question  of  the  separa- 
tion of  articles  of  vertu  from  the  collection 
of  natural  history.  Ought  it  not  to  be  the 
duty  of  some  one  to  ascertain  what  articles 
were  now  stowed  away  and  perhaps  going 
to  ruin  for  want  of  proper  accomodation  in 
the  Museum  ?  He  believed  the  time  had 
arrived  when  there  ought  to  be  a  proper 
depositary  for  the  invaluable  treasures  of 
every  description  collected  in  the  British 
Museum. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Supply — Customs  Department. 

(2.)  £1,024,653,  Customs  Department. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  commended  the 
economical  administration  of  this  Depart- 
ment, and  said  it  was  an  example  which 
he  thought  might  be  advantageously  imi- 
tated in  the  Admiralty  and  other  Depart- 
ments ;  but  he  ought  to  have  remembered 
the  Customs  existed  for  the  collection  of 
money  and  the  other  offices  seemingly  only 
for  the  purpose  of  spending  it. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Supply — Inland  Reyenue  Department. 
(3.)  £1.574,210.  Inland  Revenue  De- 
partment. 
Vote  agreed  to. 

Supply — Post  Oppiob,  &c. 

(4.)  £2,369,235,  Post  Office,  &c. 

Viscount  MILTON  called  attention  to 
the  absence  of  any  direct  communication 
between  this  country  and  British  Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr.  SCLA.TER-BOOTH  said,  the  mat- 
ter could  be  more  conveniently  entered 
into  if  the  noble  Lord  would  give  Notice  of 
a  Question  upon  it. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSE  remarked  upon 

the  insufficient  redress  given  with  respect 

to  lost  letters,  and  gave  an  instance  which 

recently  came  under  his  own  notice.     He 

Vuoount  AmlerUy 


was  not  quite  sore  that  the  Post  Office  was 
so  well- managed  as  it  was  stated  to  be, 
and  complained  that  the  authorities  were 
rather  harshly  prosecuting  a  company  for 
delivering  circulars  at  a  fourth  of  the  cost 
which  they  charged. 

Mr.  M.  chambers  expressed  an 
opinion  that  much  improvement  might  be 
made  in  the  postal  service  by  the  adop- 
tion of  a  system  of  country  sorting  offices, 
to  which  letters  might  be  sent  direct,  in- 
stead of,  as  in  many  cases,  being  first  sent 
to  London,  whereby  much  time  was  lost. 
Some  years  ago  he  drew  the  attention  of 
the  Post  Office  to  this  subject.  He  found 
that  if  a  letter  intended  to  be  sent  to 
Chatham  were  put  in  the  Post  Office  at 
Woolwich  at  seven  o'clock,  it  was  sent  up 
to  London,  and  passed  by  Woolwich  again 
at  twelve  o'clock  the  next  day,  and  was 
not  delivered  at  Chatham  till  about  two 
o'clock  in  the  day.  He  admitted  that  the 
great  commercial  communities  were  well 
served  ;  but  he  thought  greater  advantages 
might  be  conferred  on  the  rural  districts. 

Mr.  M'LAEEN  called  attention  to  the 
expediency  of  carrying  printed  matters 
cheaply  by  the  Post  Office.  The  Post 
Office,  having  a  monopoly,  was  able  to 
drive  private  carriers  out  of  the  market. 
But  when  the  private  carriers  were  allowed 
to  deliver  circulars,  they  could  carry  with 
profit  to  themselves  for  a  farthing  what 
the  Post  Office  charged  a  penny  for  carry- 
ing. Agencies  were  established  in  Liver- 
pool, London,  Edinburgh,  and  other  towns 
for  the  delivery  of  circulars  ;  but  the  Post 
Office  took  legal  means  of  establishing  its 
monopoly,  and  put  down  the  private  trade. 
The  Post  Office  now  proposed  that  they 
should  be  allowed  to  do  all  the  telegrapli 
business  of  the  country,  on  the  ground  that 
they  could  do  the  work  much  more  cheaply 
than  the  telegraphic  companies.  If  that 
was  true,  why  could  not  the  Post  Office 
carry  circulars  for  double  the  charge  that 
would  be  asked  by  private  carriers  ?  He 
thought  the  Post  Office  ought  to  carry  any 
printed  matter  not  exceeding  one  ounce  for 
a  halfpenny.  If  that  price  were  charged 
a  very  large  number  of  circulars  would  be 
sent  through  the  Post  Office.  There  was 
a  special  reason  why  circulars  should  be 
carried  by  the  Post  Office  cheaply  at  this 
time.  Millions  of  circulars  were  sent  out 
at  election  time,  and  it  had  been  calculated 
that  if  a  candidate  for  a  large  town,  such 
as  Liverpool,  Glasgow,  or  Manchester, 
were  to  send  four  circulars  to  each  elec- 
tor by  the  penny  post  it  would  cost  him 
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£1,000.  He  (Mr.  Mliareu)  did  not 
know  whether  the  rales  of  the  House 
would  allow  him  to  move,  ''  That,  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  the  Post  Office 
should  oarrj  printed  matter,  not  ex- 
ceeding one  ounce  in  weight,  for  a  half- 
penny.^' No  Act  of  Parliament  was  neces- 
sary to  effect  the  alteration.  An  Order 
from  the  Treasury  to-morrow  would  he  as 
effectual  as  any  Act  of  Parliament.  He 
hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  would 
take  this  matter  into  their  serious  consi- 
deration, and  give  an  assurance  that  the 
reform  he  suggested  should  he  carried  into 
effect  without  delay. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  that  with 
reference  to  the  matter  so  ably  advocated 
by  his  hon.  Friend,  he  could  not  help  sug- 
gesting to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer that  it  would  be  very  proper  to  carry 
bond  fide  election  circulars  through  the 
Post  Office  free.  If  that  were  done  it 
might  come  to  pass  that  candidates  would 
address  their  constituents  much  more  by 
circulars  than  by  speeches.  Election  ex- 
penses were  increased  much  more  than 
hon.  Gentlemen  were  aware  by  the  charges 
for  the  delivery  of  election  circulars. 

Colonel  FRENCH  said,  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen seemed  to  forget  that  the  Post 
Office  contributed  to  the  revenue  of  the 
country.  In  his  opinion  no  person  had 
reason  to  complain  of  Id.  being  charged 
for  any  quantity  of  printed  matter  not 
exceeding  four  ounces.  The  efficiency 
and  economy  of  the  Post  Office  had  been 
recognised  in  every  country.  As  to  the 
complaint  of  want  of  accommodation  in 
the  rural  districts,  he  could  say  that  as 
far  as  his  experience  went  it  was  not  well 
founded. 

Mr.  WTLD  called  the  attention  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  a  prosecu- 
tion which  was  being  carried  on  against 
the  Circular  Delivery  Company.  That 
Company  charged  only  one  farthing  for  a 
circular  for  which  the  Post  Office  charged 
Id.  Now,  a  moat  important  question 
was  involved  in  this  prosecution  ;  because 
if  the  Government  could  prosecute  the 
Company  they  could  also  prosecute  any 
private  person  who  delivered  his  own  cir- 
culars. If  it  were  true  that  the  country 
derived  a  revenue  from  the  Post  Office,  it 
should  not  be  forgotten  that  the  Post 
Office  was  established  for  the  benefit  of 
the  country. 

Mr.  RAMSAY  said,  that  the  object  of 
the  Post  Office  was  to  bring  the  different 
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parts  of  the  country  within  reach  of  each 
other.  He  could  assure  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  below  him  (Colonel  French) 
that  his  experience  as  to  the  accommo- 
dation given  to  the  rural  districts  was 
very  different.  He  knew  parts  of  Scot- 
land where  the  post  hom  London  could 
not  be  reckoned  to  reach  in  less  than  a 
month,  and  where  a  letter  from  New  York 
would  arrive  as  soon  as  one  from  London. 
He  had  himself  conveyed  Her  Majesty's 
Mails  for  the  last  fifty  years  for  nothing 
in  some  of  the  remote  districts  of  Scot- 
land. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  was  not  able  to  answer  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Wyld) 
about  the  prosecution,  as  he  had  not  re- 
ceived Notice  that  it  would  be  nut ;  but  if 
the  hon.  Member  would  repeat  it  he  would 
be  happy  to  let  him  know  how  the  matter 
stood  at  another  time.  With  respect  to 
the  Circular  Delivery  Agency,  he  under- 
stood that  some  of  those  agencies  pro- 
fessed to  deliver  circulars;  but  it  was  found 
that  a  great  many  of  the  circulars  which 
it  was  alleged  were  delivered  were  thrown 
into  rivers  and  ponds  and  out-of-the-way 
place,  and  that  some  of  them  were  put 
mto  pillar-boxes  without  being  paid  for,  in 
order  that  they  might  be  delivered  by  the 
Post  Office.  He  was  not  sure,  therefore, 
that  those  agencies  really  carried  out  what 
they  professed  to  do.  He  had  been  several 
times  in  communication  with  the  Post 
Office  to  see  whether  printed  matter  weigh- 
ing less  than  four  ounces  could  not  be 
carried  cheaper  than  Id.  The  question 
was  still  under  consideration,  and  he 
hoped  that  they  should  arrive  at  a  satis- 
factory solution  of  it. 

Mr.  Aldermak  LAWRENCE  com- 
plained that  the  postal  communication 
with  the  Continent  of  Europe  was  very 
defective,  and  that  no  progress  had  been 
made  in  the  delivery  of  letters.  They 
were  told  in  the  Post  Office  Directory  that 
there  were  two  mails  a  day  made  up  for 
France,  Belgium,  Holland,  Hamburgh, 
Bremen,  Prussia,  Spain,  Portugal,  Italy, 
and  Denmark;  and  therefore  one  might 
imagine  that,  as  two  mails  left  England 
for  those  places,  there  were  two  deliveries; 
but  that  was  not  the  case.  It  was  true 
that  two  mails  were  daily  sent  to  Italy, 
but  there  was  only  one  delivery ;  because 
when  the  letters  posted  in  London  in  the 
evening  reached  Paris  in  the  morning  they 
they  remained  there  all  day  until  evening, 
when  the  French  mail  left  Paris  for  Italy, 

2  E  Digitized  by 


83S         8upply^Po3t  Ofice  fOOUMOKS) 


Faciei  S&rvice. 


886 


A  letter  posted  in  London  at  seven  o'clock 
in  the  evening  reached  Italy  exactly  at 
the  same  time  as  a  letter  posted  at  Liver- 
pool. He  thought  the  time  was  come  fur 
all  the  nations  of  Europe  arriTing  at  an 
understanding  not  only  upon  the  question 
of  postal  intercommunication  between  the 
various  countries,  but  also  upon  the  matter 
of  establishing  some  uoiform  system  and 
rate  of  postage.  The  subject  was  one  well 
worthy  of  investigation  and  consideration 
by  the  Post  Office  authorities  in  England. 
It  was  of  the  utmost  importance  that  the 
great  bulk  of  the  correspondence  of  this 
country  should  not  be  delayed  at  Paris,  as 
was  the  custom  at  present.  Nobody  could 
guarantee  when  a  letter  posted  at  London 
would  reach  Berlin,  Madrid,  or  other  dis- 
tant places,  as  no  information  on  this  point 
was  given  in  the  Postal  Ouide,  This 
dearly  demanded  a  remedy.  He  consi- 
dered that  if  the  subject  were  properly 
discussed  an  uniform  rate  of  postage  might 
be  procured. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

POST   OPPICE  VJLQfKZL  8ERVICB, 

(5.)  £789.349,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Post  Office  Packet  Service. 

Mb.  CRAWFORD  called  attention  to 
the  recent  increase  of  postage  on  letters 
addrcHsed  to  the  East  Indies  and  Ceylon, 
and  the  exemptions  allowed  in  certain  pri- 
vileged cases.  The  subject  was  considered 
two  years  ago  by  a  Select  Committee  of  the 
House,  and  recommendations  were  made 
which  resulted  in  increased  facilities  being 
afforded  and  in  many  additional  services 
being  established.  A  recent  arrangement 
with  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Company 
had  given  the  public  the  advantage  of  com- 
municating once  a  week  with  Bombay,  in- 
stead of  forty-eight  times  a  year  as  formerly; 
but  this  increase  from  forty-eight  to  fifty- 
two  posts  in  the  year,  or  about  8i  per  cent, 
had  been  followed  by  an  increase  in  the 
rate  of  postage  from  lOd.  to  Is,  Id.  for 
letters  going  by  way  of  Marseilles,  and 
from  6ci.  to  9d.  for  letters  going  by  South- 
ampton. In  other  words,  the  Government 
were  making  those  who  used  the  Post 
Office  pay  the  extra  expense  of  increased 
service  instead  of  trying  what  was  to  be 
made  out  of  the  cultivation  of  new  and  im- 
proved communication  with  India.  Great 
objections  bad  been  taken  to  tbe  coarse 
pursued  by  tbe  Treasury,  not  only  here 
but  in  India  ;  and  various  Chambers  of 
Commerce  and  other  bodies  interested  bad 
Mr*  Alderman  Lam'ence 


petitioned  on  tbe  subject,  altbough,  so  far 
as  he  was  aware,  no  answer  had  been  re- 
turned to  these  representations.  The  pre- 
sent postage  system  was  full  of  anomnliea 
— for  instance,  a  letter  not  exceeding  balf- 
an-ounce,  vid  Marseilles,  was  charged 
\$,  Id.,  and  to  China  Y$,  4ci.,  whereas  the 
same  letter  could  be  sent  the  much  greater 
distance  of  Australia  for  lOd.  He  could 
not  understand  why  this  should  be  so. 
Again,  a  large  mercantile  letter,  contain- 
ing enclosures,  say,  of  two  ounces,  could 
be  sent  to  Australia  for  3«.  4d.,  the  same 
rate  as  was  charged  for  India,  whereas 
4«.  4ci.  was  charged  for  Ceylon  and  6$,  4d. 
for  China.  And  the  only  ground  that  he 
could  see  for  this  overcharge  was  that  the 
Government  bad  given  the  people  of  India 
the  privilege  of  writing  and  posting  their 
letters  fifty-two  times  in  the  year,  instead 
of  forty- eight  times.  He  objected  to  these 
increased  burdens  being  placed  upon  the 
shoulders  of  correspondents.  In  the  case 
of  American  and  other  letters,  the  postage 
was  being  reduced  ;  and  he  could  not  un- 
derstand why  a  different  system  should 
prevail  with  regard  to  Indian  letters,  unless 
it  was  because  the  Indian  purse  was  a 
convenient  one  to  tax.  The  subject  was 
one  of  great  importance,  and  he  had  re- 
ceived representations  from  many  people 
in  India  respecting  it.  He  had  hoped  that 
some  Member  of  the  Government  would 
have  directed  their  attention  to  it.  If  hia 
remarks  were  to  receive  no  attention,  he 
had  perhaps  as  well  sit  down  at  once, 
though  he  had  hoped  that  some  Member 
of  the  Treasury  would  have  paid  attention 
to  what  he  was  saying. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  I  rise  to  Order,  Sir; 
I  am  listening  to  every  word  the  hen. 
Member  is  saying.  I  have  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  other  Gentlemen  on  this  Beneb 
are  listening  also  ;  and  I  am  therefore 
quite  at  a  loss  to  put  any  interpretation 
that  is  intelligible  upon  the  observations 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  CRAWFORD  said,  that  he  had 
observed  that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury had  been  paying  attention  ;  but  he  did 
not  think  he  would  interest  himself  in  these 
mere  departmental  details.  He  would  now 
proceed  with  his  remarks.  The  Post  Office 
authorities  had  given  notice  that,  concur- 
rently with  tbe  establishment  of  tbe  weekly 
mail  service  to  India,  the  rates  would  be 
raised  to  It.  Id.  per  |o2.  to  the  general 
public,  while  letters  for  officers  of  the  army 
and  navy  would  still  be  carried  at  6d.  «t4 
Southampton,  and  lOd.  vi^  MarseiUei.  He 
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could  not  uoderatand  on  wbfti  principle  ibis 
privilege  was  granted,  and  he  knew  that 
to  many  commercial  and  profetsional  men 
po8taii:e  wa8  as  much  a  burden  as  it  wai 
to  officers  of  the  armj  and  navj.     The  re- 
cent increased  charges  had  the   effect  of 
inducing  people  who  carried  on  an  exten- 
bUb  correspondence  with   India  to  look  far 
more  doselj  than  thej  had  preyionslj  done 
to  that  item  of  their  expenditure  ;  and  be 
could  state  that  a  firm  in  the  City  had 
thus  been  induced  to  use  lighter  paper  and 
to  adopt  other  expedients  by  which  their 
expenses  were  diminished   £5  a  week  on 
their  inward  and  the  same  sum  on  their 
outward  letters,    so  that  the  Post  Office 
would  receife  from  them  £500  a  year  less 
than  there  bad  been  receiyed  before  the 
change  that  had   recently  been  effected. 
He   felt  convinced  that  a  similar  course 
would  be  followed  by  other  firms,  and  that 
the  Treasury  in  the  long  run,  instead  of 
benefiting,  would  suffer  by  the  increased 
rate  of  postage,  which  could  be  justified 
neither  by  expediency  nor  fairness.     Re- 
ferring to  a  recently  issued  Return,  in  which 
the  net  produce  of  the  mails  between  the 
United  Kingdom  and  India,  &c.,  was  es- 
timated by  deductions  of  the  amounts  paid 
to  the  French  Government  and  to  the  co- 
lonies, and  of  £25,000,  or  Id.  out  of  the 
13d.,  for  inland  conyeyance,  he  said  that 
if  the  latter  deduction  were  made,  it  would 
be  equally  fair  to  charge  the  Military  Es- 
timates with  the  sum  saved  to  British  sol- 
diers and  Bailors.     Commenting  upon  some 
discrepancies  in  Returns,  he  traced  them 
to  the   natural  tendency  on   the  part  of 
those  who  framed  the  Estimates  to  make 
the  burden  on  the  taxpayers  in  this  coon- 
try  for  Indian  postage  appear  as  large  as 
possible.     He  had  no  intention  of  moving 
an  Amendment,  and  he  apologized  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Sclater- Booth)  for  having  noticed 
his  departure  from  the   House   when   his 
absence  was  only  temporary. 

Mb.  HORSFALL  said,  the  principle 
had  been  frequently  laid  down  in  that 
House  that  mail  packet  contracts  ought 
to  be  thrown  open  to  public  competition. 
But  he  bad  heard  it  stated  that  that  rule 
had  not  been  followed  in  the  case  of  the 
contract  for  the  West  India  mail  service, 
and  he  should  be  glad  to  receive  some 
explanation  upon  that  subject. 

Mr.  T.  baring  said,  he  wished  to 
bring  under  the  notice  of  the  House  and 
of  the  Government  a  complaint  made  by 
the  inhabitants  of  Penang.    For  a  period 


of  twenty-two  years  the   people  of  that 
colony  had  enjoyed  direct  postal  commu* 
nication  with  England ;  but  they  had  been 
deprived  of  that  advantage  by  the  contract 
recently  entered  into  with  the  Peninsular 
and    Oriental  Company.      He  had   put  a 
question  on  the  subject,  and  had  received 
a  reply  which  left  the  impression  that  the 
Post    Office    would    re-open    negotiations 
with    the  Company,   in   order  to   remedy 
the  grievance  ;  and  a  communication  was 
sent   to   the    Secretary  of  the  Company, 
setting  forth  the  complaints  that  had  been 
made  since  their  steamers  ceased  calling 
at  Penang.     The  Company  offered  to  re- 
sume the  old  system  provided  their  sub- 
sidy was  increased  by  £5.000  a  year.  That 
offer  was  followed  last  month  by  a  letter 
from  the  Post  Office,  stating  that  the  Lords 
of  the  Treasury  would  not  assent  to  such 
an  arrangement.  He  believed  that  hitherto 
no  case  had  occurred  when   after  postal 
communication    had    been   accorded   to  a 
colony  it  had  been  stopped  without  any 
compensation   or   equivalent    being  given 
to  the  colony.     In  regard  to  this  particu- 
lar colony  it  could   be  shown  that  at  the 
time  when  the   privilege   was  granted    it 
was  poor  and  unprotected,  and  yet  in  the 
course  of  twenty-two  years  it  had  increased 
enormously*   and  was   still   making  rapid 
advances.      This   was  obvious   from    the 
fact  that  one  year's  tonnage  at   Penang 
now  was  equal  to  the  tonnage  in  the  ten 
years  preceding  the  establishment  of  postal 
communication.    It  was,  however,  now  ar- 
ranged that  the   mails    should   be  taken 
from  Singapore  to  Penang  and  back  again 
to  Singapore.     But  as  the  outward  bound 
steamer  touched  at  Singapore  only  three 
days  before  the  homeward  steamer  from 
China  touched  there  it  would  follow  that 
the  merchants  at  Penang  would   not  be 
able  to  answer  their  letters  for  a  fortnight. 
It  could  hardly  be  denied  that  this  was  a 
substantial  grievance.     And  what  was  the 
reason  for  making  the  new  arrangements  f 
He  WAS  told  that  the  only  offer  for  carry- 
ing the  mails  to  the  East  had  proceeded 
from  the    Peninsular  and   Oriental  Com- 
pany ;  butt  on  the  other  hand,  it  should 
be  borne  in  mind  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment was  the  only  body  which   could 
thus  employ  the  Company,  and  that  con- 
sequently the  Government   was   perfectly 
able  to  insist  that  the  Company's  vessels 
should  touch  at  Penang  as  before.     In- 
deed, the  contract  contained  a  clause  under 
which  the  Government  could  force  on  the 
Company  the  resomption  of  it§  former 
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duties  as  regards  Penaog,  subject  to  snob 
compensation  as  might  be  awarded  bj  an 
arbitrator.  The  Company,  however,  bad 
offered  to  perform  the  service  for  £5,000 
extra,  and  therefore  the  cost  to  the  coun- 
try would  be  but  slight  when  it  was  con- 
sidered that  the  postage  between  Penang 
and  this  country  produced  between  £2,000 
and  £3,000.  He  confessed  himself  unable 
to  say  very  confidently  whether  the  new 
system  would  expedite  the  transmission  of 
correspondence  between  China  and  this 
country  ;  but  at  all  events  the  calling  at 
Penang  would  only  occupy  fifteen  hours 
longer.  The  Government  was  bound  to 
consider  whether  it  could  not  restore  direct 
postal  communication  with  Penang  or  make 
some  arrangements  which  would  give  satis- 
faction to  the  colony.  The  conduct  of  the 
Post  Office  had  been  truly  ridiculous.  He 
was  not  an  advocate  for  an  extravagant 
expenditure  ;  but  a  stingy  saving,  which 
was  not  economy,  had  been  effected,  and 
it  might  result  in  starving  one  of  our  dis- 
tant possessions  without  nourishing  the 
Empire.  Indeed,  it  would  tend  to  deprive 
us  of  those  collateral  sources  of  wealth 
which  established  the  prosperity  of  the 
country,  and  which  were  obtained  by  a 
liberal  treatment  of  our  dependencies.  The 
question  in  reality  was,  whether  the  Post 
Office  Department  should  lose  between 
£2,000  and  £3,000  per  annum,  or  whe- 
ther, on  the  other  hand,  the  settlement  of 
Penang  should  be  wholly  deprived  of  the 
facility  and  adfantage  of  a  prompt  com- 
munication with  this  country. 

Sm  6E0RGB  BOWTER  pointed  out 
that  under  the  old  arrangement  the  steam- 
ers of  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Com- 
pany touched  at  Malta;  but  under  the 
new  arrangements  they  had  ceased  to  do 
so.  At  present  our  communications  with 
that  important  dependency  were  made  un- 
der most  unsatisfactory  circumstances  — 
Italian  steamers  being  employed  to  convey 
the  mails  to  Sicily  and  thence  to  Malta. 
The  communication  between  Sicily  •  and 
Malta  was  only  once  a  week,  and  the  con- 
sequence was  that  there  was  unnecessary 
delay  in  the  transmission  of  letters  between 
Malta  and  this  country.  This  was  a  great 
injustice  to  a  dependency  which  had  vastly 
increased  in  importance  since  the  cession 
of  the  Ionian  Islands.  Malta  was  a  great 
port  and  also  a  strong  fortress,  besides 
which  it  had  the  capabilities  for  becoming 
a  dock  for  the  whole  of  the  Mediterranean. 
And  yet,  while  knowing  full  well  how  im- 
portant a  place  it  was,  the  Government 
Mr.  T.  B<mng 


had  totally  neglected  the  means  of  com- 
munication between  this  country  and  Malta, 
but  had  allowed  the  mail  service  to  be  per- 
formed by  foreign  steamers.  The  present 
service  was  dilatory,  uncertain,  and  alto- 
gether unsatisfactory.  If  the  Government 
did  not  take  this  matter  up,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  do  so,  in  justice  not  only  to 
Malta,  but  to  this  country  also. 

Mb.  CANDLISH  said,  he  had  been  in- 
formed that  the  Government  had  not  only 
not  invited  tenders  for  an  intermediate 
monthly  mail  to  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope, 
but  had  disregarded  an  uninvited  tender, 
though  it  was  lower  than  the  contract 
made  with  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental 
Company,  In  substance,  that  contract  had 
been  entered  into  last  year  ;  but  it  was 
not  yet  laid  on  the  table  of  the  House,  If 
he  had  not  been  correctly  informed,  the 
fault  was  with  the  Department  in  not  hav- 
ing furnished  before  now  a  correspondence 
which  had  been  ordered  for  the  use  of 
Members.  If  contracts  were  laid  on  the 
table  only  a  few  days  before  the  termina- 
tion of  the  Session,  the  rule  of  producing 
them,  that  they  might  be  approved  or  ob- 
jected to  within  a  month,  was  not  kept  in 
spirit. 

Mr.  Aldebman  LUSK  observed  that  in 
the  matter  of  postal  contracts  the  public 
should  be  considered  as  well  as  merchants 
and  owners  of  steam- packets.  The  Go- 
vernment were  bound  to  view  such  ques- 
tions in  an  economical  light — not  forgetting 
the  taxpayers — and  to  see  that  the  total  sum 
received  for  postage,  if  it  did  not  equal, 
should  at  least  bear  a  considerable  pro- 
portion to  the  amount  paid  for  the  contract. 
In  many  cases  the  subsidies  were  too  large, 
and  he  thought  better  bargains  might  be 
made. 

Mb.  WYLD  suggested  that  the  experi- 
ment of  having  the  packets  call  at  Fal- 
mouth should  be  tried,  as  that  of  having 
them  call  at  Plymouth  had  not  been  con- 
sidered successful. 

Mb.  HORSMAN  said,  he  bad  received 
several  communications  from  merchants 
and  others  on  the  subject  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  Committee  by  the  hen. 
Member  for  Huntingdon  (Mr.  T.  Baring), 
and  he  had  accompanied  that  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  one  of  a  deputation  on  the  subject 
to  the  Postmaster  General.  By  a  Resolu- 
tion passed  in  1860,  all  contracts  extending 
over  a  period  of  years  for  the  conveyance 
of  mails  by  sea  were  required  to  be  laid 
on  the  table  of  the  House  for  a  month,  and 
the  sanction  of  the  House  was  necessary 
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to  give  them  yaliditj.  When  this  qnestion 
was  first  started  hy  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Ajrton)  the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  that,  in  consequence  of 
the  Tiew  which  seemed  to  be  taken  bj  the 
House,  he  thought  it  would  be  undesirable 
to  conclude  the  contract  till  the  House 
should  hate  had  a  further  opportunity  of 
expressing  an  opinion  on  the  subject.  Now, 
he  took  it  that  the  rule  respecting  the  lay- 
ing of  those  contracts  on  the  table  had 
reference  to  a  regular  Session  ;  but  when 
Parliament  held  what  he  might  call  the 
Abyssinian  Session  last  November,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  laid  this  par- 
ticular contract  before  the  House  on  the 
27th  of  that  month,  and  proposed  a  Reso- 
lution giving  it  the  approval  of  the  House 
on  the  29tb.  In  a  House  of  sixty-eight  that 
Resolutiou  was  carried  by  55  to  13.  He 
thought  that,  under  all  the  circumstances, 
that  might  be  considered  as  snapping  a 
division  in  favour  of  the  contract.  This 
case  was  one  without  precedent.  Twenty- 
five  years  ago  a  postal  communication  was 
given  to  Penang.  Since  that  time  Penang 
had  gone  on  improving.  It  had  an  in- 
creasing revenue,  and  that  being  so,  there 
was  no  precedent  for  taking  away  from  it 
postal  advantages  which  it  had  been  enjoy- 
ing for  a  quarter  of  a  century.  The  inten- 
tion of  Parliament  had  plainly  been  set 
aside,  inasmuch  as  no  opportunity  had  been 
afiPorded  them  of  seeing  the  contract  that 
was  laid  upon  the  table,  while  at  the  same 
time  their  representatives  in  this  country 
were  precluded  from  expressing  their  opi- 
nions as  to  its  merits.  It  had  always  been 
the  practice — a  practice  invariably  adopted 
by  Sir  Rowland  Hill  — not  to  withdraw 
postal  communications  which  had  been 
once  established,  on  the  ground  that  the 
districts  so  convenienced  failed  to  make  a 
profitable  return  to  the  revenue,  because  it 
was  found  that,  though  a  loss  might  be 
incurred  for  a  few  years,  the  very  nature 
of  such  communication  was  to  produce  and 
create  a  development  of  correspondence, 
and  so  ultimately  to  make  an  ample  return. 
As  there  was  no  precedent  for  withdrawing 
this  communication  from  Penang,  it  only 
required,  he  felt  sure,  that  the  facts  should 
be  stated  in  order  to  obtain  the  alteration 
which  was  so  much  desired. 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  he  would 
endeavour,  as  far  as  he  could,  to  answer 
the  observations  made  by  hon.  Members, 
though  the  Committee  would,  he  trusted, 
extend  some  indulgence  to  him,  as  much  of 


what  had  been  referred  to  related  to  his 
predecessors  in  Office.  In  answer  to  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  (Mr.  Crawford)  with  refer- 
ence to  the  increased  charge  levied  upon 
letters  sent  to  India,  he  would  remind  the 
Committee  that  the  new  contract  with 
the  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Company  had 
entailed  an  additional  expense  of  £300,000 
a  year  upon  the  country.  When  he  was 
asked  if  the  new  contract  was  a  paying  one, 
he  could  only  say  that,  while  the  old  con- 
tract was  conducted  at  a  loss  of  £S2,Q00  a 
year,  the  new  contract,  even  if  the  new 
rates  returned  what  was  anticipated,  would 
involve  a  loss  of  £195,000  a  year.  He  was 
far  from  denying  that  these  matters  ought 
to  be  regulated  by  considerations  apart 
from  a  mere  question  of  profit  or  loss  to 
the  revenue.  The  subject,  however,  had 
received  a  very  fair  share  of  attention  in 
the  short  Session  held  before  Christmas. 
Tbe  increased  charge,  as  far  as  their  pre- 
sent experience  had  gone,  had  fully  an- 
swered their  anticipations.  At  the  time 
that  increase  was  made  it  was  contempla- 
ted that  the  result  would  be  an  increase  of 
£37,000  a  year  to  the  revenue  ;  but  their 
experience  hitherto  had  shown  that  some- 
thing like  an  increase  of  £40,000  would 
be  realised  by  a  charge  which,  if  heavier 
than  that  formerly  imposed,  was  to  a  great 
extent  justified  by  the  increase  of  postal 
facilities.  He  admitted  that  it  was  an  ex- 
periment, and  that  circumstances  might 
occur  which  would  render  a  change  neces- 
sary ;  but,  considering  the  enormous  in- 
crease which  they  had  to  pay  for  the  con- 
tract, he  thought  that  it  was  but  right  that 
they  should  endeavour  partly,  at  all  events, 
to  re-coup  themselves  by  the  imposition  of 
an  extra  charge  on  those  availing  them- 
selves of  postal  communication  between 
England  and  India,  The  hon.  Gentleman 
also  complained  of  the  reduction  which  was 
made  in  favour  of  the  officers  of  the  army 
and  of  tbe  soldiers  in  India.  He  (Mr. 
Sclater-Booth)  was  not  sure  that  the  reduc- 
tion in  favour  of  the  officers  was  altogether 
justifiable  ;  but  it  should  be  remembered 
that  those  officers  were  stationed  in  India 
from  no  inclination  of  their  own,  but  simply 
for  the  purpose  of  performing  certain  duties 
to  their  country,  and  the  indulgence  to 
them  in  this  respect  was  something  analo- 
gous to  that  which  was  made  in  their  favour 
when  travelling.  The  rates  charged  in  the 
case  of  soldiers  had  always  been  lower  than 
those  exacted  from  the  public,  and  he 
scarcely  thought  that  any  alteration  in  that 
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respect  would  be  desired.  The  redaction 
had  only  heen  granted  to  officers  of  the 
army  within  a  recent  period,  and  might, 
perhaps,  have  arisen,  to  some  extent,  from 
the  fact  that  a  reduced  rate  had  long  been 
used  in  the  ease  of  officers  of  the  navy  and 
sailors.  If  that  were  so,  it  only  showed 
how  dangerous  it  was  to  establish  a  prece- 
dent, and  how  difficult  it  was  to  adhere  to 
the  strict  path  of  rectitude  after  having 
once  departed  from  it.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man next  complained  as  to  the  difference 
of  charge  between  letters  and  parcels  sent 
to  India  and  those  sent  to  Australia.  He 
(Mr.  Solater- Booth)  was  not  sufficiently 
informed  on  the  point  to  account  for  the 
discrepancy  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  but  he  would  cause  inquiries  to  be 
made  into  the  matter,  although  it  might 
arise  from  the  greater  frequency  of  the 
communications  in  the  one  case  than  in  the 
other.  He  could  not,  however,  help  think< 
ing  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  employed 
rather  a  suicidal  argument  when  he  said 
that  in  consequence  of  the  increased  charges 
those  who  sent  to  India  so  compressed 
their  parcels  and  reduced  the  weight  of  the 
paper  they  used  that  they  were  enabled  to 
send  what  they  required  at  a  less  cost  than 
formerly.  He  congratulated  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  the  facility  with  which  he  and 
his  friends  had  overcome  the  difficulties 
placed  in  their  way  ;  but  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  his  friends  could  scarcely  expect 
that  the  old  rates  would  be  recurred  to  un- 
less he  could  guarantee  that  the  paper 
formerly  used  should  be  again  emt>loyed  and 
the  present  compression  be  discontinued. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Liver- 
pool (Mr.  Horsfall)  had  complained  that 
the  West  India  mail  contract  had  not  been 
thrown  open  to  public  competition.  He  had 
on  several  occasions,  in  answer  to  questions 
which  had  been  put  to  him,  stated  that  the 
old  contract  was  renewed  in  consequence  of 
the  injury  caused  to  the  West  India  mail 
steamers  by  the  hurricanes  of  last  autumn. 
That  Company  had  represented  to  the  Go- 
yernment  that  an  extension  of  the  term,  of 
which  two  years  then  remained  unexpired, 
would  enable  them  to  raise  fresh  capital, 
re-construct  their  fleet,  and  carry  on  their 
affairs  as  before;  and  under  the  circum- 
stances the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
after  a  great  deal  of  correspondence  had 
passed  on  the  subject,  and  after  taking  the 
advice  of  the  Postmaster  General  and  his 
very  able  staff,  did  not  regard  the  proposal 
as  unreasonable  or  improper.  He  was  sorry 
that  on  a  recent  ocoasioQ  he  had  been 
Mr,  SolaUr-Booth 


unable  to  give  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  T. 
Baring)  a  more  satisfactory  answer  with 
regard  to  the  postal  communication  with 
Penang.  It  was  true  that  Penang  was 
shut  out  by  the  terms  of  the  new  contract 
with  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Company 
from  the  advantage  of  the  postal  communi- 
cation which  it  had  hitherto  enjoyed.  But 
the  objection  taken  to  stopping  at  Penang 
was  a  very  serious  one — that  it  interfered 
to  a  certain  extent  with  the  direct  commu- 
nication with  China  and  Japan,  and  that, 
if  continued,  would  result  in  a  delay  of 
twenty-four  hours.  The  postages  received 
on  account  of  Penang  would  not  amount  to 
one-half  of  the  cost,  but  no  doubt  some 
arrangement  might  be  come  to  between  the 
authorities  at  Penang  and  Singapore, 
whereby  some  of  the  extra  cost  might  be 
borne  by  them.  The  wants  of  these  colo- 
nies had  not  been  lost  sight  of  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  it  was  hoped  that  some 
means  might  be  adopted  whereby  the  wants 
of  those  colonies  might  be  complied  with. 
With  regard  to  the  Malta  mail,  he  said  that 
one  might  suppose,  from  the  observations 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  George 
Bowyer),  that  Malta,  as  well  as  Japan,  was 
cut  off  from  all  communication  with  Eng- 
land. That,  however,  was  not  the  case, 
for  the  Malta  mail  from  Southampton, 
though  not  so  speedy  as  could  be  wished, 
called  at  Malta  every  week,  and  there  was 
a  communication  by  overland  mail  vid 
Marseilles.  There  were  two  mails  in  addi- 
tion every  week,  one  through  Italy  and  the 
other  from  Marseilles  by  French  steamers. 
Greater  regularity  might  shortly  be  ex- 
pected in  the  arrival  and  despatch  of  those 
mails.  He  was  sorry  that  the  contract 
and  correspondence  with  reference  to  the 
Cape  mails  laid  on  the  table  had  not  been 
earlier  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members,  in 
which  case  the  objection  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Candlish)  would 
have  been  satisfactorily  met.  It  would  be 
found  advantageous  both  to  the  Government 
and  the  colony. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  was  perfectly 
aware  that  there  was  communication  with 
Malta,  but  he  complained  that  the  com- 
munication was  excedingly  dilatory  and 
uncertain  ;  and  a  considerable  improve- 
ment would  he  effected  on  the  present 
system  if  the  Government  would  run  a 
steamer  between  Malta  and  Sicily. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  admitted  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  given  an  explanation  with 
respect  to  Penang  with  great  fairness,  but 
there  was  no  precedent  either  at  home  or 
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abroad  of  postal  eomtnunication  being 
withdrawn  from  any  commnnity  to  irhioh 
it  had  once  been  granted ;  atid  the  Resola- 
tidn  of  the  House  providing  that  the  postal 
contract  shonld  be  laid  on  the  table  for  a 
certain  period  had  prtioticallj  not  been 
carried  into  effect  by  the  course  which  was 
adopted. 

Mr.  T.  BARING  urged  the  claims  of 
Penang  to  improved  postal  communica- 
tion. 

Sm  COLMAN  O'LOQHLEN  called 
attention  to  the  inconvenience  which  arose 
in  respect  to  answering  letters  arriving 
froiB  Australia  by  the  present  arrange- 
ment for  the  arrival  and  departure  of  the 
mail  steamers,  the  letters  from  Australia 
reaching  this  country  after  the  mails  had 
left.  He  had  moved  for  a  copy  of  the 
memorials  from  hankers  and  others  pre- 
seated  to  the  Postmaster  General  on  this 
Bcbject  on  the  31st  of  March  last ;  but  the 
answer  given  was  that  the  matter  was  still 
under  consideration.  What  was  wanted 
f?as  a  fortnightly  mail  to  Australia. 

Mb.  O'BEIRNB  asked  if  the  Cape  mail 
contract  is  to  be  entered  into  before  hon. 
Members  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  what 
that  contract  is  ? 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  that  the 
contract  had  been  laid  on  the  table,  and 
would,  he  hoped,  be  in  the  hands  of  Mem- 
bers to-morrow.  The  question  of  a  fort- 
nightly mail  to  Australia  was  still  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Postmaster  Ge- 
neral. No  doubt  there  was  inconvenience, 
in  consequence  of  only  four  days  being 
allowed  to  answer  letters  to  Australia,  but 
it  was  very  difficult  to  arrange  the  mails  so 
as  to  suit  all  places  ;  but,  in  the  course  of 
another  year,  perhaps  some  more  conve- 
nient arrangement  might  be  devised.  The 
expense  of  a  fortnightly  mail  to  Australia 
would  be  very  great,  and  it  was  by  no 
means  clear  that  all  the  Australian  colonies 
were  of  one  mind  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  CRAWFORD  complained  that 
while  the  postage  of  newspapers  to  Aus- 
tralia was  only  Id,  it  was  2d,  to  India. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  observed  that  the 
difficulty  was  to  meet  the  requirements  at 
both  ends,  consistently  with  the  arrange- 
ments for  India  and  China.  If  another 
week  were  allowed  for  answering  letters  in 
this  country,  the  result  would  be  that  the 
letters  would  arrive  at  Sydney  two  da)'S 
after  the  homeward  mail  had  left.  On 
the   existing   basis,  he  belieyed  that  the 

{resent  time-table  was  the  best  that  could 
e  devised.  He  hoped  hou.  Members  would 


suspend  their  opinion  till  the  correspond- 
ence was  in  their  hands. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Alderman  Lawbenoe, 
Mb.  SCLATBR-BOOTH  stated  that 
there  were  two  Italian  mails  from  this 
country  to  Paris,  but  only  one  from  Paris 
to  Italy.  The  Post  Office,  however,  had 
no  power  to  remedy  that  inconvenience. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Thurs- 
day ;  Committed  to  sit  again  Tomorrow, 


IBADIsS  societies  Aim    COUBINATIOKS  OF 
WOEKUEN   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Tbomas  Fowill  Buxtov,  Bill 
to  repeal  and  amend  the  Laws  relating  to  Trade 
Societies  and  the  .CombinatioDS  of  Workmen, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Thomas  Fowkll 
BoxTOW  and  Mr.  EUchabd  Tovno. 
Bill  preiented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  310.] 


KEW  ZEALAND  ASSEMBLT's  POWBUS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Addbrlit,  Bill  to  declare 
the  powers  of  the  General  Assembly  of  New  Zea- 
land to  abolish  any  Province  in  that  Colony,  or  to 
withdraw  from  any  such  Province  any  part  of  the 
Territory  thereof,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  ADDBRLXTand  Mr.  Solatxr- Booth. 
Bill  piretenied,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  316.] 


YACCINATION  (iHELAND)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Mito,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Act  of  the  twenty-sixth  and  twenty-seventh 
years  of  Victoria,  chapter  fltty-two,  intituled  "  An 
Act  to  Further  Extend  and  make  Compulsory  the 
practice  of  Vaccination  in  Ireland/'  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  The  Earl  of  Mato  and  Mr.  Ai- 
roRjfXT  Gbitxbal  for  Irblamd. 
BiUpr»Mme<^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  317.] 


TITHE  COUMtrTATION,    &C.   ACTS  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sclater-Booth,  Bill  to  alter 
certain  provisions  in  the  Acts  for  the  Commuta- 
tion of  Tithes,  the  Copyhold  Acts,  and  the  Acts 
for  the  Inclosure,  Exchange,  and  Improvement  of 
Land,  and  to  make  provision  towards  defraying 
the  expense  of  the  Copyhold,  Inclosure,  and  Tithe 
OflBce,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Solatbr- 
BooTH  and  Mr.  Secretary  Uathorkb  Hardt. 
BilipretenUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  318.] 

Hoose  adijoomed  at  half  after 
One  o'clock. 
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HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 

TTednesdat/,  July  %,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  — Nbw  Writ  Ia«u«i>— -For  Clithe- 
roe,  V.  Richard  Fort,  esquire,  deceased. 

SiLBOT  GoMMiTTn  —  RepcTt — Kitchen  and  Re- 
freshment Rooms  (House  of  Conmions)  [No. 
409]. 

Public  Bills  —  Orcfor^i— Land  Drainage  Pro- 
visional Order  Confirmation  •  ;  Sanitary  Act 
(1866)  Amendment*  ;  Tain  ProYisional  Order 
Oonflrmation  * 

First  i2«uf%— Liquidation*  [220];  Sanitary 
Act  (1866)  Amendment  •  [222]  ;  Land  Drainage 
Provisional  Order  Confirmation  •  [223] ;  Tain 
Provisional  Order  Confirmation*  [224]  ;  Army 
Chaplains  •[225]. 

Commt««tf— Mines  Assessment  {re«mm.)  [127]; 
Portpatrick  and  Belfast  and  County  Down 
Railway  Companies*  [201];  Promissory  Oaths 
[113];  Government  ot  Lidia  Act  Amendment 

[91]— B.P. 

Rejxyri—lMaw  Assessment  (jre-comim,)  [127- 
221] ;  Portpatrick  and  Belfast  and  County 
Down  Railway  Companies  *  [201]  ;  Promissory 
Oaths  [US]. 

Considered  as  amended  —  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ire- 
land) Accounts  Audit*  [184]. 

Third  Reading  —  Ecclesiastical  Buildings  and 
Glebes  (Scotland)*  [150] ;  Court  of  Justiciary 
(Scotland)*  [174],  and  passed. 

Withdraiun-MAter  Supply  •  [181] ;  Adulteration 
of  Food  or  Drink  Act  Amendment*  [161]; 
Ejectments  Suspension  (Ireland)  *  [lOOj. 

IRELAND— RAILWAYS.— QUESTION. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  be 
would  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  What,  up  to  the  present  time, 
has  been  the  cost  of  the  Irish  Railway 
Gommission  ;  when  the  Return,  ordered 
on  the  24th  of  June  last,  of  the  details  of 
the  expenditure  of  that  Commission  will 
he  laid  upon  the  Tahle  of  the  House ;  and, 
whether  the  lahours  of  that  Commission 
are  now  closed,  or  whether  there  is  any 
foundation  for  the  statement  that  has  been 
made  in  the  Public  Press,  that  the  Com- 
missioners have  heen  asked  hy  the  Goyem- 
ment  for  a  Supplemental  Report  with  re- 
ference to  the  purchase  of  Irish  Railways  ? 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  in  reply,  that,  up  to  the 
present  time,  the  cost  of  the  Irish  Railway 
Commission  had  been  a  little  over  £22,000. 
It  could  hardly  be  said  that  the  labours  of 
the  Commissioners  had  been  finally  closed, 
because  the  Commissioners  in  their  Report 
stated  that  if  there  was  any  other  question 
on  which  they  could  afford  assistance  to 
the  Government  they  would  be  happy  to 
do  so.  With  regard  to  the  latter  part  of 
the  hon.  Baronet's  Question,  it  was  sub- 


stantially true  that  the  CommissionerB  were 
making  a  Supplemental  Report,  because 
questions  had  been  put  to  them  on  certaia 
matters  which  would  call  for  such  a  Re« 
port.  The  Commissioners  had  not  been 
asked  to  present  a  Report  as  to  the  de- 
sirability of  the  purchase  of  Irish  Railways 
by  the  Government,  but  they  had  been 
asked  to  make  certain  estimates  with  re- 
ference to  such  a  purchase  which  might, 
no  doubt,  materially  influence  the  miid  of 
the  Govemment  on  that  subject.  The 
Return  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Baronet  was 
in  the  hands  of  the  printer,  and  he  h«ped 
it  would  be  placed  on  the  table  this  wsek. 

MINES  ASSESSMENT  (re-eomndUed)  BILL. 

{Mir,  Percp  Wyndham,  Mr.  CaverMsh  Bentm/ekg 

Mr.  Henderson.) 

[Bill  127.]     oohhitteb. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  (All  Mines  to  be  rated). 

Mr.  WENTWORTH  BEAUMONT, 
who  had  given  Notice  of  his  intention  to 
move  a  series  of  new  clauses,  proposed  the 
omission  of  all  the  words  after  ''sixty-eight" 
down  to  the  end  of  that  clause,  in  order  to 
insert  the  words  **  the  occupier  of  every 
mine  in  England  and  Wales  producing  coal, 
clay,  stone,  salt,  or  ore,  shall  be  rated  in 
respect  thereof  for  the  relief  of  the  poor.*' 

Mb.  PERCY  WYNDHAM  suggested, 
that  as  the  proposals  of  the  hon.  Member 
were  more  in  the  nature  of  an  alternative 
Bill  than  of  Amendments,  it  would  be 
most  convenient  to  take  the  discussion 
upon  them  at  once  as  a  whole  ;  and  then, 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  succeeded  in  carry- 
ing the  first  of  them  on  a  diyision,  that 
decision  might  be  accepted  as  a  decision 
upon  them  all. 

Mr.  BRUCE  said,  he  wished  seriously 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Government  to 
the  great  importance  of  that  measure.  Ita 
object,  which  was  generally  approved,  was 
the  rating  of  certain  property  which  had 
hitherto  been  exempt  from  rating.  But 
now  it  also  proposed  to  make  serious  al- 
terations in  the  manner  of  rating  coal 
mines,  which  were  already  subject  to 
rates  ;  and  he  thought  a  question  of  that 
great  importance  ought  not  to  be  em- 
bodied in  the  Bill  without  due  notice  to 
the  whole  country.  It  affected  not  simply 
the  coal  owners,  who  might  as  a  body  be 
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in  favour  of  the  chaDge,  as  it  would  give 
them  a  considerable  relief ;  but  it  likewise 
affected  the  interest  of  all  other  classes  of 
ratepayers.  Therefore,  although  he  cer- 
tainly did  not  wish  to  oppose  the  further 
progress  of  a  Bill  to  which  the  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  (Mr.  Percy  Wyndham)  had  de- 
voted so  much  time  and  pains,  he  thought 
it  would  be  more  acceptable,  both  to  the 
hon.  Member  himself  and  also  to  the  House 
generally,  that  they  should  receive  from 
Her  Majesty's  Government  an  assurance 
that  they  would  take  up  the  whole  question 
as  regarded  coal  mines  and  other  mines  in 
a  future  Session. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
for  one  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  only  way  of  dealing  fairly  with  the 
question  of  rating  was  to  do  away  with 
all  exemptions.  His  hon.  Friend  would, 
he  might  add,  in  his  opinion,  do  well  not  to 
press  his  Bill  this  Session.  The  subject 
was  one  on  which  he  could  not  take  it  upon 
himself  to  legislate  now  ;  indeed,  it  be- 
longed to  another  Department  of  the  Go- 
vernment ;  but  he  confessed  he  should  like 
to  see  the  whole  question  of  exemptions 
dealt  with  in  one  Bill. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICESBEACH  said, 
he  believed  that  the  House  was  pretty  well 
agreed  that  mines  should  be  rated;  and 
the  only  remaining  question  was^  on  what 
principle  the  rating  should  be  assessed. 
His  own  opinion  was  that  all  mines  should 
be  rated  upon  the  same  principle  as  coal 
mines  ;  and  he  thought  a  simple  enact- 
ment might  be  passed  declaring  that  the 
words  "coal  mines"  in  the  statute  of 
Elisabeth  should  be  held  to  include  all 
mines.  As  to  the  course  which  the  Go- 
vernment were  prepared  to  take  in  the 
matter  he  could  give  no  definite  promise. 
All  he  could  say  was  that  his  Department 
would  give  it  due  consideration  during  the 
Recess  ;  and  he  should  be  very  glad  if  he 
were  enabled  to  introduce  a  measure  deal- 
ing with  it  next  Session. 

Mr.  HENDERSON  said,  that  there 
were  no  two  parishes  in  England  in  which 
mines  were  rated  on  the  same  principle. 

Mr.  PERCY  WYNDHAM  said,  be 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  House 
had  all  the  information  on  the  subject 
that  was  necessary  to  enable  it  to  legislate 
upon  it  with  advantage.  The  Bill  did  not 
interfere  in  the  least  with  the  principle  on 
which  coal  mines  were  rated.  It  simply 
proposed  to  obviate  the  complaints  that 
mines  were  rated  in  the  most  contradic- 
tory manner.    The  real  question  before 


the  Committee,  he  believed,  was  whether 
the  word  ''occupier*'  should  be  inserted 
in  the  clause  ;  and  he  was  opposed  to  that 
being  done,  because  it  was  necessary  to 
retain  the  provision  that  the  owner  might 
by  agreement  pay  the  rate.  In  Derbyshire 
alone  there  were  between  fifty  and  sixty 
mines,  the  royalty  on  which  did  not  exceed 
5#. ;  and  if  it  were  made  compulsory  that 
the  occupier  should  be  rated  great  incon- 
venience in  that  county  would  be  the  re- 
sult. 

Mr,  KNATCHBULL  -  HUGESSEN 
said  he  thought  the  proceedings  of  the 
Committee  would  be  facilitated  if  it  were 
decided  that  the  Bill  should  have  nothing 
to  do  with  coal  mines. 

Mr.  CORRANCE  contended  that  the 
proposition  for  a  deduction  of  33  per  cent 
was  one  which  ought  to  be  thoroughly  con- 
sidered by  the  House  before  it  was  adopted. 
He  did  not  think  it  had  been  so  considered, 
and  his  hon.  Friend  would  in  his  opinion 
act  wisely  in  withdrawing,  at  all  events, 
that  part  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  he  would  suggest 
that,  as  there  seemed  to  be  so  much  diffi- 
culty with  respect  to  the  assessing  of  coal 
mines,  it  would  be  well  that  the  portion  of 
the  Bill  relating  to  it  should  be  withdrawn, 
to  be  re-introduced  next  Session  in  a  better 
form  by  the  Government.  In  Lancashire 
three  or  four  different  plans  of  assessment 
prerailed,  and  it  would  be  desirable  that 
one  uniform  system  should  be  established. 

Mr.  KENDALL  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  mining  in  Cornwall  was  at 
present  in  a  depressed  condition,  and  that 
if  this  principle  of  rating  were  applied 
there  it  would  greatly  aggravate  the  dis- 
tress. The  copper  mines  among  others 
should  be  very  tenderly  dealt  with. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  he  objected  to  the 
application  of  a  particular  mode  of  rating 
to  particular  descriptions  of  property.  He 
thought  that  all  property  liable  to  pay 
poor  rates  should  be  rated  according  to  the 
general  system,  and  that  it  would  be  inex- 
pedient to  lay  down  a  special  principle  with 
regard  to  the  assessment  of  mines.  All 
that  was  necessary  was  a  short  clause  to 
abolish  the  exemption  from  rating  which 
had  hitherto  existed  in  favour  of  certain 
underground  property,  by  declaring  that 
erery  description  of  mines,  not  liable  to 
be  rated  to  local  rates,  should  in  future  be 
liable  to  such  rates.  The  general  law 
would  then  take  effect.  Another  question 
for  consideration  was  whether,  if  the  law 
under  which  persons  held  leases  of  property 
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ftt  a  fixed  rent  was  saddenly  changed,  it 
would  be  right  that  thej  should  bear  the 
whole  burden  of  a  new  rate.  He  suggested 
that,  in  rating  for  the  first  time  property 
which  was  never  before  rated,  it  would  be 
only  a  just  provision  to  divide  the  payment 
of  the  new  rate  between  the  landlord  and 
lessee.  He  conceived  that  the  enactment 
of  two  such  provisions  as  he  had  just  men- 
tioned was  all  that  was  necessary. 

Mr.  lid  dell  said,  he  was  glad  that 
many  difficulties  had  been  cleared  away— 
difficulties  which  arose  chiefly  from  the 
variety  of  absurd  conditions  under  which 
mining  operations  were  carried  on.  But 
that  House  would  make  a  great  mistake 
If  they  laid  down  fixed  modes  of  assessing 
mines.  As  a  representative  of  a  large 
coal  district,  he  had  always  felt  that  there 
was  very  great  injustice  in  the  exemption 
of  other  forms  of  mining  from  the  payment 
of  rates,  and  he  was  prepared  to  accept  the 
principle  that  all  mines  should  be  liable  to 
be  rated.  He  believed  that  the  effect  of 
rating  mines  would  in  many  cases  be  to 
shut  them  ;  but  the  question  was  whether 
it  would  not  be  charitable  to  do  so,  because 
at  present  they  were  being  worked  at  a 
loss.  The  coal  trade  of  the  North  had 
agreed  that  if  the  deduction  of  33)  per 
cent  in  their  favour  suggested  by  the  Valu- 
ation Committee  of  last  year  were  allowed 
they  would  consent  to  be  placed  in  the  same 
category  as  all  other  mines. 

Mr.  read  said,  he  regretted  that  the 
question  of  rating  woods  and  plantations 
had  not  been  dealt  with  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BRUCE  •  protested  against  this 
wholesale  system  of  rating  mines,  the 
country  having  received  no  sufficient  notice 
that  such  a  measnro  was  to  be  brought 
forward.     The  subject  was  much  too  im- 

?ortant  to  be  handled  by  a  private  Member, 
n  his  opinion  the  Government  ought  to 
take  the  matter  into  their  own  hands.  He 
would  recommend  that  the  assessment  of 
coal  mines  should  be  dealt  with  by  a  special 
Bill,  to  be  introduced  by  the  Government 
next  Session. 

Colonel  GRAY  moved  that  the  Chair- 
man report  Progress,  as  the  discussion 
appeared  unlikely  to  lead  to  any  result. 

Lord  HENRY  CAVENDISH  said,  he 
would  vote  for  no  measure  that  would  trans- 
fer the  rate  from  the  owner  to  the  occupier. 

Mr.  PERCY  WYNDHAM  said,  that 
everyone  who  had  spoken  appeared  to  be 
in  favour  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  but 
as  he  did  not  wish  that  at  that  period  of 
the  Session  some  measure  on  the  subject 
Mr.  AyrUm 


should  be  delayed  in  passing  through  the 
House,  he  suggested  that  hon.  Members 
having  Amendments  to  propose  should  not 
press  them,  but  allow  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Ayrton)  to  move  his  Amendment,  in  favour 
of  which  he  should  give  his  vote,  or  he 
might  run  the  chance  of  losing  the  Bill 
altogether. 

Mr.  WBNTWORTH  BEAUMONT  de- 
clined to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  that  if  the  Com- 
mittee  agreed  to  that  Amendment  he  would 
immediately  after  propose  the  one  he  had 
already  described  to  the  House. 

Motion  to  report  Progress  withdrawn. 
Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mr.  AYRTON  moved  the  addition  of 
words  to  make  all  mines  not  now  rated 
liable  to  be  rated.  They  would  be  rated 
by  the  application  of  the  ordinary  law  of 
rating. 

Page  1,  line  11,  Amendment  proposed, 
After  the  word  "  sixty-eight/*  to  add  the  words 
**  any  description  of  Mines  in  England  and  Wales 
not  now  liable  to  be  rated  to  the  rates  for  the 
relief  of  the  poor  and  other  local  rates  shall  be 
liable  to  be  rated  to  such  rates/'— <1&.  Ayrton,) 

Mr.  ST.  AUBYN  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment. He  was  very  much  afraid  that 
profits  would  be  rated. 

Mr.  KENDALL  also  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment. Although  he  was  quite  willing  that 
mines  should  be  rated,  those  in  Cornwall 
were  in  an  exceptional  condition. 

Mr.  LIDDELL  said,  he  could  not  under- 
stand the  peculiar  exceptional  character  of 
the  Cornish  mines.  If  they  were  exhausted 
or  nearly  so,  the  Assessment  Committee 
would  prove  the  fact,  or  it  would  be  their 
doty  to  ascertain  it. 

Mr.  ayrton  said,  all  the  mines  that 
would  be  rated  under  this  clause  would  be 
rated  upon  the  principle  at  present  adopted, 
all  the  circumstances  being  considered. 
The  measure  of  the  rate  would  be  the  value 
of  the  mine — that  was  to  say,  what  could 
be  got  as  a  reasonable  rent  for  a  certain 
number  of  years.  It  would  have  no  refer- 
ence to  profits. 

Mr.  KENDALL  said,  he  thought  the 
Amendment  was  fraught  with  danger. 

Mr.  WKNTWORTH  Bb^AUMONT 
said,  he  thought  that  the  occupier  should 
be  rated. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICES-BEACH  said, 
the  question  as  to  the  mode  of  rating  arose 
more  properly  upon  the  succeeding  claoses 
of  the  Bin. 
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Mb.  BRUCE  taicl,  thai  nothing  oonld  be 
more  absurd  than  the  notion  about  mines 
being  rated  on  profits.  In  his  part  of  the 
country  the  only  consideration  with  the 
Assessment  Committee  was  the  rent  that 
a  tenant  would  give  from  year  to  year. 

Question  pat,  "That  those  words  be 
there  added." 

The  Committee  divided  :^AyeB  119| 
Noes  6  :  Majority  113. 

Clause,  as  amended,  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  ATBTON  said,  that  in  consequence 
of  the  acceptance  of  his  Amendment  the 
other  clauses  of  the  Bill  were  rendered  un- 
necessary or  inapplicable.  The  only  ques- 
tion that  remained  was  as  to  the  proportion 
of  the  rate  to  be  paid  by  the  landlord. 
This  was  a  matter  of  considerable  import- 
ance, and  it  would  be  better  to  report 
Progress  and  bring  up  a  well-considered 
clause  on  the  Report. 

Mb.  PERCY  WYNDHAM  stated  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Ayrton),  in  conjunction  with  himself, 
would  propose  a  clause  on  the  bringing  up 
of  the  Report  to  settle  the  proportion  of 
the  rates  to  be  paid  by  the  landlord  and 
the  tenant. 

Remaining  Clauses  struck  otU. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Friday^  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  221.] 

PAOMISSORT  OATHS  BILL  — (Bill  118.) 
[  Lords'] — OOHMITTBB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mb.  NEWDEQATE  said,  before  the 
House  went  into  Committee  upon  this 
Bill  he  wished  to  draw  attention  to  the 
difference  between  the  form  of  Oath  pro- 
posed in  the  present  Bill  to  be  taken  by 
high  officers  of  State  and  the  Oath  of 
Allegiance  which  Parliament,  after  tweWe 
Tears'  discussion,  decided  should  he  taken 
by  Members  of  that  House.  By  this  Bill 
a  yery  important  departure  was  made  from 
the  terms  of  the  Act  of  1866.  By  that 
Act  the  Oath  was  as  follows  : — 

<'  I,  A.  B.,  do  swear  that  I  will  be  Adtbfal  and 
bear  true  AllegUnoe  to  Iler  Majesty  Queen 
Victoria  ;  and  I  do  fitithfolly  promise  to  maintain 
and  support  the  Succession  to  the  Crown  as  the 
same  stands  limited  and  settled  by  Tirtue  of  the 
Act  passed  in  the  reign  of  King  WiHiam  IIL, 
intituled  *  An  Act  for  the  further  Limitation  of 
the  Crown,  and  better  securing  the  Rights  and 


Liberties  of  the  Subject,  and  of  the  subsequent 
AcU  of  Union  with  Scotland  and  Ireland."^ 

By  the  2nd  clause  of  this  Bill  the  Oath  of 
Allegiance  runs  as  follows  : — 

'<  I  do  swear  that  I  wiU  be  fiuthfol  and 

bear  true  Allefianoe  to  Her  Majesty  Queen 
Victoria,  Her  Heirs  and  Successors,  according 
to  Law ;  So  help  me  GOD." 

In  1866  the  present  Prime  Minister  pro- 
posed that  the  Oath  should  run  in  these 
terms — 

« I»  A.  B.,  do  swear  that  I  wiU  be  fidthfol  and 
bear  true  Allegiance  to  Her  Majesty  Queen 
Victoria,  and  will  defend  Her  to  the  utmost  of  my 
Power  against  all  Conspiracies  and  Attempts  that 
shall  be  made  against  Her  Power,  Crown,  or  Dig- 
nity." 

The  House  would  pereeire  that  that  Oath 
was  a  great  deal  fuller  than  the  Oath  which 
which  was  contained  in  the  Bill  before  the 
House.  But  so  little  satisfactory  did  that 
seem  that  the  following  words  were  in- 
serted : — 

<*  And  I  do  fiuthfblly  promise  to  maintain  and 
support  the  Snooession  to  the  Throne  as  the  same 
stands  limited  and  settled  by  an  Act  passed  in 
the  reign  of  Kinff  William  III.,  intituled  '  An  Act 
for  the  further  Limitation  of  the  Crown,  and  the 
better  securing  the  Rights  and  Liberties  of  the 
Subject'" 

The  words  with  regard  to  the  Union  with 
Scotland  and  Ireland  were  added  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  There  was  nothing  in 
the  circumstances  of  this  Session  which 
ought  to  induce  the  House  to  be  less  cau- 
tious in  the  matter  of  the  Oaths  of  Alle- 
giance than  it  was  two  years  ago.  It 
might  be  said  that  the  Oaths  proposed  in 
this  Bill  did  not  contain  a  recognition  of 
the  fact  that  the  Crown  of  these  realms 
was  held  by  law,  and  that,  therefore,  the 
tenure  and  power  of  the  Crown  formed 
part  of  the  Constitution,  together  with  the 
provisions  of  Magna  Charta  and  the  Bill 
of  Rights,  which  were  embodied  in  the 
Act  of  Settlement.  He  would  point,  how- 
ever, to  the  fact  that  the  words  "by  law," 
as  they  stood  in  this  Bill,  might  refer  to 
any  law  at  present  existing  or  hereafter  to 
be  framed,  whereas  Parliament  distinctly, 
two  years  ago,  refused  to  be  satisfied  with 
anything  less  than  a  direct  recital  of  the 
Oath  of  Allegiance,  pointing  to  the  Act  of 
Settlement  as  forming  the  basis  of  the 
Sovereignty  of  the  country.  He  therefore 
desired  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  whether  he  saw 
any  objection  to  substituting  for  the  Oath 
proposed  in  the  Bill  the  Oath  of  Allegiance 
which  they,  as  Members  of  Parliament, 
were  bound  to  take,  whatever  might  be 
their  position  or  creed  ? 
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Mb.  GATHORNB  HARDY  said,  that 
the  form  of  Oath  proposed  by  the  Bill  had 
been  settled  by  the  Commission  which  had 
sat  for  a  considerable  period  to  inquire 
into  this  subject  and  by  a  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords  which  went  fully  into 
the  question.  For  himself,  he  had  no  ob- 
jection to  take  the  Oath  of  Allegiance  at 
the  table,  but  he  did  not  think  there  was 
any  material  alteration  from  it  in  the  pre- 
sent Bill.  Both  the  Commissioners  and 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  necessary  to 
make  the  form  of  Oath  as  concise  and 
clear  as  possible,  pledging  those  taking  it 
to  bear  true  allegiance  to  Her  Majesty  and 
her  successors,  but  avoiding  entering  into 
any  historical  matters.  One  objection  to 
the  present  Oath  taken  by  Members  of  that 
House,  was  that  it  declared  the  succession 
of  the  Crown  to  be  based  upon  the  Act  of 
William  IIL,  which  claimed  for  the  Sotc- 
reign  of  this  country  a  right  to  the  Crown 
of  France.  The  Oath  proposed  in  the  Bill 
was  in  fact  a  resignation  of  that  claim.  He 
could  not  assent  to  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member,  as  he  thought  that  the  form 
of  Oath  proposed  in  the  Bill  was  calculated 
to  fulfil  the  purpose  they  had  in  Tiew. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Form  of  Oath  of  Allegiance). 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Commissioners  for  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  expressed 
such  a  preference  were  against  the  adop- 
tion of  the  words  "  the  succession  accord- 
ing to  law."  In  reference  to  what  had 
also  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
he  had  always  believed  that  any  pretension 
to  the  Crown  of  France  had  long  been 
abandoned.  If  there  was  any  doubt  about 
the  point  the  Government  ought  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  formally  abandoning  any  such 
idea,  though  if  that  were  done  the  linger- 
ing attachment  which  still  existed  in  the 
minds  of  certain  Sovereigns  on  the  Con- 
tinent, and  especially  at  the  Court  of  Rome, 
to  the  House  of  Stuart  should,  in  an  inter- 
national sense,  be  equally  repudiated.  He 
thought  that  the  Act  of  Settlement  ought 
to  be  recited  in  the  Oath  taken  by  Mem- 
bers of  that  House,  and  he  therefore  moved 
an  Amendment  to  the  clause,  the  effect  of 
which  would  be  to  include  the  recital  of 
the  words  of  that  Act. 

Mr.  QATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
would  remind  the  hon.  Member  that  the 
Mr.  NewdsgaU 


subject  had  been  fully  considered,  not  only 
by  a  Commission  but  by  a  Committee  of 
the  Houso  of  Lords.  The  present  clause 
was  quite  as  binding  for  the  purposes  con- 
templated by  the  hoo.  Member  as  it  would 
be  if  the  Amendment  which  he  now  pro- 
posed were  made. 

Mb.  SYNAN  contended  that  in  pro- 
mising to  maintain  the  succession  as  by 
law  established  hon.  Members  bind  them- 
selves to  the  Act  of  Settlement,  which 
really  was  the  law  upon  this  subject. 

Sib  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  he 
wished  to  direct  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  Act  of  Settlement  stood  on  exactly  the 
same  footing  as  any  other  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  was  binding  upon  all  her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects  uDtil  it  was  repealed.  Its 
validity  required  no  more  the  recognition 
of  an  Oath  than  did  the  Statute  of  Frauds 
or  the  Statute  of  Uses.  The  old  Oath  of 
Allegiance  was  praised  by  Lord  Hale  for 
not  being  entangled  with  intricate  clauses, 
and  yet  comprehending  the  whole  duty  of 
subject  to  Sovereign.  The  proposed  Oath 
was  in  some  measure  a  return  to  that  Oath. 

Mb.  Sebjeamt  GASELEE  said,  he  ob- 
jected altogether  to  Oaths,  which  he  re- 
garded purely  as  relics  of  a  bygone  bar- 
barism. The  less  a  man  swears  the  bet- 
ter. What  was  the  use  of  this  Oath  ? 
There  was  no  doubt  that  Parliament  could 
alter  the  succession,  and  was  this  Oath 
intended  to  burden  them  if  they  wished  to 
do  so  ?  Besides,  if  a  man  did  not  do  his 
duty,  no  Oath  would  bind  him.  He  did 
not  see  why  there  should  be  so  many  dif- 
ferent Oaths.  They  were  so  numerous 
that  one  could  hardly  get  them  by  heart. 
He  thought  they  should  amalgamate  some 
of  the  Oaths  in  this  Bill,  though  for  his  own 
part,  thinking  Oaths  entirely  unnecessary, 
he  should  be  glad  to  see  the  Bill  got  rid 
of  altogether. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
thought  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Ports- 
mouth  (Mr.  Serjeant  Gaselee)  ought  to 
strongly  support  this  Bill  if  he  had  such 
an  aversion  to  Oaths,  because  it  proposed 
to  repeal  a  large  number  of  those  at  pre- 
sent imposed. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  would  not 
have  raised  this  question  if  he  had  not 
been  supported  by  the  unanimous  opinion 
of  Parliament  two  years  ago.  He  believed 
there  was  an  ambiguity  in  the  phrase 
"  according  to  law,"  while  there  was  none 
about  the  Act  of  Settlement.  Some  years 
ago  Mr.  Dillon,  a  Roman  Catholic  Member 
of  the  House,  said  of  that  Oath,  what  they 
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were  called  upon  to  do  was  not  merel j  to 
Bobmit  and  to  be  loyal  to  the  Protestant 
monaroby  of  this  oonntry,  but  to  swear  to 
maintain  an  Act  of  Parliament  which  was 
eonceiyed  in  a  spirit  most  injurious  and 
offensiye  to  the  Roman  Catholic  religion, 
bj  the  terms  of  which  a  Roman  Catholic 
was  bound,  if  at  any  time  the  Sovereign 
of  the  country  were  to  become  Roman 
Catholic,  to  take  up  arms  and  dethrone 
him.  Now,  there  was  a  wide  difference 
between  binding  them  to  loyalty  to  the 
Sorereign,  whaterer  his  creed  might  be, 
and  binding  them  by  positive  Oath  to  take 
up  arms  and  dethrone  their  Sovereign  in 
case  he  adopted  the  Roman  Catholic  creed. 
Now,  the  expression  **  to  take  up  arms  " 
was  merely  imported  into  the  discussion 
per  invidiam,  for  the  Act  said  nothing 
about  taking  up  arms,  but  undoubtedly  it 
did  release  from  their  allegiance  all  the 
subjects  of  this  realm  if  the  Sovereign 
should  become  a  Roman  Catholic.  Either 
there  was  a  difference  between  the  two 
Oaths  or  there  was  not.  If  there  was  a 
difference,  then  he  preferred  the  present. 
If  there  was  no  difference,  why  should  they 
change  a  clear  declaration  for  an  ambig- 
uous one. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  3  to  7,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (Form  of  Oath  of  Allegiance  in 
this  Act  substituted  for  Form  in  certain 
other  Acts). 

Ma.  BOUVERIE  said,  there  was  a 
growing  disposition  in  certain  clerical  quar- 
ters to  dispute  the  supremacy  of  lay  autho- 
rity, and  therefore  he  looked  with  some  jea- 
lousy on  the  proposal  in  this  clause  to  free 
the  clergy  from  making  the  declaration  as 
to  the  Royal  Supremacy  which  was  imposed 
upon  them  by  the  Clerical  Subscription 
Act  three  years  ago.  He  was  a  member 
of  the  Commission  on  whose  Report  this 
Bill  was  framed,  bnt  he  did  not  remember 
that  this  point  had  come  under  their  con- 
sideration. He  was  also  a  member  of  the 
Commission  on  Clerical  Subscriptions,  and 
the  point  was  brought  before  them  and 
discussed,  but  the  great  majority  of  the 
Commissioners  were  against  it.  Under 
these  circumstances  he  should  move  that 
the  words  exempting  the  clergy  from  the 
present  declaration  be  omitted  from  the 
clause. 


Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  fh>m 
the  word  **  substituted,"  in  line  34,  to  the 
second  word  "and,"  in  line  36.— (ifr. 
Bouverie.) 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
regretted  that  no  Notice  had  been  given  of 
so  important  an  Amendment.  He  believed 
that  in  the  Clerical  Subscription  Act  no 
new  Oath  was  imposed — there  was  simply 
a  reference  to  the  old  Oath,  and  it  was  that 
old  Oath  which  this  Bill  proposed  to  abolish. 
The  clergy,  would,  he  believed,  be  subject 
to  a  sufficient  number  of  declarations  with 
regard  to  the  Supremacy  if  the  clause  were 
carried  in  its  present  form. 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  Committee  divided :  -^  Ayes  79 ; 
Noes  dl :  Majority  28. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Remaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

House  reeumed. 

Bill  reported,  with  an  Amendment,  as 
amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow, 

GOVERNMNET  OF   INDIA  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL— [Bill  01.] 
(Sir  Stafford  Northeote,  Sir  James  Ferguaon,) 
OOMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Salaries  of  future  Members 
of  Council). 

Lord  WILLIAM  HAY  moved  to  insert 
at  the  beginning  the  words  "From  the 
passing  of  this  Act,"  to  leave  out  "  such," 
and  insert  '*  each."  The  effect  of  the 
Amendment  would  be  that  the  old  Coun- 
cillors, as  well  as  those  newly  appointed, 
should  not  serve  for  a  longer  period  than 
ten  years. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  oh- 
jected,  on  the  ground  that  the  old  Coun- 
cillors were  appointed  under  the  Act  of 
1858,  for  ten  years,  at  a  salary  of  £1,200 
a  year,  with  the  prospect  of  holding  their 
offices  for  life  or  receiving  a  pension  on 
retiring  at  the  end  of  the  ten  yeais.  To  pro- 
pose now  that  they  should  cease  to  serve 
at  the  end  of  their  ten  years  and  receive 
no  pension  was  unjust,  especially  as  the 
new  Councillors  would   be   appointedj  at 
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jB1,500,  and  would  accept  the  increaic  of 
salary  in  place  of  the  prospect  of  a  pen- 
Bion.  He  admitted  the  Act  of  1858  would 
permit  them  to  deprive  the  old  Councillors 
of  their  p^neioDB,  but  he  contended  that 
to  do  80  would  be  straining  it. 

Lord  WILLIAM  HAT  said,  he  thought 
it  so  necessary  that  some  limit  should  be 
put  to  the  term  for  which  the  old  Coun- 
cillors should  serve  that  he  was  quite 
willing  to  allow  them  the  pension. 

Mr.  HANEBY  said,  the  time  bad  ex- 
pired for  dealing  with  this  matter. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  the  time  bad  not 
expired.  The  Act  under  which  the  present 
Councillors  were  appointed  expressly  stipu- 
lated that  Parliament  should  have  the.pover 
of  re-considering  the  terms  on  which  they 
accepted  office.  This  being  so,  he  thought 
it  iponstrous  that  anyone  should  say,  '*  The 
ten  years  is  nearly  up  ;  these  men  have 
served  with  the  prospect  of  a  pension 
during  these  ten  years  ;  and  therefore  it 
would  be  unjust  to  step  in  and  say.  Par- 
liament, on  re-consideration,  could  not 
grant  the  pensions."  He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  would  consider  the  question  in  a 
reasonable  and  intelligent  manner.  It 
would  be  better  even  to  let  them  serve 
ten  years  more  at  jSl,500  than  that  no 
limit  should  be  agreed  on.  He  might  ob- 
serve that  they  were  for  the  most  part  in 
the  receipt  of  pensions  paid  out  of  the 
revenues  of  India,  and  incidentally  he 
must  protest  against  the  double  system  of 
pensions  now  growing  up;  pensions  were 
obtained  for  special  services  in  India  from 
the  Indian  Government  in  India,  and  then 
they  were  obtained  again,  on  the  general 
ground  of  length  of  service,  from  the  In- 
dian Revenue,  through  the  Office  in  Eng- 
land. 

Ma.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  that  his 
bon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton)  had  forgotten 
one  matter — namely,  that  the  pensions  from 
India  were  bought,  being  derived  from  stop- 
pages from  pay.  He  (Mr.  Stuart  Mill)  quite 
agreed  that  an  ample  salary  rendered  a 
retiring  pension  unnecessary.  But  there 
would  be  a  hardship  if,  when  the  expecta- 
tion of  pensions  had  been  held  out  to  the 
existing  Councillors,  they  were  deprived  of 
pensions  in  the  end.  If  an  increase  of 
salary  were  to  be  given  instead,  that  in- 
crease should  range  over  a  fresh  series  of 
ten  years.  But  the  reason  which  induced 
the  House  to  limit  the  service  of  future 
Councillors  should  prevent  it  from  con. 
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tinning  the  old  for  another  ten  years.  He^ 
therefore,  recommended  the  Committee  to 
agree  to  give  the  old  members  an  oppor- 
tunity of  serving  for  another  five  years  at 
the  increased  salary,  or  else  to  grant  them 
a  pension  at  the  end  of  the  ten  years. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  he  thought  faith 
ought  to  be  kept  with  the  old  Councillors, 
and  that  common  honesty  required  it 
should  be  optional  with  them  whether  they 
accepted  any  new  terms  in  place  of  those 
under  which  they  took  office.  He  did  not 
see  why  the  salary  should  be  raised  to 
£1,500,  because  many  of  the  Councillors 
would  soon  have  a  right  to  a  Civil  Service 
pension  on  accouut  of  thirty  years'  service. 
Sir  QENRY  RAWLINSON  said,  he 
thought  it  morally  out  of  the  power  of 
Parliament  to  withhold  the  pension,  be- 
cause virtually  the  full  term  had  expired, 
and  it  was  in  consequence  of  that  expira- 
tion the  Bill  was  brought  in.  If  the  old 
Councillors  had  served  only  five  years,  the 
propriety  of  granting  the  pensions  might 
be  questioned  ;  but  it  only  wanted  some 
forty  days  of  the  ten  years. 

Mr.  OTWAY  said,  the  Act  would  nerer 
have  passed  if  it  had  been  supposed  that 
the  appointments  would  have  the  perma- 
nent character  now  claimed  for  them.  He 
would,  however,  support  the  suggestion  of 
the  bon.  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr. 
Stuart  Mill),  which  seemed  to  be  a  fair 
compromise  between  the  proposition  of  the 
noble  Lord  and  that  of  the  Government. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  thought  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  could  best  be 
dealt  with  in  a  new  clause.  At  present  he 
was  neither  prepared  to  accept  nor  to  reject 
the  proposition,  but  desiring  fully  to  con- 
sider it,  ho  recommended  the  withdrawal 
of  the  Amendment  and  the  introduction  of 
a  new  clause,  to  which  he  promised  to  give 
careful  consideration. 

Ma.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  would 
he  happy  to  bring  up  a  new  clause. 

Amendment,  by  leare,  wkhdravon* 

Mr.  OTWAY  said,  be  rose  to  move  that 
the  salary  of  the  new  Councillors  should 
be  £1,200,  and  not  £1,500.  Some  officers 
of  State  received  no  more,  and  members 
of  the  Board  of  Admiralty  received  only 
£1,000.  Feeling  that  there  might  be 
an  injustice  in  turning  members  of  the 
Council  adrift  without  recognition  of  their 
services,  he  thought  that  a  graduated 
scale  of  pensions  might  not  be  indefen- 
sible.    But  there  was  a  great  danger  of 
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rashiDg  into  extremes  in  Bueh  a  matter. 
He  thought  it  ?ery  undesirahle  that,  under 
pretence  of  introducing  *' fresh  blood,*' 
officials  should  be  elected  to  the  Council 
immediately  upon  their  return  from  India, 
as  any  misgoyernment  which  miicht  have 
attended  their  administration  would  there- 
by be  condoned.  We  were  bound  to  con- 
sider the  revenues  of  India  even  more  than 
our  own.  because  the  people  of  India  were 
not  represented  in  that  House.  He  thought 
it  little  creditable  to  the  GoTemment  that, 
in  a  Bill  brought  forward  with  such  a 
flourish  of  trumpets,  the  principal  clause 
should  be  to  impro?e  the  position  of  the 
members  of  the  Council,  an  institution  which 
he  regarded  as  of  very  questionable  utility, 
as  he  considered  that  they  had  only  proved 
themselves  obstructives.  No  reason  had 
been  shown  for  fixing  these  salaries  at 
£1,600  each,  and  he  therefore  moved  that 
they  be  reduced  to  £1,200. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
18,  to  leave  out  the  word  '*ife,*^  and  in- 
sert the  word  "two."— (i/r.  Ottoay,) 

Colonel  HOGG  said,  that  if  it  were 
not  proposed  to  give  retiring  pensions  to 
men  of  the  class  whose  services  it  was 
•ought  to  enlist,  they  ought  at  least  to 
paj  them  proper  salaries.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, he  thought,  would  have  shown 
better  taste  and  more  discretion  had  he 
consulted  those  having  official  knowledge 
of  the  subject  about  the  labours  which 
members  of  the  Council  were  actually  called 
on  to  undertake  before  submitting  his 
present  Amendment.  The  Councillors  were 
a  very  hard-working  body  of  men,  and 
were  quite  entitled  to  £1,500  a  year  each. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  that  if 
it  was  not  for  the  Council  the  Government 
of  India  would  be  left  wholly  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State — who  before  his  appointment 
was  generally  ignorant  of  Indian  affairs— 
and  to  such  irresponsible  persons  as  be 
might  choose  to  consult,  who  if  he  had 
a  pre-conoeived  opinion  would  be  likely 
to  share  it.  The  Secretary  of  State 
would  be  left  with  no  regular  assistance 
but  that  of  the  subordinates  in  his  office. 
Of  the  latter,  having  himself  been  in- 
cluded in  the  number,  he  entertained, 
generally  speaking,  a  very  high  opinion  ; 
but  he  did  not  think  Parliament  and 
the  country  would  approve  of  handing 
over  the  government  of  India  entirely  to 
them.  It  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
there  should  be  associated  with  them  some 
men  of  standing,  of  professional  knowledge, 


and  praetieal  acquaintance  with  India, 
whose  names  and  character  were  known 
to  the  public  It  was  also  necessary 
that  such  salaries  should  he  given  them 
as  would  induce  them  to  continue  in  their 
offices.  Although  yielding  to  no  one  in 
his  desire  for  economy,  he  did  not  think 
that  retrenchment  was  judicious  when  it 
took  the  form  of  stinting  the  remuneration 
for  the  best  and  most  difficult  work.  It 
was  possible  they  might  get  very  much  the 
same  class  of  men  for  £1,200  as  for 
£1,500 ;  but,  in  the  absence  of  a  pension, 
he  did  not  think  the  latter  amount  exces- 
sive. 

Mb.  THOMSON  HANKEY  said,  that 
the  salary  of  £1,200  hitherto  had  been 
accompanied  with  some  expectation  of  a 
pension.  In  proposing,  therefore,  to  fix 
it  at  £1,200,  without  any  pension,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Otway) 
was  practically  lowering  their  position.  Ho 
entirely  agreed  with  the  view  taken  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  Stuart 
Mill)  and  thought  the  sum  proposed  by  the 
Bill  by  no  means  too  great. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB  said, 
that  the  proposal  in  the  Bill  was  not  to  im^ 
prove  the  position  of  existing  members  of  the 
Council.  The  increase  of  salary  applied  only 
to  future  appointments.  The  House  had  de- 
cided that  in  justice  Members  of  the  Coun- 
cil should  be  appointed  for  a  term  of  years 
only  ;  and  then  came  the  question  what 
was  to  happen  on  the  expiration  of  that 
term.  Clearly,  it  would  not  be  right  to 
lay  on  the  revenues  of  India  an  indefinite 
number  of  pensions  ;  but  if  not,  they  must 
be  prepared  to  pay  the  fair  market  value 
of  those  services  which  they  desired  to 
obtain.  The  persons  required  were  those 
whose  names  would  carry  weight,  not  only 
here,  but  in  India ;  for  if  we  rested  merely 
upon  clerks  brought  op  and  trained  in  this 
country,  however  valuable  their  assistance 
might  be,  it  would  fail  entirely  to  command 
that  sort  of  respect  which  attached  to  the 
recommendation  of  persons  whose  names 
were  familiarly  known.  On  the  other  hand, 
by  introducing  into  the  Council  men  of 
different  careers,  who  had  served  in  different 
parts  of  India,  and  who  looked  upon  ques- 
tions in  a  totally  different  light  from  that 
in  which  purely  official  minds  regarded 
them,  very  obvious  advantages  were  gained. 
A  discussion  arose  upon  a  recent  occasion 
in  the  Council  with  regard  to  the  mode  in 
which  a  certain  canal  was  to  be  made,  and 
the  territories  through  which  it  was  to  pass. 
As  far  as  the  oorrespondenoe 
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infonnatton  otherwise  in  posseMion  of  the 
Department,  no  ipecial  question  appeared 
to  arise.  But  when  the  matter  was  men- 
tioned at  the  Council  there  were  circum- 
stances known  to  one  or  two  of  the  raem- 
hers  which  raised  a  yerj  important  political 
question,  that  otherwise  never  would  hare 
attracted  attention,  and  threw  a  flood  of 
light  upon  the  whole  matter.  It  must  he 
rememhered,  also,  that  the  Secretarj  of 
State  for  India  was  in  a  different  position 
from  that  of  any  other  Secretarj  of  State 
coming  fresh  to  the  husiness  of  his  Depart- 
ment. The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  or  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  for  instance,  lived  in  an 
official  atmosphere  in  which  they  must  he 
certain  to  gain  Taluable  information  ;  they 
were  constantly  meeting  people  also  who 
set  them  right  if  they  were  going  wrong. 
But  the  Indian  Minister  bad  no  such 
chances  thrown  in  his  way.  The  Indian 
newspapers  formed  but  a  very  imperfect 
source  of  information,  while  the  chance 
risits  to  England  of  distinguished  person- 
ages could  hardly  be  relied  upon  as  means 
of  obtaining  accurate  information,  seeing 
that  these  were  not  in  any  way  bound  to 
giye  information,  or  responsible  for  such 
intelligence  as  they  might  think  proper  to 
give.  Hence,  there  was  a  real  and  press- 
ing necessity  for  the  existence  of  a  Coun- 
cil, composed  of  the  hest  men  that  could 
be  procured.  And,  bearing  in  mind  that 
there  was  a  great  demand  in  mercantile 
life  for  the  special  kind  of  knowledge  which 
they  possessed,  the  salaries  offered  by  the 
Government  ought  not  to  be  of  a  niggardly 
character.  The  proposal  emhodied  in  the 
clause  as  it  stood  was  a  fair  one,  and  he 
hoped  it  would  be  adopted  by  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mb.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  thought  it 
would  be  false  economy  to  reduce  the  pen- 
sion of  members  of  Council,  as  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Otway). 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  '  five ' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided :  -—  Ayes  73  ; 
Noes  26 :  Majority  47. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow. 

ULSTD    DBAINAeE    PK0TI8I0NAL    OBDSB    CON- 
FIRHATIOK  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Sir  Jiias  Fxbousbon,  Bill  to 
confirm  a  ProTisional  Order  under  "  The  Land 
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Drainage  Act,  ISei,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Sir  Jims  FxaexTSSOif  and   Mr.    Secretary 
Gathobitb  Hardt. 
Bill  pnsetOed,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  333.] 

SAiriTABT  ACT    (1866)   AlOENDMENT   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Secretary  Gathobitb  Hibdt, 
Bm  to  amend  '*  The  Sanitary  Act,  1866,"  order^ 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Secretary  Gathobbb 
Habdt  and  Sir  Jambs  FBaeuseov. 

BJXi  presented,  and  read  the  flnttime.  [Bill  232.] 

TAIK  FfiOTXSIOKAL    OBDBB   OOITFIBICATION 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Adtocatb,  Bill  to  con 
firm  a  Proritional  Order  under  **  The  Pnblio 
Health  (Scotland)  Act,  1867/'  relatii^  to  the 
Burgh  of  Tain,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  The 
Lord  Adtocatb  and  Mr.  Secretary  Gatsobitb 
Habdt. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  33i.] 

House  adjourned  at  fire  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS. 
Thursday^  July  9,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  —  Sblbot  Committbb  —  Repwi^ 
New  Forest  Deer  Removal,  ^.  Act,  1851. 

PoBue  Bills — First  Reading  —  Petit  Juries 
(Ireland)*  (381);  Contagious  Diseases  Act 
(1866)  Amendment*  (339);  Metropolitan 
Police  Funds  *  (330) ;  Ecclesiastical  Buildings 
and  Glebes  (Scotland)*  (383);  Court  of 
Justiciary  (Sootland)*  (333);  District  Church 
Tithes  Act  Amendment  *  (336). 

Second  Reading — Bankruptcy  Act  Amendment 
(308) ;  Uniformity  of  Public  Worship  (173), 
negatived;  Entail  Amendment  (Scotland)* 
(188);  Consular  Marriages*  (198);  Railway 
Companies*  (336);  Curragh  of  Kildare* 
(195);  Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland)* 
(313). 

Commtttetf— Petroleum  Act  Amendment*  (178); 
Lee  Rifcr  Conservancy  *  (140);  Artisans' and 
Labourers'  Dwellings*  (93);  Prisons  (Scot- 
land) Administration  Acts  (LanarlKshire) 
Amendment*  (302);  New  Zealand  (Legisla- 
tive Council)*  (197);  Admiralty  Suits* 
(183);  Registration*  (318). 

Report — Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition 
(311);  Petroleum  Act  Amendment*  (178); 
Prisons  (Scotland)  Administration  Acts 
(Lanarkshire)  Amendment  *  (203)  ;  New  Zea- 
land (Legislative  Council)*  (197);  Admiralty 
Suits*  (183) ;  Registration*  (318). 

Third  Reading— F&in  ^  (333);  Representation 
of  the  People  (Ireland)*  (176);  County 
Courts  Admiralty  Jurisdiction  *  (108);  Med- 
way  Regulation  Act  Continuance*  (199) ;  Bank 
of  Bombay*  (196);  County  General  Assess- 
ment (Scotland)*  (1^0);  Courts  of  Law  Fees, 
eto.  (Scotland)  *  (189),  and  pcused.  t 
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HER  BOTAL  HIGHNESS  THE  PRINOESS 

OF  WALES. 

ADDRESS  TO  THE   QUEEN. 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURT  :  Uj 
Lords,  before  we  proceed  to  the  Business 
on  the  Paper,  I  beg  to  move  that  an 
humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, congratulating  Her  Majesty  on  the 
Princess  of  Wales  having  given  birth  to 
a  Princess,  and  assuring  Her  Majesty  of 
the  deep  interest  which  is  felt  by  the  House 
of  Lords  in  all  that  concerns  the  domestic 
happiness  of  Her  Majesty  and  her  family. 
I  am  sure  this  Address  will  be  cordially 
adopted  by  your  Lordships,  interested  as 
we  all  are  in  the  domestic  happiness  of 
Her  Majesty,  and  grateful  as  we  are  to 
ProTidenco  for  liaying  preseryed  the  Prin- 
cess of  Wales  through  this  period  of  trial. 
I  beliere,  indeed,  there  is  not  a  person  in 
the  country  who  does  not  share  the  same 
sentiments,  for  it  is  impossible  that  any- 
one in  her  high  position  could  have  more 
endeared  herself  to  the  nation  than  Her 
Royal  Highness  has  done. 

Moved,  That  an  hamble  Addreti  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  congratulate  Her  Majesty  on 
The  Princeei  of  Wales  haring  happily  giren  birth 
to  a  Prinoets,  and  to  auure  Her  Majtoty  of  the 
deep  Interest  felt  by  the  Hoaie  of  Lords  in  all 
that  concerns  the  domestic  Happiness  of  Her 
Majesty  and  Her  Family.  —  ( The  Lcrd  Privy 
Seal.) 

Eabl  RUSSELL:  I  have  great  plea- 
sure in  seconding  the  Motion  ;  and  I  am 
sure  all  Her  Majesty's  subjects  participate 
in  the  congratulation  and  loyalty  expressed 
in  the  Address  which  the  noble  Earl  has 
asked  yonr  Lordships  to  adopt. 

Agr&ed  to,  Nemine  DUientiente :  And 
the  said  Address  Ordered  to  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  by  the  Lords  with  White 
Staves. 

SIR  ROBERT  NAPIER. 
ME8SAGB     FROM     THE     QUBEH. 

Delivered  by  The  Lord  Priyt  Seal  ; 
and  read  by  The  Lobd  Chancellor,  as  fol- 
lows : 

yi0T0BI4  R. 

Her  Majesty,  taking  into  consideration  the  im- 
portant Senrices  rendered  by  Sir  Robert  Napier* 
a  Lieutenant-General  in  Her  Majesty's  Army, 
and  Commander-in-Chief  of  the  Army  of  Bombay, 
in  the  Conduct  of  the  recent  Expedition  into 
Abyssinia,  and  being  desirous  to  confer  some 
signal  Mark  of  Her  FaTonr  for  these  and  other 
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distingnishsd  Merits  upon  the  said  Sir  Robert 
Napier,  recommends  it  to  the  Hoase  of  Lords  to 
ooncor  in  enabling  Her  Majesty  to  make  Pro- 
Tision  for  securing  to  the  said  Sir  Robert  Napier 
and  the  next  survlTing  Heir  Male  of  his  Body  a 
Pension  of  Two  thousand  Pounds  per  Annum. 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Message  be 
taken  into  consideration  To-morrow, 

BANKRUPTCY  ACT   AMENDMENT  BILL. 

(The  Lord  Cranworth,) 

(KO.  208.)      SECOND  READQIG. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Lord  CRANWORTH,  in  moTing  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time,  ex- 
plained that  it  had  been  introduced  into 
the  other  House  in  consequence  of  the  im- 
possibility of  passing  a  comprehensive  mea- 
sure during  the  present  Session,  and  that 
its  object  was  to  check  the  abuses  at- 
tendant upon  the  power  gifen  to  three* 
fourths  of  a  bankrupt's  creditors  to  with- 
draw the  case  from  the  Court  of  Bank- 
ruptcy and  distribute  his  assets.  In  order 
to  prevent  such  arrangements  being  im- 
properly made  by  pretended  or  partial  cre- 
ditors, the  Bill  required  a  debtor,  within  a 
week  of  the  execution  of  any  composition 
deed,  to  file  a  schedule,  verified  by  oath, 
giving  every  particular  of  his  assets  and 
liabilities,  and  it  also  required  creditors  to 
prove  their  affidavits  in  the  same  way  as 
if  the  matter  was  before  the  Court  of 
Bankruptcy. 

Ifoved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
^(Tke  Lord  Granworth.) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
when  the  Government  felt  constrained,  by 
the  pressure  of  business,  to  withdraw  the 
Bankruptcy  Bill  which  they  had  introduced, 
and  which  had  made  considerable  progress 
in  their  Lordships'  House,  one  of  the 
causes  of  his  regret  was  that  the  public 
would  be  deprived  of  the  benefit  of  the 
alterations  with  respect  to  composition 
deeds  which  the  Bill  provided.  He  felt 
much  rejoiced,  therefore,  that  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  had  taken  this  branch 
of  the  subject  into  consideration,  and  that 
the  present  measure  had  been  introduced  by 
one  of  its  Members  (Mr.  Moffatt)  in  order  to 
obviate  the  inconveniences  arising  from  the 
present  state  of  the  law.  The  Bill  which 
was  now  proposed  for  second  reading  in 
reality  embodied  the  clauses  upon  the  sub- 
ject which  were  contained  in  the  Government 
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measore.  He  thought  the  pasting  of  this 
Bill  would  effect  a  great  improyement  in 
the  law  ;  and,  although  it  was  a  pity  that 
a  larger  and  more  compreheosiye  reform 
could  not  be  carried  out,  he  thought  it 
would  be  well  to  at  least  go  the  length 
here  proposed.  He  could  not  at  first 
sight  understand  the  petition  which  had 
been  presented  against  the  Bill  bj  certain 
traders.  No  doabt  it  was  natural  that 
those  persons  should  feel  some  anxiety  re> 
garding  a  Bill  which  had  only  been  before 
Parliament  two  or  three  weeks  ;  but  no 
apprehension  need  really  be  felt,  for  the 
clauses  embodied  in  the  measure  had  for 
a  long  time  been  before  Parliament  and 
the  country.  He  hoped  therefore  that  their 
Lordships  would  read  the  Bill  a  second 
time. 

Lord  OYERSTONE  said,  he  should 
be  glad  to  see  this  measure  passed  ;  but 
he  thought  some  consideration  ought  to 
be  given  to  the  petition  referred  to. 

Lord  WE  ST  BURT  said,  that  he  would 
not  oppose  the  Bill,  because  he  thought 
that  if  it  were  thrown  out  much  disappoint- 
ment would  ensue.  At  the  same  time  he 
thought,  if  it  were  necessary  he  could  de- 
monstrate that  everything  proposed  to  be 
done  by  the  present  Bill  might  have  been 
done  under  the  Bill  of  1861.  If  the  law 
bad  been  properly  understood  and  properly 
carried  out  by  the  machinery  originally 
nroTided  for  the  purpose,  this  Bill  would 
nave  been  wholly  unnecessary,  and  no 
failure  would  have  occurred.  He  had  no 
objection  to  offer  to  the  provisions  of  a 
Bill  for  the  purpose  of  applying  in  a  more 
effectual  manner  that  remedy  which  might 
have  been  provided,  and  ought  to  have 
been  provided  by  the  Bill  of  1861. 

Lord  ROMILLY  said,  this  Bill  pro- 
posed a  very  important  change  in  the  law, 
which  no  one  of  their  Lordships  he  be- 
lieved, had  had  the  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering for  more  than  half-an-hour.  The 
Bill,  in  fact,  was  not  delivered  at  his  house 
until  after  he  had  left  home  that  morning. 
He  was  informed  that  it  contained  exactly 
the  same  set  of  clauses  as  those  contained 
in  the  Bill  which  had  been  introduced  by 
bis  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  Wool- 
sack, but  which  had  been  withdrawn.  How- 
ever this  might  be,  it  was  a  matter  of  great 
importance  that  time  should  be  given  for 
consideration,  and  he  hoped  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  would  postpone  the  Com- 
mittee for  at  least  a  fortnight  in  order  to 
give  their  Lordships  an  opportunity  of 
mastering  the  details. 

The  Lord  Chtm$Uor  i 


UNIFORMITY  OF  PUBLIC  WORSHIP 

BILL-.(No.  178.) 

( The  Earl  of  Shafletlmry.') 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  Earl  of  SHAFTESBURT  said  : 
My  Lords,  it  will  not  be  necessary  for  me 
to  detain  your  Lordships  for  more  than  a 
very  short  time  on  this  occasion.  The 
discussion  of  last  year  and  the  Reports  of 
the  Commission  have  very  much  simplified 
the  question)  and,  moreover,  it  is  not  my 
intention  to  ask  your  Lordships  to  go  fur- 
ther than  to  give  a  second  reading  to  the 
Bill,  that  its  principle  may  be  affirmed  ; 
that  the  Bill  may  be  circulated  through 
the  country,  and  that  it  may  come  on  for 
discnssion  in  the  next  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment. A  few  days  ago  certain  noble  Lords, 
Members  of  the  Commission,  and  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  who  presides  over  the  See  of 
London,  declared  this  question  ripe  for 
legislation.  There  can  be  no  necessity  to 
wait  for  the  Commisisioners'  third  Report, 
which  is  on  totally  distinct  matters  from 
that  before  us.  It  cannot  directly  or  indi- 
rectly affect  this  question.  Now,  my  Lords, 
a  year  has  elapsed  since  this  Commission 
was  appointed,  and  very  nearly  a  year 
since  it  made  its  first  Report,  and  certainly 
now  another  year  will  elapse  before  an  end 
can  be  put  to  those  practices  of  which  the 
country  so  strongly  complains.  Now,  I 
think  it  would  be  far  more  satisfactory, 
and  at  the  same  time  much  more  respect- 
ful to  the  Commissioners,  if  we  did  not 
treat,  or  apparently  treat,  their  Report  as 
a  dead  letter,  but  rather  treated  it  as  a 
document  having  life  and  importance,  and 
one  which  may  form  the  foundation  of  our 
Church  ceremonial  for  many  years  to 
come.  It  has  also  been  said  that  legisla- 
tion of  this  nature  should  be  undertaken 
by  Her  Majesty's  Governmeut.  I  entirely 
agree  in  that  proposition  ;  but  your  Lord- 
ships will  bear  in  mind  that  I  submitted 
this  question  to  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
meat,  and  asked  whether  they  were  dis- 
posed to  legislate  on  the  subject.  They 
declined  so  to  do,  and  your  Lordships  will 
hardly  think  that  because  they  gave  that 
answer  I,  as  an  individual  Member  of  this 
House,  should ,  be  bound  not  to  take  any 
course  that  I  might  deem  necessary  in  the 
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ezigeneies  of  the  CMe,  and  ibat  tbeir  an- 
swer should  be  eonsidered  as  a  final  bar  to 
any  Peer  who  wished  to  take  up  the  mat- 
ter. Moreorer,  I  must  obserye  that  the 
Commissioners  were  pretty  nearly  or  en- 
tirely nDanimons  ia  their  first  Report  on 
this  question.  They  all  declared  that 
some  restraint  must  be  employed  for  the 
prerention  of  the  praetices  complained  of, 
and  it  is  in  that  spirit  that  I  now  bring 
forward  this  measure.  The  Bill  of  last 
year  dealt  only  with  restments  ;  the  Bill 
of  the  present  year  goes  further,  and  in- 
cludes lights  and  incense.  This  Bill  has 
undergone  considerable  modifications,  which 
I  believe  will  recommend  themselves  to 
your  Lordships.  I  have  endeavoured,  as 
far  as  possible,  to  keep  close  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Commissioners  ;  and  if, 
in  any  instance,  I  have  diverged  from  those 
recommendations,  I  think  I  shall  be  able 
to  give  good  reasons  for  it.  I  find  in  the 
first  Report  of  the  Commissioners  this 
statement — 

"We  find  that  while  these  vestments  are  re- 
garded by  some  witnesses  as  symbolioal  of  doc- 
trine, and  by  others  as  a  distinctive  vesture, 
whereby  they  desire  to  do  honoor  to  the  Holy 
Commanion  as  the  highest  act  of  Christian  wor- 
ship, they  are  by  none  regarded  as  essential  and 
they  give  o£fonce  to  many.^' 

They  continue — 

"  We  are  of  opinion  that  it  is  expedient  to  re- 
strain, in  the  public  service  of  the  tfnited  Church 
of  England  and  Ireland,  all  variations  in  respect 
of  vesture  from  that  which  has  long  been  the  es- 
tablished usage  of  the  said  United  Church,  and 
we  think  that  this  may  be  best  secured  by  provid- 
ing aggrieved  parishioners  with  an  easy  and  effec- 
tual process  for  complaint  and  redress." 

This  is  the  first  Report,  which  was  signed 
by  the  whole  body  of  the  Commissioners. 
In  the  second  Report,  which  was  signed 
by  only  twenty-three  out  of  the  whole  body, 
they  state — 

**  The  use  of  lighted  candles  at  the  celebration 
of  the  Holy  Communion  has  been  introduced  into 
certain  churches  within  a  period  of  about  the  last 
twenty-five  years.  It  is  true  that  there  have  been 
candlesticks  with  candles  on  the  Lord's  Table 
during  a  long  period  in  many  Cathedral  and 
Collegiate  churches  and  chapels,  and  also  in  the 
chapels  of  some  Colleges,  and  of  some  Royal  and 
Episcopal  residences,  but  the  instances  that 
have  been  adduced  to  prove  that  candles  have 
been  lighted,  as  accessories  to  the  Holy  Com- 
munion, are  few  and  much  contested.  With  re- 
gard to  parish  churches,  whatever  evidence  there 
may  be  as  to  candlesticks  with  candles  being  on 
the  Lord's  Table,  no  sufficient  evidence  has  been 
adduced  before  us  to  proye  that  at  any  time 
during  the  last  three  centuries  lighted  candles 
have  been  used  in  any  of  those  churches  as  acces- 
sories to  the  celebration  of  the  Holy  Conmninion 
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until  within  about  the  last  twenty-five  years.  The 
use  of  incense  in  the  public  services  of  the  Church 
during  the  present  century  is  very  recent,  and 
the  instances  of  its  introduction  are  very  rare ; 
and,  so  fiir  as  we  have  any  evidence  before  us,  it 
is  at  variance  with  the  Church's  usage  for  800 
years." 

They  conclude  by  saying— 

**  Under  these  circumstances,  and  in  conformity 
with  the  principles  which  guided  us  in  our  first 
Report,  we  are  of  opinion  that  it  is  expedient  to 
restrain  in  the  public  services  of  the  Church  all 
variations  fi^m  established  usage  in  respect  of 
lighted  candles  and  of  incense." 

My  Lords,  the  Bill  which  I  have  intro- 
duced is  an  attempt  as  far  as  possible  to 
embody  these  opinions,  and  perhaps  I  may 
be  allowed  to  call  your  attention  to  the 
main  clauses.  The  Preamble  recites  as 
closely  as  possible  the  opinions  of  the  Com- 
missioners, merely  adding  that  the  remedy 
should  be  a  public  and  local  one.  The 
main  provisions  in  the  Bill  are  contained 
in  the  4th  and  5th  sections.  First,  it  pro- 
vides for  sundry  exceptions  in  respect  of 
the  apparel  or  vesture  of  any  minister 
in  any  Cathedral  or  Collegiate  church,  and 
in  other  cases,  and  then  it  goes  on  (Clause 
5)— 

**No  minister  shall  in  any  church,  at  any 
time,  during  the  saying  the  public  prayers,  use, 
or  allow  any  other  person  to  use,  lighted  candles 
when  they  are  not  needed  for  the  purpose  of  giv- 
ing light,  or  use  or  allow  any  other  person  to  use 
incense." 

By  these  provisions  all  such  practices  will 
henceforward  be  interdicted  as  illegal.  It 
is  a  question  of  no  importance  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  whether  they  are  •  legal  or 
illegal  now  ;  the  object  of  the  Bill  is  to 
declare  them  positively  illegal,  and  I  be- 
lieve that  will  be  a  proposition  accepted 
by  your  Lordships  generally  and  by  the 
country  at  large.  Recollect  how  these 
practices  are  spoken  of  by  the  Commis- 
sioners, who  say  that  they  have  no  ma- 
terial value,  that  they  are  by  none  re- 
garded as  essential,  yet  they  give  much 
ofience.  Down  to  this  point,  then,  I  do 
not  expect  much  opposition  ;  but,  when  we 
come  to  discuss  the  machinery,  no  doubt 
there  will  be  differences  of  opinion.  In 
their  second  Report  the  Commissioners 
make  a  suggestion  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
aggrieved  parishioners  shall  have  a  remedy, 
and  they  state,  and  very  properly  state, 
that  they  think  a  speedy  and  inexpensive 
remedy  should  be  provided  for  that  purpose. 
But  the  remedy  they  suggest  is  directly 
the  reverse  of  either  speedy  or  inexpensive. 
Their  proposal  is  that  parishioners  when 
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aggrieved  "may  make  a  form.al  applica- 
tion to  the  Bishop  in  camerd — 

**  And  the  Bishop  on  snoh  application  shall  be 
bound  to  inquire  into  the  matter  of  the  complaint, 
and  if  it  shall  thereby  appear  that  there  has  been 
a  variation  from  established  usage,  by  the  intro- 
duction  of  vestments,  lights,  or  inoense  in  the 
public  services  of  the  Church,  he  shall  take  order 
forthwith  for  the  discontinuance  of  such  variation, 
and  be  enabled  to  enforce  the  same  summarilj." 

The  CommisBioners  think  that  the  decision 
of  the  Bishop  should  be  subject  to  appeal 
to  the  Archbishop  in  camerd,  '*  whose  de- 
cision thereon  shall  be  final ;  "  but  in  case 
the  decision  of  the  Bishop  or  Archbishop 
is  questioned  on  legal  grounds,  a  case  may 
be  stated  for  decision  by  the  Court  of  the 
Archbishop,  with  a  right  of  appeal  to  the 
Queen  in  Council.  The  Commissioners 
add  that  precautions  should  be  taken 
against  frivolous  objections,  and  these  pre- 
cautions I  have  adopted  in  the  Bill.  The 
Commissioners  recommend  for  that  pur- 
pose— 

"  That  the  application  should  be  made  either  by 
one  or  more  of  the  church  or  chapel  wardens,  or 
by  at  least  five  resident  parishioners,  who  shall 
be  householders,  and  declare  themselves  to  be 
members  of  the  United  Church,  in  places  where 
the  population  exceeds  1,000,  and  by  at  least 
three  such  persons  where  the  population  is  less 
than  that  number." 

This  is  an  excellent  provision;  but  in  what 
possible  aspect  can  the  remedy  which  the 
Commissioners  provide  be  regarded  as 
speedy  or  inexpensive  ?  Remember  what 
the  process  is  to  be.  The  aggrieved  pa- 
rishioners must  appeal  to  the  Bishop,  who 
may  live  at  a  considerable  distance  from 
them,  who  may  be  incapacitated  by  age, 
ill  health,  or  infirmity,  who  may  be  absent 
on  the  duties  of  his  diocese,  or  may  be  dis- 
charging his  duties  in  London.  Here  may 
be  a  great  source  of  delay.  Supposing 
that  the  Bishop  gave  his  attention  on  the 
instant  to  the  complaint  of  the  aggrieved 
parishioners,  a  long  time  might  elapse 
before  they  obtained  a  remedy.  Take  the 
case  of  Exeter.  The  aggrieved  parishioners 
might  live  at  the  Land's  End,  and  in  that 
case  must  go  to  Bishops  to  we  and  take  all 
their  witnesses.  Id  the  case  of  an  appeal 
they  must  go  up  to  London  with  their  wit- 
nesses, the  result  being  an  intolerable 
expense  and  great  delay.  I  say  upon  very 
high  ecclesiastical  authority  that  even  when 
there  was  no  intention  to  delay  great  loss 
of  time  must  ensue  ;  and  if  there  was  any 
desire  to  protract  the  proceedings  three  or 
four  years  might  elapse  before  they  came 
to  an  end.  The  aggrieved  parishioners 
-might  be  small  farmers  or  shopkeepers,  or 
The  Earl  of  Sha/Uehury 


persons  of  small  means,  and  how  would  it 
be  possible  for  men  in  that  position  to 
obtain  redress  in  the  mode  suggested  by 
the  Commissioners  ?  The  thing  is  mani- 
festly impossible,  unless  the  iive  parish- 
ioners were  men  of  wealth  and  leisure. 
This  Bill,  on  the  other  hand,  proposed  a 
far  more  efficient  and  speedy  and  a  far 
cheaper  remedy.  We  propose,  in  the  first 
place,  that  a  petition  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Bishop,  who,  if  he  pleases,  may  hear 
the  case  in  person,  or  may  issue  a  commis- 
sion to  the  chancellor  of  his  diocese,  or  to 
any  two  beneficed  clergymen  in  his  diocese, 
to  hear  the  case.  The  Bill  provides  that 
the  inquiry  should  be  local  ;  and  this  will 
not  only  insure  better  evidence,  but  at  the 
same  time  will  save  great  expense  and 
trouble  to  the  aggrieved  parishioners.  I 
think  your  Lordships  will  see  the  great 
advantage  of  enabling  the  Bishop  to  act 
by  deputy  and  on  the  spot,  thus  securing 
both  cheapness  and  promptitude.  Above 
all,  the  Bill  insists  upon  publicity,  which 
is,  I  believe,  the  hest  guarantee  we  can 
have  that  these  proceedings  shall  be  pro- 
perly conducted.  I  am  sure  that  without 
publicity  there  will  be  little  hope  of  bring- 
ing about  peace  and  tranquillity  in  a  parish, 
and  I  believe  it  would  be  far  better  for  the 
Bishop  himself,  because  it  would  exonerate 
him  from  any  charge  of  incompetency  and 
partisanship  in  the  matter.  With  a  view 
to  give  weight  and  sanction  to  the  evidence 
the  Bill  proposes  that  it  shall  be  given 
vivd  voce,  and  on  oath,  and  the  Bishop 
and  Commissioners  are  authorized  to  admi- 
nister the  same.  Clauses  27  and  28  are 
of  considerable  importance,  for  they  pro- 
vide that  questions  may  be  raised  by  con- 
sent of  the  parties,  and  the  judgment  of 
the  Bishop  may  be  required  thereon  with- 
out further  proceeding ;  and,  again,  by 
consent  of  the  parties,  on  appeal  from  the 
Bishop,  the  Archbishop  may,  without  hear- 
ing the  appeal,  send  it  to  the  Queen  in 
Council.  But  I  must  call  especial  atten- 
tion to  the  29th  clause  ;  it  is  as  follows: — 
**  If  any  minister  shall,  in  any  church,  during 
the  saying  the  public  prayers,  offend  against  this 
Act,  or  aid,  or  assist  in,  or  allow  the  commission 
of  such  offenoe,  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese  wherein 
such  offenoe  has  been  committed  shall,  upon  the 
conviction  of  such  minister,  for  every  such  offanoe 
inhibit  him  fVom  saying  the  public  prayers  for 
the  space  of  three  months." 

In  the  former  Bill  an  offence  might  be 
visited  by  a  process  in  the  Civil  Courts ; 
in  this  case  the  Civil  Courts  were  excluded. 
In  case  of  any  offenoe  you  have  an  eccle- 
siastical  person   to  judge,  you  have  an 
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eoelesiaatical  Bentenee,  and  yoa  have  an 
eoclesiaatical  penalty — in  fact,  everything 
18  entirely  ecoleBiasiical ;  and  therefore  on 
that  ground  no  objection  can  be  raised. 
ThiB  is  a  great  concession  as  compared 
with  the  first  Bill,  and  shoirs  our  desire  to 
oome  to  an  amicable  conclusion.  These 
are  pretty  nearly  the  pro? isiouB  of  the  Bill 
which  it  has  been  designed  to  make  aB 
simple  as  possible  consistently  with  gif  ing 
effect  to  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
missioners. I  will  call  your  Lordships' 
attention  to  two  or  three  other  points.  AH 
the  protests  appended  to  the  Report  are 
worthy  of  consideration  from  the  character 
of  the  persons  by  whom  they  are  written  ; 
but  there  are  only  two  upon  which  I  will 
comment.  The  first  is  signed  by  the 
Bishop  of  Oxford  and  the  Very  Key.  H. 
Qoodwin,  Dean  of  Ely,  who  say — 

"We  are  of  opinion  that  continued  usage  in 
ordinary  circumttances  ought  in  matters  ceremo- 
nial to  be  80  fiir  the  rule  as  to  protect  unwilling 
parishioners  from  arbitrary  ohang|e,  even  though 
the  change  may  seem  to  be  within  the  letter  of 
the  law ;  but  we  cannot  approve  any  attempt  to 
stereotype  by  legislation  for  perpetual  observance 
any  use  not  actually  enjoined.  Such  legislation, 
even  thirty  years  ago,  would  have  prohibited  much 
which  is  now  generally  adopted  and  all  but  uni- 
versally approved." 

I  should  be  as  much  indisposed  as  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  to  pass  any  law  which  should 
be  irrevocable,  and  which  should  stereo- 
type by  legislation  for  perpetual  observance 
any  nse  not  actually  enjoined  ;  but  I  think 
it  must  be  manifest  that,  if  at  any  time,  a 
majority  in  our  Church  is  determined  upon 
a  dhange  in  that  or  any  other  respect, 
there  is  nothing  in  this  Bill  which  will 
prevent  them  making  it.  Should  the  mass 
of  Churchmen  change  their  views,  and  de- 
sire to  introduce  what  they  think  a  higher 
ceremonial,  it  would  be  in  the  power  of  the 
majority  so  to  do.  It  is  not  possible  you 
can  stereotype  by  legislation,  nor  is  it  de- 
sirable you  should  do  it  to  such  an  extent 
as  the  protest  implies.  The  next  protest 
IS  signed  by  Sir  John  Duke  Coleridge  and 
the  Very  Rev.  A.  P.  Stanley,  Dean  of 
Westminster,  and  they  say — 

**  The  Church  of  England  has  always  contained 
within  it  two  parties,  one  caring  much  for  outward 
observance  and  ceremonial,  the  other  careless 
about,  or  even  hostile  to,  them ;  and  these  two 
historical  parties  represent  two  classes  of  minds 
which  always  have,  and  probably  always  will, 
exist,  and  proclaim  their  existence  in  a  free  coun- 
try. I^  therefore,  the  Church  of  England  is  to 
reouin  the  National  Establishment  of  a  free  coun- 
try, room  for  both  must  be  found  in  it,  as  &r  as 
is  consistent  with  general  uniformity  in  such 
mattsrs  as  may  be  deemed  essential." 


I  perfectly  admit  the  statement  made  in 
the  first  sentence ;  and  if  any  large  pro- 
portion of  the  members  of  the  Church  wish 
to  have  a  more  lofty  ceremonial,  I  can 
understand  an  arrangement  by  which  par- 
ties strongly  animated  by  the  feeling  should 
subscribe  among  themselves  to  erect  a 
chapel  or  chapels  in  which  they  might  be 
allowed  to  enjoy  their  ceremonial.  I  do 
not  see  any  objection  to  that,  provided  the 
persons  kept  within  certain  limits,  and  that 
they  did  not  gire  to  their  places  of  wor- 
ship anything  of  a  parochial  or  district 
character;  but  in  expressing  that  opinion 
I  am  speaking  for  myself  only,  and  as  I 
have  communicated  with  no  one  on  the 
subject,  no  one  can  be  implicated  by  what 
I  say.  No  one  can  be  more  ready  than  I 
am  to  admit  that  many  of  the  Ritualistic 
party  are  sincere  and  conscientious  in  their 
convictions  that  the  system  which  they 
adopt  is  the  only  one  that  can  cope  with 
the  exigencies  of  the  time.  I  must  say  I 
think  a  more  grievous  error  never  entered 
into  the  minds  of  men.  As  far  as  my  ex- 
perience goes,  I  find  the  case  to  be  quite 
the  reverse.  If  you  go  to  that  famous 
church,  St.  Albans,  you  see  there  the 
highest  ceremonial  and  the  most  ornate 
worship  you  can  well  conceive.  You  will 
see  there  a  most  decent  and  orderly  con- 
gregation, consisting  manifestly  of  persons 
of  a  superior  class  in  life,  many  from  all 
parts  of  London,  who  attend  to  gratify 
their  curiosity  and  see  what  is  going  on. 
You  will  not  see  there  a  great  number  of 
poor  working  people.  Go  at  what  hour 
you  like  you  will  never  see  there  more 
than  two  or  three  of  that  class  ;  and  I 
know  this  from  personal  inquiry.  If  you 
go  150  yards  from  that  church,  to  the 
upper  room  of  the  Field  Lane  School,  yon 
will  see  there  on  a  Sunday  morning  from 
800  to  1,000,  and  sometimes  more,  of 
persons  in  the  most  destitute,  abject,  and 
miserable  condition,  who  positively  enjoy 
a  very  humble  and  simple  ministration. 
Your  Lordships  may  have  heard  of  what 
are  called  the  Special  Theatre  Services. 
Several  theatres  are  thrown  open  on  the 
Sunday  evening,  and  persons  aro  invited 
to  listen  to  various  preachers.  These  spe- 
cial services  are  attended  by  from  20,CK)0 
to  25,000  persons  of  the  poorest  condition 
in  life.  While  2,000  or  3,000  attend  the 
simple  services  in  a  theatre,  the  poor  are 
not  attracted  to  the  Ritualistic  churches  by 
incense,  lights,  coloured  vestments,  and 
everything  which  can  delight  the  eye  and 
ear.  They  will  not  go  to  them,  and  in- 
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deed  tbe  mais  of  the  poorer  working  people 
seem  to  have  an  objection  to  these  Bitna- 
listic  ceremonies.  I  do  not  deny  that-  to 
many  persons  of  elevated  taste  there  is 
something  very  attractive  in  them  ;  but  I 
say  they  do  not  draw  tbe  classes  to  whom 
all  the  energies  of  the  Church  must  be 
directed,  not  only  to  save  the  Church, 
but  to  save  the  people.  I  say  it  is  of 
no  use  attempting  to  attract  the  people 
by  such  modes  as  these  ;  a  few  may 
go  to  a  church  where  they  are  attracted 
from  motives  of  curiosity  ;  but  the  bulk  of 
them  must  and  will  remain  outside,  pre- 
ferring to  go  to  no  church  at  all  than  to 
be  found  within  the  precincts  of  a  church 
where  these  things  are  carried  on.  No 
doubt  we  have  a  common  enemy  whose 
strength  lies  in  our  disunion,  and  who  in 
the  midst  of  our  divisions,  will  destroy  us 
both.  Can  your  Lordships  be  astonished 
at  the  alarm  which  prevails  on  this  sub- 
ject ?  I  will  read  your  Lordships  extracts 
from  documents  which  have  been  widely 
circulated,  and  which  have  produced  se- 
rious effects  upon  the  minds  of  men.  Here 
is  a  letter  by  Dr.  Littledale,  evidently  an 
able  and  learned  man,  which  appeared  in 
the  Guardian  of  May  20.  He  had  deli- 
vered a  lecture,  in  which  he  drew  a  parallel 
between  the  Reformation  and  the  French 
Revolution ;  he  published  it,  and  he  was 
rebuked  by  Dr.  Gatty  for  the  comparison 
he  instituted.  In  replying  to  Dr.  Gatty, 
Dr.  Littledale  says — 

**  His  words  oonyinoe  me  that  he  ii  not  fkroiliar 
with  either  1550  or  1793.  It  is  quite  possible 
for  men  to  take  very  widely -differing  views  as  to 
the  Reformation  itself  in  its  character  and  re- 
sults. Some  may  look  on  it  as  a  Pentecost.  I 
look  on  it  as  a  Flood — an  act  of  Divine  Tonge- 
ance,  not  of  Divine  grace ;  a  merited  chastise- 
ment, not  a  fresh  revelation." 

This  is  pretty  well,  but  further  on  Dr. 
Littledale  says — 

**  Dr.  Gatty  cannot  know  the  &cts,  or  he  would 
say  as  I  have  done.  But  I  admit  my  parallel 
with  the  Jacobin  leaders  was  somewhat  harsh 
and  unjust — to  them.  Robespierre  (who,  by-the- 
by,  is  counted  as  a  martyr,  and  celebrated  on  the 
0th  Thermidor  as  a  true  apostle  of  Liberty  here 
in  London  still,  as  I  know),  Danton,  Marat,  Ac, 
betrayed  no  trust,  were  not  sharers  in  the  parti- 
cular iniquity  they  overthrew,  crouched  to  no 
tyrant,  perjurod  themselves  to  no  man.  So  fiur 
they  stand  on  a  higher  moral  level  than  the  base 
traitors  who  were,  and  deservedly,  executed— 
blunder  and  folly  as  that  execution  was  —  by 
Mary  I.  I  should  have  compared  them  with 
Egalit^  Orleans  and  St.  Hurnge,  the  basest  of 
that  bad  eighteenth  century.  These  are  no  hasty 
sentiments.  They  have  been  slowly  built  up  by 
years  of  careful  reading." 

Th$  Earl  of  8hafU$hur^ 


Here  comes  another  passage  OTon  more 
pungent — 

^'I  gravely  assert  it  to  be  absolutely  impos- 
sible for  any  just,  educated,  and  religious  men, 
who  have  read  the  history  of  the  time  in  genuine 
sources,  to  hold  two  opinions  about  the  Reformers. 
They  were  such  utterly  unredeemed  villains  for 
the  most  part,  that  the  only  parallel  I  know 
for  the  way  in  which  half-educated  people  speak 
of  them  among  us  is  the  appearance  of  Pontius 
Pilate  among  the  saints  of  the  Abyssinian  ca- 
lendar." 

I  ask  your  attention,  my  Lords,  to  an  ex- 
tract from  a  paper  of  authority  among  the 
Ritualists — the  Church  limet — 

'*  The  Reformers  were  dunees  and  liars.  The 
active  agents  of  the  Reformation  were  bad  men, 
and  the  worst  among  them  was  Thomas  Oranmer." 

But  listen  to  this  which  follows;  mark  the 
expression  used  in  reference  to  that  in- 
nocent and  hlessed  Prince,  Edward  YL, 
that  gentle  and  heloved  youth  for  whom, 
after  the  interval  of  300  years,  the  people 
of  England  feel  almost  a  personal  a6fee- 
tion— 

"  The  evil  reign  of  that  wretched  tiger-cub," 
[remark  the  word,  that  tiger-cub],  '*  Edward  VI., 
was  ruinous  to  the  Universities;  and  learning 
was  as  actively  discouraged  by  the  blessed  Re- 
formers as  honesty,  morality,  and  almsgiving." 

Can  we  wonder  that  when  writings  of  this 
kind  are  diffused  and  circulated  through- 
out the  country  disastrous  consequences 
should  ensue  ?  Is  it  a  matter  of  astonish- 
ment that  such  writings  have  produced  a 
deep  and  permanent  effect  on  the  masses 
of  the  people  ?  Tbe  enemies  of  the  Church 
are  active  enough  in  diffusing  such  proofs 
of  our  Rome- ward  tendency;  and  will  It  be 
wise  on  the  eve  of  a  General  Election  to 
reject  a  measure  like  the  present,  which 
is  introduced  to  repress  these  practices, 
and  discourage  such  doctrines  ?  Disaffec- 
tion is  spreading  among  classes  of  persons 
who  formerly  were  really  attached  to  the 
Church,  and  who,  though  not  belonging  to 
the  Church,  had  no  desire  whatever  to 
disturb  it.  The  existence  of  the  present 
state  of  things  is  alienating  the  general 
body  of  Nonconformists.  I  am  speaking 
now  not  of  the  members  of  the  Liberation 
Society.  Many  of  these  are  able  and 
earnest  men,  but  they  have  very  decided 
opinions  ;  and  I  do  not  think  anything 
would  cause  them  to  deviate  from  the 
great  object  they  have  in  view — the  se- 
verance of  Church  and  State.  But  dis- 
affection is  spreading  among  the  great 
body  of  Wesleyans,  who  have  hitherto  been 
true  and  earnest  friends  of  the  Church  of 
England,  which  they  desire  to  uphold  with 
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tbe  fiew  of  seoaring  both  oi?!l  and  re- 
ligious liberty.  They  differ  in  discipline, 
but  not  in  feeling,  from  the  Church  of 
England.  Now^,  you  are  gradually  driying 
away  all  these  men.  Many  of  them,  in- 
deed, have  lately  said  that  they  do  not 
know  how  they  can  support  a  Church 
which  allows  in  its  bosom  such  practices 
and  such  sayings  as  these,  which  have  a 
tendency  to  bring  back  the  people  of  this 
country  to  all  the  abominations  of  Popery. 
Their  feelings  are  such  that  although  they 
do  not  take  any  actual  part  against  the 
Church — and  it  will,  I  believe,  be  a  long 
time  before  they  do  so — yet  they  exhibit 
comparati?e  indifference,  and  will  not  lend 
a  helping  hand  to  the  Church  in  the  hour 
of  her  necessity.  Then  it  is  impossible 
not  to  perceiye  that  you  are  alienating 
from  the  Church  many  of  its  members  who 
occupy  a  good  position  in  life.  In  all  parts 
of  London  I  hear  one  and  the  same  thing 
from  members  of  the  Church  of  England. 
Vast  numbers  are  being  alienated  to  this 
extent  —  that  they  will  not  go  over  to 
Popery  nor  to  Dissent,  but  remain  within 
the  Church  in  a  state  of  utter  indifference. 
They  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  Church  of  England  and  the  Church  of 
Rome  are  so  nearly  identical  that  it  is  of 
little  importance  to  them  which  gets  the 
upper  hand.  Mow,  I  cannot  conceive  any- 
thing more  threatening  than  the  present 
state  of  affairs.  It  may,  perhaps,  be  said 
that  I  have  been  exaggerating,  and  I  sin- 
cerely trust  it  may  prove  that  I  have  done 
BO,  but  I  firmly  believe  that  I  have  been 
guilty  of  no  exaggeration  whatever.  When 
I  addressed  your  Lordships  last  year  on  a 
subject  analogous  to  this  my  feelings  were 
very  strong,  but  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
those  feelings  have  been  confirmed  and  not 
weakened  by  what  I  have  learnt  and  ex- 
perienced since  that  time.  In  pressing  this 
Bill  to  a  second  reading  I  think  I  may 
fairly  count  upon  the  votes  of  all  those 
who  last  year  Toted  for  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate  in  order  that  they  might 
have  the  advantage  of  seeing  the  Report 
of  the  Royal  Commissioners.  That  Re- 
port has  now  been  made,  and  I  cannot 
understand  on  what  ground  they  could  now 
oppose  themselves  to  the  recommendations 
which  it  contains.  At  all  events  I  may 
claim  the  support  of  all  those  who  voted 
with  me  last  Session,  because  they  then 
voted  in  favour  of  a  much  more  stringent 
Bill  than  the  one  before  us.  But,  my 
Lords,  whatever  may  be  the  result  of  the 
f Die,  and  whoever  the  men  who  give  it,  I 


say  that  it  is  the  earnest  prayer  of  many 
a  faithful  and  loving  member  of  our  com- 
munion that  God,  who  is  the  author  of 
peace  and  lover  of  concord,  will  restore 
union  and  harmony  to  this  trembling  and 
distracted  Church. 

Moved,  '<That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«." 
--{The  Earl  of  Sha/Ushury.) 

The  Archbishop  op  CANTERBURY: 
My  Lords,  I  wish  to  state  the  difficulty  in 
which  I  am  placed  with  reference  to  the 
Bill  of  the  noble  Earl.  And,  in  the  first 
place,  I  am  very  desirous  of  assuring  the 
House  that  I  am  equally  anxious  with  the 
noble  Earl  himself  to  restrain  the  practices 
which  have  given  rise  to  so  much  com- 
plaint. I  think  my  conduct  as  a  Member 
of  the  Commission  is  a  sufficient  proof  of 
my  earnestness  in  desiring  to  restrain  these 
practices  ;  but  at  the  same  time  I  feel 
that,  as  a  Member  of  the  Commission,  I 
am  placed  in  great  difficulty  on  this  occa- 
sion. The  Preamble  of  the  Bill  sets  forth 
what  the  Commissioners  have  recommended, 
and  then  the  4th  and  5th  sections  proceed 
to  lay  down  a  rule  which  was  never  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Commissioners.  We  never 
went  so  far  as  to  say  that  we  advised  im- 
mediate legislation  in  order  to  restrain 
these  practices.  What  we  did  say  in  the 
10th  clause  of  our  Report  was  this — 

"  Oar  iDtention  in  making  this  reoommendation 
is  simply  to  provide  for  parishioners  aggrieved 
bj  the  introduction  of  variations  from  established 
usage  in  respect  of  vestments,  lights,  and  incense, 
a  special  faculty  for  restraining  such  variations, 
without  interfering  in  other  respects  with  the 
general  law  of  the  Church  as  to  ornaments,  or 
the  ordinary  remedies  then  in  force." 

Now,  my  Lords,  if  the  Government  of  the 
day  were  to  introduce  a  Bill,  in  the  framing 
of  which  the  voice  of  the  Church  were 
heard  as  well  as  the  voice  of  the  Parlia- 
ment, I  should  be  ready  to  concur  in  such 
a  measure.  But  my  great  objection  to  this 
Bill  is  that,  if  passed,  it  would  be  simply 
an  act  of  the  Legislature  without  any  re- 
ference to  the  feelings,  views,  or  opinions 
of  the  Church— an  act  which  might,  per- 
haps, completely  over-ride  the  action  of 
the  clergy.  For  my  own  part,  I  have 
always  been  desirous  to  put  effectual  re- 
strain ts»on  these  Ritualistic  practices  ;  but 
I  have  always  laid  it  down  as  a  principle 
that  we  ought  to  do  so  in  such  a  way  as 
to  avoid  producing  a  convulsion  in  the 
Church.  Now  I  firmly  believe  that  if  a 
private  individual  were  to  bring  in  a  Bill, 
and  if  that  Bill  were  carried  without  any 
reference  to  the  wishes  and  opii^ions  of  the 
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clergy,  it  would  effectually  lead  to  dismp- 
tion.  In  taking  that  view  of  the  matter, 
I  am  anxious  to  show  your  Lordships  that 
I  am  acting  in  conformity  with  an  autho- 
rity which  most  of  you  will  greatly  respect. 
Dr.  Birch,  in  his  Life  of  Tillotson,  relates 
that— 

"  While  the  Bill  of  Union  (comprehension)  was 
depending  in  Parliament,  Dean  Tillotson,  as  we 
are  informed  hy  Dr.  Nicholls  {Apparatui  ad  De^ 
fentumem  JSccles.  AnffL,  p.  93)  persuaded  the 
King  to  pursue  another  method  for  acoomplishing 
the  design  of  it.  He  reminded  His  Majesty  of 
the  reproaoh  often  oast  upon  the  Reformation  by 
the  Papists,  that  it  was  founded  chiefly  upon  Par- 
liamentary authority ;  and  that  no  handle  ought 
for  the  future  to  be  given  for  such  an  objection 
that  the  affairs  of  the  Church  chiefly  belonged  to 
sy  nodical  authority ;  and,  if  they  were  passed  by 
the  members  of  the  ConTooatlon,  they  would  not 
only  be  more  acceptable  to  the  body  of  the  clergy, 
but  would  be  more  religiously  obseryed  by  the  laity. 
He  added  that  lest  a^rs  of  this  nature,  consist- 
ing of  such  a  multitude  of  particulars,  might  pro- 
ceed too  slowly  in  so  numerous  a  body,  it  would  be 
best,  as  had  formerly  been  done,  for  His  Majesty 
to  authorize  by  his  letters  patent  several  of  the 
most  eminent  of  the  clergy  to  consider  of  some 
methods  of  healing  the  wounds  of  the  Church, 
and  establishing  a  durable  peace  ;  that  so  what 
they  should  agree  upon  being  laid  before  a  Con- 
Tocation  might  first  have  their  sanction  and  then 
that  of  Parliamentary  authority.  In  pursuance 
of  this  adrice  the  King  summoned  a  Convocation, 
and  issued  out  likewise  ...  a  Commission  to 
prepare  matters  to  be  considered  by  the  Convo- 
cation." 

I  think  that  if  the  Government  of  the  day, 
whoever  they  might  be,  should  hereafter, 
after  very  careful  consideration,  bring  in  a 
Bill  on  the  subject,  peace  might  through 
God's  blessings  arise  from  it;  but  I  have 
no  expectation  that  such  a  result  would 
follow  from  precipitate  legislation,  like 
that  which  is  now  proposed  ;  and,  there- 
fore, I  could  not  feel  justified  in  support- 
ing the  Bill. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  My 
Lords,  as  the  noble  Earl  who  has  moved 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  has  referred 
to  the  answer  I  gave  some  weeks  ago  on 
behalf  of  the  Government,  your  Lordships 
will  perhaps  allow  me,  at  this  early  period 
of  the  discussion,  to  make  a  few  observa- 
tions on  the  Bill.  My  Lords,  I  desire,  in 
the  first  place,  to  remind  the  House  what 
have  been  the  course  taken  and  the  sug- 

?estionB  made  by  the  Royal  Coiflrmission. 
'hat  Commission,  which  was  appointed  in 
the  month  of  June  last  year,  was  composed 
of  twenty-nine  members,  fourteen  of  whom 
were  ecclesiastics  and  fifteen  laymen.  The 
names  of  the  Commissioners  are  suflSciently 
well-known  to  your  Lordships  to  make  you 
aware  that  the  Commission  was  composed 
Th4  jLrehbUhop  of  OanUrbur^ 


of  members  of  the  greatest  learning,  emi- 
nence, experience,  and  ability,  who  oonld 
possibly  have  been  selected  to  deal  with  a 
question  of  this  kind.  In  their  first  Report 
the  Commissioners  were,  as  the  noble  Earl 
said,  unanimous.  The  whole  of  the  Com- 
missioners signed  the  Report,  though  three 
of  them  appended  a  certain  amount  of 
qualification  to  the  absolute  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Report.  That  Report  was 
made  last  year,  and  in  regard  of  vestments 
it  states — 

"  We,  your  Majesty's  Commissioners,  have,  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  of  your  Majesty's 
Commission,  directed  our  first  attention  to  the 
question  of  the  vestments  worn  by  the  Ministers 
of  the  said  United  Church  at  the  time  of  their 
ministration,  and  especially  to  those  the  use  of 
which  has  been  lately  introduced  into  certain 
churches.  We  find  that  while  these  vestments 
are  regarded  by  some  witnesses  as  symbolical  of 
doctrine,  and  by  others  as  a  distinctive  vesture 
whereby  they  desire  to  do  honour  to  the  Holy 
Communion  as  the  highest  act  of  Christian  wor- 
ship,  they  are  by  none  regarded  as  essential,  and 
they  give  grave  offence  to  many.  We  are  of  opi« 
nion  that  it  is  expedient  to  restrain  in  the  public 
services  of  the  United  Church  of  England  and 
Ireland  all  variations  in  respect  of  vesture  from 
that  which  has  long  been  the  established  usage  of 
the  said  United  Church  ;  and  we  think  that  this 
may  be  best  secured  by  providing  aggrieved  pa- 
rishioners with  an  easy  and  effectual  process  for 
complaint  and  redress.  We  are  not  yet  prepared 
to  recommend  to  your  Majesty  the  best  mode  of 
giving  effect  to  these  conclusions,  with  a  view  at 
once  to  secure  the  objects  proposed  and  to  pro- 
mote the  peace  of  the  Church  ;  but  we  have 
thought  it  our  duty,  in  a  matter  to  which  great 
interest  is  attached,  not  to  delay  the  communica- 
tion to  your  Majesty  of  the  results  at  which  we 
have  already  arrived." 

A  second  Report  was  made  in  April  last, 
and  published  in  May.  It  deals  with  the 
question  of  what  are  called  'lights  and 
incense."  In  this  Report  the  Commission- 
ers were  by  no  means  unanimous.  Twenty- 
three  out  of  twenty-nine  Commissioners 
signed  it ;  two  Commissioners  declined  to 
sign  any  part  of  it ;  and  of  the  twenty- 
three  who  did  sign  the  Report,  eight  made 
certain  qualifications  or  statements  dis- 
senting from  its  recommendations.  In  the 
Report  to  which  I  am  now  referring  there 
are  these  statements— 

**  The  use  of  Lighted  Candles  at  the  celebration 
of  the  Holy  Communion  has  been  introduced  into 
certain  Churches  within  a  period  of  about  the  last 
twenty-five  years.  It  is  true  that  there  have  been 
Candlesticks  with  Candles  on  the  Lord's  Table 
during  a  long  period  in  many  Cathedral  and  Col- 
legiate Churches  and  Chapels,  and  also  in  the 
Chapels  of  some  Colleges,  and  of  some  Royal  and 
Episcopal  Residences;  but  the  instances  that  have 
been  adduced  to  prove  that  Candles  have  been 
lighted  as  accessories  to  the  Holy  Communion  are 
ftw  and  mooh  contested*    With  regard  to  Parish 
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miasion— though  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill 
recites  the  Reports  of  that  Commission — 
the  noble  Earl  has  failed  to  apprehend  the 
spirit  of  the  recommendations  made  by  the 
Commissioners  ;  and  I  think  that  if  we 
had  now  to  consider  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  in  detail  there  would  be  rery  serious 
objections  to  it.  But,  of  course,  if  the  Bill 
went  into  Committee  your  Lordships  would 
have  the  power  of  introduciug  modifica- 
tions with  the  view  of  removing  those  ob- 
jections. My  Lords,  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther the  noble  Earl  will  go  to  a  division  on 
the  second  reading  ;  but,  inasmuch  as  the 
Bill  recites  in  its  Preamble  the  Report  of 
the  Commission,  I  feel  that,  however  grave 
the  reasons  against  some  of  the  provisions, 
and  however  inexpedient  it  might  be  to 
pass  such  a  Bill  now,  yet  if  I  were  to  vote 
against  the  second  reading  my  doing  so 
might  be  construed  into  a  proposition 
which  I  am  not  prepared  to  assume  — 
namely,  that  at  no  time  and  under  no 
circumstances  ought  legislation  to  follow 
the  Reports  of  the  Royal  Commission. 
Having  said  that,  I  claim  for  myself,  and 
I  think  I  am  entitled  to  claim  for  many  of 
your  Lordships  who  may  not  be  disposed 
to  vote  against  the  second  reading,  that  we 
hold  ourselves  free  and  unfettered  as  to 
our  action  on  this  question  in  the  next  or 
any  subsequent  Session  of  Parliament. 
My  Lords,  deploring,  as  I  do,  the  prac- 
tices to  which  the  noble  Earl  has  referred 
— feeling,  as  I  do,  entirely  adverse  to  those 
practices — I  have  always  thought  that  it 
devolves  upon  those  who  do  entertain  such 
strong  feelings  on  the  subject  to  be  par- 
ticularly cautious  and  forbearing  in  respect 
of  any  propositions  for  restrictive  legisla- 
tion. The  noble  Earl  read  to  your  Lord- 
ships two  or  three  extracts  which  I  was 
much  pained  to  hear,  and  1  think  those 
extracts  must  have  been  painful  to  manj 
of  your  Lordships ;  but,  with  every  respect 
for  the  noble  Earl,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  know 
what  the  object  was  for  which  he  read 
them.  Is  the  Church  answerable  for  those 
extracts,  or  any  section  of  the  Church  ? 
I  have  no  right  to  speak  for  the  Church  ; 
but  as  one  of  her  Members  I  do  protest 
against  the  supposition  that  the  opinions 
to  which  expression  is  given  in  the  extracts 
read  by  the  noble  Earl  are  opinions  enter- 
tained by  any  section  of  the  Church  of 
England.  If  the  noble  Earl  wanted  us  to 
legislate  against  the  publication  of  such 
opinions,  I  could  understand  his  reading 
them  to  your  Lordships ;  and  legislation 
on  the  subject  of  lights  and  incense  Js^ 
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Ohnrohes,  whatever  evidenoe  there  may  be  as  to 
Candlestioks  with  Candles  being,  on  the  Lord's 
Table,  no  saffloient  evidence  has  been  adduced  be- 
fore 118  to  prove  that  at  any  time  during  the  last 
three  centuries  Lighted  Candles  have  been  used  in 
any  of  these  Churches  as  accessories  to  the  cele- 
bration of  the  Holy  Communion  until  within  about 
the  last  twenty -flTc  years.  The  use  of  Incense  in 
the  public  services  of  the  Church  during  the  pre- 
sent century  is  very  recent,  and  the  instances  of 
its  introduction  are  very  rare,  and  so  ftir  as  we  have 
any  evidence  before  us  it  is  at  variance  with  the 
Church's  usage  for  800  years.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, and  in  conformity  with  the  principles 
which  guided  us  in  our  first  Report,  we  are  of  opi- 
nion t^Eit  it  is  expedient  to  restrain  in  the  public 
senrices  of  the  Church  all  rariatlons  from  estab- 
lished usage  in  respect  of  Lighted  Candles  and  of 
Inoense." 

After  those  Reports  were  made  I  took  the 
liberty  on  a  former  occasion  to  say — and 
I  think  that  at  the  time  your  Lordships 
were  inclined  to  agree  with  me— that  it 
would  be  not  only  inexpedient,  but  highly 
censurable  of  the  Government  to  propose 
legislation  on  this  subject  until  the  ques- 
tion how  far  legislation  should  go  and 
what  shape  it  should  assume  had  been 
anxiously  and  earnestly  considered  by  the 
Government,  and  until  the  Government 
were  able  to  come  to  Parliament  with  some 
proposal  which  they  might  reasonably  ex- 
pect to  see  either  rejected  altogether  or 
made  the  law  of  the  land.  Now,  that 
being  the  pure  principle  on  which  the  Go- 
Yemment  have  acted,  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Shaftesbury)— as  was  competent 
to  him  to  do  as  an  independent  Member  of 
your  Lordships'  House — has  introduced  the 
Bill  which  now  comes  before  your  Lordships 
for  a  second  reading..  My  Lords,  I  speak 
with  great  submission  and  deference  to 
the  noble  Earl ;  but  I  dp  Tonture  to  ex- 
press a  doubt  whether  the  course  taken  by 
him  is  an  expedient  course.  The  noble 
Earl,  as  I  understand  him,  said  he  had  no 
expectation  this  Session  of  carrying  the 
Bill  beyond  a  second  reading;  but  that  his 
object  was  that  it  should  be  printed  and 
should  go  before  the  country  between  this 
and  the  next  Session  of  Parliament.  Now, 
my  Lords,  surely  that  object  would  hare 
been  folly  obtained  bj  the  step  whic^  the 
noble  Earl  naturally  and  properly  pursued 
in  laying  the  Bill  on  the  table  of  your 
Lordships'  House.  But  as  the  noble  Earl 
proposes  that  the  Bill  should  now  be  read 
a  second  time,  it  becomes  necessary  for 
your  Lordships  to  consider  the  course  you 
will  take  with  respect  to  the  Motion  for 
the  second  reading.  I  do  not  propose  to 
go  into  the  details  of  the  Bill ;  but  if  I 
ttodertUnd  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 


883 


Uhifortnity  of 


{LOBDS} 


Publie  Wmhip  Bill.  884 


after  all,  onlj  legislatioo  against  an  out- 
ward expression  of  opinions  which  we  are 
utterly  unable  to  control.  It  appears  to 
me,  my  Lords,  that  much  benefit  would 
follow  from  our  postponing  legislation  till 
next  year.  The  noble  Earl  proposes,  con- 
trary to  the  recommendations  of  the  Royal 
Commissioners,  to  enact  that  practices  to 
which  the  Bill  refers  shall  be  declared 
illegal.  The  Royal  Commissioners  care- 
folly  abstained  from  any  recommendations 
of  the  kind,  merely  proposing  that  re- 
straints should  be  applied  to  any  depar- 
tures from  the  establish^  practice  or 
usage.  Three  questions  are  inyolyed  in 
this  Bill,  of  which  two  have  already  become 
the  subject  of  legal  proceedings — namely, 
the  questions  of  lights  and  incense.  I 
have  been  informed,  and  I  belieye  accu- 
rately, that  within  the  last  few  days  the 
litigation  upon  these  points  has  been 
transferred  into  the  Court  of  highest  Ap- 
peal in  the  kingdom  ;  and,  according  to 
the  natural  order  of  business,  in  that  tri- 
bunal the  appeal  would  be  tried  in  Novem- 
ber or  December  this  year.  Tour  Lord- 
ships, therefore,  before  next  Session,  will 
have  the  benefit  of  a  decision  by  the  final 
Court  of  Appeal  of  this  Kingdom  with 
regard  to  the  legality  of  two  of  these  prac- 
tices. I  own  I  very  much  regret  that  it 
has  not  been  thought  desirable,  when  a 
judicial  decision  was  being  invoked  upon 
two  of  these  practices,  to  endeavour  to 
obtain  a  legal  decision  also  with  regard  to 
the  question  of  vestments.  I  say  this, 
not  because  I  think  that  the  opinion  of 
Parliament  ought  to  be  fettered  in  any 
way  by  the  decisions  of  the  legal  tribunals : 
it  may  well  be  that  after  a  decision  declar- 
ing one  or  more  of  these  practices  to  be 
perfectly  legal.  Parliament  might,  in  its 
wisdom,  consider  that^  for  the  future,  the 
law  ought  to  be  altered,  and  observances 
declared  to  be  illegal  for  the  future  which 
had  been  legal  hitherto.  But  Parliament 
would  in  any  ease  have  this  advantage — 
that  it  would  know  from  what  point  to 
start.  What  the  law  is  at  this  moment 
upon  these  difi*erent  subjects  rests,  of 
course,  in  a  state  of  uncertainty;  but  there 
is  every  reason  to  believe  that  before  next 
year  an  authoritative  decision  will  have 
been  given  upon  two,  at  least,  of  the  mat- 
ters in  dispute.  I  therefore  trust  the 
noble  Earl  will  not  press  this  Bill  to  a 
division  ;  and  I  say  so  with  the  more  free- 
dom because  I  have  already  declared  that 
it  is  a  Bill  asainst  the  second  reading  of 
which  I  sboBld  not  be  disposed  to  vote.  A 
The  Lord  ChwioeUor 


legal  decision  will,  I  hope,  be  obtained 
before  next  year,  and  your  Lordships,  in 
case  it  should  then  be  necessary,  will  be 
in  a  position  to  legislate  with  much  better 
effect. 

The  Mabqubss  of  SALISBURY:  It 
is  not  often — indeed,  it  is  the  only  time — 
that  I  have  heard  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  and  have  been  unable  to  follow  the 
course  of  reasoning  which  has  gone  on  in 
his  mind  during  the  course  of  his  speech. 
He  told  us  that  he  strongly  disapproved 
this  Bill  being  pressed  to  a  second  reading; 
he  pointed  out  the  defects  which  lay,  not 
only  in  the  machinery  of  the  Bill,  but  in  its 
utter  disregard  of  the  recommendations  of 
the  Royal  Commission  and  of  the  reasons 
upon  which  their  Report  was  founded,  and 
he  spoke  of  the  advantages  of  delay  ;  and 
then,  having  told  us  all  this,  he  said  he 
meant  to  vote  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  merely  because  its  Preamble  recites 
that  the  Bill  proposes  to  carry  out  the 
recommendations  of  the  Royal  Commission. 
I  will  ask  my  noble  Friend  whether  that  is 
a  principle  which  he  proposes  to  extend  and 
apply  to  the  legislation  generally  of  your 
Lordships'  House— that  if  in  the  Preamble 
of  a  Bill  a  proposition  is  laid  down  of  which 
you  happen  to  approve,  no  matter  how  en- 
tirely the  clauses  may  fail  to  carry  out  that 
proposition,  you  are  yet  to  vote  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill?  If  so,  we 
certainly  should  have  passed  the  second 
reading  of  a  great  many  Bills  which  we  are 
in  the  habit  of  throwing  out.  I  believe  it 
is  true  of  almost  all  Preambles  that  they 
are  innocent  and  plausible  in  their  language, 
and  few  persons  upon  that  ground  merely 
would  desire  to  oppose  them  ;  but  I  say 
that  to  commit  your  Lordships  to  support 
the  second  reading  of  measures  merely  be- 
cause of  the  moderation  or  plausibility  of 
the  Preamble  would  be  to  introdnce  an  en- 
tirely novel  principle  into  our  legislation. 
Nobody  will  deny  that  in  dealing  with 
questions  of  the  kind  upon  which  the 
House  now  is  asked  to  legislate  every  effort 
should  be  made  to  avoid  exciting  unneces- 
sary irritation.  The  subjects  are  those 
upon  which  men's  passions  are  bitteriy  ex- 
cited, leading  them  to  mis-state  the  real 
meaning  of  words  used  ;  and,  therefore, 
the  first  duty  of  a  prudent  Legislature  is  to 
avoid  all  that  can  increase  that  irritation. 
But  what  are  you  now  going  to  do  ?  For 
the  first  time  for  200  years  you  are  going 
to  break  the  truce  which  has  existed  be- 
tween the  two  parties  in  the  Church. 
Daring  those  200  years  manvvery  drffereai 
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views  hate  been  entertained;  Tarious  Bcbools 
have  flourished  and  decayed,  all  kinds  of 
extravagant  opinions  have  been  advanced 
—but  Parliament  has  never  during  that 
time  interfered  between  the  oonflioting 
schools  in  the  Church  to  strike  one  combat- 
ant to  the  ground.  I  do  not  deny,  that 
such  legislation  maj  be  necessary  ;  I  do 
not  wish  to  prejudge  the  question,  which 
we  must  consider  very  carefully  next  year. 
But  it  is  very  important  that  your  Lord- 
ships should  pronounce  no  judgment  before- 
hand which  is  certain  to  add  to  the  irrita- 
tion your  legislation  is  certain  to  excite. 
What  will  be  the  effect  of  this  proposal  ? 
There  is  not,  I  believe,  any  yery  consider- 
able party  in  the  country  attached  to  the 
unfortunate  practices  that  have  created  so 
much  ill-feeling  ;  but  you  are  going  to  add 
to  that  party  all  the  members  that  will  be 
driven  to  it  by  the  invigorating  process  of 
penal  legislation.  All  those  who  naturally 
sympathize  with  any  one  against  whom  Par- 
liament legislates — all  those  who  naturally 
take  the  weaker  side,  and  all  who  hate  the 
particular  school  from  which  this  legislation 
proceeds  will  be  inclined  to  abandon  the  for- 
mer moderation  of  their  opinions,  and  to  lean 
towards  the  very  extravagant  views  and 
practices  which  it  is  your  object  to  dis- 
courage. You  will  be  adding  force,  more- 
over, to  the  violence  of  the  irritation  by 
passing  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill 
without  any  of  the  precautions  habitually 
taken  in  matters  of  such  great  importance; 
you  will  be  passing  it  merely  as  a  matter 
of  form  at  the  fag-end  of  the  Session, 
without  even  soliciting  the  opinion  of  the 
Government  upon  the  measure.  My  feel- 
ing with  regard  to  the  Bill  is  that  if  you 
wish  to  make  more  men  like  Dr.  Littledale 
you  could  adopt  no  more  certain  method. 
Dr.  Littledale  is  a  gentleman  of  very  ex- 
travagant opinions,  and  probably  expresses 
his  own  opinions  merely  ;  but  this  Bill, 
even  if  it  passed,  is  not  the  way  to  dis- 
courage those  opinions.  It  certainly  would 
not  prevent  him  from  holding  or  urging 
them  with  as  much  force  as  before ;  all 
that  it  would  do  would  be  to  create  sym- 
pathizers with  him  who  did  not  exist  be- 
fore. It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  of  the 
greatest  importance  to  treat  gently  the 
feelings  and  prejudices  of  the  considerable 
number  of  persons  who  have  been  very 
much  excited  upon  this  subject,  and,  with 
that  end  in  view,  that  legislation  upon 
these  matters  should  only  be  undertaken 
upon  the  responsibility  of  the  Government, 
and  with  a  reasonable  certainty  that  a  de- 


cision one  way  or  other  would  be  obtained 
within  a  very  short  period.  First  of  all, 
Isgislation  should  not  be  undertaken  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  give  to  those  whose 
dearest  feelings  and  prejudices  you  are 
touching  the  impression  that  your  Lord- 
ships regard  these  as  matters  of  yery  trivial 
importance,  which  may  be  sacrificed  to  the 
feeling  or  to  the  convenience  of  a  noble 
Earl — who  is  deserving  of  the  highest  re* 
spect.  I  am  very  anxious  to  guard  my- 
self against  being  supposed  to  view  with 
anything  like  sympathy  the  action  which 
has  brought  this  controversy  into  its  pre- 
sent stage.  I  think  that  blame  attaches 
to  those  who  selected  for  their  operations 
the  precise  points  upon  which  they  knew 
the  feelings  of  their  countrymen  to  be 
most  irritable,  in  order,  apparently,  to 
make  disturbance  in  the  Church.  But  I 
ask  your  Lordships  not  to  allow  yourselves 
to  be  infected  with  the  imprudence  which 
you  are  yourselves  the  first  to  condemn. 
Do  not  allow  your  own  feelings  to  lead  you 
to  depart  from  that  gravity  and  modera- 
tion which  you  ordinarily  exereise  upon 
matters  of  such  importance.  I  ask  you  to 
deal  with  this  matter  as  one  of  the  first 
moment,  and  not  to  be  drawn  into  a  deci- 
sion opposed  in  any  way  to  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Commissioners.  It  is  for 
these  reasons  that  I  beg  you  not  to  give  a 
second  reading  to  the  Bill  proposed  by 
the  noble  Earl. 

The  Bishop  of  CARLISLE  said,  that 
the  two  noble  Lords  who  had  last  spoken 
were  neither  of  them  Members  of  their 
Lordships'  House  when  the  noblo  Earl 
originally  introduced  a  measure  similar  to 
that  which  was  now  upon  their  Lordships' 
table.  The  overwhelming  amount  of  evi- 
dence and  argument  then  broaght  forward 
by  the  noble  Earl  showed  the  imperative 
necessity  for  legislation  upon  this  question. 
And  how  was  his  Bill  defeated  upon  that 
occasion  ?  By  a  promise  given  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day,  speaking  through 
their  mouthpiece  the  noble  Earl  below  the 
Gangway  (the  Earl  of  Derby),  that  a  Royal 
Commission  should  issue  for  the  purpose  of 
investigating  the  subject.  There  was, 
therefore,  an  honourable  obligation  resting 
upon  the  Government  to  do  something,  be- 
cause the  noble  Earl  who  was  then  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  refused  to  allow 
the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time,  upon  the 
ground  that  a  Royal  Commission  was 
about  to  be  appointed.  The  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Derby)  promised  on  that  occa- 
sion that  that  Commission  should  attend 
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to  the  subject  of  Testments,  and  cognate 
matters,  first,  and  report  thereon  with  a 
▼iew  to  legislation.  The  Commission  did 
at  length  make  their  first  Report,  and 
recommend  that  something  should  be  done 
to  restrain  the  use  of  yestments.  In  a 
second  Report  they  had  pronounced  against 
lights  and  incense  also,  and  advised  that 
the  use  of  them  should  be  ''restrained." 
It  then  became  the  imperative  duty  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  take  up  the  sub- 
ject, for  there  was  a  vital  necessity  that 
something  should  be  done  if  the  Church  of 
England  was  to  be  saved.  The  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury)  having  in  vain 
waited  for  the  Government  to  do  something, 
having  in  fact  been  informed  by  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal  that  the  Government  were  not 
prepared  to  move  until  a  third  Report  was 
sent  in — a  Report  which  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  special  subjects  under  discussion 
•—must  be  exonerated  from  all  blame  in 
DOW  bringing  the  subject  again  before  their 
Lordships.  He  would  not  enter  into  the 
question  whether  the  Bill  might  not  be 
improved  in  Committee.  In  respect  to  the 
legal  remedy  proposed  in  the  Bill,  he 
thought  it  better  than  the  recommendation 
of  the  Commissioners.  But,  be  this  as  it 
might,  it  would  be  in  his  opinion  a  disas- 
trous thing  if  this  Bill  should  be  pressed  to 
a  division,  and  if  a  majority  of  their  Lord- 
ships should  decide  against  legislation  on 
this  subject.  He  lamented  the  course  taken 
by  the  Government,  because  it  would  lead 
to  the  impression  out-of-doors  that  they 
were  not  alive  to  the  greatness  of  the 
emergency  in  which  the  Church  of  England 
was  placed.  The  extracts  read  by  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury)  were 
useful  as  straws  which  showed  the  way  of 
the  wind.  They  certainly  showed  that, 
with  the  party  now  attracting  so  much  at- 
tention, the  Protestant  Reformation  found 
but  little  favour.  And  yet  the  only  stand- 
ing ground  of  the  Church  of  England  be- 
fore God  and  man  was  as  a  Protestant 
Reformed  Church.  But  all  this  the  com- 
pact, organized,  energetic  body  of  Ritualists 
wished  to  undo.  The  questions  of  vest- 
ments, lights,  and  incense  were  of  very 
little  importance,  except  as  connected  with 
doctrine.  Now,  if  there  were  two  things 
more  emphatically  repudiated  by  the  Church 
of  England  at  the  Reformation  than  any 
others,  it  was  the  sacrifice  of  the  Mass 
and  the  practice  of  Auricular  Confession. 
The  speaking  of  the  Lord's  Table  as  the 
altar,  the  lights,  the  incense,  and  other 
Bitnalistio  practices,  were  all  oonneoted 
The  Bishop  of  OarluU 


with  the  revival  of  the  sacrifice  of  the 
mass.  Concurrently  with  this  was  the  re- 
vival of  the  claim  of  the  priesthood  to 
exercise  judicial  functions  in  the  tribunal 
of  the  confessional.  That  he  was  correct 
in  these  assertions,  noble  Lords  might 
satisfy  themselves  by  perusing  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Ritual  Commission,  and 
appended  to  their  first  Report.  Mr. 
Bennett  of  Frome,  for  example,  before  the 
Ritual  Commission,  acknowledged  that  he 
sacrificed  and  adored  the  elements,  and 
Mr.  Wagner  admitted  that  he  practised 
auricular  confession.  And  these. gentlemen 
were  but  representatives,  in  these  respects, 
of  the  opinions,  and  too  often  of  the  prac- 
tices, of  the  clergy  known  as  Ritualistic. 
Various  arguments,  however,  were  urged 
against  any  amendment  of  the  law  which 
should  put  a  check  upon  this  process  of 
un-Protestantizing  the  national  Church. 
It  was  said,  in  the  first  place,  that  the 
Church  of  England  was  a  comprehensive 
Church.  It  was  comprehensive,  no  doubt ; 
but  it  was,  to  borrow  technical  words 
from  the  science  of  logic,  a  comprehension 
of  "  contraries  "  and  not  of  "  contradic- 
tories/' "  Contraries  "  might  stand  to- 
gether, but  *'  contradictories  "  could  not. 
The  Church  of  England  contained  what 
was  called  High-Church  and  what  was 
called  Low-Church.  Some  members  of 
that  Church  might  call  themselves  Ar- 
minians  and  others  Calvinists.  But  while 
all  these  four  parties  might  be  '*  Con- 
traries" between  themselves,  Rome  was 
•*  contradictory  "  to  all.  The  toleration 
of  Romanism  within  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land would  be  fatal  to  its  existence.  The 
noble  Marquess  said  they  were  going  by 
this  Bill  to  destroy  a  truce  within  the 
Church  that  had  existed  for  200  years. 
He  (the  Bishop  of  Carlisle)  must  assure 
the  noble  Marquess  that  he  was  mis- 
taken. The  truce,  as  he  was  pleased  to 
call  it,  between  High-Church  and  Low- 
Church  was  not  threatened  by  this  Bill. 
Were  he  a  High-Churchman  he  should 
indignantly  repudiate  all  identification  with 
the  innovating  party.  The  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  repel  the  invasion  of  a  third, 
a  Romanizing  party,  who,  masked  as 
High-Churchmen,  were  introducing  doc- 
trines and  practices,  of  essentially  Popish 
character,  and  utterly  inconsistent  with  the 
continuance  and  healthy  existence  of  that 
Church.  A  second  argument  which  had  been 
used  on  various  occasions,  though  it  had  not 
been  broached  to-day  was,  that  the  pertont 
against  whom  the  noble  Earl  wished  to 
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of  Sooiland  to  go  forth  from  the  EatabHsh- 
ment,  and  such  as  led  the  WesleyaDs,  100 
years  ago,  to  leave  the  Cburoh  of  England. 
But  the  comparison  would  not  hear  ex- 
amination. These  Churches  were  identical 
in  doctrine  with  the  Churches  they  left, 
both  of  them  holding  Protestant  truth,  and 
agreeing  in  their  abhorrence — he  used  a 
word  most  properly  employed  by  a  noble 
Duke,  not  now  in  his  place,  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll)  in  the  late  debate  —  of  Popery. 
But  the  Ritualists  rejected  the  Thirty-nine 
Articles,  or  as  they  are  said  to  call  them — 
the  "  forty  stripes  save  one" — and  yearned 
for  Rome.  The  comparison  of  the  Ritual- 
ists to  the  Free  Church  and  the  Wesley- 
ans  was  untenable,  moreover,  in  other  res- 
pects, for  the  latter  had  the  people  with 
them,  whereas  the  sympathy  of  the  middle 
and  lower  classes  was  not  at  all  with  the 
innovators  in  the  present  case.  The  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury)  was  quite 
right  when  he  said  that  how  much  soever 
such  churches  as  St.  Albans  might  be 
crowded,  the  middle  and  lower  classes 
viewed  all  that  was  carried  on  within  their 
walls  with  suspicion  and  dislike.  The  truth 
was,  that  these  practices  were  a  check 
upon  Church  extension ;  subscriptions  hav- 
ing been  withheld  on  account  of  the  pre- 
sent state  of  uncertainty  as  to  whether 
the  Church  of  England  would  be  Protest- 
ant and  Reformed  some  years  hence.  He 
admitted  that,  had  greater  discretion  been 
shown  with  regard  to  the  Free  Church  and 
the  Wesleyans,  each  of  the  Churches  whioh 
they  quitted  would  probably  have  been  a 
gainer,  for  they  would  have  added  life  and 
vigour  to  its  ranks,  for  the  reasons  he  had 
given.  But  for  the  very  absence,  the  ne- 
gation, of  the  same  reasons,  if  Ritualism 
were  allowed  to  go  on,  it  would  result  in 
the  breaking  up  of  the  Church  of  England. 
The  true  parallel  was  between  the  Ritual- 
ists and  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  who  re- 
fused to  conform  in  the  reign  of  Eliiabetb, 
and  likewise  the  Non-jurors  who  refused  to 
tske  the  Oath  of  Allegiance  in  the  reign  of 
William  and  Mary  -—  though  here  again 
Archbishop  Sancroft,  loyal  Protestant  as 
he  was,  would  hardly,  if  alive,  endure  the 
comparison.  The  secession  in  the  former 
case  consisted  of  189  clergymen  of  all 
ranks,  and  in  the  latter  of  one  Archbishop, 
four  Bishops,  and  400  clergy.  Any  seces- 
sion which  might  now  take  place  of  Ritual- 
istic clergy  could  not  exceed — he  did  not 
believe  it  would  come  up  to  half  these 
numbers.  The  Ritualistic  party  was  for- 
ward and  loud,  and  compensated  for  their 
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legislate,  were  the  greatest  obstacles  to 
perversion  to  the  Church  of  Rome.  So 
said  their  predecessors  the  Tractarians 
thirty  years  ago.  They  claimed  to  be  the 
greatest  opponents  of  Rome.  But  their 
Lordships  had  not  forgotten  the  hundreds 
of  the  laity  and  the  scores  of  the  clergy 
who  had  gone  over  to  Rome  since  that 
movement  began — Archbishop  Manning,  in 
a  volume  of  Enays  on  Religion  and 
Literature  (Second  Series),  edited  by  him, 
conclusively  disposed  of  this  allegation.  In 
an  "  inaugural  address,"  prefaced  to  that 
volume,  the  Archbishop  said — 

"  I  do  not  include  in  this,  as  I  have  already 
■aid,  those  few  in  nnmber,  I  believe,  who  use 
these  things  as  a  stumbling-block  to  keep  back 
souls  from  the  truth,  and  imitate  the  Catholic 
Church  with  a  formal  servility,  that  they  may 
pass  themselves  off  as  Catholics,  even  to  our  Ca- 
tholic poor.  For  such  men  we  can  have  no  sym- 
pathy, and  little  hope.  Every  parish  priest  hap- 
pily knows  how  empty  and  foolish  is  the  boast 
they  make  of  keeping  souls  from  oonversion.  The 

CMic  fticts  of  eyery  day  refute  it.  They  may  keep 
k  the  handful  who  surround  them,  and  hide 
the  truth  from  their  own  hearts ;  but  the  steady 
current  of  return  to  the  Catholic  and  Roman 
Church  throughout  the  whole  of  England  is  no 
more  to  be  a£feoted  by  them  than  the  rising  of  the 
tide  by  the  palms  of  their  hands.  Against  their 
will,  certainly,  and,  perhaps,  without  their  know- 
ledge, they  are  sending  on  numberless  souls  into 
the  truth  which  they  probably  will  never  enter. 
But  the  number  of  those  whose  good  fiiith  is 
doubtful  is  not  great.  The  multitude  of  those  who 
arc  drawn  by  a  natural  and  simple  reverence  to 
clothe  what  they  sincerely  believe  with  a  becom- 
ing ritual,  and  who  worship  piously  and  humbly  in 
churches  which  might  almost  be  mistaken  for  ours 
— if  it  were  not  for  the  one  grea^  blank,  the  ab- 
sence of  life,  which  is  like  a  beautiful  countenance 
without  sight — is  very  great,  and  is  perhaps  con- 
tinually increasing.  They  are  coming  up  to  the 
very  threshold  of  the  Church.  They  have  learned 
to  lean  upon  It  as  the  centre  of  Christendom,  from 
which  they  sprang,  and  upon  which  their  own 
Church  is  supposed  to  rest.  They  use  our  devo- 
tions, our  books,  our  pictures  of  piety  ;  they  are 
taught  to  believe  the  whole  Catholic  doctrine,  and 
to  receive  the  whole  Council  of  Trent,  not  indeed 
in  its  true  meaning,  but  in  a  meaning  invented  by 
their  teachers.  This  cannot  last  long.  Such 
teachers  are,  as  Fuller  quaintly  and  truly  says, 
like  unskilful  horsemen  ;  they  so  open  gates  as  to 
shut  themselves  out,  but  let  others  through." 

So  much  for  the  argument  that  Ritualism 
was  deterrent  from  Rome.  But,  in  the 
third  place,  the  noble  Marquess  and  the 
most  rev.  Primate  argued  that  if  Parlia- 
ment legislated  hastily  —  "  hastily,''  in- 
deed, when  four  years  had  now  elapsed 
since  first  the  subject  was  broached  at 
Lambeth  by  the  Bishop  of  Lincoln — there 
might  be  a  fearful  disruption  in  the  Church 
of  England,  such  as  led  the  Free  Church 
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nmneriaal  pavoitj  and  penomal  insignifl- 
eanoe  by  their  organisation  and  the  noiae 
they  made  in  e^ery  direction.  The  House 
ahould  not,  therefore,  be  deterred  from 
legislating  —  he  would  not  say  this  —  bat 
early  next  Session,  by  any  fear  of  commit- 
ting grievous  injury  to  the  Church.  They 
should  rather  be  deterred  from  further  de- 
lay by  the  grievous  injury  that  would  ac- 
crue if  these  practices  were  not  checked. 
The  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  spoke  on  a  former  occasion  of  a 
Puritan  faction  hammering  at  the  doors  of 
Parliament;  but  prompt' legislation  was 
called  for,  in  order  that  such  a  contingency 
might  not  arise.  Delay  was  giving  force 
and  power  to  a  Puritan  faction  outside  the 
Church,  which  was  making  use  of  the 
present  condition  of  affairs  to  assail  the 
ramparts  and  overthrow  the  citadel  of  the 
Church.  And  herein  he  detected  a  power 
at  work  behind  the  scenes  which  desired 
to  compass  the  overthrow  of  the  Church  of 
England  as  the  one  stronghold  of  Protest- 
antism and  the  Reformation  in  the  world. 
He  did  not  say  that  the  bulk  of  the  Ritual- 
istic clergy  were  conscious  of  the  fact.  But 
as  a  small  cog-wheel  kept  up  the  connec- 
tion between  the  steam  power  of  a  vast 
manufactory  and  all  the  shuttles  at  work 
in  every  direction,  so  a  single  point  of 
contact  between  the  Church  of  Rome  and 
the  Ritualists  was  quite  enough  to  account 
for  all  that  was  going  on.  If  then  the 
House  belieyed  that  to  the  blessed  Reform- 
ation we  owed  the  temporal  as  well  as  the 
spiritual  liberties  of  England  —  if  they 
believed  that  the  Church  of  England,  in 
her  articles,  homilies,  and  other  formularies 
represented  that  Reformation — they  would 
permit  no  temporizing  policy,  no  fears,  no 
threats,  to  deter  them  from  doing  their 
duty  at  this  solemn  crisis.  By  giving  the 
Bill  a  second  reading,  if  the  noble  Earl 
pressed  it,  they  would  emphatically  declare 
their  determination  at  the  first  convenient 
opportunity  to  take  effectual  measures  for 
staying  the  plague  that  was  at  work 
among  us. 

Eabl  STANHOPE  said,  that  the  noble 
Earl  who  introduced  the  Bill  (the  Earl  of 
Shaftesbury)  said,  that  it  was  intended  to 
carry  out  the  recommendation  of  the  Royal 
Commissioners.  Now  he  (Earl  Stanhope) 
was  one  of  those  Commissioners,  and  had 
concurred  with  the  large  majority  in  sign- 
ing the  two  Reports  reprobating  vestments, 
lights,  and  incense.  He  earnestly  con- 
curred in  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
DUSiioners  on  those  subjects,  for  he  looked 
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upon  those  practiees  as  innovations,  and 
as  calculated  to  bring  evil  upon  the  Church 
of  England  ;  and  he  was  desirous  by 
moderate  and  temperate  means  to  restrain 
them.  But  he  could  not  admit  that  the 
noble  Earl  in  this  Bill  carried  out  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Royal  Commissioners.  In 
one  material  respect  the  Bill  went  much 
beyond  those  recommendations.  They  had 
been  told  by  the  most  rev.  Primate  who 
spoke  early  in  the  debate  (the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury)  that  this  Bill  declared  prac- 
tices to  be  illegal  which  the  Commissioners, 
though  disapproving  of  them,  had  carefully 
abstained  from  declaring  to  be  illegal. 
Therefore,  whatever  might  be  the  merits 
of  the  proposition  of  the  noble  Earl,  one 
thing  was  perfectly  clear — that  his  propo- 
sition was  not  the  proposition  of  the  Com- 
missioners— his  Bill  was  not  theirs.  What 
object  was  to  be  gained  by  a  second  read- 
ing ?  Suppose  it  was  assented  to,  no 
further  step  could  be  taken  this  Session, 
nor  even  in  this  Parliament.  He  must, 
however,  express  his  regret  that  his  noble 
Friend  had  introduced  this  Bill  at  all . 
without  giving  the  Government  time  to 
produce  a  measure  of.  their  own.  It  was 
desirable  to  legislate  in  a  manner  that 
would  cause  the  least  offence  and  irrita- 
tion. Now,  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Shaftesbury)  was  a  distinguished  member 
of  one  of  the  two  parties  into  which  the 
Church  was  divided,  and  it  was  impossible 
to  expect  such  ready  acquiescence  by  the 
other  party  in  a  Bill  introduced  by  him  as 
in  one  proceeding  from  a  more  neutral  and 
less  partisan  quarter.  He  entertained 
a  decided  opinion  that  it  was  most  de- 
sirable, whatever  Government  might  be 
in  power,  it  should  next  Session  introduce 
a  Bill  on  the  subject ;  but,  if  the  Govern- 
ment, whatever  it  might  be,  should  be 
unwilling,  or  unable,  after  proper  delibe- 
ration, to  bring  in  a  Bill,  tnen  would  be 
the  time  for  the  noble  Earl  to  do  so. 
Much  as  he  respected  the  high  authority 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack, he  could  not  but  think  that  all  the 
arguments  of  his  speech  were  decidedly 
antagonistic  to  the  Bill,  while  his  conclu- 
sion was  in  favour  of  it.  For  his  own 
part,  while  yielding  to  no  man  in  his  de- 
sire to  restore  to  the  Church  the  peace 
which  had  been  disturbed  by  the  practices 
so  justly  complained  of,  he  wished  to  avoid 
unnecessary  irritation,  and,  since  the  pre- 
sent Bill  would  not  advance  the  question 
an  inch,  but  would  certainly  produce  irri- 
tatioDi  he  felt  bound  to  vote  against  it. 
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Earl  RUSSELL :  I  must  oonftft  I 
hare  been  rather  perplexed  by  the  speeches 
of  the  most  re?.  Primate,  the  most  eminent 
representative  of  the  Chorch  in  this  House, 
and  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack,  our  greatest  legal  authority,  for 
there  was  something  so  uncertain  about 
them  that  I  could  not  make  out  whether 
ihey  intended  to  vote  for  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  or  against  it. 

The  Abchbishop  op  CANTERBURY : 
I  distinctly  said  I  did  not  intend  to  vote 
for  the  second  reading. 

Earl  RUSSELL:  I  am  much  obliged 
to  the  most  rev.  Primate  for  bis  explana- 
tion. I  think  it  is  desirable  that  legisla- 
tion should  be  postponed  to  the  latest  pos- 
sible period.  We  haye  seen  very  critical 
and  agitating  questions  debated  on  the 
Church ;  we  have  seen  those  questions  re- 
solved by  the  highest  tribunal — the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council;  and  those 
decisions,  though  adverse  to  the  opinion  of  a 
considerable  party  in  the  Church,  have  been 
received  with  respect,  and  have  decided  the 
legal  view  of  those  questions.  Now,  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  tells 
us  that  about  November  next  two  important 

Soints  which  are  still  in  agitation  will  come 
y  appeal  before  the  Judicial  Committee. 
That,  it  appears  to  me,  is  sufficient  reason 
why  this  House  should  pause  with  respect 
to  legislation,  and  should  wait  till  we  at 
least  know  upon  the  highest  authority 
what  the  present  state  of  the  law  is  upon 
these  important  points.  It  also  appears  to 
me  desirable  that  whenever  we  do  legislate 
the  Qovernment  of  the  day  should  propose 
the  measure,  and  that  they  should  intro- 
duce it  with  the  assent  of  the  Prelates  who 
represent  the  Church  in  this  House ;  for 
it  is  only  in  that  way  that  I  can  suppose 
an  Act  will  pass  which  will  receive  the 
general  assent  of  the  country.  I  see  no 
reason  to  doubt  that,  whether  by  judicial 
decision  or  legislative  action,  if  there  be  a 
general  assent  of  parties,  those  at  least 
who  think  certain  practices  desirable, 
though  not  essential,  will  bow  respectfully 
to  whatever  decision  shall  be  come  to.  On 
the  other  hand,  if  there  be  a  division — I 
will  not  say  of  political  parties,  but  of 
Church  parties — on  the  subject,  I  should 
be  very  much  afraid  that  there  would  be 
further  agitation,  which  would  be  very 
mischievous.  I  do  not  object  to  this  Bill 
or  to  anything  contained  in  it,  if  we  are 
obliged  to  come  to  legislation  as  a  last  re- 
sort. It  is  not,  therefore,  on  account  of 
the  Bill  itself,  but  on  account  of  the  time 


at  whioh  it  has  been  brought  forward,  that 
I  object  to  the  Motion,  and  that  I  shall 
certainly  not  go  into  the  Lobby  with  my 
noble  Friend  should  he  proceed  to  a 
divinon. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY :  My  Lords,  I 
have  no  intention  of  entering  into  the  very 
difficult  questions  involved  in  the  considera- 
tion of  this  Bill,  and  I  am  very  glad  that 
I  gave  way  to  the  noble  Earl  who  has  just 
sat  down,  because  I  am  happy  to  think 
that — as  is  not  always  the  case— -I  en- 
tirely concur  in  the  view  he  has  taken  as 
to  the  course  that  should  be  pursued  with 
respect  to  this  question.  What  I  feel  is 
this — and  it  is  a  point  which  has  been 
stated  by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  on 
the  Woolsack — that  if  you  come  to  any 
decision  upon  this  subject  now  you  will  do 
that  which  will  be  liable  to  be  misunder- 
stood. If  you  vote  in  favour  of  this  Bill 
you  will  hold  yourselves  tied  down  to  act 
on  the  course  recommended  by  the  noble 
Earl,  irrespective  of  the  future  recommen- 
dations which  may  proceed  from  the  Royal 
Commission,  and  irrespective  of  the  infor- 
mation, as  to  the  existing  state  of  the  law, 
which  may  be  derived  from  the  legal  pro- 
ceedings which  are  likely  to  occur  in  No- 
vember. If,  on  the  other  hand,  we  vote 
against  the  Bill,  as  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  pointed  out,  we  shall  be  held  up 
as  assenting  to  those  practices  of  the  Ri- 
tualists to  which  I,  for  one,  am  entirely 
opposed,  and  shall  be  giving  them  coun- 
tenance, which  I  should  be  sorry  to  give 
by  voting  apparently  in  their  favour.  If, 
as  was  supposed  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
(the  Bishop  of  Carlisle),  it  be  a  great  ob- 
ject to  avoid  delay  there  might  be  some- 
thing to  say  for  coming  to  a  decision  one 
way  or  the  other  on  the  question ;  but 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  knows  well,  and  the 
noble  Earl  the  Mover  of  the  second  read- 
ing has  himself  stated,  that  he  has  no  in- 
tention to  press  the  Bill  to  legislation  this 
Session.  The  question  of  delay,  there- 
fore, does  not  enter  into  the  consideration 
of  the  subject  at  all.  I  share  very  much 
the  opinion  expressed  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess behind  me  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
and  the  noble  Earl  near  me  (Earl  Stanhope) 
of  the  great  inconvenience  of  coming  to  a 
hasty  decision  with  regard  to  the  Bill  be- 
fore us.  I  think  if  we  decide  one  way  or 
the  other  it  will  give  one  party  a  great  and 
unreasonable  amount  of  encouragement, 
and  will  create  in  the  other  party  a  pro- 
portionate degree  or  irritation,  which  will 
be  Gonstantly  working  up  to  the  time  when 
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legislation  will  be  possible.  I  also  think 
that  a  question  of  this  kind  ought  to  be 
brought  forward  with  all  the  authority  of 
Government,  and  of  Go?emmeot  informed 
bj  all  the  views  of  the  Royal  Commission. 
I  am  very  unwilling  to  oppose  my  noble 
Friend,  for  I  have  the  highest  respect  for 
his  sincerity,  and  for  his  zeal  in  the  ad- 
Tocacy  of  the  opinions  which  he  entertains. 
I  do  not  say  that  I  go  along  with  his 
opinions  ;  but  if  I  were  disposed  to  go  to 
one  extreme  or  the  other  I  should  be  in- 
olined  to  support  the  views  of  my  noble 
Friend  rather  than  those  of  the  Eitualists, 
who  are  responsible  for  the  agitation  which 
has  been  excited.  Bnt  the  noble  Earl  has 
had  the  opportunity  which  he  sought  of 
stating  his  views  and  calling  the  attention 
of  the  country  to  this  important  question. 
I  would  suggest,  therefore,  that  it  would 
be  the  better  course  to  avoid  the  incon- 
venience of  a  division,  and  to  enable  that 
to  be  done  I  am  disposed  to  move  "  the 
previous  Question."  ["Hear,  hear!*'! 
I  beg  to  move  "the  previous  Question.*' 
Thb  Eabl  op  SHAFTESBURY  :  I 
hope  your  Lordships  will  allow  me  one  or 
two  words  in  reply  to  what  has  fallen  from 
noble  Lords  in  the  course  of  the  debate. 
The  object  which  I  have  had  in  view  in 
moving  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill 
was  to  obtain  the  affirmation  of  its  principle, 
not  of  its  details,  so  that  it  might  go  to  the 
country  as  a  Bill  that  had  been  considered 
and  had  obtained  the  assent  of  your  Lord- 
ships* House.  I  understand  the  most  rev. 
Primate  (the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury) 
to  object  to  the  Bill  as  not  having  been 
brought  forward  with  the  assent  of  Convo- 
cation. I  should  like  to  obtain  the  ap- 
proval of  Convocation  ;  but  I  do  not  think 
that  I  am  bound,  or  that  any  Member  of 
Parliament  is  bound  to  wait  for  the  con- 
sent of  Convocation  in  any  course  we  may 
think  it  our  duty  to  take.  Then  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  said  he 
did  not  see  how  I  connected  the  extracts 
which  I  read  with  the  legislation  I  propose; 
but  I  read  the  extracts  because  I  saw  that 
the  statements  had  been  made  with  great 
skill,  and  circulated  through  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  and  had  caused  great 
irritation,  and  I  should  be  sorry  if  the 
great  mass  of  the  people,  knowing  and 
feeling  these  things,  saw  that  the  House 
of  Lords  did  not  reject  those  practices, 
which  were  so  repugnant  to  them.  I  con- 
fess I  am  greatly  astonished  at  what  has 
fallen  from  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Russell), 
for  I  can  assure  the  House,  and  my  noble 
Th9  EiMrl  of  J)^ly 


Friend  himself  will  recollect*  that  there 
was  no  one  who  last  year  urged  me  more 
than  he  did  to  go  on  with  the  Vestment 
Bill,  which  was  more  deficient  in  ecclesias- 
tical authority  and  other  authority  than  the 
Bill  now  before  your  Lordships.  All  I  can 
say  is  that  the  noble  Earl  may  be  quite 
right  to  judge  as  he  pleases,  but  never  as 
long  as  I  live  will  I  repose  any  confidence 
in  him  again.  Nothing  puts  me  to  so 
much  pain  as  to  appear  to  be  wanting  in 
respect  to  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  but  I 
fear  there  is  no  other  course  open  to  me 
than  to  put  your  Lordships  to  the  trouble 
of  a  division. 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  that  if  the  Ques- 
tion went  to  a  division  (as  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  had  decided  on  attempting  to 
carry  the  Bill  no  farther  than  a  second 
reading)  it  could  amount  to  nothing  more 
than  an  abstract  Resolution,  and  he 
thought  it  very  objectionable  to  send 
abroad  a  decision  that  would  carry  no  au- 
thority with  it. 

Then  a  Question  being  stated,  the  Ques- 
tion was  put.  Whether  the  said  Question 
shall  be  now  put  ? 

R69oh$d  in  the  Negatwe, 

COMPULSORY  CHURCH  RATES  ABOLI- 
TION BILL.-(No  211.) 
(The  Earl  Rutsell.) 
REPORT. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

Thb  Bishop  of  OXFORD :  I  propose 
at  the  end  of  Clause  7  to  re-insert  a  clause 
which  was  in  the  Bill  when  it  came  up 
from  the  other  House  of  Parliament.  The 
Bill  as  it  now  stands  will,  as  I  think,  be 
productiye  of  this  inconvenience,  that  the 
churchwardens  may  incur  expense  upon 
the  faith  of  persons  undertaking  to  pay 
their  church  rates,  who  may  afterwards 
make  default,  and  there  is  no  power  pro- 
vided in  the  Bill  by  which  those  persons 
may  be  compelled  to  perform  the  agree- 
ment they  have  made.  Now  the  office  of 
churchwarden  is  not  a  voluntary  office — 
it  is  an  office  in  which  a  man  is  liable  to 
serve  even  against  his  will,  and  from  which 
he  cannot  withdraw— and  you  may  put  a 
conscientious  man,  who  is  endeavouring  to 
carry  out  the  duties  he  has  unwillingly 
undertaken,  in  a  very  unpleasant  position  if 
he  has  incurred  expense  on  the  faith  that 
he  will  be  repaid  by  persons  who  have 
promised  to  pay  but  have  afterwards  re- 
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fused.     I  beg  to  more,  therefore,  at  the 
end  of  Clause  7,  to  insert  as  follows  :— 

**  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  prevent  any  Agree- 
ment to  make  any  such  Payment,  on  the  Faith 
of  which  any  Expenditure  shall  have  been  made, 
or  any  Liability  incurred,  from  being  enforced  in 
the  same  Manner  as  other  Contracts  of  a  like 
nature  might  be  enforced  in  any  Court  of  Law  or 
Equity  :  Provided  that  in  any  Suit  or  Proceeding 
to  enforce  such  Agreement  as  last  aforesaid,  it 
shall  not  be  necessary  to  loin  as  Parties  any 
other  Person  or  Persons  than  the  Party  to  be 
made  Defendant,  and  the  Churchwardens,  Chapel- 
wardens,  or  Treasurer  hereinafter  mentioned.  — 
( The  Lord  BUhop  of  Ox/ordL) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  In  the 
8eleot  Committee  I  stated  the  objections 
irhich  I  felt  to  this  clause,  and  I  will  now 
shortly  repeat  those  objections.  It  is  not 
a  question  upon  which  either  side  will 
wish  to  gain  any  triumph,  for  I  apprehend 
we  are  all  anxious  to  arrive  at  the  con- 
clusion which  will  be  the  soundest  and 
safest.  In  the  first  place,  I  think  that 
practically  this  clause  will  be  of  Tory  little 
use,  and  for  this  reason  —  The  various 
sums  contributed  or  promised  by  individuals 
will  be  so  small  that  I  cannot  believe  that 
any  churchwarden  would  bring  an  action 
at  law,  or  file  a  bill  in  Equity  for  the  pur- 
pose of  recovering  them.  Moreover,  the 
di£Sculty  of  showing  any  agreement  to  pay 
would  be  so  great,  and  the  presumption  of 
such  agreement  arising  from  presence  at  a 
meeting  would  be  so  small,  and  so  difficult 
to  bring  home,  that  I  think  the  action  or 
suit  would  be  certain  to  fail.  My  next 
objection  is,  that  I  do  not  think  the  clause 
IS  necessary.  It  is  said  that  the  church- 
warden may  undertake  expenditure  on 
the  faith  of  promises  to  pay  the  rate;  that 
when  the  work  is  done  be  will  not  have 
the  money  to  pay  for  it ;  and  that  then 
be  will  be  personally  liable.  The  simple 
answer  is  that,  under  the  new  state  of 
things  which  this  Bill  will  produce,  the 
churchwarden  must  get  in  his  money  be- 
fore he  undertakes  expenditure  and  then 
he  will  be  exposed  to  no  risk.  My  third 
objection  is  that,  while  the  clause  would 
be  of  little  use  and  is  unnecessary,  it  might 
on  the  other  hand  have  a  seriously  deter- 
ring effect  upon  those  who  might  otherwise 
be  willing  to  contribute.  If  you  ask  a  man 
for  a  subscription  which  he  knows  is  to  be 
purely  voluntary,  you  may  hope  to  receive 
it ;  but  if  you  keep  a  rod  in  pickle  for  him 
behind  your  back — if  you  have  something 
in  reserve  in  the  shape  of  an  action  at  law 
or  suit  in  Equity — he  will  think  twice  be- 
fore he  makes  any  promise.      I  know  that 

YOL.   CZCm,      [XSOD  SSBIES.] 


many  persons  for  whose  opinion  I  have 
great  respect  attach  a  value  to  this  clause, 
but  I  cannot  subscribe  to  their  opinion. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLET  :  I  can- 
not  hope  to  add  anything  to  the  arguments 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord;  but,  as  a 
Member  of  the  Select  Committee  upon  this 
Bill,  I  feel  bound  to  support  his  view. 
Looking  simply  and  solely  at  the  interests 
of  the  Church.  I  can  scarcely  conceive  that 
any  person  should  desire  that  this  cinose 
should  pass.  No  doubt  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late sincerely  believes  that  it  would  result 
in  larger  support  to  the  Church  ;  but  I 
think,  with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
that  it  would  be  likely  to  have  just  a 
contrary  effect.  If  it  were  passed,  a  large 
number  of  persons— even  attached  mem- 
bers of  the  Church — would  never  consent 
to  make  themselves  liable  to  this  voluntary 
rate.  They  might  give  subscriptions,  but 
they  would  not  promise  to  pay  the  rate ; 
and  I  hope,  therefore,  that  on  the  grounds 
stated  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  your 
Lordships  will  reject  this  clause. 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  that  if  a  man 
wrote  down  his  name  as  promising  to  pay  a 
church  rate,  he  might  easily  be  sued  in  a 
County  Court,  and  the  money  recovered  at 
a  very  trifling  expense. 

Clause  negatived. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  :  I  have  an- 
other Amendment,  to  leave  out  Clause  8 
as  inserted  by  the  Select  Committee,  and 
re-insert  the  clause  which  was  in  the  Bill 
when  it  came  up  to  us  from  the  Commons. 
It  is  quite  contrary  to  all  the  principles  of 
English  law  to  commit  the  administration 
of  funds  and  the  general  power  of  deciding 
on  expenditure  to  parties  who  by  the  legis- 
lation of  Parliament  have  had  given  to 
them  the  power  of  withdrawing  altogether 
from  contributing  to  that  expenditure,  and 
who  have  exercised  that  power.  When 
parties  in  the  parish  say,  '*  We  will  give 
nothing  towards  the  maintenance  of  the 
Church,"  I  do  not  see  why  you  should 
allow  those  persons  to  attend  the  particular 
vestry  which  is  to  manage  the  funds  con- 
tributed for  that  purpose.  The  Bill,  as  it 
stands,  will  introduce  a  troublesome  ele- 
ment into  many  parishes.  It  is  said  that 
we  ought  to  be  generous  and  to  trust  these 
people.  My  Lords,  this  principle  seems 
to  have  not  the  slightest  relation  to  gene- 
rosity. It  is  simply  a  matter  of  business. 
Those  who  contribute  should  surely  have 
the  management  of  theii:  contributions. 
Nor  is  there,  as  far  as  I  can  seCi  any  ex* 
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clnsion  ;  for  those  who,  after  declining  to 
pay,  renew  their  contributions  return  to 
the  list  of  managers  of  the  church  funds 
by  the  act  of  contributing.  Then  it  is 
said  that  we  ought  to  keep  the  old  ma- 
chinery going,  and  that  there  will  be  a 
break  if  this  clause  is  re-inserted.  But 
in  the  country  parishes  there  will  be  no 
break.  The  farmers  and  ratepayers  who 
are  willing  that  the  church  rate  should  be 
continued  as  a  voluntary  impost  will  vote 
for  it  and  pay.  The  new  vestry  will  there 
be  the  old  vestry,  because  the  old  vestry 
will  be  repeated  through  the  voluntary 
ratepayers.  In  the  towns,  where  the  rate 
has  ceased  to  be  enforced,  subscriptions 
must  always  fail,  because  there  are  always 
those  who  wish  to  be  on  the  list  of  con- 
tributors upon  the  cheapest  possible  terms 
and  who  give  an  insignificant  amount, 
others  will  not  give  more,  and  thus  the 
subscriptions  will  be  brought  down  to 
nothing.  I  think  that  the  management 
of  the  voluntary  rate  should  be  committed 
to  those  who  give  towards  the  voluntary 
rate  ;  and  while  freely  admitting  that  men 
may  honestly  take  different  views  on  the 
subject,  I  must  ask  your  Lordships  to  de- 
cide the  question  by  a  yote. 

Movedtio  strike  oat  Clause  8  and  insert — 

(No  one  to  vote  who  has  not  paid. ) 
'*  No  Person  shall  have  anj  Right  to  vote  upon 
any'  Question  as  to  making  any  such  voluntary 
Rate,  or  to  vote  or  act,  as  Chnrohwarden  or 
Chapel  warden  or  otherwise,  in  or  as  to  the  Dis- 
posal of  Funds  raised  by  any  such  voluntary  Rate 
or  by  such  voluntary  Contributions  as  aforesaid 
(the  Rector,  Vicar,  Perpetual  Curate,  or  other 
incumbent  of  a  Parish  or  Ecclesiastical  District 
excepted),  who  shall  not  have  paid  up  his  volun- 
tary Rate  for  the  last  preceding  Occasion  on 
which  such  a  voluntary  Rate  as  aforesaid  shall 
have  been  made,  or  paid  a  voluntary  Contribution 
in  aid  of  the  same  Fund  which  in  Amount  is  not 
less  than  that  of  his  voluntary  Rate."  » ( The 
Lord  Bishop  of  Oxford,) 

The  Abohbishop  of  TORE:  As  the 
Bill  came  up  to  us  from  the  other  House, 
the  vestry  was  to  make  the  voluntary  rate. 
In  the  Select  Committee  it  was  shown  that 
Buoh  a  clause  was  unworkable,  and  the 
Committee  therefore  reverted  to  the  old 
vestries.  That  is  a  point  which  mainly 
influenced  my  own  opinion  ;  and,  as  I  am 
authorized  to  say,  the  opinion  of  my  most 
rev.  Brother  (the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury) 
and  my  right  rev.  Brother  (the  Bishop  of 
London).  To  insert  therefore  the  clause 
now  proposed  would  be  to  destroy  the  old 
vestry,  which  in  a  former  olause  we  have 
established.  There  are  a  number  of  peo- 
The  Bishop  of  Oxford 


pie  in  almost  every  parish  who  are  rather 
indifferent  to  their  connection  with  the 
Church.  You  would  say  to  them  in  the 
second  year,  when  they  had  ceased  to  con- 
tribute to  the  voluntary  rate,  '*  You  must 
not  come  into  the  vestry.'  Is  it  the  policy 
of  the  national  Church,  which  says,  "  We 
are  the  ministers  of  all  for  godly  things, 
and  if  you  separate  yourselves  from  us  that 
is  your  fault,  not  ours  ;  we  would  have  you 
if  we  could," — I  say  is  it  the  policy  of  the 
Church,  when  a  man  is  doubtful  and  waver- 
ing in  his  allegiance,  and  from  some  motive 
or  other,  perhaps  from  sheer  inability,  has 
contributed  nothing  towards  the  mainten- 
ance of  the  Church,  to  say  to  him,  **  You 
are  a  defaulter,  and  you  shall  not  come 
in  ?  "  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  clause 
sent  up  to  us  by  the  House  of  Commons 
was  prepared  in  a  spirit  friendly  to  the 
Church ;  but  we  must  not  let  our  judgment 
be  biassed  by  that  fact.  I  think  we  ought 
not  rashly  to  change  the  existing  machi- 
nery of  the  Church,  and  as  no  one  has 
demanded  a  new  vestry  it  will  be  best  to 
give  up  the  compulsory  church  rate,  and 
adhere  to  the  old  vestry. 

Eabl  RUSSELL  :  I  quite  concur  in 
the  statement  of  the  most  rev.  Prelate.  I 
believe  that,  instead  of  disagreeable  con- 
sequences following  from  the  plan  proposed 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  very  disa- 
ffreeable  consequences  would  follow  to  the 
Church  from  the  clause  adopted  by  the 
House  of  Commons.  There  are  many 
Dissenters  who  will  be  quite  willing  to 
subscribe  if  you  do  not  make  any  invi- 
dious distinctions,  such  as,  I  think,  are 
made  by  the  plan  proposed  by  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Oiford.) 

On  Question,  That  the  Words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  Part  of  the  Bill! 
Their  Lordships  dvMtd  :  — -  Contenti  46  ; 
Not-contents  13 :  Majority  33. 
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Richmond,  D. 
Somerset,  D. 

Camperdown.  E. 
Clarendon,  £. 
Cowper,  E. 
De  Grey,  E. 
Effingham,  E 


Graham,  £.    (D,  Moni^ 

rose.) 
GranviUe,  E. 
Kimberley,  E. 
Malmesbory,  E. 
Russell,  E. 
Spenoer,  £. 

Hali&z,  V. 
Hawarden,  V. 
Melville,  V. 


Carlisle,  Bp. 
London,  Bp. 

Bagot,  L. 
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Bftlper,  L. 
Calthorpe,  L. 
Camoys,  L. 
Clandeboye,  L.  (L.Duf- 

ferin  and  Claneboye,) 
OliDton,  L.. 
Colohetter,  L. 
C  ran  worth,  L. 
Crofton,  L. 
Foley,  L.  [Telkr.] 
Granard,  L.   {E,  Cfra^ 

ncard.) 


Leigh,  L. 
LjtteltoD,  L. 
MonsoD,  L. 
Portman,  L.  ITsller,} 
Romillj.  L. 
Saje  and  Sele,  L. 
Silohester,  L.  {E.  Long- 
ford.) 
SUnlejofAlderlef,  L. 
Templemore,  L. 
Truro,  L. 
VemoD,  L. 


NOT-OONTENTS. 


Bath,  M.  [TeUer.-\ 
Saliihary,  M. 


Oxford,  Bp. 
Saliahory,  Bp. 


Derby,  £.  Chelmsford,  L. 

Nelson,  E.  [Teller.  ]        Delamere,  L. 
Stradbroke,  £.  Denman,  L. 

FJtc waiter,  L. 
GloQooeter  abd  Bristol,    Foxford,  L.   (E,  Lime- 
Bp.  riek.) 


Thb  Bishop  or  OXFORD  proposed  to 
amend  Clause  8,  at  line  20,  by  inserting 
these  words :  — 

"  If  any  churchwarden  makes  defiiolt  in  paying 
a  ohuroh  rate  for  which  he  is  rated,  a  treasurer 
who  shall  not  have  made  such  default  may  be 
elected  in  his  stead,  and  shall  possess  all  the  pow- 
ers appertaining  to  such  churchwarden  in  respect 
of  the  church  rate." 

He  said,  as  the  clause  stood,  a  man  who 
conscientiously  dissented  from  the  pay- 
ment of  the  church  rate,  might  be  called 
upon  to  collect  and  administer  it,  because 
the  office  of  churchwarden  was  not  a  ?olnn- 
tary  one,  but  one  that  Was  imposed  com^ 
pulsorily.  The  Amendment  did  not  sub- 
stitute a  treasurer  for  him  unless  it  was 
found  eipedient  to  do  so.  On  all  principles 
of  liberty  we  ought  to  allow  the  possibility 
of  a  treasurer  being  appointed  by  the  parish 
when  a  man  who  conscientiously  objected 
to  acting  in  this  matter  had  been  appoin- 
ted to  the  office  of  churchwarden. 

The  lord  CHANGBLLOR  said,  the 
Amendment  did  not  discriminate  between 
a  churchwarden  who  conscientiously  ob- 
jected to  pay  the  rate  and  one  who  did  not 
pay  it  fbr  any  other  reason.  In  either  case 
the  parish  was  to  appoint  a  treasurer,  but 
there  was  no  machinery  provided  by  which 
the  parish  could  meet  in  ?estry  and  do 
this  ;  and,  supposing  that  difficulty  got 
oyer,  there  was  A  chance  that  the  treasurer 
so  elected  might  be  a  Dissenter  ]  and  so 
Dissenter  after  Dissenter  might  be  ap- 
pointed until  the  vestry  got  a  treasurer 
who  was  qualified  and  would  act. 


Ameofliiiant  nega9io$d. 


Thb  Bishop  of  OXFORD  said  the  office 
of  churchwarden  Was  one  of  observation 
and  report,  but  not  of  original  power;  but 
for  the  first  time  it  was  proposed  to  give 
the  churchwardens  absolute  power  to  settle 
matters  as  if  they  had  direct  authority; 
which  was  an  entire  evasion  of  the  ecclesi- 
astical law  of  England.  The  churchwardens 
might  be  Dissenters,  and  yet  it  was  pro- 
posed to  give  them  a  wholly  new  power  in 
regard  to  the  appropriation  of  a  fund  to 
which  they  might  refuse  to  contribute.  He 
therefore  proposed  an  Amendment,  the 
effect  of  which  was  to  make  the  clause 
provide  that  money  might  be  applied  to 
such  purposes  as  might  be  agreed  upon  by 
the  churchwardens  and  the  trustees. 

Thb  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  it 
had  been  suggested  that  the  church  trus- 
tees, having  funds  in  their  hands,  might 
require  the  churchwardens  to  spend  them 
upon  ecclesiastical  purposes  whether  they 
wished  it  or  not,  and  that  it  was  therefore 
necessary  to  insert  a  provision  requiring 
the  churchwardens  to  be  consenting  par- 
.ties  to  any  eipenditure  which  might  be 
made  upon  the  church.  He  believed  the 
words  in  the  clause  already  attained  that 
object.  The  effect  of  the  Amendment 
would  be  that  the  trustees,  having  funds 
in  their  hands,  and  desiring  them  to  be 
applied  to  ecclesiastical  purposes,  would 
propose  that  the  churchwardens  should 
hand  a  certain  portion  of  their  funds  to  be 
applied  in  that  way  ;  and  it  was  not  at  all 
likely  that  the  churchwardens  would  refuse 
the  application.  Supposing,  however,  that 
they  did  so,  he  was  not  aware  of  any  ma- 
chinery which  could  be  devised  to  force 
them  to  make  such  expenditure  ;  and  it 
would,  in  his  opinion,  be  wrong  to  allow 
the  church  trustees  to  interfere  with  the 
fabric.  On  the  whole,  he  was  at  a  lost 
to  suggest  any  other  machinery  than  that 
provided  by  the  Bill. 

After  some  remarks  from  several  noble 
Lords  and  right  rev.  Prelates  which  were 
not  heard, 

Thb  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  it 
was  not  desirable  to  make  any  alteration 
in  the  clause  with  undue  haste,  and  be 
would  therefore  re-consider  the  whole  mat- 
ter before  the  Bill  came  on  for  the  third 
reading. 

Amendment  withdrawn, 

Thb  Bishop  of  OXFORD  then  moved 
an  Amendment  that  the  Bill  should  not 
come  into  operation  till  a  fortnight  after 
Easter,  1869. 
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The  lord  CHANCELLOR  pointed 
out  that  the  proposed  change  would  be 
productive  of  practical  inconvenience. 

Amendment  withdravm. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 


REPRESENTATION   OF  THE  PEOPLE 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL.— OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Eabl  op  MALMESBURY:  My 
Lords,  to  prevent  such  misunderstandings 
as  I  am  sorry  to  say  occurred  last  week, 
I  think  it  right  to  interrupt  the  Business 
of  the  evening  for  the  purpose  of  stat- 
ing to  your  Lordships  that  it  has  come 
to  my  knowledge  that  a  very  important 
Amendment  in  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill 
has  been  carried  in  the  House  of  Commons 
against  the  Government.  I  will  in  a  few 
words  explain  the  effect  of  the  Amend- 
ment. Tour  Lordships  are  aware  that  in 
Scotland  occupiers  of  houses  rated  at  a 
yearly  ralue  of  less  than  £4  do  not  pay 
poor  rates.  As  the  Bill  stood  when  it 
left  your  Lordships'  House  such  persons 
would  not  have  a  rote ;  but,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  the  effect  of  the  Amendment 
carried  this  eyening  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons will  be  that  all  persons  who  are 
otherwise  qualified  will  be  allowed  to 
claim  the  right  of  voting  as  if  they  had 
been  assessed  for  rates  and  had  paid  their 
rates.  The  effect  of  this  would  be  to 
add  a  very  large  number  of  voters  to  the 
lists.  My  Lords,  it  appears  to  me  that, 
after  our  discussions  here  last  week,  both 
sides  came  to  the  decision  that  the  Bill 
should  be  regarded  as  settled,  and,  accord- 
ingly, we  refrained  from  making  any 
Amendments  in  it,  and  we  had  no  reason 
to  expect  that  further  Amendments  would 
be  made  in  it  when  it  went  back  to  the 
Commons.  Under  that  impression.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  resist  in  this 
House  the  Amendment  of  the  Commons, 
and  I  cannot  help  appealing  to  noble  Lords 
opposite  to  support  us  in  doing  so.  I  shall 
move  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  as  the  first 
Order  to-morrow,  because  I  believe  it  is 
very  important  that  the  Bill  should  be  back 
in  the  Commons  by  nine  o'clock,  and  if  we 
take  it  up  at  &7e  o'clock  I  think  there 
will  be  no  difficulty  in  that. 

Earl  RUSSELL  :  Of  course  I  entirely 
concur  with  the  noble  Earl  that  it  is  not 
the  fault  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  the  Bill  should  come  back  to  this 
House  with  an  Amendment,  as  they  have 
supported  the  Bill  in  the  shape  it  left  this 
The  Bishop  of  Oxford 


House.  I  think  the  noble  Earl  is  quite 
right  in  fixing  the  Bill  for  the  first  Order 
to  morrow.  I  do  not  know  what  the  par- 
ticular Amendment  is,  but  I  shall  endea- 
vour to  support  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Afterwards — 

Bill  returned  from  the  Commons,  with  several 
of  the  Amendments  made  by  the  Lordi  agreed  to  ; 
certain  Amendments  agreed  to,  with  Amend- 
ments ;  and  One  Amendment  ditagreed  to,  for 
which  thej  assign  a  Reason :  The  said  Reason, 
and  Bill,  with  the  Amendments,  to  be  pritOed ; 
and  to  he  taken  into  Ck>n8ideration  To-morrow. 
(No.  235.) 

DISTRICr  CHT7B0H  TlTJiBS  AOT  AMENDUEKT 
BILL  [h.L.] 
A  Bill  to  amend  the  District  Chnroh  Tithes 
Act,  1865,  and  to  secure  Uniformity  of  Designa- 
tion amongst  Incumbents  in  certain  Cases — ^Was 
pretented  by  The  Lord  Bishop  of  Ozvord  ;  read 
1*.  (No.  386.) 

House  a<youmed  at  a  quarter  before  Nine 

o'clook,  till  To-morrow,  half  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOXTSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  July  9,  1868. 

MINUTES."]— Supply— cofwtiw^rftn  Commtttee 
— Arict  £stimatxs. 

ResoltUioru  [July  7]  reported —  Oiyil  Sxbtxoi 
EsTDCATxs — Class  IV. 

PuBuo  Bills  —  Second  Heading — Inland  Re- 
venue •  [207]  ;  Registration  (Ireland)  •[213]  ; 
New  Zealand  Assembly's  Powers  *  [216] ;  Sani- 
tary Act  (1866)  Amendment  •  [222];  Land 
Drainage    Provisional    Order    Confirmation* 

f223]  ;  Tain  ProTisional  Order  Confirmation* 
224]. 

Committee  —  Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  Ao. 
[liO] — ^B.p. ;  Colonial  Qofemors  Pensions  Act 
Amendment*  [202]. 

Report — Colonial  GoYomors'  Pensions  Act  Amend- 
ment •  [202].   - 

Contiderea  <u  amended  —  Portpatrick  and  Bel- 
fkai  and  County  Down  Railway  Companies  * 
[201];  Promissory  Oaths*  [118]. 

Third  Reading  —  Portpatrick  and  Belfast  and 
County  Down  Railway  Companies*  [201] ;  In- 
dorsing of  Warrants  *  [2081 ;  Lunatic  Asylums 
(Ireland)  Accounts  Audit*  [ISi'} iid passed^ 


CASE  OF  STAMPER  AND  THE  OVER. 

SEERS  OF  SUNDERLAND. 

MOTION  FOR  ADJOURNICENT. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  said,  that  he  had 
given  private  Notice  to  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  of  his  resolve  to  oall  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  important  de* 
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cision  which  had  been  delirered  in  tbe^ 
Conrt  of  Common  Pleas  on  Saturday  last, 
relative  to  the  rating  clause  of  the  Repre- 
sentation of  the  People  Act.  He  should 
— although  he  was  exceedingly  unwilling 
to  do  so— conclude  by  moving  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House,  in  order  that  he  might 
be  enabled  to  enter  into  a  short  explana- 
tion of  the  circumstances  to  which  his 
Question  related. 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  object  to  take  the 
more  legitimate  course  of  bringing  on  the 
subject  on  the  Motion  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee of  Supply.  By  this  means  the  ne- 
cessity for  moving  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  would  be  avoided. 

Mr.  CANDLISFI  said,  he  regretted  he 
oould  not  comply  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's suggestion,  as  several  Questions 
stood  for  discussion  on  the  Motion  for  going 
into  Supply:  and  as  there  were  several 
Lon.  Members  then  present  who  took  an 
interest  in  the  subject  to  which  he  was 
about  to  invite  the  attention  of  tlie  House, 
who  might  not  find  it  convenient  to  be  in 
their  places  at  a  later  hour.  The  circum- 
stances of  the  case  were  these — Stamper 
was  rated  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  for  the 
borough  of  Sunderland — he  being  an  occu- 
pier of  a  house  with  five  other  persons — 
to  the  amount  of  £3  10«.  He  appealed 
against  being  so  rated,  and  the  Court  of 
Common  Pleas  on  Saturday  last  sustained 
that  appeal.  That  decision  was  based 
on  the  construction  of  the  words  of  the 
7th  section  of  the  Act  of  last  Session, 
by  which  the  Court  held  that  with  re- 
spect to  tenements  let  out  in  apartments 
the  words  **  not  separately  rated  "  meant 
not  rated  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the 
Act.  The  result  of  that  decision  went  to 
show  that  persons  similarly  situated  to 
Stamper  were  by  the  7th  section  of  the 
Reform  Act  debarred  from  rateability,  and 
as  a  consequence  from  enfranchisement. 
The  extent  to  which  such  disfranchisement 
would  be  carried  was  exceedingly  serious. 
It  would,  he  believed,  affect  upwards  of 
100,000  persons  throughout  the  country. 
Such,  at  all  events,  was  the  estimate  made 
by  gentlemen  well  qualified  to  judge  in 
the  matter.  He  could  state  confidently 
that  in  five  boroughs  within  a  radius  of 
twelve  miles  in  the  North  of  England  no 
fewer  than  12,000  or  15,000  persons  would 
be  disfranchised  by  the  decision  of  the  Court 
of  Common  Pleas.  The  extent  of  the  dis- 
franchisement would,  for  instance,  in  New- 
eastle  be  about  6,000;  in  the  borough  which 


he  represented  (Sunderland)  about  4,000; 
in  South  and  North  Shields  about  1,000; 
while  it  would  be  of  more  or  less  extent 
throughout  the  whole  country.  He  begi^ed, 
under  those  circumstances,  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  decision  in  the  Court  of  Com- 
mon Pleas  on  Saturday  last,  in  the  case  of 
"  Stamper  19.  the  Churchwardens  and  Over- 
seers of  the  Parish  of  Sunderland,"  having 
the  effect  of  excluding  many  thousands  in 
that  and  other  boroughs  from  the  franchise 
whom  Parliament,  by  the  Representation 
of  the  People  Act  of  last  year,  intended  to 
enfranchise,  he  will  bring  in  a  Bill  this 
Session  to  amend  the  7th  section  of  that 
Act,  so  as  to  give  the  franchise  to  those 
occupiers  of  parts  of  houses  whom  that 
decision  excludes  from  its  possession  ? 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn."— (Mir. 
Candlish)^ 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  By  the  Act  of  last 
Session,  so  far  as  the  franchise  of  bo- 
roughs was  concerned,  the  House  gave  it, 
and  intended  to  give  it,  to  every  house- 
holder rated  to  the  poor  who  paid  his  rate, 
and  to  every  lodger  who  lived  in  a  lodging 
of  the  clear  annual  value  of  £10  per  annum. 
1  do  not  understand  that  the  decision  of 
the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  has  impugned 
either  of  these  qualifications,  which  are  the 
qualifications  of  the  new  suffrage.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  a  great  number 
of  persons  have  been  disfranchised  in  con- 
sequence of  a  section  of  the  Act  which 
provides  that  the  owner  of  all  tenements 
let  out  in  several  dwellings  should  be  rated. 
If  there  is  a  section,  and  no  doubt  there 
is,  to  that  effect  in  the  Act  of  last  year,  it 
is  not  the  7th,  which  was  not  at  all  passed 
in  reference  to  the  suffrage,  but  merely  in 
regard  to  rating;  nor  was  it  introduced  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  I  cannot  my- 
self say  what  number  of  persons  may  have 
been  deprived  of  the  vote  they  expected 
to  enjoy  in  consequence  of  the  decision  of 
the  Court  of  Common  Pleas.  1  should 
myself  imagine  that  the  original  estimate 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  most  have  been 
greatly  exaggerated  ;  but  there  is  no  rea- 
son whatever  why  those  persons  should  not 
claim  to  be  rated  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  last  year,  and  if  their  claim  is 
a  valid  claim  it  will  be  allowed.  There- 
fore I  do  not  clearly  understand  what  it  is 
that  the  hon.  GeoUeman  maintains,  and 
certainly  I  am  not  prepared  to  introduce 
any  measure  which  would  impugn  the  prin- 
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oiple  of  the  proyUions  of  the  Act  of  last 
year. 

Sib  ROBERT  COLLIER  saicl,  be 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not 
correct  when  he  said  that  those  persons 
could  claim  to  be  rated,  for,  so  far  as  he 
understood  the  decision  of  the  Court  of 
Common  Pleas,  it  was  to  the  effect  that 
tbej  could  not  he  rated.  He  did  not,  of 
course,  now  propose  to  impugn  the  decision 
of  the  Cuurt  of  Common  Pleas — it  would 
be  extremely  inconvenient  if  the  decisions 
of  the  Courts  of  Common  Law  were  to  be 
impugned  or  canvassed  in  that  House;  nor 
did  he  think  the  Government  could  fairly 
be  called  upon  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the 
purpose  of  settling  any  doubts  which  might 
have  been  the  consequence  of  that  deci- 
sion, considering  the  time  of  the  Session 
at  which  they  were  arrived,  and  that  such 
a  Bill  would  necessarily  re-open  some 
questions  which  might  lead  to  considerable 
discussions.  But  he  would  merely  state 
that  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas,  although,  no  doubt,  it  was  a  correct 
decision  on  the  wording  of  the  statute,  did 
not  appear  to  express  what  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  House  when  it  passed  the  clause. 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that  the  inten- 
tion of  the  House  was  that  the  owner  of 
every  separate  and  distinct  tenement  in  a 
house,  where  he  was  not  a  lodger  with  a 
resident  landlord,  should  be  entitled  to  the 
franchise,  and  that  his  hon.  Friend  was 
right  in  saying  that  a  large  number  of 
persons  who  expected  to  be  enfranchised 
under  the  Act,  and  whom  the  majority  of 
the  House  expected  to  be  enfranchised, 
would  not  be  enfranchised.  However,  it 
was  too  late  in  the  Session  to  expect  Go- 
vernment to  bring  in  a  measure,  and  there- 
fore he  trusted  his  hon.  Friend  would  be 
satisfied  with  the  answer  on  that  part  of 
the  case. 

Mk.  GOLDNEY  said,  the  point  raised 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr. 
Candlish),  when  the  Reform  Bill  was  under 
discussion  in  Committee  last  year,  applied 
not  to  the  definition  of  rating,  but  to  the 
construction  of  the  word  dwelling-house. 
The  hon.  Member  said  that  in  the  borough 
he  represented  there  were  a  large  number 
of  persons  occupying  parts  of  the  same 
house  who  were  separately  rated.  The 
question  decided  by  the  Conrt  of  Common 
Pleas  was,  that  where  the  owner  was  ac- 
tually rated,  and  not  the  occupier,  at  the 
time  of  the  passing  of  the  Act,  he  should 
so  continue  under  the  7th  section.  As 
regarded  the  number  of  persons  likelj  to 
Mr,  IH9ra$U 


be  disfi'anobised,  he  had  receired  letters 
from  .  Manchester,  Birmingham,  and  ra- 
rious  places  in  the  North  of  England, 
stating  that  they  had  accepted  the  inter- 
pretation of  the  Reform  Act  thus  laid 
down,  and  had  in  all  those  places  rated 
the  owners,  and  not  the  occupiers.  A 
letter  had  appeared  in  the  Sunderland 
Times  —  a  paper  which  upheld  the  same 
opinions  as  the  hon.  Member — stating  that 
the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleat 
would  not  affect  the  register  very  mate- 
rially one  way  or  the  other,  as  the  class 
whom  it  was  said  the  decision  would  affect 
in  that  borough  consisted  of  persons  who 
occupied  rooms  or  tenements  for  which 
they  did  not  pay  more  than  3«.  a  week, 
who  were  constantly  moving  from  place  to 
place,  so  as  never  to  get  the  qualification 
of  residence,  and  who  were  only  a  shade 
removed  above  vagrants. 

Mr.  DENMAN  said,  he  had  received 
an  authentic  report  of  Mr.  Justice  Smith's 
judgment  from  Mr.  Scott,  the  ofiicial  re- 
porter of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas, 
from  which  it  appeared  that  the  house  to 
which  it  related  was  built  with  six  rooms 
for  one  family,  and  afterwards  let  in  se- 
parate rooms  to  six  persons,  there  being 
only  one  street  door  and  one  set  of  domes- 
tic offices  for  the  whole.  The  owner  did 
not  live  there,  or  exercise  any  supervision. 
The  effect  of  the  decision,  as  stated  by  the 
Judge  himself  was,  that  by  the  operation 
of  the  7th  section  of  the  Act  occupiers  of 
small  houses  and  separate  parts  of  houses 
would  for  the  future  be  liable  to  be  rated, 
whatever  might  be  the  value  of  their  hold- 
ings, notwithstanding  the  Small  Tenements 
Act,  and  the  owners  would  no  longer  be 
rated.  Such  occupiers  would  be  qualified 
to  vote  on  the  occupation  franchise ;  but 
as  regarded  the  occupiers  of  lodgings, 
where  the  house  was  separately  let  out 
when  the  Act  was  passed,  the  owner  and 
not  the  occupier  would  be  rated,  and  the 
occupants  might  claim  under  the  lodger 
franchise.  It  was  well  that  the  real  scope 
of  the  decision  should  be  known,  in  order 
that  overseers  might  not  attempt  to  strain 
it,  and  thus  exclude  from  the  franchise 
persons  whom  the  Court  did  not  intend  to 
disfranchise. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdravm. 

CATTLE  FROM  AFRICA.— QUESTION. 
Mb.  BARNETT  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the 
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faol  that,  on  Honday  lait,  three  or  four 
hundred  bead  of  Cattle,  imported  from 
AJgeria,  were  exposed  for  sale  at  the  Me 
tropolitan  Cattle  Mnrket  ;  whether  it  ib 
true  that  the  greater  part  of  these  animals 
appeared  half-'starved,  in  filthy  condition, 
and  more  or  less  diseased  ;  and  whether 
there  is  reason  to  expect  any  further  im- 
portation of  a  similar  character  ? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  in 
reply,  that  the  importation  was  not  from 
AlgierSi  but  from  Tangier.  Last  May  the 
Government  were  asked  for  permission  to 
land  cattle  from  that  locality,  and  they 
having  ascertained  that  neither  the  cattle 
plague  nor  any  other  contagious  disease 
existed  in  that  part  of  Africa,  gave  the  re- 
quired leave.  The  cattle  were  inspected  on 
arrival  by  Professor  Simmons  and  the  Cus- 
tom House  authorities.  Only  a  very  few 
Buffered  from  any  disease,  and  that  not  a 
contagious  disease ;  but  it  was  true  that 
they  were  all  starved  and  had  suffered  much 
from  the  Toyage.  He  did  not  think  that 
there  would  be  any  other  such  importation, 
for  the  importer  could  obtain  no  sale  for 
the  cattle,  and  he  has  suffered  great  loss 
from  the  transaction. 

ARMY— MILITARY  EXPENDITURE. 
QUESTION. 

Captaih  VIVIAN  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  Copies  of  Captain  Galton's  Memo- 
randum on  the  Draft  Regulations  of  the 
Control  scheme,  with  the  Reply  by  the 
Controller  in  Chief  ;  and  of  the  Draft  Re- 
gulations for  an  independent  and  efficient 
audit  of  Military  Expenditures,  as  prepared 
by  the  Controller  in  Chief  ? 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  in 
answer  to  the  Question  of  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend,  he  had  to  state  that  it  was 
true  Captain  Galton,  the  Assistant  Under 
Secretary  in  the  War  Office,  had  written 
a  Memorandum  on  the  Draft  Regulations 
of  the  Control  scheme,  and  that  Sir  Henry 
Storks,  the  Controller  in  Chief,  had  written 
an  answer  to  that  Memorandum.  Both  the 
Memorandum  and  the  answer  referred  to 
the  first  Copy  of  the  Draft  Regulations, 
which  had  been  superseded  by  the  Regu- 
lations on  the  table;  and  it  would  conduce 
to  no  good  end  to  lay  on  the  table  either 
the  Memorandum  or  the  answer ;  there- 
fore, as  at  present  advised,  he  must  de- 
cline to  produce  those  Papers.  With  re- 
ference to  the  latter  part  of  the  Question 


which  referred  to  Regulations  for  an  inde- 
pendent and  efficient  audit  of  Military  Ex- 
penditures he  had  laid  those  Regulations 
on  the  table  some  time  since  ;  and  they 
were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Accounts.  Whether  they  had  been  ordered 
to  be  printed  he  could  not  say. 

Mr.  CHILDBRS  said,  they  had  been 
ordered  to  be  printed.  The  Paper  pur- 
porting to  he  an  answer,  to  the  Memoran- 
dum, however,  did  not  appear  to  be  in- 
cluded in  the  Papers. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  was 
not  aware  that  any  of  the  Papers  were 
wanting.  He  would,  however,  make  in- 
quiry. 


ARMY.— ARTILLERY  PRACTICE. 
aUESTION. 

Mr.  Serjeant  GASB  lee  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
following  paragraph  in  the  **  HanU  Tele- 
graph :" — 

"  The  steamer  Princess  of  Wales,  belonging 
to  the  Port  of  Porttmouth  and  Ryde  Steampaoket 
Company,  left  Soothtea  Pier  on  Thursday  morning 
at  half-past  nine  o*olock»  on  her  passage  to  Ryde. 
When  opposite  Fort  Monckton  a  shot  passed  be- 
tween the  foremast  and  jib  stay,  causing  consider- 
able consternation  among  the  passengers,  many  of 
whom  were  so  frightened  that  they  laid  down 
upon  the  deck.  This  occurrence  will  serve  to 
■how  the  immense  amount  of  danger  resulting 
from  the  shot  practice  at  this  fort»  for  if  the  shots 
had  struck  the  vessel  beneath  the  water-line,  the 
probability  is  that  she  would  have  sunk,  and  that 
many  lives  would  have  been  sacrificed." 

Similar  incautious  proceedings  had  occurred 
at  Dover.  He  wished  to  know,  whether 
measures  have  been  taken  to  prevent  the 
recurrence  of  a  practice  so  dangerous  to  the 
lives  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  had 
received  several  letters  relating  to 'this 
matter.  He  wfts  afraid  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  both  at  Dover  and  at  Portsmouth 
there  had  been  considerable  want  of  proper 
and  due  care  in  the  practice  of  the  artillery  ; 
but  as  the  conduct  of  Officers  was  involved 
the  House  would  see  it  would  be  right  he 
should  be  in  possession  of  the  fullest  infor- 
mation before  he  was  called  upon  to  say 
more  on  the  subject.  He  must  decline  to 
give  any  final  answer  to  the  Question  till 
he  was  in  possession  of  the  whole  facts  of 
the  case.  He  had  not  yet  received  any 
information  from  Doyer. 
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COLLECTION  AND  PAYMENT  OF  RATES. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  H.  B.  SHBRIDAN  said,  he  would 
beg  to  aek  Mr.  Chanoellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Ooyernment  to  take  any  steps  this  Session 
to  gife  effect  to  the  recommendation  Con- 
tained in  the  Report  of  the  Select  Commit- 
tee onthesubject  of  Rates,  particularly  with 
reference  to  the  payment  of  Rates  by  four 
quarterly  collections  ? 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  in  reply,  that  he  did  not 
think  it  desirable  at  this  period  of  the 
Session  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  give  effect  to 
the  recommendation  of  the  Committee  on 
the  subject  of  Rates ;  but  the  oTorseers 
had  the  power  of  doing  voluntarily  that 
which  the  Committee  recommended  should 
be  compulsory — that  was  to  say,  they 
might  collect  by  instalments,  or  they  might 
make  quarterly  rates. 

ARMY— VOLUNTEERS  AT  WINDSOR. 
QUESTION. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  that  about  ten  days 
ago  he  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  the  Government  intend  to 
institute  any  inquiry  as  to  the  rumours  of 
insubordination  of  Volunteers  after  the 
Windsor  Review,  and  with  the  view  of 
taking  steps  after  that  inquiry,  he  wished 
now  to  ask,  Whether  that  inquiry  has  taken 
place,  and  whether  the  Government  intend 
to  take  any  action  with  regard  to  the  result 
of  it  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  in  an- 
swer to  his  noble  Friend,  he  had  to  state 
that  since  he  answered  the  Question  on  a 
former  occasion  he  had  had  communication 
with  General  Lindsay  on  the  subject,  and 
the  result  had  been  be  agreed  with  him 
that  in  regard  to  the  conduct  of  one  Regi- 
ment a  Court  of  Inquiry  should  be  held. 
With  regard  to  another,  the  conduct  of  the 
commanding  Officer  required  explanation  ; 
and  in  two  instances  it  had  been  found 
necessary  to  write  to  the  Lords  Lieutenant  of 
counties.  That  was  the  present  state  of 
bis  information  ;  and,  until  further  infor- 
mation was  received,  it  would  be  impossible 
to  state  what  action  the  Government  would 
take  in  the  matter. 

ASSESSMENT   OF  RAILWAY  PROPERTY 
IN  SCOTLAND.— QUESTION. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Lord  Advooatti  Whether  he  propoaea 


to  take  action  on  the  Memorial  transmitted 
to  him  in  April  last  from  the  parochial 
board  of  the  parish  of  Old  Macbar,  in  the 
county  of  Aberdeen;  respecting  the  Valua- 
tion of  Railway  Property  Act  for  assess* 
ment  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  said,  in  reply, 
that  owing  to  the  pressure  of  the  Business  of 
the  Session  it  had  not  been  in  his  power  to 
bring  forward  a  measure  for  the  settlement 
of  the  question  between  the  parochial 
board  and  the  railway  company,  and  it 
could  not  be  expected  that  any  would  bo 
passed  in  the  present  Session. 

REPORTS  OF  THE  OFFICERS  WITH  THE 
PRUSSIAN  AND  AUSTRIAN  ARMIES. 

QUESTION. 

M:r.  OTWAY  said,  he  understood  that 
Reports  had  been  made  to  the  War  Office 
by  the  Officers  who  had  been  employed  by 
this  Government  in  the  last  campaign  be- 
tween Prussia  and  Austria  as  to  the  num- 
ber of  rounds  per  gun  fired  during  the 
campaign.  He  wished  to  know,  Whether 
these  Reports  would  be  laid  on  the  Table  ? 

Sm  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he 
thought  that  the  House  would  see  at  once 
that  he  ought  not  to  produce  the  Papers. 

IRELAND— REGULATION   OF   IRISH 
PRISONS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  said,  it  would  be 
in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that  at  an 
earlier  period  of  the  Session  he  had  put 
a  Question  respecting'the  case  of  a  prisoner 
confined  in  Mountjoy  Prison,  near  Dublin, 
who  had  been  put  on  penal  diet  and  under 
penal  regulation  for  refusing  to  state  bis 
religion.  He  now  begged  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  If  he  will  state  to 
the  House  what  new  rule,  if  any,  he  has 
thought  it  advisable  to  lay  down  in  respect 
to  the  treatment  of  prisoners  in  Ireland 
who  are  neither  Catholics,  Anglicans,  or 
Presbyterians  ? 

'  The  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  in  reply, 
that  he  had  made  careful  inquiries  into 
the  subject,  and  had  found  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  frame  any  general  rule  that 
was  applicable  to  all  cases.  In  the  case  of 
any  prisoner  refusing  to  state  what  his  re- 
ligion was  directions  had  been  given  that 
the  Governor  of  the  Gaol  should  make  a 
Special  Report  to  the  Government  upon 
the  subject,  when  full  inquiry  would  be 
made  into  the  circumstances  of  the  case. 
It  would  not  do  to  permit  any  prisoner,  by 
declining  to  state  what  his  religion  was. 
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to  escape  from  all  the  rulea  and  regula- 
tions of  the  prison. 


PRIMARY  EDUCATION  (IRELAND). 
QUBSTION. 

Mb.  O'BEIRNB  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretarj  for  Ireland,  Whether 
it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the  Dublin  Fre&- 
tnan^s  Journal,  that  the  Commissioners  for 
in? estigating  the  subject  of  Primary  Educa- 
tion in  Ireland  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  Irishmen  are  not  competent  to  dis- 
charge the  duties  of  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners, and  have  appointed  seven  English- 
men and  three  Scotchmen  to  discharge 
those  duties  ? 

The  Eabl  of  MATO  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  appointment  of  an  Assistant  Com- 
missioner did  not  rest  with  the  Goyern- 
ment.  He  had  had  a  communication  with 
the  Chairman  of  the  Commission,  who  had 
informed  him  that,  with  the  unanimous 
concurrence  of  his  colleagues,  he  had 
selected  a  gentleman  who  had  been  lately 
engaged  upon  an  ecclesiastical  inquiry 
similar  to  that  of  the  Royal  Commission 
in  different  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
especially  in  Scotland,  and  they  were 
unanimously  of  opinion  that  in  selecting 
that  gentleman  they  were  selecting  a  man 
who  was  best  able  to  perform  the  duties 
to  be  intrusted  to  him. 

PRINCESS  OF  WALES. 
ADDRESS    TO     THE     (^UBEN. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  I  rise,  Sir,  to  move 
that  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  to  congratulate  Her  Majesty 
upon  the  birth  of  a  Princess  to  the  Royal 
Consort  of  the  Heir  Apparent.  The  Prince 
and  Princess  of  Wales  live  so  much  among 
the  nation  that  on  an  occasion  like  the  pre- 
sent it  is  impossible  that  such  a  domestic 
event  should  not  excite  some  political  feel- 
ing. While  I  am  sure  that  we  shall  cor- 
dially and  unanimously  assure  Her  Majesty 
of  the  satisfaction  with  which  we  hear 
that  by  the  birth  of  another  member  of  the 
Royal  Family  there  is  an  additional  security 
for  the  continuance  of  the  dynasty  with 
which  are  so  indissolubly  connected  the 
liberties  of  the  country,  we  can,  at  the 
same  time,  express  our  feelings  of  gratifi- 
cation at  the  restored  health  of  the  Prin- 
cess of  Wales — a  fact  which  I  am  certain 
must  be  to  the  people  of  this  country  a 
source  of  infinite  satisfaction.  I  move, 
therefore,  that  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to   Her  Majesty  to  congratulate 


Her  Majesty  upon  the  Princess  of  Wales 
having  happily  given  birth  to  a  Princess, 
and  to  assure  Her  Majesty  of  our  feelings 
of  devoted  loyalty  and  affection  to  Her 
Majesty's  person  and  family. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  I  rise  to  second 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hen.  Gentleman, 
to  which  I  am  sure  that  this  House  will, 
as  on  former  occasions,  accede  with  unani- 
mity and  with  the  greatest  cordiality.  The 
domestic  relations  of  the  members  of  the 
Royal  Family  have  assumed,  to  the  great 
satisfaction  of  the  country,  a  position  in 
recent  times  which  is  almost  novel  with 
regard  to  the  degree  in  which  the  people 
of  the  country  are  permitted  to  become 
acquainted  with  them,  and  the  interest  of 
the  people  in  those  domestic  relations  is 
proportionately  enhanced.  All  that  tends 
to  exhibit  the  Royal  Family,  and  the  va- 
rious groups  of  the  Royal  Family,  in  the 
light  and  attitude  before  the  eyes  of  the 
nation  of  families  knit  together  by  mutual 
affection,  and  growing  and  prospering  in 
mutual  love,  gives  cordial  satisfaction  to 
the  country  in  all  classes  and  throughout 
all  parts.  It  is  undoubtedly  quite  true 
that  we  derive,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  said,  an  additional  pleasure  from 
the  mercy  which  has  been  vouchsafed  to 
the  Prince  and  Princess  of  Wales  upon  the 
present  occasion,  from  observing  that  no 
new  strain  has  been  imposed  upon,  no  re- 
newed detriment  has  occurred  to  the  con- 
stitution of  one  whose  pure  and  lofty  cha- 
racter, and  whose  gracious  manners  have, 
not  less  than  her  high  station,  caused  her 
to  be  an  object  of  the  greatest  interest. 

Resoived,  NerrUne  Contradieente,  That  an 
hamble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty, 
to  oongratalate  Her  Majesty  on  the  PriDcess  of 
Wales  having  happily  given  birth  to  a  Princess, 
and  to  assure  Her  Majesty  of  our  feelings  of  de- 
voted loyalty  and  attachment  to  Her  Majesty's 
Person  and  Family. — {Mr.  Ditraeli*) 

SIR  ROBERT  NAPIER. 
MESSAGE  FROM   THE    (^UEEN. 

Message  from  Her  Majesty  brought  upt 
and  read  by  Mr.  Speaker  (all  the  Members 
being  uncovered),  as  follows : — 

riCTORTA  R. 
S$r  Mqfeitiff  taking  into  eomidsration 
the  important  Services  rendered  hy  Sir 
Robert  Napier y  a  Lieutenant' General  in 
Her  Mqfestg*t  Army,  and  Commander  in 
Chief  of  the  Army  of  Bombay,  in  the  con- 
duet  of  the  recent  JSasjuditioninto  Aiye- 
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siniUf  and  being  desirom  to  confer  eome 
signal  mark  of  Her  favour  for  these  and 
other  distinguished  merits  upon  the  said  Sir 
Eohert  Napier,  recommends  it  to  the  House 
of  Commons  to  enable  Her  Majesty  to  make 
provision  for  securing  to  the  said  Sir  Robert 
Napier  and  the  next  surviving  Heir  Male 
of  his  Body,  a  Pension  of  Two  Thousand 
Pounds  per  Annum, 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  I  shall  more  to- 
morrow that  the  House  take  into  consi- 
deration, in  Committee,  Her  Majesty's 
most  gracious  Message. 

Committee  thereupon  To-morrow,     ' 

ELECTION    PETITION    AND   CORRUPT 

PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS  BILL. 

MIKISTERIiX  STATEMENT. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Dudley  (Mr.  H.  B.  Sheridan)  asked 
me  some  short  time  ago  what  was  the 
course  which  Her  Majesty's  QoTornment 
intended  to  take  with  reference  to  the 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections  Bill,  which 
stands  as  the  sixth  Order  upon  the  Paper 
for  to-day.  I  then  said  I  thought  it  would 
be  more  convenient  to  reserve  my  reply 
until  I  had  the  opportunity  of  stating  to  the 
House  what  our  intentions  were  generally 
with  regard  to  this  Bill.  The  important 
decision  at  which  the  Committee  upon  this 
Bill  arrived  the  other  night  virtually 
brought  back  the  Bill  to  the  scheme  origi- 
nally proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. Therefore,  so  far  as  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  concerned,  that  plan  has 
been  the  result  of  very  deep  deliberation. 
It  was  of  course  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee. Although  we  did  not  think  our- 
selves justified  in  adopting  the  course 
which  apparently  the  House  had  rejected 
some  months  previously — or  at  least  the 
course  which  it  had  not  sufficiently  en- 
couraged Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
proceed  with-— we  did  not  think,  consider- 
ing the  position  of  the  House  generally » 
and  the  approaching  termination  of  the 
Session,  that  we  ought  to  run  the  great 
risk  of  assenting  to  that  proposition.  We 
thought)  on  the  whole,  that  it  would  be 
more  prudent  to  adhere  to  the  Bill  as  it 
was  introduced  to  the  notice  of  the  Com- 
mittee. The  Committe,  however,  having 
come  to  a  decision,  and  by  an  unequivocal 
majority  expressed  an  opinion  upon  the 
subject,  it  appears  to  me  it  would  be  a 
matter  very  deeply  to  be  lamented  if  we 
sboold  allow  any  difficulties  to  prevent  us 


from  carrying  out  the  proposed  legislation) 
or  from  fulfilling  our  promises  on  this  sub- 
ject. Therefore,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  considered  whether,  notwith- 
standing the  obstacles  that  apparently 
present  themselves,  it  will  not  be  possible 
to  legislate  upon  the  subject  this  Session, 
and  fully  enter  in  the  spirit  of  the  Resolu« 
tion  of  the  Committee  which  was  the  other 
day  agreed  upon.  And  after  deliberation 
and  taking  such  steps  as  we  thought  would 
be  conducive  to  the  success  of  the  proposi- 
tion which  I  am  now  about  to  make,  I  will 
very  briefly  state  the  proposition  I  am 
authorised  by  my  Colleagues  to  submit  to 
the  House ;  and  I  will  take  care  in  the 
course  of  the  evening  to  lay  upon  the 
table  clauses  to  carry  out  this  proposition. 
What  we  propose  is  the  following  : — We 
propose  that  at  the  commencement  of  every 
Michaelmas  Term  each  of  the  Superior 
Courts  of  Common  Law  should  form  a  rota, 
and  by  the  decision  of  the  majority  one  of 
the  Judges  of  each  of  those  Courts  should 
be  selected  to  try  these  Election  Petitions. 
We  propose  that  each  of  the  Judges  so 
selected  should  receive  an  increase  of  in- 
come of  £500  per  annum,  but  that  sum  is 
not  to  be  taken  into  consideration  in  cal- 
culating the  pension  to  which  he  would  be 
entitled  after  a  certain  duration  of  service. 
We  propose  also  that  the  chief  of  each  of 
the  Superior  Courts  shall  be  exempted 
from  this  duty.  But  considering  the  very 
great  increase  of  business  in  the  three 
Superior  Courts,  and  the  great  pressure 
which  is  now  experienced  in  getting  through 
it,  we  propose  that  three  new  Judges 
shall  be  appointed  to  those  Courts,  and 
we  shall  make  provision  that  the  services 
of  a  Judge  of  each  of  the  Superior  Courts 
shall  be  at  the  command  of  the  other 
Courts — such  as  the  Divorce  Court,  where 
occasionally  there  is  a  great  pressure 
of  business.  We  propose  that  if  the 
three  Puisne  Judges  thus  selected  and 
forming  a  rota  are  not  sufficient  to  trans- 
act the  business  of  the  Election  Commit- 
tees, which  after  a  General  Election  is  pecu- 
liarly heavy,  to  reserve  this  power — that 
if  the  three  Judges  on  the  rota  should 
make  a  requisition  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  or  other  officer  of  the  Government, 
that  a  fourth  Puisne  Judge  of  the  Court  of 
Exchequer  should  be  associated  with  them 
for  that  purpose.  I  must  say,  however, 
I  cannot  doubt  without  this  provision  there 
would  be  ample  power  to  transact  this 
business  of  Election  Petitions.  I  have 
now  stated  one  provision  we  propose.    The 
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remaining  proTiBion  is  this— After  all,  this 
measure  mast  be  considered  but  an  eiperi- 
ment ;  and  we  therefore  propose  that  if 
there  should  be  any  yacancj  in  either  of 
the  Superior  Courts  of  Common  Law  it 
ahall  not  be  filled  up  without  the  content 
of  Parliament.  These  are  the  principal 
outlines  of  the  scheme  which  is  embodied 
in  the  clauses  which  I  shall  lay  upon  the 
table  of  the  House  in  the  course  of  the 
efening.  I  think  it  is  a  subject  which 
has  been  well-considered  ;  and,  as  time  is 
DOW  very  pressing,  I  propose  that  the 
House  shall  meet  at  two  o'clock  to-mor- 
row, when  it  may  not  be  impossible  that 
we  may  get  into  Committee,  and  resume 
oar  labours  upon  this  Bill.  I  therefore 
propose  to  take  the  consideration  of  these 
clauses  to-morrow. 

Mb.  AYRTON  desired  to  know  how  it 
was  possible  that  hon.  Members  could  pro- 
pose any  Amendments  on  clauses  which  they 
would  not  receive  till  to-morrow  morning. 
Hon.  Members  would,  by  the  course  now 
proposed,  be  virtually  deprived  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  proposing  any  Amendments;  and 
he  trusted,  therefore,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  to-morrow  proceed  with 
the  other  portions  of  the  Bill  instead  of 
with  these  clauses. 

Mb.  DISRAELI:  I  should  have  thought 
that  four  or  five  hours  devoted  uninter- 
ruptedly to  the  Bill  would  have  been  suffi- 
cient for  all  purposes. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  felt  that 
this  was  an  exceptional  matter ;  and  though 
hon.  Members  had,  no  doubt,  a  right  to 
demand  at  the  hands  of  her  Majesty's 
Government  time  to  enable  them  to  pro- 
pose Amendments  which  they  desired  to 
bring  forward,  he  could  not  but  acknow- 
ledge that  the  question  of  time  was  really 
a  pressing  one.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
on  the  other  hand,  would  no  doubt  give 
due  weight  to  any  suggestions  that  might 
be  made.  He  desired,  however,  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman— and  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  not  give  an  answer 
^  at  present  he  might,  perhaps,  be  able  to 
do  so  to-morrow — what  it  was  proposed  to 
do  with  regard  to  a  point  of  considerable 
importance— limiting  the  duration  of  a  Bill 
which,  after  all,  was  of  an  experimental 
character  ? 


PARLIAMENTARY  REFORM- 
REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL— [Bill  215.] 
{The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, Sir  James  Fergueeon,) 
LOBDS'  AMENDMENTS. 

Lords'  Amendments  considered. 

Amendments,  as  far  as  the  Amendment 
in  page  24,  line  32,  agreed  to. 

Page  24,  line  32,  the  next  Amendment, 
read  a  second  time. 

Mb.  M'LAREN  said,    the  Lords  had 
made  an    Amendment   in   the  Definition 
Clause,   which  enabled    him  to  move  an 
Amendment  thereon,  within  the  rules  of 
this    House.      He  should   briefly  explain 
the  objects  of  the  Amendment.     It  was 
agreed,  when  the  Bill  was  in  tlie  Honae 
of  Commons,  that   all  the   words  about 
rating  should   be  struck  out.     That  was 
done  in  all  the  other  clauses  ;  but  in  the 
Definition  Clause,   by   an  oversight,   the 
alteration  was  not  made.     The  Definition 
Clause  says  a  house  shall  "  include  any  part 
of  a  house  occupied  as  a  separate  dwelling, 
which  dwelling  is  separately  rated  to  the 
relief  of  the  poor,"  whereas  the  clauses  of 
the  Bill  made  it  sufficient  that  a  house- 
holder should  be  placed  on  the  Valuation 
Roll,  and  not  in  arrear  of  poor  rates,  to 
entitle  him  to  the   franchise.      In  Edin- 
burgh  this   definition    would   disfranchise 
4,500  persons  who  occupied  premises  of  a 
less  value  than  £4 — premises  which  were 
not  rated  and  which,  therefore,  could  not 
have  paid  the  rates  of  the  poor ;  and  he 
believed   there   were  other  burghs  which 
were  similarly  situated.     The  effect  of  the 
Amendment  he  had  to  propose,  would  be 
to  suspend  the  operation  of  the  rating  sen- 
tence in  the  clause  during  the  present  year  ; 
and  all  the  parties  affected  could  be  rated 
next  year.     What  he  now  proposed  was 
merely  to  add  the  words,  *'  after  the  ex- 
piration of  the  present  year,  and,*'  in  the 
place  pointed  out  after  the  word  "  levied." 
In  the  city  he  represented  there  were  4,500 
householders  who  would  not  enjoy  the  fran- 
chise under  the   Amendment  during   the 
present  year,  because  the  Poor  Law  autho- 
rities did  not  think  it  worth  while  to  lay 
on  and  collect  the  small  rate  they  might 
have  obtained  from  those  persons  ;  but  he 
apprehended    that  the   House   was  most 
anxious  that  every  man  who  was  a  house- 
holder should  be  placed  pn  the  register. 
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Amendment  propoBed,  to  add  to  the  said 
Amendment  the  word«  "  after  the  expira- 
tion of  the  present  year  and." — {Mr, 
McLaren.) 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  one  of 
the  main  principles  of  the  Bill  was  that  no 
person  should  be  entitled  to  be  put  upon 
the  register  who  did  not  pay  to  the  relief 
of  the  poor.  In  the  course  of  the  discus- 
sion, however,  it  was  agreed  that  the  test 
of  being  rated  to  the  relief  of  the  poor 
should  not  be  insisted  on  that  year ;  but 
the  Lords  have  made  an '  alteration  in  the 
clause,  by  which  that  object  was  to  be 
effected  ;  and  the  result  was  that  certain 
parties  were  not  at  present  entitled  to  be 
put  on  the  register  because  they  had  not 
been  put  to  the  test  of  paying  to  the  relief 
of  the  poor.  There  was  no  doubt,  how- 
ever,  that  they  would  be  entitled  to  be  put 
on  the  register  in  future  years,  after  they 
had  been  put  to  the  test. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  thought  the 
bon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  had  done  good 
service  in  the  Amendment  he  had  brought 
forward,  because  the  clause  to  which  he 
had  drawn  attention  was  inconsistent  with 
the  Amendment  which  he  himself  pro- 
posed, and  which  was  carried  during  the 
earlier  part  of  the  discussions  on  the 
Scotch  Reform  Bill.  He  did  not  think 
the  matter  ought  to  be  passed  over  in 
quite  so  light  and  airy  a  manner  as  that  in 
which  it  had  just  been  dealt  with  by  the 
Lord  Advocate  ;  and,  for  his  own  part,  he 
should  support  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh. 

Mr.  CRUM-EWING  said,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  would 
persevere  in  the  Amendment  he  had  pro- 
posed, and  that  it  would  meet  with  the 
acceptance  of  the  House. 

Sir  ROBERT  ANSTRUTHER  said, 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh  was  one  to  which  he  trusted  he 
might  express  a  hope  that  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate would  agree. 

Question  put,  "That  those  words  be 
there  added." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  124 ;  Noes 
104 :  Majority  20. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Several  other  Amendments  agreed  to. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QXJER  moved  that  the  House  should  dis- 
agree with  an  Amendment  made  by  the 
Mr,  McLaren 


Lords  in  the  clause  relating  to  the  voting  at 
University  elections  by  striking  out  the 
words,  *•  who  is  personally  known  to  me." 
Those  words  made  the  magistrate  declare 
that  he  was  personally  acquainted  with  the 
voter  who  came  before  him,  and  they  would 
therefore  operate  as  an  additional  safe- 
guard against  personation.  As  the  omis- 
sion of  the  words  would  lessen  the  security 
against  that  species  of  fraud,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  retain  them. 

One  dieagreed  to. 

Committee  appointed,  **  to  draw  up  Reatoni  to 
be  assigned  to  The  Lords  for  disagreeing  to  the 
Amendment  to  which  this  House  hath  disagreed  :" 
— Mr.  Chanoxllor  of  the  Ezohsqubb,  The  Lobd 
Advooati,  Mr.  Disbasu,  BIr.  Secretary  Ga* 
THORNX  Habdt,  Sir  Jaicxb  Fkrovbboh,  and  Sir 
Graham  Montoombrt  :  —  To  withdraw  imme- 
diately ;  Three  to  be  the  qnorum. 

Reason  for  disagreeing  to  Lords*  Amend- 
ment reported^  and  agreed  to. 

To  be  communicated  to  The  Lords. 


SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

ARMY— THE  HORSE  GUARDS. 
ICOTION  FOR  PAPERS. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  he  is  willing  to  produce 
a  Return  of  a  Copy  of  the  censure  passed 
by  the  Horse  Guards  upon  the  members  of 
the  Court  Martial  appointed  to  try  an 
acting  Sergeant  Major  of  the  Grenadier 
Guards,  on  account  of  the  leniency  of  the 
sentence  they  had  passed  upon  him,  such 
censure  ha? ing  since  been  firtually  aban- 
doned, but  without  any  explanation  or  jus- 
tification of  the  grounds  of  such  censure 
upon  the  members  of  that  Court  Martial, 
one  of  whom  is  a  Member  of  this  House,  and 
to  make  a  Motion.  The  hon.  Member 
stated  that  in  or  about  the  month  of  April 
an  acting  Sergeant  Major  of  the  Grena- 
dier Guards  was  sent  to  a  Volunteer  corps 
with  regard  to  a  quantity  of  ammunition, 
on  which  occasion  the  Volunteers  pressed 
on  him  their  hospitality,  the  result  of  which 
was  the  absence  of  the  acting  Serjeant 
Major  for  six  hours  and  the  loss  of  parade. 
For  this  he  was  tried  and  sentenced  to  be 
reduced  to  the  grade  of  a  simple  sergeant, 
whereby  he  would  lose  IQd,  a  day.     The 
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colonel  demurred  to  this  finding,  on  the 
ground  that  he  could  hare  punished  the 
accused  to  that  extent  himself,  and  that  a 
Oourt-martial  was  ohliged  to  inflict  a  severer 

genaltj  than  the  commanding  officer  could 
imself  do.  The  Court*  however,  ad- 
hered to  its  decision  ;  upon  which  the 
colonel  appealed  to  the  Horse  Guards  ;  and 
they  referred  the  point  to  the  Judge  Ad- 
TQcate,  who  rnled  that  the  sentence  was 
perfectly  legal.  On  this  the  military  autho- 
rities quashed  the  sentence,  re-sentenced 
the  man  to  exactly  the  same  penalty,  and 
finally  sent  for  the  memhers  of  the  Court 
to  the  Horse  Guards,  where  a  censure  was 
read  to  them,  of  which  they  were  refused 
a  copy.  As  the  President  of  the  Court 
(Colonel  Sturt)  was  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment, he  (Mr.  Darby  Griffith)  maintained 
that  he  had  a  right  to  bring  the  subject 
before  the  House,  and  he  submitted  that 
the  question  was  one  of  no  little  import- 
ance, for  it  was  whether  Courts-martial 
were  to  be  independent  tribunals,  or  whe- 
ther they  were  to  be  subject  to  dictation. 
He  mored  for  a  copy  of  the  censure. 

ARMY— PROMOTIONS  IN  THE  COLD- 
STREAM  GUARDS.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BEIEN,  in  rising  to 
call  attention  to  the  late  promotions  in  the 
Coldstream  Regiment  of  Guards,  said,  the 
complaint  that  he  had  to  make  in  connec- 
tion with  them  was  that  the  well-known 
Warrant  and  rules  of  the  serrice  had  been 
completely  disregarded  by  the  military 
authorities.  Some  two  or  three  months 
ago  Tacancies  had  occurred  in  the  regi- 
ment in  question  on  the  promotion  of  Lieu- 
tenant Colonel  Clif  e,  and  by  the  rules  of 
the  senrice  no  officer  could  be  appointed  to 
a  company  if  he  did  not  happen  to  have 
•erred  in  it  two  years,  it  being  also  neces- 
sary that  before  being  made  a  captain  he 
should  pass  an  examination.  At  the  time 
of  Lieutenant  Colonel  Cli?e's  promotion 
there  were  six  or  seven  of  the  senior  en- 
signs who  had  not  complied  with  those 
conditions.  On  a  former  occasion  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
War  quoted  the  Warrant  of  the  3rd  of 
February,  1866,  setting  forth  that  the  va- 
<$ancies  caused  by  officers  being  permitted 
to  retire,  should  be  given  to  the  next 
senior  qualified  officers,  who  were  prepared 
to  purchase,  unless  it  should  be  deemed 
expedient  by  the  Secretary  for  War  to  act 
otherwise,  and  in  that  case  officers  of  the 
aame  rank  should  be  brought  in  from  half 


pay,  or  officers  of  the  same  rank  in  other 
regiments  might  be  allowed  to  purchase. 
These  latter  words  in  the  Warrant  were  not 
read  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  he 
therefore  supposed  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  not  aware  of  them.  [Sir  John 
Paeikoton  :  I  was  aware  of  them.]  He 
wished  to  know  why  the  Royal  Warrants, 
which  were  plain  in  their  language,  had  not 
been  complied  with? 

ARMY— OONTROLLER.IN-CHIEF.— 
AUDIT  OF  ACCOUNTS.— RESOLUTION. 

Colonel  JERYIS  rose  to  put  a  Question 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  respect- 
ing the  proposed  position  and  duties  of 
the  Controller-in-Chief,  and  to  move  a 
Resolution  thereon.  In  consequence  of 
the  disasters  arising  out  of  the  defective 
military  organization  during  the  Crimean 
War  inquiries  were  made  into  the  state  of 
various  War  Departments.  A  vast  chaos 
seemed  to  exist,  Departments  being  with- 
out heads,  and  beads  without  control. 
That  came  out  most  clearly  in  the  Com- 
mittee of  1860  on  Organization,  and  Lord 
Herbert  recommended  that  they  should 
most  seriously  consider  the  importance  of 
introducing  the  French  InUndance  sys- 
tem. Lord  De  Grey,  when  at  the  head  of 
the  War  Office,  very  properly  brought  for- 
ward the  question,  and  recommended  that 
the  Administrative  Departments  of  the 
War  Office,  which  were  under  a  dozen 
different  heads,  should  be  brought  under 
the  control  of  one  ohief.  They  could  not 
over-estimate  the  importance  of  such  a 
position.  In  fact,  the  officer  in  that  posi- 
tion would  hand  fide  have  the  control  of 
four-fifths  of  the  whole  army  expenditure  ; 
and  it  might  well  be  thought  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  would  regard  him  as 
his  right-hand  man,  his  chief  adviser. 
Such  certainly  was  the  idea  of  Lord 
Strathnairn'sCommittee — such  also  seemed 
to  be  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  John  Pakington)  himself  when  he 
wrote  his  letter  in  December  ;  but  between 
that  date  and  the  29th  of  June  a  very 
extraordinary  change  of  feeling  seemed  to 
have  come  over  the  Treasury.  It  seemed 
then  to  have  been  thought  that  the  Con- 
troller-in-Chief was  by  far  too  important  a 
personage — that,  in  fact,  they  were  cre- 
ating a  new  and  great  power  in  the  War 
Office — a  sort  of  control  over  the  Secretary 
of  State.  Having  secured  one  of  the 
greatest  men  in  the  country,  Sir  Henry 
Storks-^who  years  ago  was  Under  Secre- 
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tarj  for  War,  and  had  filled  the  mott  im- 
portant  positions  *^  having    got    him   to 
arrange  the  whole  soheme  as  perfectly  as 
It  could  be  done,  thej  appeared  to  turn 
round  upon  him  and  say  they  did  not  want 
him    any    more      [*' Hear,  hear!"    and 
•«  No,  no !"]  The  letter  from  the  Treasury 
of  the  29th  of  June  stated  that,  having 
re-considered  the  whole  matter,  their  Lord- 
ships were  of  opinion  that  the  Controller- 
in- Chief  should  not  ha?e  the  rank  of  per- 
manent Secretary  of  State,  that  he  should 
have  a  salary  of  £1,500  a  year,  and  that 
he   should  be  either  a  military   man   or 
civilian,  as  eireumstances  should  determine. 
Whether  the  Controller    was  a    military 
man  or  not,  he  would  say  this,  unless  he  was 
to  be  master  over  the  Department  it  would 
be  better  not  to  have  him  at  all.     Their 
Lordships,  it  appeared,  were  also  of  opinion 
that    the  functions   of  the   Controller-in- 
Chief  should  be  kept  entirely  distinct  from 
those  of  the  Financial  Department.  If  that 
was  the  case  he  said  again,  better  not  have 
such  an  oflSoer.      Then  it  was  added,  '*  all 
expenditure  proposed  by  him  should  be  re- 
ferred    to     the    Financial    Department." 
Now,  he  wanted  to  know  what  were  the 
duties  of  a  Controller-in-Chief  if  they  were 
not  financial  duties ;  and  whether  it  was 
not  absurd,  after  selecting  a  man  like  Sir 
Henry  Storks  to  look  after  the  expenditure 
of    £13,000.000.   that  they   should  then 
appoint  another  high  official  to  look  after 
him  ?      There  could  be  no  question  that 
the  action  of  the  Secretary  of  State  was 
very  much  cramped  by  the  extreme  diffi> 
culty  of  getting  the  heads  of  Departments 
to  coalesce,    because  although  each   was 
anxious  and  willing  to  give  the  Secretary 
of  State  all  the  assistance  in  his  power, 
they  entertained  considerable  jealousy  of 
each  other.    Lord  Strathnairn's  Committee 
was  composed  of  some  of  the  ablest  men 
connected  with  the  service,  and  they  re- 
commended unanimously   that  the    Chief 
Controller  should  have  the  entire  control 
of   the  finances  under  the    Secretary   of 
State.     The  Marquess  of  Hartington  had 
stated  that  it  was  the  general  opinion  of 
the  War  Office  that  the  only  way  to  econo- 
mize was  to  bring  the  various  Departments 
under  one  head.     Earl  de  Grey  and  Ripon 
was  equally  strong  on  the  point — namely, 
that    there  should   only  be  one  head    to 
communicate  with  the  Secretary  of  State; 
and  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan  was  strongly  in 
favour  of  one  system  of  control.     If  the 
Controller  had  to  submit  the  Estimates  in 
the  first  instance  to  the  Financial  Secretary, 


it  was  obvions  that  he  mast  possess  sotna 
kind  of  control  over  them  ;  whereas  the 
only  real  financial  authorities  were  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  the  Secretaries  of 
State,  and  it  was  for  them,  and  them  only, 
to  sanction  what  Estimates  should  be  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament.  If  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  was  to  have  a  financial 
as  well  as  a  military  wet-nurse  he  was  not 
in  the  position  in  which  he  ought  to  be. 
Having  had  twenty  years*  experience  of 
the  War  Office,  he  asserted  that  it  was 
in  the  most  complete  confusion  that  it  had 
been  in  for  years.  After  a  long  and  careful 
inquiry,  the  War  Office  had  been  em- 
powered to  seek  the  assistance  of  any  man 
they  pleased  to  assist  in  its  re-organization  ; 
and  that  ought  to  be  done.  If  it  were 
not,  he  warned  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that 
a  new  Parliament  would  insist  on  such  a 
searching  inquiry  as  had  never  taken  place 
before.  He  hoped  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  have  strength  of  mind  to 
carry  into  effect  the  well-considered 
changes  which  he  had  determined,  after 
eight  months'  consideration  of  the  subject, 
to  adopt.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
concluded  by  moving  his  Resolution. 

Captain  VIVIAN,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said,  he  agreed  with  the  remark 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Har- 
wich (Major  Jervis)  that  for  the  last  ten 
or  twelve  years  the  War  Department  had 
been  remarkable  for  confusion,  extra- 
vagance, and  blundering.  It  had  been 
with  some  feeling  of  relief  that  those  in- 
terested in  the  subject  looked  forward  to 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  presided  over  . 
by  Lord  Strathnaim,  as  they  saw  in  it 
germs  of  future  change,  which  would  alter 
not  only  the  regulation  of  this  Department, 
but  also  those  of  other  important  branches 
of  the  administration  of  the  army.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  by  showing  a  determina- 
tion to  carry  the  recommendations  con- 
tained in  that  Report  into  effect,  had 
earned  the  gratitude  and  the  approbation 
of  all  parties.  There  was  a  general  desire 
on  the  part  of  the  country  that  the  army 
should  be  more  economically  and  more 
efficiently  administered.  While  the  present 
administration  of  the  War  Office  might 
appear  ludicrous  to  lookers-on  it  was  death 
to  the  army.  The  spirit  of  self-immolation 
upon  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
relied  for  effecting  improvements  in  the 
administration  of  the  War  Department  was 
not  likaly  to  ahow  itself  in  any  marked 
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manner,  becftnse  every  clerk  in  the  De- 
partment was  sore  to  be  willing  to  admit 
that  changes  should  be  effected  in  e?erj 
Department  but  his  own,  which,  in  his  opi- 
nion, would  require  to  be  extended,  in- 
stead of  being  reduced.  It  was  on  the 
1st  January  that  Sir  Henry  Storks  had 
been  appointed  GontroIler-in-Chief,  to  in- 
troduce the  proposed  reforms.  He  had 
been  told  that  he  was  to  alter  the  weak, 
inefficient  administration  of  the  Civil  De- 
partment of  the  army,  and  to  try  and  re- 
vise the  organisation  of  the  War  Office 
itself.  Sir  Henry  Storks  had  shown  the 
greatest  aptitude  for  the  post  to  which  he 
had  been  appointed,  and,  in  fact,  the  only 
objection  tliat  could  be  urged  against  his 
appointment  was  that  he  was  a  soldier. 
He  thoroughly  believed  that  Sir  Henry 
Storks,  Sir  Edward  Lngard,  and  other 
officers  of  high  military  rank  would  per- 
form their  duty  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
without  betraying  that  duty  for  their  own 
personal  advancement.  The  theory  at  the 
War  Office  was  that  they  could  not  serve 
God  and  Mammon  —  that  they  could  not 
serve  the  War  Office  without  a  breach  of 
allegiance  to  the  Horse  Guards.  It  was 
true  that  the  interests  of  the  War  Office 
were  antagonistic  to  those  of  the  Horse 
Guards ;  the  sooner  they  were  recon- 
ciled the  better  it  would  be  for  the 
country.  He  was  certain  that  a  man 
like  Sir  Henry  Storks  would  never  ac- 
cept any  office  under  the  Secretary  of 
State  and  neglect  that  duty  for  his  own 
advancement.  He  could  not  believe  that 
the  interest  of  military  men  and  those  of 
.the  administration  of  the  army  were  an- 
tagonistic. Sir  Henry  Storks  had  been 
in  office  for  six  months,  and  it  was  right 
the  House  should  know  what  had  been 
done  in  these  Departments,  and  what  the 
obstacles  were  which  he  had  to  encounter. 
The  right  boo.  Gentleman  had  pisced  on 
the  table  of  the  House  a  full  account  of 
the  proposed  changes;  but,  without  weary- 
ing the  House  with  details,  he  might  de- 
scribe them  as  a  greater  concentration  of 
responsibility,  and  a  better  division  of  la- 
boor,  as  opposed  to  the  present  system  of 
a  great  concentration  of  labour  in  one  office 
and  a  greater  division  of  responsibility 
among  various  Departments.  The  effect 
of  those  changes  out-of-doors  would  be  to 
place  the  various  Supply  Departments  under 
one  responsible  chief,  who  would  be  an- 
swerable to  the  officer  in  command  as  far 
as  discipline  was  oonoemed,  but  who  would 
be  answerable  to  the  Secretary  of  State 


for  War  throngh  the  Controller- in-Ohief  of 
his  departthental  administration.  At  pre- 
sent there  were  four  departmental  officers 
at  Malta  and  Gibraltar — namely,  the  Sur- 
veyor General,  the  Purveyor  of  Stores, 
the  Commissary  General,  and  Barrack 
Master  ;  but  it  was  proposed  to  place  one 
officer  over  these  four  Departments.  The 
result  of  such  a  change  would  necessarily 
lead  to  economy  of  time  and  money,  and 
be  a  material  check  upon  ezpenditurct  To 
prove  that  this  would  be  the  case  he  need 
only  point  to  the  fact  that  at  present  the 
correspondence  of  these  four  Departments 
was  carried  on  quite  independently  of  one 
another.  But  it  was  objected  by  the  Trea- 
sury that  the  Control  Department  would 
interfere  with  the  present  constitutional 
financial  control.  For  his  own  part,  he 
did  not  see  how  the  Controller-in-Chief 
could  appropriate  one  farthing  from  one 
purpose  to  anothev.  He  certainly  had  no 
objection  to  the  details  of  the  Estimates 
being  submitted  to  the  Finance  Depart- 
ment for  the  purpose  of  having  their  ac- 
curacy tested  ;  but  he  objected,  and  ob- 
jected very  strongly,  to  any  manipulation. 
He  had  no  objection  to  a  Financial  Secre- 
tary arranging  the  figures  and  performing 
similar  duties  ;  but  if  he  were  once  per- 
mitted to  manipulate  the  details — to  say 
that  too  much  was  being  spent  in  this 
direction  and  too  much  in  another,  it  would 
be  utterly  impossible  that  they  could  se- 
cure the  services  of  any  one  who  could 
keep  these  large  Departments  in  a  state 
of  efficiency,  because  this  could  not  be 
done  unless  they  placed  sufficient  confi- 
dence in  the  officer  they  selected,  and 
gave  him  an  uncontrolled  command.  With- 
out in  any  way  desiring  to  detract  from 
the  merits  of  Sir  Robert  Napier,  it  was 
to  the  adoption  of  this  principle  that  the 
success  of  the  Abyssinian  Expedition  was 
in  a  great  measure  attributable.  There* 
perhaps,  was  some  danger  in  putting  two 
men  into  the  same  position  at  the  War 
Office,  and  he  therefore  thought  that  the 
Controller-in- Chief  should  be  the  superior. 
If  the  Financial  Secretary  was  upon  the 
same  footing  it  might  lead  to  dispute  and 
to  discussion.  He  trusted  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  De- 
partment would  persist  in  a  policy  to  which 
he  was  strongly  inclined,  and  that  he  would 
seise  the  opportunity  which  was  now  offered, 
and  which  might  not  speedily  recur,  and 
carry  out  that  policy  undeterred  by  those 
who  sought  to  thwart  him  from  motives  of 
obstinacy  or  self-interest. 
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Amendment  proposed. 

To  leaTe  oat  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  <'  the 
Controller  in  Chief  shonld  be  an  Under  Secretary 
of  State ;  and  that  the  audit  of  the  War  OflBoe 
accounts  shonld  be  entirely  independent  of  the 
War  Oflftoe," — (Colonel  Jervu,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

General  DUNNE  remarked  that  eon- 
fusion  had  not  always  existed  in  the  War 
Department ;  it  began  in  1852  and  1854, 
through  the  proceedings  of  the  then  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  and  his  successors, 
who  pulled  the  whole  system  to  pieces, 
and,  as  children  o?er  a  puzzle,  had  pulled 
the  Department  to  pieces,  and  had  been 
unable   to  put  it   in  any  sort  of  shape 
since.     He  was  glad  to  find  the  right  lion. 
Baronet  (Sir  John  Pakington)  had  begun 
to  try  his  band  at  putting  this  Department 
in  order,  because,  if  for  no  other  reason, 
his  action  in  the  matter  acknowledged  the 
necessity  of  speedy  reform ;  and  the  nearer 
he  approached  the  system  of  the  old  Ord- 
nance Department,   which   the    Duke  of 
Wellington  and  so  many  other  high  autho- 
rities had  said  was  the  best  in  the  world, 
the  more  perfect  he  would  make  it.     It 
was  said  that  the  framing  of  the  Estimates 
and  the  Department  to  which  this  respon- 
sibility was  to  be  entrusted,  was  now  a 
subject  of  discussion,  but  as  to  the  framing 
of  the  Estimates,  nothing,  it   seemed  to 
him,  could  be  more  plain.     Whatever  sys- 
tem was  in  vogue,  the  Cabinet  must  always 
decide  on  the  amount  of  money  to  be  spent 
on  the   army,  and  the  heads  of  Depart- 
ments,  whatever  their    office,  would    be 
obliged  to  keep  their  expenditure  within 
that  limit.     But  when  the  sum  was  de- 
cided, the  Executive  should  alone  frame 
the  application  and  be  responsible  for  the 
expenditure.     In  his  opinion  it  would  be 
easy  to  form  a  Department  which  should 
work  harmoniously   under    one   or    more 
heads.     He  approved  the  proposal  to  keep 
the  Audit  Department  entirely  separate 
from  others,  and  trusted  special  attention 
would  be  given  to  surpluses  of  Votes  and 
transfers  in  future.     This  year  many  sums 
had  been  transferred  from  one  Department 
to  another,  but  no  account  of  them  had 
been  rendered  to  Parliament.  For  instance, 
the  House  voted  a  sum  for  the  Training  of 
the  Irish  Militia  ;  the  Government  of  that 
country  had  determined  not  to  call  them 
Ct^tain  Vivian 


out,  and  the  sum  TOted  for  that  purpose 
must  have  been  saved,  but  neither  the 
amount  nor  the  purpose  to  which  it  was 
transferred  had  been  stated.  He  hoped 
this  oversight  would  be  remedied  before 
the  end  of  the  Session.  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  proceed  to 
frame  a  system  which  would  relieve  the 
War  Office  from  the  complaints  of  which 
they  heard  so  frequently.  The  Committee 
over  which  Lord  Strathnairn  presided  had 
recommended  a  re-organization  of  the  War 
Department,  and  it  was  understood  that  a 
distinguished  organizer,  Major  General 
Storks,  was  to  be  placed  at  its  head  ;  but 
it  was  now  said  some  unseen  influence 
had  been  exerted  within  the  Office  to  alter 
this  wise  determination,  and  it  was  to  place 
the  new  Controller  in  a  position  which  the 
Major  General  could  not  accept.  If  he 
was  to  be  the  head  of  this  Department,  he 
should  have  the  application  of  whatever 
sums  might  be  allotted  by  the  Cabinet  for 
warlike  purposes  without  control  from  any 
subordinate,  and  be  accountable  for  that 
application.  It  was  clear  something  must 
be  donC;  if  we  wished  to  decrease  the  ex- 
pense and  incompetence  of  former  Secre- 
taries for  War. 

Colonel  NORTH  complimented  the 
Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Resolution  for 
the  manner  in  which  they  had  introduced 
the  subject.  He  was  surprised  at  the 
delay  of  the  Government.  The  Secretary 
of  State  had  promised  that  the  system 
shonld  be  tried  on  the  1st  of  April  in  Ire- 
land, and  it  could  have  been  tried  under 
most  advantageous  circumstances  under 
Lord  Strathnairn,  who  was  not  only  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee,  but  Commander-in- 
Chief  in  Ireland  as  well ;  but  it  seemed  as 
if  the  authorities  had  had  their  nightcapa 
on  ever  since.  At  length,  however,  we 
had  a  scheme  produced  by  two  most  able 
men  —  Sir  Henry  Storks  and  General 
Balfour  ;  but  the  whole  thing  seemed  to 
be   regarded    by    the    Treasury  from   a 

founds,  shillings,  and  pence  point  of  view. 
The  Chanoellou  of  the  Exchequer:  A 
very  important  matter.]  He  had  no  doubt 
of  that ;  but  contended  that  pounds,  shil- 
lings, and  pence  should  not  be  allowed  to 
interfere  with  the  efficiency  of  the  army 
and  the  proper  administration  of  its  De- 
partments. The  Crimean  War  had  shown 
what  expense  was  entailed  by  niggardli- 
ness in  time  of  peace.  He  was  surprised 
that  they  should  expect  the  Controller-in- 
Chief  to  be  subordinate  to  the  Financial 
Secretary*     Now,  the  Minute  proposed 
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that  the  new  official  who  should  adviie  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  should  be 
either  a  military  man  or  a  ci?ilian  ;  but, 
excepting  Lord  Dalhousie  and  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Huntingdon 
(General  Peel),  every  Secretary  for  War 
had  been  a  civilian  ;  and  what  would  hap- 
pen if  future  civilian  Secretaries  should 
have  civilian  advisers  on  military  matters  ? 
In  his  opinion,  the  military  adviser  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  should  under  no  cir- 
cumstances be  a  civilian.  Then  the  Con- 
trol )er- in-Chief  was  to  be  without  the  rank 
of  Under  Secretary  of  State  and  have 
£1,500  a  year.  But  was  Sir  Henry 
Storks  to  be  set  aside  in  order  that  some- 
body else  might  be  put  over  him  ?  [Lord 
Elcho  :  Hear,  hear  ;  and  ••  No,  no  !  " 
from  the  Treasury  Bench,'\  Did  the  Se- 
cretary for  War  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  suppose  Sir  Henry  Storks 
would  submit  to  such  treatment?  The 
Government  might  say  there  was  no  de- 
sire to  get  rid  of  him  ;  but,  if  the  Minute 
meant  anything,  it  meant,  ''  We  will  get 
anyone  we  can  to  take  the  post,  and  we 
will  treat  Sir  Henry  Storks  as  an  occa- 
sional waiter."  [Lord  Elcho:  Hear.]  Sir 
Robert  Napier,  as  had  been  said,  owed 
much  of  his  success  to  the  absoluteness  of 
his  control.  What  he  wanted  be  ordered, 
and  what  he  ordered  he  got;  but  the 
Treasury  set  out  with  two  Kings  of  Brent- 
ford, and  all  he  had  to  say  was.  Heaven 
help  them  from  confusion  !  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  accept  the 
scheme  of  Sir  Henry  Storks;  that  Sir 
Henry  Storks  would  not  be  set  aside  in 
order  that  some  other  person  might  carry 
out  his  scheme. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON, 
though  under  no  obligation  to  defend  the 
recommendations  of  the  Treasury,  was 
bound  to  say  he  was  much  obliged  to  the 
Government  for  the  part  they  had  taken  in 
the  matter,  and  consequently  disagreed 
with  every  hon.  Member  who  had  as  yet 
spoken  on  the  subject.  If  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Harwich  (Major  Jervis) 
had  correctly  described  the  duties  of  the 
Controller,  his  Motion  would  follow  as  a 
necessary  consequence.  If  they  gave  a 
msn  the  control  of  an  expenditure  of 
£13.000,000»  and  decided  that  he  should 
be  really  independent  and  nobody  should 
have  a  right  to  call  in  question  his  notion, 
in  what  respect  would  his  powers  differ 
from  those  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  ex- 
cept that  the  latter  would  be  responsible 
to  that  House,  and  the  Controller  would  be 
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responsible  to  nobody  ?  Although  he  en- 
tirely disagreed  with  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Harwich,  both  as  to  the  duties 
and  the  position  of  the  Controller-in-Chief, 
he  was  not  sorry  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  had  raised  the  question  in  that 
manner,  because  his  Motion  raised  with 
tolerable  distinctness  a  question  which  the 
House  would  sooner  or  later  have  to  con- 
sider— namely,  whether  there  was  to  be  a 
real  financial  control,  independently  of  all 
the  spending  and  executive  departments  of 
the  army,  whether  those  departments  were 
attached  to  the  Horse  Guards  or  to  the 
War  Office  itself.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
the  official  Correspondence  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  laid  on  the  table  was  not 
very  complete,  and  he  understood  it  had 
been  admitted  earlier  that  evening  that  a 
Letter  containing  the  Royal  Warrant  by 
which  that  Department  had  been  already 
constituted  had  been  inadvertently  omitted 
from  the  Papers  presented  to  the  House. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  snid,  he  was 
not  conscious  until  that  evening  of  that 
omission,  and  he  was  quite  willing  to  sup- 
ply it. 

The  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  thought  it  very  important  to  have 
the  Letter,  not  only  as  showing  the  views 
of  the  Secretary  for  War,  but  also  in  order 
that  any  just  criticisms  might  be  passed 
upon  the  document.  It  had  been  the  pre- 
vailing opinion  out  of  doors — whether  with 
or  without  sufficient  foundation  he  did  not 
know — that  it  had  been  the  intention  of 
the  War  Office  to  establish  a  new  Depart- 
ment, with  such  powers  and  authority  that 
the  financial  control  of  which  he  had  spoken 
would  be,  if  not  altogether  destroyed,  at 
least  very  seriously  weakened.  If  any 
such  proposal  as  that  made  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Harwich  were 
adopted,  the  financial  control  would  be  en- 
tirely done  away  with.  But,  even  short  of 
the  re-organization  recommended  by  that 
hon.  and  gallant  Member,  a  system  might 
be  adopted  which,  although  not  entirely 
doing  away  with  that  control,  would  yet 
very  seriously  impair  it.  Whatever  fault 
might  have  attached  to  the  War  Office— 
and  it  had  enjoyed  the  distinction  of  being 
about  the  best  abused  Office  in  the  king- 
dom— there  had  always  existed  control  of 
a  civilian  character  perfectly  independent 
of  the  military  element.  As  Sir  Charles 
Trevelyan's  letter  in  The  Times  of  that 
day  showed,  there  had  existed  a  sort  of 
outpost  of  the  Treasury  to  control  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  army.     The  Board  of 
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Ordnanoe  bad  officers  whof«  duty  it  was  to 
keep  a  watoh  over  that  ezpenditiire.  Ever 
since  the  constitution  of  the  present  War 
Office  there  had  always  been  some  control 
of  that  sort,  which  was  at  one  time  more 
powerful,  and  at  another  less  so.  Every 
Minister,  he  believed,  who  had  filled  the 
office  of  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
held  the  opinion  that  there  should  be  such 
a  financial  control  as  that.  It  was  evident 
from  his  correspondence  with  the  Treasury 
that  the  late  Lord  Herbert  held  that  opi- 
nion; and  it  had  also  been  shared  by  that 
Doble  Lord's  official  successors.  In  the 
contemplated  re- organization  of  the  army 
was  there  anything  which  msde  it  less  ne- 
cessary than  it  had  heretofore  been  to 
maintain  a  separate  financial  control  over 
the  Executive  Departments?  In  his  opi- 
pion  the  answer  to  that  question  should 
be  given  in  the  negative.  He  thought  too 
much  fuss — if  he  might  be  allowed  the 
phrase — had  been  made  about  that  con- 
templated re-organization.  It  had  been 
written  and  talked  of  as  a  very  large  afiitir 
indeed.  It  was,  no  doubt,  an  important 
matter,  and,  if  properly  carried  out,  would 
be  very  useful.  But  he  did  not  think  the 
projected  changes  were  of  the  magnitude 
that  had  been  supposed.  On  what  was 
the  necessity  for  them  founded  ?  On  in- 
quiry it  was  found  that  the  supply  of 
food  to  the  army,  the  supply  of  hospital 
stores,  of  warlike  stores,  and  of  stores 
for  barrack  accommodation — it  was  found 
that  the  supply  of  all  those  articles 
for  the  army  was  the  duty  of  difi^erent 
departments  within  the  War  Offioe  itself, 
and  the  duty  of  different  departments  at 
every  station  and  with  every  army.  It 
appeared  also  that  the  local  head  of  each 
of  those  different  departments  had  to  cor- 
respond directly  with  the  head  of  his  own 
department  at  home,  and  that  although 
there  migh  be  great  similarity  in  the 
duties  of  each  of  those  departments  ;  a 
great  deal  might  be  done  and  a  saving 
effected  for  the  public  by  a  proper  corre- 
spondence among  themselves,  and  by  a 
knowledge  on  the  part  of  one  department 
of  what  was  going  on  in  another,  they 
all  corresponded  separately  with  their  own 
chiefs  at  home,  and  there  was  a  greater 
subdivision  of  duties  than  was  at  all  neces- 
sary for  the  public  service.  It  appeared, 
moreover,  that  there  was  no  Department 
charged  with  the  duty  of  providing  trans- 
port for  each  of  those  different  services. 
Well,  the  obvious  remedy  that  occurred  to 
the  late  Lord  Herbert  seven  or  eight  years 
The  MarquHi  of  HarUngton 


ago  was  that  all  those  departments  should 
be  merged  into  one  and  combined  under 
one  head.  That  idea  was  approved  by  the 
Treasury,  and  circumstances  only  pre- 
vented it  being  carried  out  before.  It  was 
revived  by  Lord  de  Grey,  and  was  subse- 
quently matured  by  the  Committee  which 
was  presided  over  by  Lord  Strathnairn. 
But  although  the  Supply  Department  was 
a  great  and  powerful  Department  there 
was  no  necessity  for  making  it  all-powerful 
or  practically  supreme  in  the  War  Offioe, 
which  had  many  other  dnties  to  perform. 
The  War  Office  had  also  to  provide  arms 
for  the  army,  either  by  contract  or  through 
the  Government  manufacturing  establish- 
ments. It  was  necessary  there  should  be  dis- 
tinct Departments  for  that  and  for  other  da- 
ties,  and  although  the  Supply  Department 
might  possibly  be  the  largest  and  most 
important,  he  did  not  see  why  it  should 
necessarily  be  raised  to  a  rank  altogether 
superior  to  the  other  departments  which 
likewise  performed  duties  under  the  War 
Office.  He  had  admitted  that  the  Con- 
troller-in-Chief  should  be  a  person  of  great 
power  and  authority  at  the  War  Office; 
but  he  saw  no  good  reason  why  he  should 
be  more  than  the  head  of  any  of  those  other 
departments  which  he  had  mentioned,  or 
why  he  should  be  exempted  from  all  criti- 
cism. No  one  proposed  that  the  Director 
of  Works  should  be  authorised  to  frame 
what  Estimates  he  pleased,  without  having 
his  acts  called  into  question  by  any  other 
authority.  Nobody  proposed  that  the 
Director  of  Ordnance  should  be  authoriaed 
to  spend  in  the  manufocturing  departments 
whatever  sums  he  might  think  fit  for  the 
purpose  of  adding  to  the  buildings  or 
plant  of  those  establishments  without  being 
subject  to  the  control  of  the  Secretary  of 
State.  And  if  such  propositions  were  not 
made  with  regard  to  other  departments 
he  could  not  conceive  on  what  ground 
another  department  of  an  analogous  cha- 
racter was  to  be  left  entirely  without 
financial  control.  In  the  letter  to  which 
he  had  already  referred,  and  which  ap- 
peared in  The  Times  of  that  morning,  Sir 
Charles  Trevelyan  stated  that  it  appeared 
to  be  deliberately  intended  to  create  a  new 
dualism  at  the  War  Office.  With  the 
greatest  respect,  however,  for  the  source 
from  wliich  that  statement  emanated,  he 
must  be  allowed  to  express  a  doubt  as  to 
its  correctness.  Nothing  of  the  sort  was, 
so  far  as  he  could  see,  intended  ;  and,  in 
his  opinion,  it  was  the  Secretary  of  State 
alone  who  would  be  the  responsible  Minis- 
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tor,  not  only  for  effieienej,  but  also  for 
economy.  [Sir  John  Pakincton:  Hear, 
hear  !  ]  But  how  waa  it  proposed  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  alone  should  be 
thus  responsible  to  the  House  of  Commons 
if  the  means  were  taken  away  from  him  of 
knowing  how  economy  was  to  be  obtained  ? 
The  Chief  Controller  would  adrise  him  in 
reference  to  e?erything  connected  with  the 
supply  of  stores,  Ac,  for  the  army,  the 
Director  of  Ordnance  with  respect  to  any- 
thing connected  with  the  manufacturing 
Department  and  the  supply  of  new  arms, 
and  the  Director  of  Works  as  to  works ; 
but  how  was  he  to  be  advised  as  to  the 
expediency  of  making  reductions  unless 
the  financial  head  of  the  Department  were 
placed  in  a  position  to  know  what  was 
going  on,  to  make  his  recommendations, 
and,  if  necessary,  to  .secure  that  they 
sbonid  be  acted  upon  ?  All  that  was  pro- 
posed was  that  the  head  of  the  Financial 
Department  should  be  made  aware  con- 
stantly of  what  was  going  on  ;  that  the 
Estimates  should  pass  through  his  hands 
in  order  that  he  might  know  in  what  par- 
ticulars it  might  be  desirable  to  increase  or 
diminish  them  ;  and  that  if  he  thought  he 
could  point  out  any  respects  in  which  re- 
trenchment might  easily  be  effected,  his 
opinion  should  go  before  the  Secretary  of 
State  with  adequate  power  and  authority. 
The  Secretary  of  State  would  in  that  way 
have,  on  the  one  hand,  the  tIcws  of  the 
person  representing  the  question  of  effici- 
ency, while,  on  the  other  hand,  the  econo- 
mical fiew  would  be  presented  to  him  by 
his  financial  adviser.  It  was  all  very  well 
to  say  that  the  two  things  must  go  to- 
gether ;  but  everybody  was  aware  that  the 
question  often  arose  as  to  whether  a  cer- 
tain eipenditure  would  conduce  to  effici- 
ency, or  whether  the  extra  efficiency  which 
it  would  secure  was  worth  the  outlay  which 
it  was  proposed  to  incur.  But  then  it  was 
suggested  that  each  department  might 
frame  its  own  Estimate,  and  be  responsible 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  not  only  for 
efficiency'^  but  economy.  Now,  it  was 
very  easy  to  make  the  head  of  a  depart- 
ment responsible  for  efficiency  ;  but  how 
he  could  be  made  responsible  for  the 
economy  of  his  department  if  all  power  of 
interference  were  taken  away  from  the 
Financial  Department,  he  was  at  a  loss  to 
understand.  The  Secretary  of  State  could 
not,  without  assistance,  make  himself 
acquainted  with  all  the  details  of  economy, 
and  it  was  only  by  such  aid  as  was  afforded 
by  inquiry  made  by  the  Accountant  Qene- 
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ral'a  Department  that  it  was  possible  to 
know  whether  his  Department  was  con- 
ducted economically  or  not.  The  proposed 
regulations  would,  he  hoped,  be  submitted 
to  further  revision,  and  if  necessary  be 
further  corrected ;  for,  as  the  Treasury  Let- 
ter was  dated  the  29th,  and  the  revised  Re- 
gulations had  been  sent  bac\  the  next  day, 
it  was  possible  that  they  might  not  in  all 
respects  carry  out  the  principles  which  the 
Treasury  had  laid  down.  He  must  ex- 
press his  gratitude  to  the  Treasury  for 
the  line  they  had  taken,  and  he  hoped  the 
Secretary  of  State  would  concur  in  the 
Regulations  laid  down  by  the  Treasury. 
In  what  he  had  said  he  hoped  not  a  single 
word  had  fallen  from  him  which  might  be 
regarded  as  disrespectful  in  the  slightest 
degree  to  the  present  Contro11er-in-Chief. 
He  was  fully  sensible  of  the  high  reputation 
which  Sir  Henry  Storks  so  deservedly 
enjoyed,  and  the  re-organization  of  the 
Department  could  not  be  entrusted  to  abler 
hands  ;  but  he  was  at  the  same  time  of 
opinion  that  it  was  not  desirable  that  any 
Department  of  the  War  Office  should  be 
raised  to  that  pitch  of  superior  power  over 
every  other  for  which  some  hon.  Members 
contended. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  that  although  many 
questions  of  importance  had  been  brought 
before  Parliament  in  the  present  Session, 
the  question  of  the  proper  control  of  our 
Army  Department  was  the  most  important 
administrative  question  of  the  day,  inas- 
much as  it  dealt  with  an  expenditure  of 
£13,000,000.  He  was,  afraid,  however, 
that  the  good  which  it  was  hoped  would 
arise  from  the  appointment  of  a  Chief  Con- 
troller was  in  great  danger  of  being  obvi- 
ated, seeing  the  views  which  were  enter- 
tained on  the  subject  by  the  occupants  of 
the  Treasury  and  the  front  Opposition 
Benches.  His  noble  Friend  the  late  Secre- 
tary for  War  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington), 
for  instance,  had  got  up,  and,  after  nearly 
every  previous  speaker  had  expressed  him- 
self strongly  against  the  existing  as  well 
as  against  the  proposed  system,  as  laid 
down  in  the  Papers  which  had  been  placed 
on  the  table,  argued  in  favour  of  a  check 
being  maintained  by  the  Treasury  over  the 
Controller — a  view  in  which  he  was  appa- 
rently supported  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers),  who 
cheered  him  at  the  close  of  his  speech. 
The  House,  nevertheless,  would  do  well,  he 
thought,  to  pause  before  it  accepted  the 
dicta  of  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  were,  or  who  had  been  in  Office,  and 
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to  take  the  matter,  in  a  great  measuret  into 
its  own  hnndf.  No  doubt,  to  judge  by 
the  appearance  of  its  Benches  during  the 
discussion,  the  subject  was  one  in  which 
the  House  of  Commons  seemed  to  take 
very  little  interest.  The  five  Benches  on  the 
Opposition  side  below  the  Gangway,  which 
were  usually  occupied  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
who,  when  they  should  address  their  consti- 
tuents, would  be  likely  to  lay  the  greatest 
stress  upon  the  necessity  of  peace,  retrench- 
ment, and  reform,  had  been  left  during  the 
progress  of  this  discussion  without  a  single 
Member,  though  within  the  last  half-hour 
the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr. 
Stuart  Mill)  had  re-appeared  ;  but  it  was 
a  great  mistake  to  imagine  that  the  ques- 
tion would  be  regarded  with  equal  apathy 
out-of-doors,  or  that  Secretaries  of  State 
in  esse  or  in  posse  would  be  allowed  to  hare, 
in  dealing  with  it,  entirely  their  own  way. 
Knowing  the  unsatisfactory  state  of  things, 
he  brought  the  subject  before  the  House  a 
short  time  ago,  thinking  that  a  Commission 
of  Inquiry  should  be  appointed,  and  he 
expected  to  be  told  that  a  Commission  was 
unnecessary,  as  the  attention  of  the  War 
Office  ond  two  able  officers  was  already 
engaged  on  the  matter.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  John  Pakington),  however,  did 
not  give  that  answer,  and  perhaps  he  was 
right  in  not  doing  so;  for  it  did  not  seem 
that  the  organization  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment was  proceeding  with  that  success  and 
harmony  which  would  justify  the  hope  of 
a  good  result,  and  it  was  a  question  whe- 
ther there  was  any  Controller  at  the  War 
Office  at  all.  Military  organization  meant 
a  sufficient  supply  of  men,  with  means  for 
renewing  the  supply;  a  sufficient  supply  of 
material  with  ready  means  of  renewal;  and 
an  organization  in  time  of  peace  so  econo- 
mically conducted  that  those  supplies  of 
men  and  material  could  be  efficiently  brought 
to  bear,  in  time  of  war,  in  any  direction 
and  at  the  shortest  notice.  Now,  as  regards 
men,  the  state  of  things  was  that  40,000 
men  could  not  be  brought  together  in  line 
in  this  country.  But  his  right  hou.  Friend 
the  Secretary  for  War  stated  that  in  time 
the  country  would  have  a  Reserve  of  50.000 
men.  The  present  Reserve  was  15,000 
men,  and,  according  to  the  progress  at 
which  matters  advanced,  it  might  be  thirty 
or  forty  years  before  this  Reserve  of  50,000 
men  was  formed.  Moreover,  the  officers 
of  the  Militia,  from  which  source  the  Re- 
serve was  expected  to  be  derived,  were 
divided  in  opinion  as  to  whether  the  men 
could  be  obtained  from  that  force.  In  re- 
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speot  to  material  there  were,  do  doubt, 
abundant  supplies  and  stores.  Many  peo- 
ple thought  that  the  supplies  were  over 
abundiint,  and  that  great  waste  prevailed. 
Only  recently  an  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
(Major  Anson)  brought  the  whole  question 
of  stores  before  the  House,  and  the  result 
was  that  the  Secretary  for  War  accepted  a 
practical  revolution  in  the  mode  of  conduct* 
ing  the  War  Department  with  respect  to 
stores,  and  an  impression  had  gone  forth 
that  a  most  salutary  change  was  likely  to 
be  introduced  in  the  mode  of  keeping  the 
War  Office  accounts  with  regard  to  stores. 
On  a  former  occasion  he  endeavoured  to 
show  that  there  existed  no  organisation  for 
economically  and  efficiently  working  up  the 
men  and  material ;  and  no  answer  was 
given  to  his  stotement.  They  bad  not  had 
a  foreign  army  landing  on  the  shores  of  this 
country  ;  but  there  had  been  sometliing 
like  an  insurrection  in  Ireland,  and  ia 
March,  1867,  Lord  Strathnairn  wrote  to 
the  effect  that  the  action  of  the  military 
Departments  under  his  command  during  the 
Fenian  insurrection  made  him  sensible  of 
the  want  of  a  superior  military  officer  to 
act  as  Controller,  in  order  to  insure  the 
efficient  execution  of  his  orders.  When  it 
was  understood  that  the  Secretary  for  War 
had  determined  to  act  on  the  Report  of 
Lord  Strathnairn's  Committee,  and  to  ap- 
point a  Controller  General,  with  another 
distinguished  officer  as  an  assistant,  it  was 
supposed  that  order  was  likely  to  eome  out 
of  chaos,  and  that,  instead  of  the  military 
Departments  of  this  country  being  the  most 
extravagant  and  inefficient  of  any  in  the 
world,  they  would,  by  the  supervision  of 
Sir  Henry  Storks,  assisted  by  that  able 
officer.  General  Balfour,  be  brought  under 
proper  control.  All  these  hopes,  however, 
were  fated  to  be  dashed.  Instead  of  a 
Controller,  they  had  something  like  the  two 
Kings  of  Brentford,  and  those  two  offioen 
were  wholly  powerless  to  carry  out  the 
system  which  they  thought  absolutely  ne- 
cessary. He  could  not  understand  how 
the  Secretary  of  State,  who  was  respon- 
sible for  the  efficiency  of  the  army,  could 
consent  to  submit  to  such  a  control  in  the 
matter  of  finances  as  the  Treasury  pro- 
posed to  establish.  The  Treasury  ought 
only  to  have  the  power  of  simply  auditmg 
accounts,  and  seeing  that  they  were  pro- 
perly kept  and  checked.  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  who  was  responsible  for  the 
efficiency  of  the  army,  should  be  subject 
only  to  the  control  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exohe- 
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qaer,  who  shoald  have  the  power  of  sajing 
he  eould  not  gire  so  much  money  in  a  par- 
ticular year.  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  would,  therefore,  still  he  responsible 
eTon  if  this  control-in-chief  were  carried 
out.  When  they  all  hoped  that  everything 
was  going  on  smoothly,  the  Oontroller-in- 
Chief  was  checkmated  hy  the  Treasury. 
The  arrangement,  as  laid  down  in  the  last 
Treasury  Minute,  had  been  accepted  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet ;  but  had  it  been  ac- 
cepted by  Sir  Henry  Storks  ?  Sir  Henry 
Storks  and  General  Balfour  were  the  very 
best  men  that  could  be  selected  to  bring 
order  out  of  a  chaotic  Department ;  but  did 
they  appro? e  that  arrangement  ?  He  said 
deliberately  they  did  not.  He  believed  the 
resignation  of  Sir  Henry  Storks  was  written 
out,  and  only  held  back  at  the  request  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  ;  and  Ge- 
neral Balfour,  when  he  (Lord  Elcho)  saw 
him  lately,  said  to  him,  **  I  do  not  think 
we  can  stay  here,  because  it  is  impossible 
we  can  assent  to  the  system  proposed  to  be 
established."  His  answer  to  the  General 
was  that  he  hoped  he  would  resign,  as  it 
was  only  by  such  a  step  that  they  would 
have  any  hope  of  the  plan  recommended 
by  Lord  Strathnairn  being  adopted.  But 
if  they  did  resign,  whatever  Secretaries  of 
State  in  esse  or  posse  might  say,  the  coun- 
try, the  Press,  and  the  House  of  Commons 
would  insist  on  a  better  administration.  If 
Sir  Henry  Storks  and  General  Balfour  had 
had  their  will  on  the  Ist  of  April  last  a 
perfect  system  of  control  would  have  been 
in  active  operation — not  in  this  country  but 
in  Ireland.  To  begin  with  he  would  give 
the  House  an  opportunity  of  testing  their 
opinions  on  this  project  in  the  most  practi- 
cal way.  On  the  next  Supply  day  he  should 
move— 

"  That  it  is  the  opioion  of  this  Ilouse  that  the 
system  of  control  and  army  sapply  proposed  to  be 
introdaoed  into  Ireland  on  the  Ist  of  April  last,  as 
set  forth  in  the  letter  of  the  6th  of  March,  1808, 
addressed  to  the  Treasury,  be  forthwith  put  into 
operation." 

That  would  afford  a  clear  test  whether  the 
House  would  stand  by  the  Controller  Ge- 
neral as  regarded  the  new  system  which  it 
was  proposed  to  establish,  and  he  hoped 
the  House  would  back  him  in  bringing  the 
Motion  forward. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  agreed  with 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Hadding- 
tonshire (Lord  Eloho)  in  regretting  that 
the  attendance  in  the  House  shojuld  be  so 
thin  on  an  occasion  when  a  question  of 
•neh  great  importance  to  the  interest  of 


the  country  was  being  discussed.  He  attri- 
buted the  non-attendance  of  hon.  Members 
at  that  period  of  the  evening  to  the  fact  that 
most  of  them  were  under  the  impression 
that  the  subject  would  not  come  on  for 
discussion  until  Vote  18  was  proposed  in 
Committee  of  Supply,  and  he  himself  was 
rather  surprised  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Harwich  (Major  Jervis)  should 
have  brought  the  matter  on  unexpectedly. 
He  further  expressed  his  regret  that  hon. 
Members  should  come  down  to  that  House 
and  make  speeches  on  subjects  of  this  im- 
portance, and  then  run  away  without  stop- 
ping to  hear  the  answer  which  the  Minister 
had  to  make  to  their  remarks.  He  begged 
the  House  to  consider  the  position  in  which 
he  stood  at  that  moment.  With  the  ex- 
ception of  his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
Haddingtonshire,  not  a  single  Member  who 
had  addressed  the  House  on  this  subject 
that  evening  wos  present  to  hear  what  he 
had  to  say  in  answer  to  the  statements 
that  had  been  made.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Harwich  commenced  the  dis- 
cussion by  finding  fault  with  Her  Majesty's 
Government  for  the  course  they  had  taken 
upon  this  subject,  and  he  now  looked  round 
in  vain  for  that  hon.  Member.  He  had 
listened  to  the  various  speeches  that  had 
been  delivered  with  an  interest  propor- 
tionate to  the  question  before  them,  and  he 
had  observed  with  pleasure  that  the  great 
characteristic  of  the  debate  had  been  an 
entire  absence  of  party  feeling.  It  was 
not  a  party  subject,  but  one  affecting  their 
finances  and  defences,  and  which  every 
one  ought  to  regard  with  anxiety  as  being 
connected  with  the  best  interests  of  the 
country.  Another  characteristic  of  the 
debate  was  the  extraordinary  amount  of 
misrepresentation  that  had  distinguished 
the  majority  of  the  speeches,  and  none 
more  remarkably  so  than  the  speech  of  his 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Haddington- 
shire ;  and  he  (Sir  John  Pakington)  hoped 
before  he  concluded  his  observations  that 
he  should  bo  able  to  show  him  that  his 
alarms  had  really  no  foundation.  Another 
speech  singularly  remarkable  for  its  mis- 
apprehension was  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Officer  the  Member  for  Harwich 
who  opened  the  debate.  As  the  subject 
had  been  discussed  without  party  feeling, 
he  wished  it  to  be  considered  without  pre- 
judice or  misunderstanding  ;  and  therefore 
the  best  course  he  eould  adopt  was  to  take 
seriatim  the  remarks  that  had  been  made 
by  the  various  speakers,  and  to  offer  such 
observations  in  reply  as  they  teemed  to 
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him  to  require.  In  the  first  plaee  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Harwich  had  stated 
that  he  (Sir  Joho  Pakington)  had  asked 
Sir  Henry  Storks  to  aoeept  the  office  of 
CoritrolIer-iu-Chief  as  a  financial  and  not 
as  a  military  man.  Sir  Henry  Storks  was 
asked  to  undertake  this  important  office 
partly  because  he  had  discharged  with 
honour  to  himself  his  military  duties  wher- 
ever he  had  been  engaged,  but  aUo»  and  to 
a  great  extent,  no  doubt,  because  of  the 
▼ery  great  change  which  it  was  hoped  he 
would  introduce  into  the  expenditure  of  the 
country.  For  his  own  part  he  believed 
that  he  had  been  most  fortunate  in  the 
selection  of  Sir  Henry  Storks,  and  he 
hoped  and  fully  anticipitated  that  he  would 
ha?e  the  good  fortune  to  see  him  for  a  long 
time  to  oome  in  the  office  ho  now  held. 
The  next  extraordinary  misapprehension 
and  mis-statement  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Harwich  who,  he 
regretted  had  not  returned  to  his  seat,  was 
that  having  selected  Sir  Henry  Storks  on 
account  of  his  high  character  and  distin- 
guished abilities,  and  a  confidence  that  he 
more  than  almost  any  other  man  was  the 
man  to  discharge  those  difficult  duties,  he 
had  now  turned  round  upon  him  and  de- 
clared that  the  Government  did  not  want  him 
any  more.  He  could  not  understand  how  aay 
hon.  Gentleman  having  such  long  experir 
enee  of  Parliament  as  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Harwich  could  use 
such  wild,  unfounded,  and  unjustifiable  lan- 
guage. There  was  not  a  shadow  or  pretence 
of  a  foundation  for  it,  and  he  was  only  sorry 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was 
not  now  present  that  he  might  tell  him  so 
to  his  face.  He  had  not  the  slightest 
complaint  to  make  of  the  ealm  and  dispas- 
sionate manner  in  which  his  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  the  Member  for  Tmro  (Captain 
Vivian)  had  spoken,  though  he  leant  some- 
what heavily  upon  the  War  Office,  which  he 
imagined  to  be  a  mass  of  confusion,  extrava- 
gance, and  blundering.  The  noble  Marquess 
opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  stated 
with  great  truth  that  whatever  the  merits  or 
demerits  of  that  Department,  it  was  un- 
doubtedly the  best  abused  under  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  That  there  had  been 
difficulties  since  its  first  establishment 
everybody  must  know,  and  no  one  better 
than  the  noble  Lord  who  had  been  first 
Under  Secretary  and  then  Secretary  of 
State  for  War.  His  own  personal  experi- 
ence led  him  to  believe  that,  on  the  whole 
perhaps,  it  was  not  the  most  parsimonious 
Office  he  had  ever  acted  in ;  but  great 
Sir  John  Pakington 


alterations  and  improventieiita  had  been 
effected,  and  he  was  simple  enough  to  be- 
lieve that  it  would  hereafter  work  muefa 
more  harmoniously.  His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Truro  seemed  to 
apprehend  that  they  would  not  fulfil  their 
promise  of  reform  with  reference  to  that 
Department ;  but  he  must  tell  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  that  his  belief  was  that  they 
would  effect  the  reform  which  they  had 
held  out,  and  his  confident  belief  was  that 
if  the  House  would  only  take  a  fair,  dis- 
passionate, and  unprejudiced  view  of  what 
had  been  done,  they  would  find  in  them  at 
least  the  germ  of  great  reforms  for  the 
better  working  and  administration  of  the 
army.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  then 
adverted  to  Sir  Henry  Storks  being  a 
military  man  and  the  noble  Marquess  op- 
posite (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  also 
made  some  remarks  in  that  direction,  and 
complained  of  the  military  element  being 
so  strong  as  it  now  was  at  the  Board.  He 
was  aware  that  the  subject  had  attracted 
atteation  out  of  doors,  and  that  some  very 
unfair  comments  had  been  made  upon  it. 
But  with  regard  to  Sir  Henry  Storks  being 
a  military  man  he  ventured  to  remind  the 
House  that  one  of  the  reasons  for  his  ap« 
pointment  was  that  he  was  a  military  nuin. 
His  selection  was  further  made  in  deference 
to  the  recommendation  of  Lord  Strath- 
nairn's  Committee,  which,  rightly  or 
wrongly,  laid  it  down  that,  whatever  course 
might  be  taken  afterwards,  the  first  Con- 
troller-in-Chief  ought  to  be  a  military 
man.  The  Committee  thought,  and  rightly 
thought,  that  a  military  man  would  be  the 
most  competent  person  to  start  that  great 
change.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Truro  said  the  Controller 
ought  to  be  absolute ;  but  he  ventured  to 
think  that  was  a  doctrine  wholly  at  vari- 
ance with  constitutional  principle.  If  any 
one  were  to  be  absolute  in  a  Department, 
it  must  be  the  responsible  Secretary  of 
State,  and  to  him  all  the  officers  in  their 
several  stations  ought  he  subordinate.  He 
never  could  agree  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  was  not  absolute.  In  their  system 
of  government  he  must  work  in  harmony 
with  the  Cabinet,  and  although  he  ought 
to  be  supreme  in  his  own  Department,  he 
must,  of  course,  be  subjected  to  thoee 
checks  and  limits  which  the  Censtitation 
imposed  on  the  whole  of  their  system  of 
government.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Colonel  North) 
spoke  in  terms  he  was  sorry  to  hear  him 
use,  and  which  he  hardly  expected  to  hMir 
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from  bin,  bni  a|fiuBgt  which  h#  ^ntircflj 
protested  from  its  utter  extraTagMiee^  that 
Sir  Henrj  Storks  had  been  redoeed  to  a 
subordinate.  The  noble  Lord  opposite 
(the  Mnrquess  of  Hartington)  bad  ap- 
proached the  subject,  he  was  glad  to  say, 
in  a  siagularlj  calm  and  temperate  manner, 
and  in  the  greater  part  of  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  he  most  thoroughly  concurred. 
With  regard  to  the  Letter,  the  omission  of 
which  had  been  commented  upon,  the  oo- 
cnrrenoe  was  purely  accidental,  and  there 
was  no  objection  whatever  to  its  production. 
As  regarded  the  dates  of  the  Regulations, 
these  almost  spoke  for  themselves;  for 
evidently  they  had  been  the  subject  of  very 
careful  revision  long  before  the  day  upon 
which  they  bore  date.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire  laid  great 
stress  upon  the  improved  management  of 
Atores,  and  referred  to  the  adoption  by  the 
Government  of  the  greater  portion  of  the 
plan  proposed  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Lichfield  (Major  Anson).  He 
might  add  that  it  was  after  conference  with 
Sir  Henry  Storks  that  he  had  accepted 
this  portion  of  the  plan  ;  and,  even  if  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  not  brought 
forward  hie  proposals,  they  would  have 
been  carried  out  in  substance  by  the 
authorities.  He  would  ask  the  House  to 
eOnsider  the  nature  of  the  objections  which 
had  been  urged  in  the  course  of  this  de- 
bate to  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment —  chiefly  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Harwich,  whom  he  was  glad 
new  to  see  in  his  place.  Hon.  Members 
seemed  to  think  that  the  great  objects 
for  which  the  Controller-in-Chief  was  ap- 
pointed had  been  abandoned  ;  that  he  had 
been  deprived  of  all  the  power  which  he 
ought  to  possess,  and  that  an  element  of 
financial  control  had  been  introduced  into 
the  Administration.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Haddingtonshire  complained  of 
the  extravagance  of  the  present  system. 
But  that  was  precisely  one  of  the  reasons 
why  the  Government  had  adopted  this 
great  change,  in  the  hope  of  introducing 
economy.  The  noble  Lord  went  on  to  say 
that  the  hopes  which  had  been  entertained 
and  the  prospects  which  had  been  held  out 
were  all  doehed  to  the  ground  by  the  Papers 
which  had  been  laid  upon  the  table,  and 
that  instead  of  the  GontroUer-in-Chief  per- 
forming the  functions  for  which  he  was 
appointed  the  Controller  was  himself  to  be 
aontroUed.  He  challenged  his  noble  Friend, 
who  had  laid  down  these  opinions  without 
the  slightest  argument  or  proof  in  their 


support,  to  point  out  to  him  in  what  part  of 
these  Papers  there  was  anything  to  show 
that  Sir  Henry  Storks  had  been  interfered 
with  or  subjected  to  undue  control.  Now, 
in  answer  to  what  had  fallen  from  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friends  the  Members  for  Har^ 
wich  and  Oxfordshire,  he  might  say  that 
Sir  Henry  Storks  was  strongly  of  opinion 
that  theControUer-in-Chief  ought  not  to  be 
an  Under  Secretary  of  Stale.  Sir  Henry 
Storks  also  fully  admitted  that  constitu- 
tionally whoever  held  the  office  of  Con- 
troUer-in*  Chief  must  be  and  ought  to  be 
subjected  to  financial  control  and  check. 
Now,  a  great  deal  had  been  said  about  the 
Estimates,  aud  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Truro  had  alluded  to  the  impolicy 
of  taking  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Controller- 
in-Chief  the  preparation  of  the  Estimates 
of  his  Department.  But  no  such  proposal 
had  been  made.  The  word  employed  in 
these  Estimates  was  not  to  "prepare ''  but 
to  "compile"  the  Estimates,  as  the  fol- 
lowing passage  would  show  :— • 

"Their  Lonkhips  think  it  shoaia  be  the  duty 
of  the  Fioanoe  Department  to  compile  the  Eiti- 
mates  of  all  armj  expenditure,  as  hitherto." 

The  Estimates  had  always  been  prepared 
by  the  different  Departments  to  which  they 
related,  and  it  was  not  now  intended  to 
alter  the  present  system  in  tliat  respect. 
Unless,  therefore,  it  was  laid  down — a 
principle  that  the  noble  Lord  distinctly 
avoided — that  the  Controller-in-Chief  wns 
to  be,  as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Truro  said,  absolute  in  the  War  Office, 
unless  he  was  to  have  higher  authority  than 
even  the  Secretary  of  State  himself — ['*No, 
no!"] — it  was  impossible  to  allow  him  to 
prepare  Estimates  which  were  to  be  subject 
to  no  financial  examination  whatever,  be- 
cause it  was  clearly  laid  down  in  these 
Papers  that  the  financial  officer  should  not 
upon  his  own  authority  be  at  liberty  to 
veto  any  proposal.  The  whole  power,  beyond 
preparing  the  Estimates  of  his  own  Depart- 
ment, would  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  alone,  and  the  financial 
officer  would  have  no  more  than  the  power 
which  the  financial  officer  ought  to  have  of 
examining  the  financial  results  and  the 
financial  effects  of  the  plans  brought  forward 
in  the  particular  department.  In  following 
the  speeches  of  hon.  Members  he  had  been 
struck  with  their  declamatory  nature— 
[**No,  no!"] — with  the  sort  of  general 
objections  urged  against  these  Papers,  those 
objections  being  unsupported  by  anything 
like  argument.  His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Colonel 
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North),  for  instanee,  had  oompared  the 
position  of  Sir  Henrj  Storks  to  that  of  a 
waiter. 

Colonel  NORTH  said,  he  had  not 
stated  that  the  position  of  Sir  Henry 
Storks  was  like  that  of  a  waiter.  What 
he  had  said  was  that  his  position  resembled 
that  in  which  the  two  kings  of  Brentford 
found  themselves — that  there  was  another 
on  an  equality  with  himself,  and  that  it 
was  utterly  impossible  that  such  distin- 
guished officers  as  Sir  Henry  Storks  could 
be  induced  to  submit  to  such  a  position. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  :  If  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  maintained  that  the 
ControlIer-in-Ohief  was  in  that  position, 
all  he  could  say  was  that  that  was  not  his 
opinion.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  la- 
boured under  a  great  misapprehension, 
and  he,  for  one,  would  not  have  been  a 
party  to  those  Regulations  if  he  had 
thought  for  one  moment  that  they  would 
have  affected  the  high,  distinguished,  and 
powerful  position  which  the  Controller-in- 
Chief,  whether  that  ControlleHn-Chief  were 
Sir  Henry  Storks  or  any  one  else,  did 
and  ought  to  occupy  to  enable  him  to  carry 
out  the  important  duties  intrusted  to  him  ; 
but  he  could  not  help  feeling  that  the  view 
taken  by  his  hon.  Friend  behind  him  was  one 
which  tended  unduly  to  exaggerate  the  posi- 
tion in  which  the  Controller-in-Chief  ought 
constantly  to  be  placed.  When,  however, 
he  was  asked  if  Sir  Henry  Storks  had  not 
written  out  his  resignation,  and  whether 
that  resignation  had  only  been  withdrawn 
at  iiis  earnest  request,  all  he  could  say 
was  that  this  wos  the  first  be  had  heard  of 
it,  and  he  did  not  believe  that  Sir  Henry 
Storks  would  at  this  moment  abandon  the 
very  important  duty  which  he  had  under- 
taken, and  which  now  appeared  likely  to 
be  soon  brought  to  a  successful  comple- 
tion. The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Haddingtonshire  (Lord  Elcho)  had  re- 
marked that  it  had  been  intended  to  in- 
troduce this  system  into  Ireland  on  the 
1st  of  April,  and  that  that  had  not  yet 
been  done.  That  was  so,  but  it  arose 
from  the  fact  that  before  they  could  at- 
tempt to  introduce  and  bring  into  actuol 
operation  this  great  and  mighty  change  it 
was  necessary  to  consult  the  Treasury. 
There  had  been  a  good  deal  of  correspon- 
dence on  th^  subject,  and  he  could  not 
think  that  it  was  a  matter  for  great  sur- 
prise that  in  so  great  and  important  a 
change  as  this  the  Departments  of  the 
State  interested  should  have  time  for  con- 
sideration. When,  however,  his  noble 
Sir  John  Pakington 


Friend  (Lord  Elcho)  said  that  on  the  Army 
Estimates  again  coming  before  the  House 
he  should  move  that  this  introduction 
should  be  made  forthwith,  he  coald  only 
tell  him  that  on  the  previous  day  Sir 
Henry  Storks  had  said  to  him,  "  I  sup- 
pose when  the  debates  in  the  House  of 
Commons  are  over  it  will  be  introduced 
immediately."  It  would,  he  could  assure 
his  noble  Friend,  be  introduced  as  soon  as 
it  was  constitutionally  possible  to  do  so. 
He  would,  in  conclusion,  ask  the  House 
calmly  to  consider  whether  they  ought 
not  rather  to  look  at  the  great  magnitude 
of  the  change  they  were  now  seekiug  to 
introduce,  than  be  too  apt,  as  some  of  his 
hon.  Friends  had  been,  to  find  fault  with 
comparatively  minute  and  petty  details  of 
the  jscheme.  It  had  been  no  easy  matter 
to  take  five  different  departments,  hitherto 
under  five  separate  heads,  and  place  them 
under  one  person ;  and  though  such  a 
change  would,  he  fully  believed,  tend  to 
greater  efficiency  and  economy,  it  was  im- 
possible to  carry  out  such  a  scheme  with- 
out some  of  the  details  being  exposed, 
with  more  or  less  justice,  to  the  criticisms 
of  these  who  felt  an  interest  in  the  sub- 
ject. The  great  object,  however,  was  to 
start  the  scheme,  and  if  the  House  would 
now  give  it  their  sanction,  as  he  trusted 
they  would,  a  great  improvement  would  in 
his  belief  have  been  effected  in  our  system 
of  administration. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  it  was  dis- 
heartening to  one  who,  like  himself, 
thought  the  proposed  change  would  be 
conducive  to  good  administration,  to  find 
that  speeches  on  the  subject  had  been  de- 
livered to  an  audience  consisting  at  one 
time  of  only  thirteen  Members,  nine  of 
whom  were  soldiers,  two  officials,  and  two 
independent  civilians.  But  however  dis- 
heartening this  might  be,  he  would  venture 
to  offer  a  few  words  on  the  subject.  And  in 
doing  so  he  was  speaking  under  consider- 
able disadvantage,  because,  in  one  sense, 
this  was  essentially  a  question  of  detail, 
and  some  of  the  most  important  Papers 
were  really  not  placed  before  the  Honse. 
The  Royal  Warrant  of  the  28th  of  April 
was  the  subject  of  a  long  Paper  by  the 
Treasury,  and  that  important  Letter  was 
by  accident  omitted  to  be  published.  The 
other  Papers  did  not  touch  some  of  the 
questions  raised  by  the  Treasury  ;  and  it 
was  very  embarrassing  not  to  have  the  real 
facts  before  them,  but  to  have  to  dig  them 
out  from  letters  which  only  answered  the 
express  proposal  and  to  go  back  to  Lord 
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Strathnairn's  Committee,  and  by  that  pro- 
cess to  know  what  was  the  real  coDtro- 
f  ersj.  One  part  of  the  omission  had  been 
amusingly  made  up  by  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Elcho),  who  told  the  House  of  a 
conYersation  he  had  had  with  Members  of 
the  Government,  in  which  he  informed 
them  the  best  thing  they  could  do  was  to 
resign.  This  was  like  his  noble  Friend's 
story  in  the  Reform  debates  of  1866,  when 
he  described  his  own  proposal  to  resign 
with  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Calne 
on  Lord  Aberdeen's  Reform  Bill.  His 
noble  Friend  appeared  very  fond  of  these 
harmless  resigning  conspiracies.  Har- 
ing,  however,  a  sincere  respect  for  the 
two  gentlemen,  he  trusted  that  they  would 
persevere,  in  which  case  they  could  not 
fail  to  render  the  country  very  impor- 
tant service.  In  this  case  he  did  not  look 
forward  to  the  disastrous  consequences  ap- 
prehended by  the  noble  Lord.  He  had  a 
right  to  take  some  interest  in  this  subject, 
because  the  original  appointment  of  Lord 
Strathnairn's  Committee  was  made  on  the 
recommendation  of  the  Treasury  when 
he  was  Secretary,  A  proposal  of  the 
War  Office  of  a  limited  kind  came  be- 
fore the  Treasury  ;  but,  instead  of  carry- 
ing out  the  inquiry  in  detail  in  a  par- 
ticular part  of  the  country,  the  Trea- 
sury, feeling  the  deep  importance  of 
going  to  the  root  of  the  matter,  saw  that 
the  application  of  the  principle  in  question 
must  go  a  great  deal  further,  and  bring 
up  the  whole  question  of  the  re-organization 
of  the  army.  Accordingly,  on  the  6th  of 
January,  1866,  be  wrote  a  letter  to  the 
War  Office,  the  result  of  which  was  the 
appointment  of  Lord  Strathnairn's  Com- 
mittee. But  the  Instructions  to  that  Com- 
mittee, dated  the  29th  of  June,  1866,  dis- 
tinctly referred  only  to  the  arrangements 
in  regard  to  stores,  military  train,  and  trans- 
port. The  great  object  of  the  Committee 
was  to  inquire  to  what  extent  a  combination 
of  the  non-combatant  Departments  in  re- 
gard to  the  matters  referred  to  them 
conid  be  carried  out.  But  the  proposal  to 
swallow  up,  in  the  new  Controller's  Depart- 
ment, all  the  financial  check  now  exercised 
by  an  office,  subordinate  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  that  purpose,  was  made 
by  the  eminent  military  officers  on  the 
Commission,  unasked.  With  regard  to 
the  details  of  the  financial  control  system 
as  now  suggested  by  the  Treasury  he  con- 
fessed he  could  not  understand  the  precise 
difiference  between  the  two  parties.  Of 
eoorse  he  did  not  treat  as  party  to  the 


controversy  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Elcho) 
whose  ideas  of  financial  regulation  were 
probably  shared  by  no  one,  in  or  out  of  the 
House.  It  was  impossible  to  argne  with 
with  anyone  who  imagined  seriously  that 
the  Treasury  was  simply  an  Office  for  audit- 
ing the  Public  Accounts.  As  to  the 
noble  Lord's  scheme,  if  they  wanted  to 
have  financial  confusion,  extravagance, 
and  bankruptcy,  the  best  way  of  securing 
it  was  to  leave  everything  to  the  Depart- 
ments, and  say  that^the  Treasury  should 
have  no  control  over  the  expenditure.  No 
one  who  had  any  knowledge  of  the  admi- 
nistration of  our  finances  would  deny  that 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  that  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  various  Departments 
should  be  checked  by  financial  officers 
independent  of  administrative  officers.  The 
House  would  entirely  throw  away  its 
power  over  its  public  Departments  if  it 
acceded  to  the  views  of  the  noble  Lord. 
As  to  the  control  over  the  military 
expenditure,  and  to  the  confusion  being 
due  to  the  existence  of  too  many  checks, 
he  would  remind  the  House  that  during 
the  Peninsular  War  there  was  a  greater 
civilian  check  over  the  War  Office  expen- 
diture than  there  had  been  since,  and  that 
the  Minister  who  exercised  that  check. 
Lord  Palmerston,  was  a  civilian,  not  a 
Secretary  of  State,  or  even  a  Member  of 
the  Cabinet.  Whatever  faults  existed  in 
our  army  administration  at  that  period, 
the  check  on  the  expenditure  was  certainly 
satisfactory,  and  nobody  would  then  have 
thought  of  laying  down  the  doctrine  of  un- 
divided control  of  the  military  expenditure 
which  had  been  advanced  to-night.  As 
to  the  arrangements  of  France  and  India, 
they  pointed  in  a  direction  quite  opposite 
to  the  conclusions  of  those  who  resisted  a 
proper  check  on  military  expenditure.  In 
France  the  War  Office  was  divided  into 
several  Departments,  and  the  Depart- 
ment of  Finance  was  perfectly  distinct 
from  that  of  Administration,  and  embraced 
almost  exactly  the  duties  which  were  pro- 
posed to  be  assigned  to  the  Financial 
Under  Secretary.  With  regard  to  India, 
he  had  before  him  the  valuable  evidence 
given  before  Lord  Strathnairn's  Com- 
mittee by  General  Balfour,  to  wl^om,  with 
General  Jameson,  the  present  efficient  or- 
ganisation of  the  Indian  army  was  so 
largely  owing.  At  first  there  was  a  Mili* 
tary  Finance  Commission,  and  this  re- 
sulted in  a  Military  Financial  Department; 
General  Balfour  being  at  the  head  of  it. 
Its  fttoctiona  were  to  examina  into  all 
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soarMS  of  miliUry  expettditare,  and  coDirol 
all  permanent  and  oonli agent  mtlitarj  ex- 
^nses  ;  while  at  the  same  tioae  it  was  net 
to  interfere  with  the  functions  of  the  local 
gOTemmentt,  of  the  estahlished  military 
authorities,  or  the  ezeoutive  beads  of  the 
BOTeral  branches  of  the  service.  The  Mili- 
tary Finance  Commission  and  Military  Fi- 
nance Department  were  expressly  founded 
CD  the  principle  that  they  were  not  to  have 
exacutive  or  administrative  functions,  their 
sole  duty  being  to  examine,  check,  and 
control  the  expenditure  and  the  arrange- 
ments made  by  the  responsible  military 
officers.  If  India,  therefore,  was  an  ex- 
ample, and  General  Balfour  an  authority, 
wa  ought  to  follow  the  system  which 
had  there  succeeded  so  admirably,  and 
have  a  control  exercised  over  the  ex- 
penditure entirely  distinct  from  the  execu- 
tive control.  He  did  not  wish  to  enter 
into  the  important  question  whether  the 
proposal  now  made  by  the  War  Office  and 
the  Treasury  could  be  deemed  a  final  one, 
and  whether  it  would  set  at  rest  all  the 
disadvantages  under  which  the  War  Office 
laboured.  He  was  inclined  to  think  that 
the  War  Office  would  requh-e  further  and 
gradual  improvements  before  it  was  brought 
into  an  efficient  state.  He  entirely  agreed 
with  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan  that  the  finan- 
cial duties  of  the  War  Office  were  too 
great  ta  be  entrusted  to  an  Assistant 
Under  Secretary  ;  and  that  as  now  pro- 
posed the  nominal  Under  Secretanas  would 
soon  have  nothing  to  do.  All  this  pointed 
to  questions  as  to  tbe  Horae  Guards,  which 
he  should  not  now  touch.  As  to  the  ques- 
tion of  audit,  he  would  warn  hon.  Members 
againet  supposing  that  an  external  audit 
was  a  very  simple  matter.  It  was  quite 
impossiUe  that  ererything  could  be  audited 
by  a  department  eutstde  the  Military  De- 
partment. There  must  be  a  certain  amount 
of  detailed  audit  inside  as  well  as  an  inde- 
pendent audit  outfiide,  and  our  policy  ought 
to  be  to  draw  the  line  between  the  two  at 
the  proper  point.  He  believed  it  was  not 
80  drawn  now,  for  the  simple  appropria- 
tion audit  to  which  the  Controller  and 
Auditor  General  was  now  confined  was  not 
sufficient,  and  it  must  be  carried  much  fur- 
ther with  respect  to  voucher  and  autho- 
rity. Still  he  was  sure  that  the  entire 
audit  of  military  accounts  could  not  be 
earned  out  efficiently  and  cheaply  by  a 
department  ouUide  the  War  Office,  and 
he  trusted,  therefore,  that  the  House  would 
pause  befsre  adopting  such  a  Retolution. 
Qn  the  whole  he  wouW  repeat  that  the 
Mr.  Childera 


relatioAB  between  the  War  Offica  and  the 
Commander-in-Chief  were  of  a  very  deli- 
cate nature,  and  if  the  present  orgaaiia- 
tiou  of  the  former  was  too  violently  inter- 
fered with  without  dealing  with  the  Horse 
Guards  we  might  bring  upon  ourselves 
much  greater  difficulties  than  those  now 
confronting  us.  Many  people  looked  for- 
ward Co  the  time  when  we  might  have  a 
simple  and  uniform  system,  under  which 
all  the  executive  functions  of  th4  War 
Office  and  tbe  Horse  Guards  would  be 
concentrated,  and,  those  functions  being 
so  concentrated,  there  would  be  no  difl^ 
evXij  in  organising  a  simple  financial  check 
upon  them.  The  decision  come  to  by  the 
War  Office  and  Treasury  was,  on  the  whole, 
the  best  that  could  be  come  to  under  the 
circumstances,  having  regard  to  its  being 
beyond  doubt  only  a  make- shift,  in  view  of 
far  mere  important  changes. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn, 

ARMY-;-TRAVELLING  ALLOWANCES. 
OBSEUYATIONS. 

Sib  ROBERT  ANSTRUTHER  ssid, 
he  bad  heard  with  surprise  that  officers 
retoming  home  from  Abyssinia  had  been 
deprived  of  their  travelling  allowance.  He 
had  given  Notice  to  move — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  not 
expedient  thst  officers  returning  home  on  ao- 
eoust  of  wounds  or  diseases  contraeted  in  Uer 
Majesty's  service  shall  be  deprived  of  tbe  usual 
travelling  allowanee." 

He  did  not  wish  to  trouble  the  House  with 
a  formal  Motion  \  but  he  hoped  he  should 
have  from  the  Secretary  for  War  an 
assurance,  that  officers  returning  home 
should  no  longer  be  deprived  of  this 
allowance. 

ARMY  — INCREASE  OF  MILITARY   EX- 
PENDITURE.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Thb  Mawiubss  op  HARTINGTON  : 
Before  the  Secretary  for  War  replies  to 
tbe  hon.  Baronet  who  has  juat  sat  down, 
I  should  like  to  introduce  one  other  sah- 
ject  to  the  notice  of  the  Comiaitteei  aa  this 
may  be  the  last  appropriate  opportunity  of 
doing  so  this  Session.  Two  months  ago 
the  Secretary  for  War  made  some  obser* 
yations  regarding  the  ezpeaditure  of  the 
present  Qovernment,  and  accompanied 
them  by  an  attack  upon  the  administration 
of  the  late  Government.  The  right  hoa. 
Baronet  referred  principally  to  the  in- 
creases in  the  Votes  for  Men  and  fot 
Armaments,  and  the  effect  of  his  obaerva- 
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tious  was  to  gife  oanr«ncj  to  an  impres- 
■ioD  that  the  inoreaso  which  the  present 
Government  found  it  necessary  to  propose 
had  been  brought  about,  at  least  to  some 
extent,  bj  the  negligence  and  parsimony 
of  tbe  late  GoTemment.  Respecting  the 
first  item  the  right  hon.  Baronet  said, 
"  Look  at  the  state  in  which  joa  left  the 
ranks  and  look  at  their  state  now."  But 
I  deny  the  late  Government  was  negligent 
in  this  matter.  In  the  first  place  the 
House  will  remember  that  the  two  or 
three  years  before  the  late  Goremment 
left  Office  were  most  trying  to  the  recrnit- 
ing  staff.  Many  of  the  men  who  enlisted 
at  the  time  of  the  Crimean  War  were 
claiming  their  discbarge,  so  that  a  great 
want  of  troops  suddenly  arose,  and  this 
unfortunately  occurred  at  a  time  when 
employment  was  plentiful,  and  when  msn 
were  consequently  scarce.  Tbe  Govern- 
ment considered  its  position  in  the  light  of 
this  extraordinary  combination  of  circum- 
stances, and  concluded  it  woold  not  be  wise 
to  take  immediate  steps  to  meet  the  diffi- 
culty ;  they  were  especially  unwilling  to 
resort  to  offers  ef  increased  pay  or  larger 
bounty,  and  thinking  the  whole  subject  of 
sufficient  importance,  they  referred  it  to  a 
Boyal  Commission.  These  being  the  facts 
of  the  case,  I  do  not  see  that  the  increased 
expenditure  which  has  been  incurred  by 
the  Government  on  account  of  the  men 
can  fairly  he  attributed  to  the  negligence 
or  parsimony  of  the  late  Government. 
Now,  respecting  tbe  armament,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  has  said  on  one  or  two  occa- 
sions—and he  has  been  supported  by  tlie 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Hunt- 
ingdon (General  Peel)— that  the  late  Go- 
verament  did  next  to  nothing  in  the  shape 
of  armaments.  I  have  explained  tbe  policy 
of  the  late  Government  on  this  head  already; 
I  have  asserted  the  late  Government  pro- 
vided fortifications  only  for  those  forts  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  toarm,  and  I  main- 
tain the  late  Government  acted  wisely  in  this 
respect ;  indeed,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
confesses  as  much  himself  in  the  speech 
to  which  I  allude.  He  said  he  ooukl  not 
give  the  late  Government  credit  for  know- 
ing what  was  likely  to  occur,  and  he  held 
that  the  fortunate  result  was  perfectly 
accidental  and  could  not  be  put  down  to 
prescience.  But  is  it  possible  that  at  the 
time  when  the  controversy  between  Sir 
William  Armstrong  and  Mr.  Whitworth 
was  going  on,  when  the  7-inch  gun  was 
being  tried  against  the  9-inch,  and  when 
the  best  method  of  rifling  was  as  yet  un- 


decided—is  it  possible  those  who  were 
superintending  those  inquiries  could  have 
been  unaware  that  we  were  still  far  from 
perfection  in  the  construction  of  heavy 
armaments  ?  We  all  knew  in  those  days 
that  while  we  could  make  an  efficient  and 
expensive  gun  it  was  probable  that  in  the 
next  year  we  shonld  be  able  to  make  a 
better  gun  at  less  cost,  and  that  in  the  fol- 
lowiag  year  greater  perfection  and  greater 
economy  would  most  probably  be  secured. 
We  have  been  told  it  would  be  necessary 
to  spend  £4.000.000  or  £5,000.000  on 
that  item.  I  should  be  very  glad  to  bear 
what  are  the  details  of  that  Estimate ; 
but,  taking  the  calculations  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  it  is  impossible  to 
discover  how  that  estimate  baa  been 
arrived  at.  He  says  it  will  be  necessary 
to  provide  1,000  heavy  guns,  and  about 
3,000  guns  of  lighter  oonstructioB.  As- 
suming that  it  would  be  necessary  to  arm 
the  forts  with  1,000  large  guns^  I  think 
that  estimate  was  made  when  guns  were 
made  smaller  than  they  are  now,  and  that 
a  fewer  number  of  our  present  large  guns 
would  suffice.  I  presume  the  right  hen. 
Gentleman  would  say  that  it  would  not  be 
necessary  for  those  large  guns  to  be  on  an 
average  of  a  larger  calibre  than  nine  inches. 
I  suppose  that  some  other  guns,  7-inch  or 
8- inch,  will  be  necessary  ;  but  I  think  we 
shall  not  be  wrong  in  taking  the  average 
as  9-inch.  Nine-inch  gmis  could  be  made 
for  about  £800  each,  and  1,000  of  them 
woold  therefore  cost  £800,000 ;  and 
doubling  that  sum  for  carriages  and  am- 
munition the  total  cost  would  be  £1,600,000. 
Afurthersum of  £1,200,000  for  the  smaller 
guns  would  raise  that  total  to  £2,800,000, 
and  he  was  curious  to  know  how  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  doubled  that  already 
sufficiently  large  Estimate.  The  right  hon* 
Gentleman  has  said,  "  Look  at  the  state 
in  which  you  left  the  breech-loaders.  The 
late  Government  have  done  nothing  with 
regard  to  breech-loaders."  I  think  that 
assertion  hardly  justified.  I  will  remind 
the  House  very  briefly  what  has  been 
done.  Two  years  before  the  secession  of 
the  present  Government  to  Office  the  late 
Government  appointed  a  Committee  which 
decided  in  the  first  place  that  breech- 
loaders ought  to  be  introduced  into  the 
army.  That  may  not  seem  much  ;  but  at 
that  time  there  was  great  difference  of 
opinion  on  the  subject  among  military  men. 
That  Committee  having  decided  in  favour 
of  breech-loaders,  the  late  Qovemoiettt  in- 
stituted an  inquiry  as  to  the  beat  mode 
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of  oonTerting  muzzle-loaders  into  breech* 
loaders.  The  result  was  that  no  system  was 
presented  to  them  which  was  entirely  satis- 
factory.  But  experiments  were  conducted 
under  the  orders  of  the  late  Goyernment 
which  resulted  in  the  adoption  of  Mr  Snider's 
method,  and  in  the  perfection  of  the  cart- 
ridge which  bears  the  name  of  Colonel 
Boxer.  In  moving  the  Estimates  of  1866 
I  was  able  to  state  that  40,000  muzzle- 
loaders  would  beconrerted  that  year.  Now, 
what  is  the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ?  He  has  said,  if  reported  correctly, 
which  I  can  hardly  belioYe,  that  we  had 
only  converted  eighteen  or  nineteen,  but 
had  ordered  40,000  to  be  converted, 
whereas  my  successor  undertook  to  con- 
vert 200,000  by  machinery,  at  the  cost 
of  a  £1  apiece.  Now,  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  informed  the  House  that 
circumstances  had  made  it  necessary  in  his 
opinion  that  conversion  should  go  on  faster 
than  we  had  intended,  he  stated  that  there 
was  nothing  in  the  conduct  of  the  late 
Government  which  he  could  find  fault  with. 
Now,  the  eighteen  or  nineteen  muzzle- 
loaders  that  were  converted  were  only  in- 
tended as  samples  ;  we  had  resolved  to 
convert  40,000,  and  all  that  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Huntingdon  did  was  to  increase  the 
number  that  was  to  be  converted  in  the 
Small  Arms  Factory  and  also  to  be  made 
by  the  trade.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  John  Pakington)  had  shown  that  it 
cost  jS1,300  to  test  a  9-inch  gun  ;  but  that 
was  a  process  which  was  seldom  resorted 
to,  and  then  only  to  test  the  endurance  of 
any  new  gun  which  might  be  adopted. 
The  Estimates  which  I  had  the  honour  of 
moving  in  1866  amounted  to  £14,095,000; 
the  Estimates  of  this  year  amount  to 
£15.455,000,  showing  an  increase  of 
£1,360,000.  Vote  1,  which  is  the  Vote 
for  Pay  of  the  Men,  has  been  increased 
within  these  two  years  by  £387,000; 
Votes  12  and  13,  which  bear  the  whole 
expenditure  of  the  Manufacturing  Depart- 
ments have  been  increased  by  £98,000  ; 
making  an  increase  under  these  heads  of 
£485,000.  Therefore,  on  a  total  increase 
of  £1,360,000,  only  £485,000  are  due  to 
the  increase  under  both  these  heads  ;  and 
therefore  the  total  expenditure  on  the  army 
in  two  years  has  been  increased  at  the  rate 
of  9  per  cent,  while  on  these  two  Votes 
the  increase  has  been  only  7  per  cent. 
Now,  it  is  impossible  for  me,  or  for  any 
independent  Member  of  Parliament,  to  go 
through  the  Votes  and  say  what  Votes 
Th$  Mmrfimi  ofSartingt<m 


have  been  unduly  increased.  On  the  con- 
trary, 1  think  that,  when  there  is  not  one 
Vote  in  the  Army  Estimates  which  has 
not  been  increased,  it  is  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  come  down  and  show  the 
House  what  the  necessity  was  for  that 
increase.  I  say  it  is  impossible  for  inde- 
pendent Members  to  criticize  the  Votes  in 
detail,  or  to  say  where  reductions  might 
be  made,  because  we  have  not  got  the  in- 
formation. There  is  only  one  Vote  in 
which  I  could  say  that  there  has  been  a 
perfectly  unnecessary  increase  and  that  is 
the  Militia  Vote.  There  is  one  thing 
about  which  no  complaint  has  been  made, 
and  that  is  as  to  the  number  of  men  in  the 
Militia  and  Volunteers,  and  yet  there  has 
been  a  very  large  increase  in  the  Militia 
Vote.  That  increase  has  been  due  to  these 
two  circumstances — the  pay  of  the  Militia 
has  been  raised  2d.  a  day,  in  my  opinion 
a  perfectly  unnecessary  and  wasteful  in- 
crease ;  and  in  the  next  place  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  raised  the  Militia 
establishment  from  two-thirds,  at  which  a 
great  many  of  the  regiments  stood  for 
some  years,  to  the  full  establishment.  I 
think,  and  a  great  mnny  Militia  officers 
agree  with  me,  that  1,000  men  is  a  greater 
number  than  it  is  possible  to  train  within 
a  period  of  eight  weeks.  If  they  were  in 
garrison  it  would  be  a  different  thing.  It 
may  be  said  that  this  increase  of  the  Mi- 
litia establishment  is  part  of  the  Reserve 
plan  ;  but  it  is  no  part  of  the  plan  of  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Hunt- 
ingdon. I  have  reason  to  believe  that 
whenever  an  emergency  arose  it  would  be 
easy  to  get  as  many  men  as  would  be  re- 
quired ;  and  therefore  I  say  that  this  in- 
crease of  the  Militia  establishment  is  per- 
fectly unnecessary.  As  I  have  said  before, 
it  is  impossible  for  independent  Members 
to  go  through  every  Vote  in  detail ;  but  I 
have  made  these  few  remarks  because  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  has 
led  to  the  impression  that  the  increase  in 
the  expenditure  was  due  to  parsimony  of 
the  late  Government. 

Genbhal  PEBL  :  I  came  down  here 
with  great  curiosity  to  know  how  my  noble 
Friend)  the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  was 
to  justify  that  address  which  he  has  mada 
to  his  constituents — in  which  he  has  said 
that  the  present  Goremment  have  greatly 
raised  the  Army  Estimates  without  secur- 
ing increased  efficiency — while  he  is  pre- 
pared to  maintain  that  the  Government  to 
which  he  belonged  maintained  the  army  in 
efficiency  with  an  expenditnre  much  leaa 
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than  that  which  is  now  ioemred.  Now, 
there  can  he  no  graver  aocuBaiion  hrought 
against  a  GoTernment  than  an  increase  of 
Estimates  without  a  corresponding  increase 
of  eflScienoy.  As  I  am  responsihie  for 
much  tliat  has  heen  done,  I  wish  to  saj  a 
few  words.  If  the  Army  was  in  that  state 
of  efficiency  which  mj  nohle  Friend  wishes 
ns  to  heliefe,  why  was  it  necessary  in  1866, 
hefore  any  of  those  events  occurred  on  the 
Continent,  which  made  nations  look  to 
their  defences,  that  my  nohle  Friend  should 
appoint  a  Boyal  Commission — to  do  what  ? 
Why,  to  ascertain  how  it  was  that  they 
could  not  get  the  men  they  wanted.  If 
the  army  was  in  the  state  of  efficiency  he 
describes,  why  was  the  late  Government 
cnlled  upon  to  appoint  a  Commission  ?  Of 
whom  did  that  Commission  consist  ?  There 
were  ^^e  politicians  upon  it.  Among  the 
Members  were  Lord  Dalhousie,  Viscount 
Eversley,  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford 
(Mr.  Whitbread),  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Longford  (Major  O'Reilly)  sitting  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  and  the  subject  of 
recruiting  was  not  the  only  point  on  which 
they  reported.  Another  question  referred  to 
them  was  how  we  were  to  obtain  an  Army 
of  Reserve.  Then,  again,  will  my  noble 
Friend  say  that  the  army  was  in  a  state  of 
efficiency  when  it  had  not  enough  men, 
when  it  had  no  Army  of  Reserve,  and 
when  it  was  armed  with  muzsle-loaders  ? 
Does  he  imagine  that  he  could  provide  the 
army  with  breech-loaders  without  an  in- 
crease of  expenditure  ?  As  to  the  ad- 
ditional 2d.  a  day  which  was  given  to  the 
troops,  I  do  not  believe  there  is  a  man  in 
or  out  of  this  House  who  grudges  this 
addition.  The  House  will  bear  in  mind 
that  in  1867,  in  addition  to  the  ordi- 
nary casualties  amounting  to  more  than 
50,000,  there  were  22,000  men  entitled 
to  their  discharge  —  not,  as  my  noble 
Friend  snpposes,  on  account  of  the  re- 
crniting  which  went  on  during  the  Crimean 
War,  but  of  the  second  battaliona  raised 
during  the  Indian  Mutiny.  I  can  tell  you 
that  these  men  were  waiting  to  know  what 
you  would  do  for  them;  and  if  yon  had 
not  added  then  to  the  pay  of  the  army, 
every  one  of  them  would  have  taken  his 
discharge.  Do  not  therefore  let  it  go  forth, 
just  before  a  General  Election,  that  the 
present  Government  were  extravagant  in 
increasing  the  Estimates,  whereas  the  late 
Government  reduced  their  Estimates,  at 
the  same  time  maintaining  the  efficiency 
of  the  army.  But  then  my  nohle  Friend 
•ays,    ••  Were   not    your  Estimates    in- 


creased ?"  No  doubt  they  were,  and  why  ? 
Because  you  made  wrong  calculations  from 
beginning  to  end.  There  was  a  deficiency 
in  the  first  seven  of  your  Votes  to  the 
amount  of  no  less  than  £300,000.  Then, 
says  my  noble  Friend,  ••  Why  increase  the 
number  of  the  Militia?"  Because  this  arose 
out  of  the  recommendation  of  your  own 
Royal  Commission.  Instead  of  40,000 
breech-loaders,  as  you  proposed,  the  sup- 
ply to  the  troops  was  raised  to  200,000. 
If  this  had  not  been  done,  not  only  would 
you  not  have  been  able  to  send  them  to 
Canada,  hot  I  doubt  whether  your  troops 
in  Abyssinia  would  have  been  supplied 
with  them.  If  the  Government  are  accused 
of  extravagance  on  account  of  this  extra 
expenditure,  I  question  whether  the  coun- 
try will  find  fault  with  it.  I  have  no  per- 
sonal interest  in  this  matter.  It  is  not  my 
intention  to  go  into  Parliament  again ; 
but  I  warn  the  noble  Lord  that,  so  far 
from  finding  fault  with  increased  Esti- 
mates, if  he  comes  into  Office  again  he  will 
probably  have  to  increase  them  still  fur- 
ther. With  regard  to  the  fortifications  and 
their  armaments,  the  noble  Lord  says  that 
under  the  late  Administration  these  were 
proceeding  gradually.  Tes,  they  certainly 
were — very  gradually.  The  Fortification 
Vote  is  not  one  for  which  the  present  Go- 
vernment is  responsible.  Tou  had  planned 
the  fortifications,  and  you  did  not  provide 
a  single  gun  for  them.  Surely,  my  noble 
Friend  does  not  pretend  to  say  that  all  this 
can  be  done  without  an  increased  expendi- 
ture ?  At  any  rate,  when  he  declares 
that  the  late  Government  were  excessively 
economical,  and  the  present  Government 
excessively  extravagant,  I  agree  with  him, 
that  the  country  must  judge  between  us. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON :  I  am  sorry 
to  have  to  add  anything  to  the  not  very 
long,  but  very  effective  speech  of  my  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (General  Peel). 
But  the  noble  Marquess  referred  so  directly 
to  me,  especially  in  connection  with  a 
speech  made  by  me  in  this  House,  that  I 
must  be  allowed  a  few  words  in  reply.  In 
addressing  his  constituents  the  noble  Lord 
says  that  under  the  present  Administra- 
tion the  Army  Estimates  have  heen  largely 
increased,  and  he  is  prepared  to  maintain 
that,  while  under  their  predecessors  the 
military  expenditure  gradually  decreased, 
the  efficiency  of  the  army  was  in  no 
degree  diminished.  Now,  I  do  not  wish  to 
make  any  unfair  imputations  ;  but  it  is 
difficult  to  read  thjs  extract  without  coming 
to  the  conclusion  with  my  right  hon.  and 
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gallant  Friend  that  there  seema  to  he  aome 
desire  to  impreaa  the  eountrj  with  the 
idea  that,  while  the  late  GoTerotnent  waa 
extremely  earefol,  the  present  GoTemment 
waiextremelj  eztraragant,  In  justice  to 
the  present  GoTernment  I  must  state  dis- 
tinctly that  I  do  not  think  the  noble  Lord 
has  it  in  his  power  to  jastify  that  address. 
There  has  been  no  eztraTaganoe  on  the 
part  of  the  present  GoTernment,  and, 
moreoter,  I  maintain  there  has  been  no 
increase  of  Estimates  which  the  noble 
Lord  himself  would  not  hate  been  obliged 
to  adopt  if  he  had  remained  in  Office,  and 
a  change  of  GoTcmment  had  not  occurred. 
He  say  a  to  his  oonstituenta  that  under  the 
late  GoTcrnment  the  efficiency  of  the  army 
was  in  no  degree  diminished.  Well,  but 
our  object  was  that  the  efficiency  of  the 
army  should  be  increased,  and  that  effi- 
ciency could  not  be  increased  until,  in  some 
way  or  another,  breech-loaders  were  sup- 
plied to  the  army.  That  is,  in  fact,  the 
question  of  the  hour.  With  regard  to  the 
speech  which  the  noble  Lord  criticiied,  he 
was  unable  to  establish  anything  like  in- 
accuracy in  it ;  and  he  admitted  the  truth 
of  my  statement  that  when  he  went  out  of 
Office  there  were  only  20,000  or  30,000 
breech-loaders,  made  by  hand,  at  a  large 
expense.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  he 
Wits  going  to  pro?ide  the  whole  army  with 
them  at  that  rate  of  expenditure.  But 
that  was  the  state  of  things  which  com- 
pelled my  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(General  Peel)  to  increase  our  expenditure 
upon  that  item.  The  noble  Lord  says  that 
I  accused  the  late  Government  of  negli- 
gence and  undue  parsimony.  I  made  no 
such  charge.  The  speech  to  which  he 
refers  was  not  made  as  an  attack  upon  the 
late  Goternment.  It  was  made  because 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone), 
without  any  notice,  assailed  the  Estimates 
of  the  present  GoTernment,  using  harsh 
language,  and  declaring  that  our  conduct 
respecting  the  Estimates  was  a  subject  of 
discredit  and  dispraise.  Surely,  the  House 
will  admit  that,  although  I  had  no  notice 
whatever  of  that  attack,  it  was  my  duty 
to  vindicate  the  Government  as  far  as  I 
could,  and  in  doing  so  I  referred  to  the 
fact  which  the  noble  Lord  has  entirely  ad- 
mitted, that  it  is  to  the  present  Govern- 
ment and  the  administration  of  my  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (General  Feel) 
that  the  credit  was  doe  of  providing  the 
army  with  those  breech-loaders,  which 
were  indispensable  to  their  efficiency,  and 
which  of  course  could  not  be  proTided 
Sir  Jghn  Pakiftgtm 


without  an  increased  charge.  But  let  me 
deal  with  the  statements  of  the  noble  Lord 
a  little  more  closely  ;  and  as  the  noble  Lord 
gave  me  private  notice  of  his  intention  to 
mention  the  subject  I  am  able  to  do  so. 
Let  us  see  the  amount  of  the  Army  Esti- 
mates for  the  last  five  years.  In  1863-4  they 
had  risen  to  the  large  sum  of  £15,000,000. 
The  noble  Lord  boasts  that  the  late 
Government  gradually  decreased  them. 
Well,  in  1864-5  they  were  decreased  by 
£200,000—1  give  the  round  numbers.  In 
1865^6  there  Was  a  further  decrease  of 
£500,000.  1866-7  was  the  lant  year  in 
which  the  noble  Lord  prepared  the  Esti- 
mates, and  they  were  then  £14,340,000. 
In  the  summer  of  that  year  there  was  a 
change  of  Government,  and  what  was  the 
first  act  of  my  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  (General  Peel)  ?  It  was  to  ask  the 
House  to  assent  to  an  increased  expen- 
diture of  £245,000  in  order  to  effect  that 
great  object  of  providing  the  army  with 
breech-loaders.  Including  that  expenditure, 
the  Estimates  stood  at  £14,340,000.  Jn 
1867-8  the  Estimated  were  prepared  by 
my  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  ;  but  it 
devolved  upon  me  early  in  the  year  to 
undertake  the  administration  of  this  De- 
partment. Well,  that  is  the  only  year 
in  which  there  was  an  increase  of  Esti- 
mates. And  what  was  it  ?  It  amounted 
to  £912,000,  and  I  can  account  to  within 
1«.  for  that  increase,  so  as  to  show  that 
the  present  Government  are  not  open  to  the 
charge  of  extravagance.  The  main  cause  of 
the  increase  was  the  addition  of  2d.  to  the 
pay  of  the  Army,  wisely  proposed  by  my 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend.  He  adopted 
this  plan  in  deference  to  the  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commission,  which,  under  the 
pressure  of  absolute  necessity,  from  want 
of  men  and  difficulty  in  recruiting,  waa 
appointed  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite.  The 
Commission  advised  certain  modes  of  im- 
proving the  condition  of  the  soldier.  It 
was  thought  advisable  to  improve  their 
rations,  to  give  them  certain  articles  of 
clothing,  and  in  various  ways  improve 
their  condition.  But  my  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  (General  Feel)  said,  **U 
you  want  to  improve  the  condition  of  the 
soldier,  and  tempt  a  better  class  of  men 
into  the  Army,  give  more  money  ;  *'  and 
he  decided  on  giving  the  soldier  an  extra 
2d,  a  day.  What  would  have  been  the 
financial  result  if  the  plan  of  the  Commis- 
sion had  been  carried  out  ?  Would  there 
have  been  any  economy  ?  No,  Sir ;  I 
belicTe  that  if  my  right  hon.  and  gallant 
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Friend,  instead  of  taking  the  eonne  he 
did,  had  carried  oat  the  reeommendatienB  of 
the  Commission,  the  financial  result  would 
ha?o  heen  an  expenditure  far  larger  than 
that  oceaftioned  bj  adding  2d,  a  day  to  the 
pay  of  the  soldier.  This  addition  of  2d. 
aceoanUfor  nearlyenehalf  of  the  £912,000 
increase  in  the  Estimates  of  that  year, 
and  I  have  a  statement  of  the  items  which 
oonstitote  the  other  half.  They  are  as 
follows  :—Furloagh  pay,  £20,000;  in- 
ereased  pay-  to  medical  officers  under  the 
Medical  Warrant,  £18,000  ;  unatoidable 
expenses  cansed  by  the  extent  to  which 
recruiting  was  resorted  to  on  account  of 
the  number  of  "  expired  "  men  which  fell 
within  the  year,  £69,500  ;  increased  cost 
of  provisions  and  forage,  £92,700;  the 
taking  over  of  the  Straits'  Settlements, 
£76,000  ;  additional  charges  in  connection 
with  Ceylon,  £32.000  ;  additional  charges 
for  Australia,  £20,000 ;  biennial  extra 
iflsues  of  clothing.  £67,000  ;  and  head* 
dresses  of  Cavalry  and  Artillery  issued 
quadriennially,  £11,300,  making  a  toUl 
for  clothing  of  £79,100 ;  leap  year, 
£24,700  ;  miscellaneous  charges  (including 
£14,800  for  rewards  to  inTcntori,  £19,600 
on  account  of  contagious  diseases,  and 
£13,000  for  the  hospital  ship  at  Hong 
Kong),  £47,400  ;  capitation  grant  to 
Volunteers,  £15,800 ;  retired  full  pay 
of  non-effective  infantry,  artillery,  and 
engineers,  £12,040 ;  and  out  pensions 
(higher  pensions  being  on  an  ayerage 
granted  to  men  on  discharge),  £9,000  ; 
all  these  items  making  a  grand  total  of 
£516,240.  These  items  and  the  extra 
2d,  give  an  inconsiderable  amount  beyond 
the  difference  between  the  Estimates  of 
the  two  years.  I  hope  the  statement  will 
satisfy  the  House  that  the  noble  Lord  has 
no  right,  either  in  Lancashire  or  here,  to 
accuse  the  present  GoTcrnment  of  having 
indulged  in  extravagant  Estimates.  I 
have  shown  that  the  Estimates  must  have 
been  submitted  by  himself  if  he  had  re- 
mained in  Office,  and  that  there  is  really 
no  ground  for  the  chsrge  he  has  made. 
Referring  to  the  Estimates  of  the  probable 
expenditure  to  which  the  country  sooner 
or  later  must  be  put  in  order  to  arm  our 
fortifications  with  proper  guns,  the  noble 
Lord  alluded  to  this  passage  in  my  speech — 

"  According  to  the  calculation  of  scientific  men 
competent  to  give  an  opinion  on  the  subject,  it 
will  be  necessarj,  in  order  to  arm  the  fortifica- 
tions which  are  being  constructed,  to  provide 
1,044  additional  guns  of  large  calibre— 12-inoh, 
9-inch,  and  7-inch  guns— and  also  2,500  guns  of  a 
lighter  oharaoter.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 


thai  if  a  change  of  Government  occurs  the  fatare 
Government  must  effect  a  large  reduction  of  ex- 
penditure. Now  any  future  Government  must  and 
ought  to  endeavour  to  e£foot  every  economy  con- 
sistent  with  the  eflBoiency  of  the  public  service;  but 
I  presume  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  be 
prepared  to  contend  that  we  are  to  leave  the  fortifi- 
fioations  of  this  country  without  guns  in  them.  It 
is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  arm  these  forti- 
fications ;  and  this  aggregate  number  of  3,500 
guns  of  large  and  small  c^ibre,  indispensable  as 
they  are  ft>r  the  safety  and  protection  of  the 
country,  cannot  be  manufactured  under  an  ex- 
penditure of  from  £4,000,000  to  £5,000,000."— 
[8  Ean9ard,  cxci.  1755.] 

The  noble  Lord  says  this  is  an  exaggerated 
calculation*  In  his  Estimate  the  noble 
Lord  brought  up  the  cost  of  these  guns  to 
£3,000,000.  I  will  not  enter  into  the 
question  whether  the  noble  Lord  is  right 
or  I  am  ;  but  I  made  my  statement  auer 
reference  to  the  most  competent  authori- 
ties. I  must  remind  the  noble  Lord  that 
not  only  will  a  number  of  guns  be  required 
for  the  new  fortifications  iu  progress,  but 
a  number  of  guns  will  be  required  on  ac- 
count of  the  changes  in  the  armament  of 
our  fortresses  in  all  parts  of  the  world. 
With  regard  to  the  cost  of  testing  guns^ 
about  which  my  statement  was  said  to  be 
inaccurate,  the  fact  is  my  figures  greatly 
understated  the  cost.  I  believe  they  were 
correct  as  to  the  9-inch  guns,  to  which  I 
referred,  and  the  testing  of  which  cost 
£1,300.  With  guns  of  a  large  calibre  the 
expense  is  much  greater ;  and  since  I 
made  my  speech  I  have  been  informed 
that  in  one  case  the  cost  was  between 
£2,000  and  £3,000  ;  but  that  applies  not 
to  every  gun,  but  to  new  patterns  as  they 
are  invented.  Therefore,  I  think  that  in 
that  speech  I  did  not  make  any  exagge- 
rated statements,  and  the  noble  Lord  was 
not  justified  in  casting  the  imputation  he 
did  on  the  present  Government.  In  reply 
to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Devizes  (Mr.  Darby  Griffith),  I  must  de- 
cline to  produce  a  copy  of  the  censure 
passed  by  the  Horse  Guards  upon  an  officer 
of  the  Grenadier  Guards.  We  are  fortu- 
nate in  having  at  the  head  of  the  army  a 
most  efficient  Commander-in-Chief,  to 
whom  no  one  will  be  inclined  to  attribute 
undue  severity ;  and  it  would  be  a  most 
dangerous  precedent  as  affecting  the  dis- 
cipline of  the  army  to  lay  on  the  table 
such  a  document  as  that  referred  to.  In 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  King's 
County  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien,)  who  has 
brought  forward  a  case  of  promotion  in 
the  Coldstream  Guards,  I  have  to  state 
that  it  appears  to  me  that  wh^t  I  hafo 
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already  said  on  that  labjeot  if  eorreot,  and 
that  the  Commander-in-Chief  hat  exercised 
a  Boand  discretion  with  regard  to  it.  With 
reference  to  the  Question  about  travelling 
allowances  to  officers  on  sick  leave,  the 
House  will  naturally  suppose  that  there  is 
an  individual  case  in  point  of  an  officer 
who  eame  home  on  sick  leave  ;  and  he 
was  not  in  strictness,  under  the  warrant, 
entitled  to  the  particular  allowances  that 
were  refused  him. 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,''  put,  and  agreed  to, 

SUPPLY— ARMY  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  lam,  not  exceeding  £1,291,400,  be 
granted  to  Her  Mnjesty  (in  addition  to  the  sam 
of  £200,000  already  voted  on  account),  towards 
defraying  the  Charge  for  Military  Store  Depart- 
ments, for  the  supply  and  repair  of  Warlike  and 
other  Stores,  including  Manufacturing  Depart- 
ments, which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  from 
the  let  day  of  April  1868  to  thedist  day  of  March 
I860,  inclusive." 

Majob  ANSON  said,  he  had  on  a  for- 
mer occasion  gone  into  this  question  at 
some  length,  and  therefore  he  would  not 
trouhle  the  House  farther  than  to  saj  that 
they  had  no  information  whatever  how  this 
Vote  was  to  be  applied.  Much  had  been 
said  about  army  control ;  but  the  fact  was 
that  the  House  had  no  control  whatever 
over  the  Manufacturing  Departments.  They 
had  no  information  before  them  as  to  what 
would  be  the  result  of  this  addition  to  the 
plant  of  the  Department.  He  begged, 
therefore,  to  move  that  the  Vote  be  re- 
duced by  £43,442,  the  sum  required  for 
new  maciiinery.  He  would  divide  the  Com- 
mittee upon  his  Amendment. 

Sir  JOHN  PAEIN6T0N  appealed  to 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  not  to  press 
his  Motion  to  a  division.  It  was  a  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  this  sum  of  £43,442 
was  required  for  the  purpose  of  extending 
the  operations  of  the  manufacturing  estab- 
lishments. These  operations  would  not  be 
extended,  and,  indeed,  he  shared  in  the 
opinion  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  that 
to  a  considerable  extent,  at  all  events,  we 
ought  to  obtain  our  supplies  of  stores  by 
contract  with  private  firms.  The  expla- 
nation of  the  increase  was  that  it  was 
caused  hy  such  items  as  these — That  in 
the  Gun  Carriage  Department  iron  had 
been  substituted  for  wood  in  the  manafao- 
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ture  of  the  carriages  ;  in  the  Gun  Factory 
a  new  forge  was  wanted,  and  there  were 
numerous  alterations  in  the  Royal  Labora- 
tory, in  the  Small  Arms  Department,  and 
in  the  Gunpowder  Department.  After 
making  this  explanotion,  he  hoped  his  hon, 
and  gallant  Friend  would  not  press  bis 
Motion. 

General  DUNNE  inquired  whether  a 
gun  of  any  heavy  calibre  had  been  fixed 
on  for  arming  the  fortifications  now  in 
course  of  construction  ;  and  whether  any 
changes  in  the  field  gun  now  in  use  had 
been  adopted  for  the  army?  The  late 
military  Government — if  it  could  be  termed 
a  Government— did  nothing  in  regard  to 
this  matter  ;  they  had  left  the  service 
practically  unarmed,  while  other  European 
nations  were  adopting  improvements  ;  and 
he  wished  to  know  whether  we  were  still 
in  a  state  of  transition,  or  whether  any 
definite  conclusion  had  been  at  length 
arrived  at  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  was 
not  aware  that  any  change  had  been  made 
with  respect  to  field  guns.  Fortification 
guns  were  of  various  sixes,  including  some 
very  large  ones.  The  question  of  small 
arms  was  still  under  the  consideration  of  a 
Committee,  which  he  hoped  would  present 
its  Report  before  the  close  of  the  year. 

Colonel  BARTTELOT  said,  he  had 
always  been  opposed  to  the  increase  of  our 
manufacturing  establishments,  aa  he  be- 
lieved that  they  checked  private  enterprise, 
which  would  supply  the  country  better  than 
these  public  departments.  The  question 
he  wished  now  to  press  upon  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was  this — Had  he  yet  come  to  a 
definite  conclusion  with  respect  to  the  guns 
that  were  to  be  adopted  ?  If  not,  he 
thought  the  hon,  and  gallant  Member 
(Major  Anson)  would  do  right*  to  press  his 
Amendment,  because  they  might  soon  be 
called  upon  to  vote  money  for  a  different 
article  than  that  they  were  now  using. 

Mr.  AYTOUN  said,  it  was  clear  that 
if  this  sum  of  £43,000  were  granted  for 
improved  machinery,  the  result  must  be 
an  extension  of  the  manufacturing  estab- 
lishments, unless,  indeed,  a  corresponding 
quantity  of  the  old  machinery  were  thrown 
out  of  use. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  explained 
that,  although  the  Government  had  no  in- 
tention of  extending  the  operations  of  the 
manufacturing  establishments,  yet  they  de- 
sired to  render  them  as  efficient  as  possible 
by  the  introduction  of  new  machinery.  In 
answer   to  his  hon.  and   sallant   Friend 
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(Colonel  Barttelot)  ho  had  alroady  ez« 
plained  that  they  were  noir  manufacturing 
guns  for  fortifications  of  various  calibres 
and  sises. 

Major  ANSON  said,  the  articles  ma- 
nufactured in  the  public  Departments 
amounted  to  £200,000»  while  those  fur- 
nished bj  private  enterprise  amounted 
only  to  £10,000.  This  was  not  sufficient 
inducement  to  the  private  manufacturers 
to  cause  a  competition.  He  was  convinced 
that  the  only  way  to  stop  the  Government 
making  such  an  unaccountable  expenditure 
as  that  proposed  in  this  Vote  was  by  taking 
the  sense  of  the  House  by  a  yote  on  the 
subject. 

Gbnebal  peel  said,  he  hoped  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  would  not  persevere  in 
dividing  the  Committee,  because  if  he  did 
so  he  would  fail  in  securing  the  object  he 
had  in  view.  It  had  been  distinctly  stated 
that  the  money  was  only  required  to  alter 
and  improTe,  and  not  to  extend  the  ma- 
chinery establishments  of  the  Government. 
He  trusted  that  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
would  not  persevere  with  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  M'LAKEN  said,  that  if  the  Go- 
vernment establishments  were  conducted 
on  the  same  principles  as  those  on  which 
private  workshops  were  managed,  the  keep- 
ing up  of  existing  machinery  would  come 
into  the  profit  and  loss  of  the  year.  He 
thought  that  the  present  discussion  showed 
how  deceptive  were  all  the  statements  made 
respecting  Government  manufactures,  and 
the  sooner  these  establishments  were 
dropped  the  better. 

Mr.  MONSELL  said,  that  if  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
McLaren)  had  read  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee which  on  this  question  sat  two  years 
ago,  he  would  have  seen  that  a  very  minute 
investigation  was  made  by  that  Committee, 
and  that  very  careful  calculations  then 
showed  that  ordnance  was  manufactured 
at  Woolwich  at  considerably  less  cost  than 
in  the  works  of  private  manufacturers,  for 
this  reason  —  that  private  manufacturers 
would  not  turn  their  attention  to  making 
breech- loading  guns  and  other  articles  only 
used  for  military  purposes  without  having 
a  reasonable  certainty  that  there  would  be 
a  continued  demand  for  them.  Now,  the 
Government  could  give  no  guarantee  on  the 
subject,  because  they  could  not  anticipate 
what  might  be  required  at  a  future  time. 

Major  ANSON  said,  he  bad  studied 
the  Eteport  of  the  Committee  referred  to 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  all  he 
oould  derive  from   it  was  the  conclusion 
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that  it  was  utterly  impossible  to  make  out 
whether  there  was  a  profit  or  a  lose,  so 
badly  were  the  accounts  of  the  Manufac- 
turing Departments  kept  under  the  existing 
system.  With  regard  to  what  had  been 
said  about  the  private  trade  not  turning 
their  attention  to  the  manufacture  of  guns 
and  gun-carriages,  he  thought  that  fact 
was  to  be  attributed  to  our  keeping  up 
those  establishments.  Why  was  it  that 
ours  was  the  only  Government  which  did 
not  go  to  the  private  trade  for  such  arti- 
cles? If  we  went  to  them  they  would 
turn  their  attention  to  the  manufacture  of 
guns  and  gun-carriages  suited  for  the  ar- 
tillery. Sir  Benjamin  Hawes  stated,  in 
his  evidence,  that  the  private  trade  of  the 
country  had  never  had  a  fair  chance,  in 
consequence  of  the  large  establishments 
being  provided. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,247,958,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  (in  addition  to  the  sum  of 
£200,000  already  voted  on  account),  towards  de- 
fraying the  Charge  for  Military  Store  Depart- 
ments, for  the  supply  and  repair  of  Warlike  and 
other  Stores,  including  Manu&oturing  Depart- 
ments, which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  from 
the  Ist  day  of  April  1868  to  the  Slst  day  of 
March  1860,  inclusive." — (Major  Anton,) 

The  Committee  dMded :  —  Ayes  31  ; 
Noes  100  :  Majority  69. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(2.)  £119,300,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Military  Education. 

(3.)  £93,600,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Surveys. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  doubted  the  necessity 
of  increasing  the  sum  annually  voted  for 
this  purpose. 

Mb.  Alderman  LUSK  wished  to  know 
how  long  the  survey  was  to  continue  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  that  it 
was  so  steadily  going  on  that  it  would  take 
sixteen  years  to  complete  it. 

Mr.  Ssbjeant  GASELEE  also  depre- 
cated any  increase,  remarking  that  it  was 
a  practice  on  the  part  of  Governments  al- 
ways to  increase  the  Votes,  though,  when 
not  in  power,  they  were  fond  of  complaining 
that  their  opponents  were  not  economical 
in  their  proposals. 

General  DUNNE  observed,  that  the 
increase  was  principally  for  civil  assistants, 
and  preparation  of  maps  for  civil  purposes. 

Mr.  WTLD  said,  that  this  Department, 
though  originally  established  for  a  tem- 
porary purpose,  figured  year  after  year  in 
the  Estimates  for  a  rery  large^sum,  and 
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mtioh  money  had  been  wasted  In  this  snr- 
rey,  inasmuch  as  the  results  it  had  pro- 
duced might  hafe  been  attained  at  a  much 
amflller  outlay.  It  had  already  cost  some- 
thing like  £2,000,000 ;  an  amount  enor- 
mously  exceeding  what  the  French  paid 
for  their  survey,  which  was  as  good  or 
better.  It  was,  perhaps,  too  late  in  the 
Session  to  propose  to  dwell  at  any  length 
on  the  subject ;  but  a  new  Parliament 
would,  he  trusted,  see  that  the  public 
money  was  not  expended  in  so  ill-considered 
and  extrafagant  a  manner  as  it  was  at 
present.  He  thought  that  the  Estimate 
should  not  form  part  of  the  Army  Votes, 
but  should  be  placed  to  a  separate  account, 
and  then  proper  attention  would  be  given 
to  it.  In  his  opinion  the  increase  proposed 
was  unnecessary.  The  cost  of  engraving 
the  survey  was  excessive ;  and  if  a  Com- 
mittee were  granted  to  inquire  into  the 
whole  conduct  of  the  Department — though 
it  was  too  late  in  the  Session  now  to  hope 
for  such  a  thing— he  believed  it  would  be 
found  that  at  least  half  the  present  cost  of 
the  Ordnance  Survey  could  be  saved.  In 
fact,  the  surveying,  the  engraving,  and  the 
commercial  parts  of  the  business  were  all 
ill-managed,  while  the  Director  General 
also  had  the  most  unlimited  and  uncon- 
trolled power. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  vindicated 
the  Department  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bodmin  (Mr.  Wyld)  had  impugned,  and 
also  the  distinguished  man  at  ita  head, 
who,  he  said,  was  carrying  out  an  import- 
ant work  in  a  manner  which  everyone 
ought  to  approve. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  he  was  glad  if  the 
advanced  period  of  the  Session  had  pre- 
vented the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Wyld)  from 
moving  for  another  Committee,  because 
that  question  of  the  Ordnance  Survey  had 
suffered  greatly  through  the  alternate  hot 
and  cold  fits  which  that  House  had  ex- 
hibited on  the  subject.  In  consequence  of 
an  objection  taken  some  years  ago  to  the 
scale  of  the  survey  by  the  late  Mr.  Ellice, 
a  full  inquiry  was  instituted,  and  the  Com- 
mittee came  to  the  deliberate  conclusion 
that  the  survey  was  both  based  on  sound 
principles  and  waa  being  admirably  con- 
ducted. The  survey  was  executed  not  only 
most  accurately,  but  economically  ;  and  he 
was  told  that  at  the  present  moment  a 
Prussian  officer,  a  good  authority  on  such 
a  subject,  who  had  come  to  this  country, 
was  surprised  to  find  that  so  perfect  a 
survey  had  been  carried  out  so  cheaply. 

Mb.  knight  complained  that  the  maps 
Mr.  Wyld 


of  certain  counties  were  fallaclouB  and  an- 
trustworthy.  They  ought  to  have  a  correct 
mop  which,  if  they  wanted  to  lay  out  a 
road,  would  be  of  some  use  to  them,  which 
was  not  the  case  at  present.  He  hoped 
there  would  be  no  stinginess  or  any  undue 
delay  in  supplying  that  denderatum. 

General  DUNNE  bore  testimony  to  the 
general  accuracy  of  the  mapa  of  Ireland 
produced  by  the  Ordnance  Department. 
He  himself  did  not  see  the  great  advantage 
of  the  very  large  survey,  except  for  the 
towns.  It  was  maps  on  this  large  scale  that 
would  answer  for  plans  for  railways  pro- 
jected, and  ordinary  maps  for  the  purposes 
of  owners  of  property ;  but  it  must  be  re- 
collected that  for  the  former  more  accurate 
levels  than  those  given  on  the  largest 
Ordnance  maps  were  requisite,  and  in  the 
latter  that  changes  of  boundary  and  other 
objects  were  so  frequent  that  even  on  the 
Irish  maps,  not  many  years  published,  great 
changes  in  the  face  of  the  oonntry  woold 
be  seen ;  but  of  course,  if  one  part  of  the 
country  was  surveyed  upon  the  large  scale, 
they  could  hardly  avoid  executing  the  re- 
mainder of  the  work  in  the  same  uniform 
manner.  The  delay,  however,  had  arisen 
very  much  from  the  adoption  of  the  large 
scale. 

Lord  ELCHO  testified  to  the  great 
accuracy  of  the  Ordnance  maps  of  Scot- 
land ;  and  pointed  out  that  the  length  of 
time  occupied  in  completing  the  survey  of 
the  whole  kingdom  depended  on  the  amount 
of  money  which  Parliament  was  ready  to 
vote  for  the  purpose.  The  calculation,  he 
believed,  had  been  that  the  entire  work  in 
England  and  Scotland  would  be  executed 
in  fifteen  years  with  a  grant  of  £100,000 
a  year. 

Mr.  fiOUVERIB  thought  that  if  by  an 
additional  outlay  the  result  would  be  at- 
tained of  having  the  work  thorouglily  done 
it  would  be  a  great  advantage  to  the  coun- 
try. He  had  himself  known  large  estates 
to  be  transferred  by  means  of  those  maps, 
the  map  of  the  district  being  attached  to 
the  transfer. 

Mr.  POWELL  said,  he  hoped  that  no 
false  economy  would  stand  in  the  way  of 
the  extensive  circulation  of  these  maps. 
They  would  become  a  source  of  national 
wealth. 

Colonel  W.  STUART  asked  for  some 
explanation  as  to  the  medical  Bills  men- 
tioned in  the  Vote. 

Mr.  LOCKE  said,  he  never  heard  of  a 
man  denying  that  an  Ordnance  Sanrej 
was  a  good  thing.    It  appeared  to  him 
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that  there  was  no  question  before  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  with 
respect  to  the  question  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  (Colonel  W.  Stuart),  that 
it  was  scarcely  matter  for  surprise,  con- 
sidering how  the  officers  and  men  engaged 
in  the  survey  were  dispersed  over  the  coun- 
try, that  they  should  sometimes  want  a 
doctor. 

Mr.  WYLD  complained  that  at  the 
present  moment  it  was  impossible  to  obtain 
a  complete  set  of  these  maps  in  London, 
and  he  suggested  that  the  publication  of  the 
maps  should  be  transferred  to  the  Stationery 
Office  instead  of  their  having  to  be  got  from 
Southampton. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(4.)  £102,700,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Miscellaneous  Services. 

Ms.  MONSELL  said,  it  had  been  the 
practice  of  the  War  Department  to  reward 
officers  for  meritorious  inventions.  In  1856 
Colonel  Boxer  received  £5,000  for  some 
inventions  of  his,  and  lately  Mr.  Fraser  had 
received  £5,000.  Since  1856.  Colonel 
Boxer  had  distinguished  himself  by  seven 
or  eight  other  inventions,  and  several  of 
them,  including  the  invention  of  a  lubrica- 
tor for  tlie  Armstrong  gun,  had  been  found 
of  great  service.  He  wished  to  know, 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  take  his  case  into  consideration, 
with  the  view  of  conferring  on  him  some 
additional  reward  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  replied  that 
it  was  not  his  intention  to  give  any  further 
money  reward  to  Colonel  Boxer.  He  doubted 
the  policy  of  conferring  large  money  re- 
wards on  men  in  the  Government  employ- 
ment for  discoveries  made  in  their  own 
particular  line,  and  thought  they  should 
rather  look  to  some  honorary  distinction, 
or  increased  emolument  in  their  office. 
When  the  Government  selected  an  officer 
on  account  of  his  peculiar  personal  fitness 
to  discharge  the  duties  of  the  situation  to 
which  he  was  appointed,  they  were,  he 
thought,  entitled  to  the  full  exercise  of  his 
professional  talents,  although  he  would  not 
go  the  length  of  saying  that  in  no  case 
should  a  grant  of  money  be  mad^.  He 
thought  he  had  taken  the  last  course  when 
he  lately  offered  Colonel  Boxer  a  greatly 
increased  salary. 

Gbmbral  DUNNE  expressed  his  coneur- 
renee  with  what  had  fallen  from  his  right 
hon.  Friend  as  to  the  impolicy  of  giving 
large  money  rewards  in  these  eases  aa  a 


general  rule,  and  he  felt  sure  that  he  also 
spoke  the  feelings  of  the  corps  of  Artillery 
and  Engineers  in  saying  so.  They  felt 
that  when  an  officer  of  a  scientific  corps 
was  employed  in  the  arsenal  or  laboratory 
his  talents  and  inventions  were  due  to  the 
service ;  the  latter  he  tried  and  perfected 
at  the  public  expense — what  could  not  be 
done  by  a  private  inventor — and  the  credit 
he  was  sure  to  reoeive,  and  such  profes- 
sional advancement  as  would  follow,  were 
the  rewards  a  soldier  should  look  to.  The 
inventions  of  private  manufacturers  came 
under  the  knowledge  of  the  Government 
officers,  and  of  rival  inventions  they  had 
the  opportunity  for  pirating  from  the  in- 
ventions they  were  called  on  to  examine, 
and  as  a  fact  such  accusations  had  been 
made,  bnt  as  it  was  desirable  that  the  lat- 
ter should  be  above  suspicion  he  thought 
that  the  Secretary  for  War  had  wisely  de- 
termined to  give  them  promotion  and  en- 
couragement in  the  way  of  their  profession 
rather  than  money  rewards. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  said, 
he  had  heard  with  regret  the  reply  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
War  with  reference  to  rewarding  the  inven- 
tors. The  principle  had  never  before  been 
laid  down  that  officers  of  the  Government 
were  not  to  be  rewarded  for  inventions,  and 
it  was  not  fair  that  this  new  principle 
should  be  applied  in  the  case  of  Colonel 
Boxer  without  warning.  Mr  Fraser  had 
been  rewarded  with  the  sum  of  £5,000. 
He  understood  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man bad  offered  Colonel  Boxer  an  increase 
of  salary  to  the  amount  of  £200  or  £300  ; 
but  as  Colonel  Boxer's  appointment  would 
only  last  two  years  longer,  he  would  receive 
no  more  than  £600  from  his  additional  pay 
if  he  had  accepted  the  offer.  He  thought 
Colonel  Boxer  had  done  right  in  refusing  it. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  that  be 
had  lately  refused  an  application  for  another 
reward  made  by  Mr.  Fraser. 

Colonel  JEEYIS  congratulated  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  on  his  sudden  conversion,  for 
last  year  he  was  not  able  to  convince  the 
riffht  hon.  Baronet  it  was  not  right  to 
allow  officers  to  take  out  patents  for  inven- 
tions of  a  similar  character  to  those  on  the 
merits  of  which  they  might  have  to  decide. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(5.)  £154,600,  to  complete  the  sura  for 
Administration  of  the  Army. 

Lord  ELCHO  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  to  postpone  *^V^?i^}^T^ 
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order  that  he  might  submit  a  Motion  to  the 
Committee  upon  the  tuhjeet. 

Major  JBRYIS  eomplained  that  the 
salarieB  of  the  Controller  General  and  the 
General  in  eharge  of  the  Reserye  Army  were 
not  included  in  this  Vote. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  hoped 
his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Hadding- 
tonshire would  throw  no  obstacle  in  the  way 
of  proceeding  with  the  Vote.  The  subject 
alluded  to  bj  his  noble  Friend  had  been 
very  fully  and  ably  discussed,  and  although 
the  House  was  not  yery  full  at  the  time, 
still  those  who  were  present  were  the  Gen- 
tlemen who  were  most  oompetent  to  deal 
with  the  matter.  He  was  most  anxious 
not  only  that  the  Vote  should  be  taken,  but 
acted  upon,  in  the  first  instance  in  Ireland. 
In  reply  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Harwich  (Major  Jervis)  that  the  salary 
of  the  Commander  of  the  Resenre  Army  was 
not  included  in  the  Vote,  he  said  it  was 
because  it  would  give  rise  to  a  good  deal  of 
discussion,  and  it  was  thought  better  to 
take  it  separately. 

Major  JERVIS  said,  he  would  like  to 
know  whether  the  Controller  General  was  to 
rank  as  an  Under  Secretary  of  State  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  replied  in 
the  affirmative. 

Grneral  DUNNE  said,  he  could  not 
understand  why  the  system  of  control 
should  be  tried  first  in  Ireland — a  subor- 
dinate branch — and  not  at  once  in  the  Head 
Department  in  Pall  Mall.  The  organiia- 
tion  of  the  Irish  Department  would  not 
serve  as  any  test  of  the  success  of  the 
system  proposed,  and  if  anything  effectual 
was  to  be  done  there  must  be  a  complete 
and  radical  change  in  the  present  system, 
which  rendered  every  military  Department 
inefficient. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(6.)  £13,700,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Rewards  for  Distinguished  Service. 

(7.)  £36,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Pay  of  General  Officers. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  a  sam,  not  ezoeeding  £389,800,  be 
granted  to  Her  Migesty  (in  addition  to  the  lum 
of  £81,000  already  TOted  on  aoooant),  towards 
defraying  the  Charge  for  Full  Pay  of  Reduced 
and  Retired  Ofik)en,  and  Half  Pay,  which  wUl 
come  in  coune  of  payment  from  the  first  day 
of  April  18S8  to  the  Slat  day  of  March  1860,  in- 
olnsiTe." 

Motion,  by  leave,  wUhdraum, 

(8.)  £98,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Widows*  Pensionst  &o 
ZordFlcho 


(9.)  £11,800,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Pensions  for  Wounds. 

(10.)  £15,600,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Chelsea  and  Kilroainham  Hospitals. 

(11.)  £839,600,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Out  Pensions. 

(12.)  £97,200,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Superannuation  Allowances. 

(13.)  £8,700,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Militia,  Yeomanry,  Catalry,  and  Volunteer 
Corps. 

On  Motion  for  reporting  the  Resolutions 
to  the  House. 

Mr.  OTWAT  said,  he  hoped  the  next 
Parliament  would  take  up  the  question  of 
the  constitution  of  the  War  Department  of 
the  country,  because  if  such  were  done  it 
would  be  found  to  be  the  worst  administered 
and  the  most  expensi?e  part  of  the  public 
serfice.  The  question,  moreover,  of  the 
relationship  between  the  Secretary  at  War 
and  the  Comroander-in  Chief  also  required 
serious  consideration. 

LoBD  ELCHO  said,  it  would  be  in  the 
recollection  of  the  House  that  at  an  early 
period  of  the  Session  the  question  was 
raised  as  to  whether  the  Capitation  Grant 
was  or  was  not  sufficient.  An  impression 
then  prefailed  that  before  the  close  of  this 
Session  a  Commission  would  be  appointed 
to  decide  the  question.  He  had  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  whether  he  would  ap- 
point a  Special  Commission  to  ascertain 
who  was  right  on  the  question. 

Sm  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  did 
not  intend  to  refer  the  question  of  increasing 
the  Capitation  Grant  to  the  Volunteers  to 
a  Commission  ;  but  the  question  would  be 
considered  by  the  Government  from  time 
to  time  with  reference  to  its  varying  cir- 
eumstances. 

House  reiumed. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow; 
Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow, 

TURNPIKE  ACTS  CONTINUANCE,  esc 

BILL^[BaL  149.] 

(Sir  Jamei  Ferffuaon,  Mr,  Secretary  G,  Eartfy.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (M-.  Oathome  Hardy.) 

CoLOKSL  W.  STUART  said,  that  if  any 
trust  which  was  in  debt  was  not  allowed 
to  be  renewed  for  more  than  one  or  two 
years,  he  waa  oonrinoed  there  would  be  a 
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more  BatiBfaotory  state  of  thingi  than  at 
present.  As  long  as  the  present  system 
was  continued  they  would  never  get  rid  of 
the  Turnpike  Act.  He  suggested  that 
the  Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  for  the  purpose  of  allowing  cer- 
tain persons  to  be  heard  with  regard  to  it. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leaTe  out  from  the  word  <<Tbat"  to  the 
end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
<*  the  Bill  he  committed  to  a  Select  Committee/' 
-^Colonel  William  Stmrtf) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  doubted  whether 
any  benefit  would  arise  from  referring  the 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee  at  this  period 
of  the  year ;  otherwise,  he  thought  it 
might  be  advisable  to  do  so.  The  practice 
into  which  the  House  had  gradually  fallen 
upon  this  subject  was  very  objectionable. 
Persons  had  lent  money  for  making  turn- 
pike roads,  and  obtained  a  lien  over  the 
tolls  for  a  certain  number  of  years.  He 
could  not  conceive  anything  more  clear  in 
principle  than  that  those  persons  were 
bound  by  their  bargain  for  a  term  of  years, 
and  that  that  bargain  affected  no  other 
persons  whatever.  If  they  had  bad  to  deal 
with  individuals,  did  anyone  think  that  an 
individual  standing  in  the  place  of  the 
trust  who  had  entered  into  a  covenant  of 
that  kind  would  have  allowed  the  term  to 
be  renewed  and  the  tolls  to  be  continued 
for  the  benefit  of  the  other  party  to  the 
contract  who  had  entered  into  a  wrong 
bargain  ?  But  here  the  bargain  was  be- 
tween an  individual,  on  the  one  side,  and 
that  patient  animal  the  public,  on  the 
other.  When  individual  claims  came  into 
contact  with  public  rights,  they  obtained  a 
sanction  to  which  they  were  not  entitled, 
and  the  public  went  to  the  wall.  They 
had  thus  got  into  a  difficulty  with  respect 
to  a  series  of  facts  for  which  the  right  hon. 
Oentl'eman  was  no  more  responsible  than 
others  who  had  gone  before  him ;  but 
abuses  so  gross  derived  a  certain  amount 
of  authority  from  the  long  lapse  of  time 
and  the  repetition  of  the  offence.  Any 
proceeding  adopted  on  the  impulse  of  the 
moment  would  probably  substitute  a  prac- 
tical injustice  for  what  was  a  gross  injus- 
tice in  principle  ;  but  he  hoped  the  House 
would  be  prepared,  when  there  was  time 
for  consideration  of  the  subject,  to  take 
some  serious  proceeding  for  the  settlement 


of  the  whole  question.  He  knew  that  the  tolls 
in  Lancashire,  for  instance,  were  not  main- 
tained for  the  benefit  of  the  public,  but 
simply  for  the  purpose  of  reimbursing  cre- 
ditors who  had  advanced  their  money  upon 
a  security  which  had  expired.  If  there 
was  a  case  which  deserved  the  application 
of  such  epithets  as  monstrous,  it  was  a 
case  like  this.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
there  would  be  a  consensus  amongst  official 
men  for  the  practical  examination  of  these 
matters,  and  to  consider  what,  on  the 
whole,  was  the  course  that  ought  to  be 
adopted  ;  and  that  thus  the  practice  into 
which  the  House  had  probably  slidden 
imperceptibly  would  be  brought  to  a  con- 
clusion, as  soon  as  any  fair  and  legitimate 
plan  for  the  purpose  could  be  devised. 

Mb.  GOLDNEY  said,  that  all  who,  like 
himself,  took  an  interest  in  the  state  of  turn- 
pike trusts  would  be  happy  to  hear  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  explanation  he  had 
given  of  his  views  on  the  suhject.  The 
Turnpike  Continuance  Act  had  grown  to 
be  considered  a  matter  of  course ;  and  at 
present  no  less  a  sum  than  £400,000  was 
paid  annually  under  it.  A  certain  indefi- 
nite time  might  be  fixed  for  its  termina- 
tion, and  a  Schedule  of  particulars  an- 
nexed, so  that  parties  connected  with  the 
trusts  would  know  at  what  time  they  would 
expire;  and  he  hoped  that  a  measure  for 
this  purpose  would  be  introduced  next 
Session. 

Mb.  NE  ATE  thought  that  the  statement 
of  the  case  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire  a  very 
unjust  one.  He  contended  that  a  limit 
was  fixed  in  the  first  instance,  not  with  a 
view  to  the  discontinuance  of  the  tolls  at 
the  end  of  the  period,  but  in  order  to  give 
Parliament  a  power  of  revision  where  that 
might  be  necessary. 

Mr.  LOCKE  remarked  that  the  invari- 
able plea  urged  by  turnpikes  for  an  exten- 
sion of  the  period  allowed  them  was  that 
they  were  in  debt.  In  all  oases  where 
this  was  alleged  strict  inquiry  ought  to  be 
made,  because  in  several  instances  an  in- 
vestigation had  shown  that  turnpikes 
which  pleaded  indebtedness  were  perfectly 
solvent. 

Mr.  knight  reminded  the  House  that 
jC20,000  per  annum,  which  was  formerly 
expended  in  Private  Bills  for  renewing 
turnpike  trusts,  was  saved  by  the  present 
procedure..  He  hoped  that  if  a  Select 
Committee  was  appointed  all  the  trusts  in 
the  kingdom  would  be  referred  to  it,  and 
that  some  solution  of  the  question  other 
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than  that  of  'throwing  the  roids  on  the 
parishes  would  be  arrived  at. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HAEDT  explained 
that  his  object  in  framing  the  preseDt 
measure  had  been  to  facilitate  a  settlement 
of  this  controversy.  He  admitted  the 
force  of  the  objection  to  what  was  called 
the  secret  ezamioation  into  the  trusts  at 
the  Ilome  Office,  and  he  had  added  the 
Schedules  to  the  Bill  with  the  view  of 
referring  them  next  Session  to  a  Commit- 
tee, so  that  the  real  condition  of  the  trusts 
might  be  ascertained,  and  inquiry  might 
be  made  as  to  what  ought  to  be  done. 
There  would  be  great  hardship  in  throw- 
ing the  maintenance  of  the  roads  on  small 
parishes,  some  of  which  had  comparatively 
little  interest  in  them.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  go  into  Committee,  and  he 
should  then  consent  to  reporting  Progress. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Monday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF  LOEDS, 
Friday,  July  10,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  —  Sbwot  Ooiofnni  —  Report^ 
Construotion  of  the  House. 

Public  Bills— /Vr*<  Reading — Portpatrick  and 
Belfast  and  County  Down  Railway  Companies  * 
(238) ;  Indorsing  of  Warrants*  (340) ;  Lunatic 
Asylums  (Ireland)  Accounts  Audit*  (287); 
Land  Drainage  Provisional  Order  Confirmation* 
(241);  Tain  Provisional  Order  Confirmation* 
(242);  Hudson's  Bay  Company*  (244);  Co- 
lonial Governors'  Pensions  Act  Amendment* 
(239). 

Sec&nd  Reading  —  University  Elections  (Voting 
Papers)  (201);  Libel  (Ireland)*  (209); 
Turnpike  Trusto  ArrangemenU  *  (206);  Rail- 
ways (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  *  (177). 

Committee  —  Renewable  Leasehold  Conversion 
(Ireland)  Act  Extension*  (184);  Consular 
Marriages*  (198). 

Report— Cnrngh  of  Kildare  *  (195);  Renew- 
able Leasehold  Conversion  (Ireland)  Act  Ex- 
tension* (184)  ;  Consular  Marriages*  (198)  ; 
Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings  (228). 

Third  Reading  —  Petroleum  Act  Amendment  * 
(178) ;  Prisons  (Scotland)  Administration  Acts 
(Lanarkshire)  Amendment*  (202);  New  Zea- 
land ( Legislative  Council)*  (197);  Admiralty 
Suits*  {162),  An^ pasted. 

Withdrawn  —  Contagious  Diseases  Act  (1866) 
Amendment*  (229) ;  Lodgers'  Property  Protec- 
tion (186);  Children,  Ac.  ProtMtion*  (187). 

Mr.  Knight 


(LOBDS)  Cmmiemn.  972 

IRISH  CHURCH  COMMISSION. 
QUESTION. 

Lo&D  DUFFEEIN,  seeing  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Stanhope)  in  hit  place,  wished 
to  be  permitted,  without  proper  Notice,  to 
ask  him,  Whether  the  Report  of  the  Iriah 
Church  Commission  was  Hkelj  to  be  pre- 
sented to  Parliament  before  the  proroga- 
tion ;  and,  if  not,  whether  it  was  likely 
to  be  circulated  before  the  dissolution  ? 

Eabl  stanhope  :  My  noble  Friend 
would  more  properly  have  addressed  his 
Question  to  my  noble  Friend  the  Earl  of 
Meath,  the  Chairman  of  the  Commission  ; 
but,  Lord  Meath  being  now  absent  from 
town,  I  will  very  readOy  give  the  infor- 
mation the  noble  Lord  seeks.  I  havOj 
then,  to  state  that  the  CommissionerB  on 
the  Established  Church  in  Ireland  have 
agreed  to  their  recommendations,  and  have 
settled  even  the  very  terms  of  their  Be- 
port.  There  is  only  one  reason  why  they 
have  not  been  able  to  present  their  Beport, 
and  that  is  that  it  has  reference  to  certain 
statistics,  the  entire  accuracy  of  which 
can  only  be  determined  by  a  Schedule  to 
the  Beporty  which  is  not  yet  complete. 
Your  Lordships  will  agree  tiiat  we  ought 
not  to  present  any  Eeport  on  this  import- 
ant subject  without  being  entirely  satisfied 
of  the  accuracy  of  the  statistics  contained 
in  it.  We  have,  therefore,  delayed  the 
signatures  until  the  Schedule  has  been  ob- 
tained. One  of  our  number  is  at  present 
in  Dublin  to  expedite  that  Schedule  as 
much  as  possible ;  and  we  have  every 
reason  to  believe  that  in  a  fortnight  or 
three  weeks  the  Report  will  be  signed  and 
presented,  and  that  very  soon  after  it  will 
be  in  the  hands  of  your  Lordships.  The 
noble  Lord  properly  forbore  to  ask  informa- 
tion as  to  the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
missioners ;  but  there  is  one  point  which 
it  will  not  be  a  breach  of  confidence  to 
refer  to,  and  it  is  that  whatever  our  re- 
commendations may  be  they  will  be  unani- 
mous, and  that  the  Report  will  receive  the 
signatures  of  everyone  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. This  is  no  unimportant  result  to 
have  attained  when  it  was  remembered 
that  the  Commission  was  composed  of  men 
of  very  different  politics,  some  of  whom 
sit  on  opposite  sides  of  your  Lordships' 
House.  I  therefore  hope  that  the  unani- 
mity which  attends  our  recommendations, 
whatever  they  may  be,  will  bespeak  at  the 
hands  of  your  Lordships  and  of  the  coun- 
try a  respectful  consideration.  Without 
imputing  that  the  question  haa  been  a 
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liiilA  i66  mtich  lit  Che  domain  of  party 
politiost  and  that  it  has  sometimes  beeii 
argued  on  that  ground,  we  shall  leare  our 
B^>ort  to  the  dispassionate  consideration 
of  the  Govertiment  and  country,  upon 
these  two  grounds — that  it  will  contoin 
much  authentic  information  not  at  present 
known  or  accessihle,  and  that  it  will  hring 
forth  some  practical  and  useful  recommen- 
dations. 

SIR  ROBERT  NAPIER. 
THE  Q17BSN*S  ICBSfiACfE. 

Order  df  the  Day  for  the  Consideration 
of  the  Queen's  Message  of  Yesterday  read. 

Message  read. 

Moved,  That  a  hamble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Maieety  to  return  Her  Majesty  the  Thanks 
of  this  House  for  Her  Majesty's  raost  gracious 
Message  informing  this  House  ''That  Her  Ma- 
jesty, taking  into  consideration  the  important 
Serrices  rendered  by  Sir  Robert  Napier,  a  Lieu- 
tenant-Oeneral  in  Her  Majesty's  Army,  and  Com- 
mander-in-Chief of  the  Army  of  Bombay,  in  the 
Conduct  of  the  recent  Expedition  into  Abyssinia, 
and  being  desirous  to  confer  some  signal  Mark  of 
Her  Favour  for  these  and  other  distinguished 
Merits  upon  the  said  Sir  Robert  Napier,  recom- 
mends it  to  the  House  of  Lords  fo  concur  in  en- 
abling Her  Majesty  to  make  Provision  for  secur- 
ing to  the  said  Sir  Robert  Napier  and  the  next 
■urviriog  Heir  Male  of  his  Body  a  Pension  of 
Two  thousand  Pounds  per  Annum;"  and  to 
assure  Her  Mi^ty  that  this  House  will  oheer- 
fnily  eonour  in  enabling  Her  Majesty  to  make 
sooh  Provision.-^(  The  Lord  Privy  Seal,) 

LoBD  MELYltiLE  said,  he  could  not 
"withhold  the  expression  of  his  opinion 
that  in  granting  this  pension  to  Sir  Robert 
l^apier  for  two  lives  only  their  Lordships 
-were  estaWshing  a  had  precedent  instead 
of  following  a  good  one.  He  was  not 
aware  of  any  pension  having  heen  granted 
for  such  distinguished  services  for  less  than 
three  lives.  Taking  into  account  the  dis- 
tinguished character  of  the  operations,  the 
ohstacles  which  had  heen  overcome  in  the 
campaign,  and  the  signal  ability  displayed 
by  tiiis  distinguished  officer,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  re-oonsider  their  de- 
termination, and  grant  the  pension  on  the 
terms  which  had  been  invariably  followed 
heretofore — namely,  for  three  lives. 

£abl  RUSSELL  expressed  his  entire 
oooonrrence  in  the  Address  which  had 
been  moved  by  the  noble  Earl. 

Address  agre$d  to  Nemine  Contradi- 
cmU,  and  Ordered  to  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  by  the  Lords  with  White  Staves. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Ordered,  That  the  Representation  of  the 
People  (Scotland)  Bill  and  the  Bills  ap- 
pointed for  Third  Reading  be  taken  before 
the  Notices  and  the  other  Orders  of  the 
Day. 

PARLUMENTARY  REFORM- 
REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL— (No.  235.) 
( TJie  Lord  Privy  Seal) 

COHHONS'    AHENDHSNTS. 

Commons'  Amendments  to  Lords'  Amend, 
ments  and  Commons'  Reason  for  disagreeing 
to  One  of  the  Amendments  made  by  the 
Lords  considered  (according  to  Order)  ;  One 
disagreed  to. 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURY:  My 
Lords,  I  interrupted  the  Business  of  the 
House  last  night,  thiDking  it  my  duty  to 
inform  noble  Lords  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  that  it  had  come  to  my  knowledge 
that  a  very  important  Amendmeut  had 
been  made  in  this  Bill  by  the  House  of 
Commons.  My  object  was  that  nothing 
shoald  occur  which  would  appear  to  be 
either  inconvenient  or  unfair  in  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Government  with  respect 
to  that  Amendment,  which  we  thought  it 
our  duty  to  oppose.  It  was  the  impression 
of  the  Government,  and  probably  of  most 
if  not  all  your  Lordships,  that  when  we 
sent  down  the  Bill  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons it  was  finally  settled,  as  far  as  any 
important  alteration  was  concerned.  We 
did  not  expect  that  an  Amendment,  affect- 
ing, in  our  opinion,  the  principle,  not 
only  of  this  Bill,  but  of  the  three  Bills 
forming  the  great  scheme  of  Parliamentary 
Reform,  would  have  been  brought  forward 
and  carried.  The  principle  of  this  Bill, 
as  of  the  other  Bills,  has  always  been  that 
the  payment  of  rates  should  be  a  sine  qud 
non  for  the  enjoyment  of  the  franchise : 
but  the  Commons'  Amendment  would 
strike  at  the  very  root  of  that  principle, 
for  it  proposes  to  enable  persons  to  vote 
without  having  been  assessed  to  the  poor 
rates,  and  therefore  without  having  bond 
fide  paid  their  rates.  In  Edinburgh  the 
effect  would  be  to  enable  a  very  large 
number  of  persons  to  be  placed  on  the 
register  this  year,  and  therefore  to  vote  in 
the  election  next  November,  who  after- 
wards might  very  likely  not  pay  rates  at 
all.  The  probability  is  that  nine  out  of 
ten  would  be  in  the  category  of  those 
exempted  on  the  ground  of  poverty  ;   and 
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therefore  a  very  large  number  of  what  I 
may  call  faotitioas  voters  would  take  part 
in  the  election,  and  would  afterwards 
virtually  cheat  the  constituencies  by  not 
paying  any  rate.  The  proposal  was  not 
brought  forward  when  the  Bill  was  ori- 
ginally discussed  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, but  is  a  new  attempt  to  change 
one  of  its  great  principles  ;  and  with  ail 
respect  to  that  House  I  must  say  I  am 
surprised  that  it  should  have  been  adopted 
by  them  on  this  -  occasion.  I  therefore 
move  that  this  House  disagree  with  the 
Amendment  of  the  House  of  Commons  in 
the  interpretation  clause,  and  I  trust  noble 
Lords  on  both  sides  will  support  the  Go- 
vernment in  that  course. 

Moved,  "That  this  House  do  disagree 
to  the  Amendment  made  by  the  Commons 
to  the  Amendment  made  by  the  Lords  in 
page  24,  line  82."— (5^  Lord  Privy  Seal) 

The  Duke  op  ABGYLL  :  I  think  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  quite  entitled  to 
ask  your  Lordships  to  reject  this  Amend- 
ment, and  we  on  this  side  of  the  House  do 
not  in  the  least  oppose  the  Motion.  I  do  not 
think  the  Amendment  would  have  quite  so 
important  an  effect  as  the  noble  Earl  appre- 
hends ;  but  still  it  is  no  doubt  one  of  some 
importance.  It  would  appear  from  the  Re- 
ports of  the  proceedings  in  the  House  of 
Commons  that  it  was  represented  that 
Amendments  had  been  made  in  this  House 
by  your  Lordships  in  a  restrictive  sense,  and 
that  this  Amendment  was  described  as  hav- 
ing for  its  object  the  removal  of  those  re- 
strictions. Now,  I  am  sure  the  noble  Earl 
and  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  will  bear  me  out  in  saying  that 
no  Amendment  was  made  here  in  a  re- 
strictive sense  ;  but  that,  on  the  contrary, 
the  few  words  proposed  by  me  and  assented 
to  by  the  Government  were  intended  to 
meet  the  case  of  one  or  two  towns  where 
there  are  no  poor  rates,  and  were  therefore, 
of  an  enfranchising  character.  In  reject- 
ing the  Amendment  we  are,  in  fact,  ad- 
hering to  the  Bill  as  it  came  up^  to  us  from 
the  House  of  Commons. 

Eabl  RUSSELL  said,  he  should  cor- 
dially support  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Earl.  Had  the  Bill  come  up  to  their  Lord- 
ships originally  with  this  provision  in  it, 
there  might,  no  doubt,  have  been  much 
argument  in  favour  of  it ;  but,  introduced 
at  this  period,  when  they  were  all  agreed 
that  no  alteration  should  be  made  in  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  it  was  impossible 
for  their  Lordships  to  assent  to  it 
Th4  Earl  ofMalmelury 


The  LORD  CHANCELLOR :  The  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  is  perfectly 
accurate  in  what  he  has  stated.  "Wlien  the 
Bill  originally  came  up  to  us  it  provided 
that  a  dwelling  house  should  include  any 
part  of  a  house  occupied  as  a  separate 
dwelling  house  and  the  occupier  of  which 
was  separately  rated  to  the  relief  of  the 
poor.  It  was  pointed  out — I  think  by 
the  noble  Duke — that  there  are  several 
parishes  in  Scotland  where  no  poor  rates 
are  levied,  and  that  consequently  persons 
who  would  be  otherwise  entitled  to  vote 
in  those  parishes  would  lose  their  vote  as 
the  clause  stood.  It  was,  therefore,  with 
the  object  of  enfranchising  a  large  number 
of  persons  who  otherwise  would  not  vote 
that  your  Lordships  made  an  Amendment. 
It  was  an  enlarging  and  not  a  restrictive 
Amendment ;  and  having  been  made  by 
this  House,  the  House  of  Commons  had 
last  night  the  opportunity  of  considering 
it,  and  then  they  introduced  the  very  ob- 
jectionable woids  to  which  my  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Malmesbury)  has  re- 
ferred. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Other  of  the  Commons'  Amendments  agreed  to  : 
and  Lords'  Amendment  to  which  the  Commons 
disagree  not  insisted  on;  and  a  Committee  ap- 
pointed to  prepare  Reasons  to  he  oflfored  to  the 
Commons  ror  the  Lords  disagreeing  to  One  of  the 
Amendments  made  hy  the  Commons  to  the 
Amendments  made  hy  the  Lords  to  the  said  BiU  ; 
the  Committee  to  meet  forthwith :  Report  fix>m 
Committee  of  a  Reason  prepared  hy  them,  read 
and  agreed  to :  and  a  Message  sent  to  the  Com- 
mons to  return  the  said  BiU  with  the  Reason. 

LODGERS'  PROPERTY  PROTECTION 

BILL. 

(The  Marquess  Townshend,) 

(kO.  186.)       BILL  WITHDEAWN. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  MAEftUEss  TOWNSHEND  said, 
that  the  object  of  the  Bill  which  he  would 
ask  their  Lordships  to  read  a  second  time 
was  to  protect  the  property  of  lodgers 
against  unjust  seizure  on  the  part  of  Uie 
landlord,  and  he  trusted  their  Lordships 
would  assent  to  his  Motion  and  thereby 
afiirm  the  principle.  The  present  state  of 
the  law  with  regard  to  the  property  of 
lodgers  was  very  unsatis&ctory,  and  fre- 
quently gave  nse  to  great  hsjrdship  to 
large  numbers  of  poor  but  deserving  peo- 
ple. Lodgers  were  liable  to  have  their  pro- 
perty seized  for  the  debts  of  their  landlord 
without  any  reason  beinff  given  for  the 
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seizure,  and  without  the  smallest  hope  of 
recoyering  what  was  taken  away.  A  land- 
lord let  his  house,  not  upon  the  security 
of  his  tenant's  lodgers,  hut  upon  their  be- 
lief of  the  tenant's  solvency,  and  it  was 
very  unjust  that  lodgers  should  be  made 
to  suffer  for  debts  with  which  they  had 
nothing  to  do.  The  present  Bill  would 
remove  many  of  the  evils  of  the  existing 
law  without  interfering  in  any  way  with 
the  equitable  rights  of  the  landlord.  That 
some  such  measure  was  needed  could  be 
abundantly  proved.  Scarcely  a  day  passed 
without  applications  being  made  at  the  me- 
tropolitan police  courts  for  protection  against 
liability  to  the  seizure  of  goods  belonging 
to  lodgers.  The  very  clothes  of  the  lodger 
were  Hable  to  seizure.  He  proposed  by  this 
Bill  to  give  the  Justices  power,  where  the 
case  appeared  to  call  for  it,  to  grant  an 
order  protecting  the  proper^  of  lodgers, 
and  he  hoped  that  what  he  had  said  would 
be  held  to  be  a  sufficient  justification  for 
urging  upon  the  House  tihe  propriety  of 
passing  a  simple,  just,  and  properly  de- 
vised measure  for  the  protection  of  people, 
very  numerous  and  very  poor,  who  were 
not  able  to  protect  themselves. 

Moved,  ••  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\*' 
— {The  Marqueee  Townehend,) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
if  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  protect 
lodgers  against  the  general  creditors  or 
execution  creditors  of  the  owner  of  the 
house  it  was  quite  useless,  because  those 
creditors  had  no  right  whatever  to  seize 
the  goods  of  the  lodger.  But  if,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  object  was  to  protect  the 
lodger  against  distress  levied  by  the  su- 
perior landlord,  then  the  noble  Marquess 
proposed  to  alter  the  whole  law  of  distress 
in  the  country.  The  way  that  should  be 
done  was  not  by  arming  the  Justices  with 
power  to  give  protection  to  the  beds,  tables, 
and  chairs  of  the  lodger  against  distraint, 
but  to  say  once  for  idl  that  no  landlord 
should  have  the  right  to  distrain  anything 
on  the  premises  except  what  belonged  to 
his  own  tenant. 

The  MABainsss  of  WESTMEATH  said, 
that  whatever  Amendments  it  might  be 
desirable  to  introduce  into  the  Bill  it  was 
necessary  that  something  should  be  done. 
He  was  himself  personally  acquainted  with 
a  case  of  great  hardship,  in  which  a  lady 
had  taken  unfurnished  lodgings  in  Bel- 
gravia,  and  had  not  only  paid  her  rent, 
but  had  given  money  out  of  her  pocket  to 
relieve  the  distress  of  her  landlord  and  yet 


the  furniture  was  seized  by  the  superior 
landlord,  and  put  into  the  hands  of  bailifiis 
for  sale.  Some  effort  ought  to  be  made  to 
remedy  so  great  an  injustice.  The  pre- 
sent Bill  might  not  be  the  best  for  the 
purpose,  but  it  might  be  altered  so  as  to 
afford  some  remedy.  He  hoped  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  would  allow  the  Bill  to 
be  read  a  second  time,  and  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee, in  order  that  some  progress  might 
be  made  with  the  question. 

The  MABaT7ES8  TOWNSHEND  said, 
after  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  he  would  not  persevere  with 
the  Motion. 

Order  discharged, 

BiU,  by  leave  of  the  House,  withdrawn. 

HOUSES  OF  PARLIAMENT— THE 

STATUES  IN  WESTMINSTER  HALL. 

QUESTION. 

VisoouktHARDINGE  asked.  Whether 
the  Statues  now  in  Westminster  Hall  were 
permanently  placed  there?  He  believed 
he  spoke  the  opinions  of  many  most  com- 
petent judges  when  he  said  that  these  mo- 
dem statues  were  not  in  harmony  with 
the  ancient  character  of  the  Hall.  But 
he  objected  to  the  statues  on  other  grounds 
— he  thought  they  were  inferior  works  of 
art.  He  would  not  wish  to  say  anything 
offensive  to  the  artists  who  had  executed 
them ;  he  did  not  even  know  the  names  of 
any,  except  one ;  nor  would  he  say  that 
they  were  "  vulgar  productions  "  as  was 
said  in  ''  another  place ; ''  but  he  did  not 
think  they  were  creditable  to  the  artists 
to  whom  they  had  been  entrusted.  These 
statues  had  been  shifted  about  from  place 
to  place,  and  it  would  seem  that  those  who 
had  charge  of  them  were  glad  to  find  a 
place  for  them  anywhere.  They  were 
first  placed  in  the  Royal  Corridor,  but 
were  found  too  large  for  that  passage,  and 
then  the  question  arose  what  was  to  be 
done  with  them.  A  council  of  war  was 
held,  and  some  one  suggested  that  they 
should  be  removed  to  Westminster  Hall ; 
but  he  would  ask  their  Lordships  to  judge 
for  themselves  what  were  their  merits 
from  an  artistic  point  of  view  in  that  po- 
sition. 1^0  doubt  it  would  be  said  that 
a  majority  of  the  House  of  Commons  had 
approved  of  the  statues  being  placed 
where  they  were,  but  that  was  no  reason 
why  their  Lordships  should  be  prevented 
from  expressing  their  opinion  against  their 
being  continued  to  be  kept  there*   A  deoi* 
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uon  of  the  House  of  Commons  was  not 
necessarily  final,  and  he  did  not  see  why 
they  should  accepted  as  absolute  arbiters 
in  matters  of  art.  He  begged  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  the  Privy  Sed,  Whether  any 
definite  and  final  arrangement  had  been 
come  to  with  regard  to  these  statues  and 
their  ultimate  destination  ? 

The  Eabl  of  MALME8BUBY:  It  is 
not  my  duty  nor  my  intention  to  defend 
in  an  artistic  point  of  yiew  the  statues 
which  have  been  placed  in  Westminster 
Hall.  When  my  noble  Friend  (Viscount 
Hardinge)  rose  to  call  attention  to  the 
subject  I  was  in  hopes  that  he  was  going 
to  suggest  a  better  site  for  them,  seeing  he 
considers  that  the  present  one  is  unsuit- 
able and  undesirable.  It  might  hare  re- 
moved a  difficulty  had  he  done  so.  The 
noble  YiscouDt  has  informed  your  Lord- 
ships of  the  history  of  these  statues.  They 
have  led  rather  a  wandering  life.  They 
were  in  the  first  instance  placed  in  the 
Boyal  Corridor ;  but  they  looked  so  gigan- 
tic that  they  had  to  be  removed.  Mr. 
Barry  suggested  that  they  should  be  placed 
in  Westminster  Hall,  and  that  proposition 
was  approved  of  both  by  Mr.  Cowper  and 
Lord  John  Manners,  and  ratified  by  a 
majority  of  167  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  opinion  of  those  two  Oen- 
tlemen,  who  have  had  great  experience  in 
such  matters,  is  one  to  which  deference 
should  be  paid ;  and  as  that  opinion  has, 
as  I  have  said,  been  backed  up  by  the 
House  of  Commons,  I  cannot  hold  out  any 
hope  that  the  statues  will  be  removed  from 
their  present  position.  I  do  not  see  where 
else  we  can  put  them  except  into  the 
street — where,  at  all  events,  they  would 
not  be  in  keeping  with  their  surroundings. 
I  believe  that  the  only  suggestion  which 
has  been  made  by  way  of  improving  the 
appearance  of  the  statues  is  that  the 
wall  behind  them  should  be  made  of  a 
darker  colour.  I  hope  that  when  this 
has  been  done  that  they  will  be  plaoed  in 
chronological  order. 

LoBD  BEDESDALE  hoped  that  if  the 
statues  remained  in  their  present  position 
they  would  at  least  be  dusted  once  a  wedc. 
The  effect  of  the  dust  which  had  lodged 
upon  them  was  to  destroy  all  the  finer 
outlines. 

Eabl  STANHOPE  said,  that  in  thwr 
present  position  the  statues  were  very 
incongruous  and  out  of  keeping  with  the 
Hall.  Waiving  altogether  the  merits  or 
demerits  of  the  statues,  no  one  eould  differ 
from  this  opinion ;  but  he  did  not  thinV 
Fi9eimnt  Hardinge 


that  those  who  expressed  it  should  be 
bound  to  find  another  site.  He  did  not 
understand  that  the  House  of  Commons 
had  finally  determined  in  favour  of  the 
present  site,  and  he  hoped  that  daring 
the  Eecess  some  attempt  would  be  made  to 
find  one  where  the  statues  would  be  more 
in  harmony  with  what  was  around  them. 

COASTIIfG  TRADE  OF  FRANCE. 
addbess  fob  a  papeb. 

Thi  Mamttxss  of  CLANEICAKDE 
rose  to  call  attention  to  the  exclusion  of 
British  ships  from  the  French  coasting 
trade,  and  to  move  an  Address  for  Corre- 
spondence relating  thereto.  As  the  mat- 
ter now  stood  when  our  ships  discharged  a 
cargo  at  a  French  port  they  could  not  load 
another  cargo  for  any  other  French  port. 
Last  year  an  application  was  made  to  the 
French  Government  on  the  subjeot.  How- 
ever favourable  personally  the  French 
Emperor  might  be  to  the  objects  of  the 
deputation,  he  oould  only,  of  course,  refer 
the  deputation  to  the  Minister  of  Com- 
merce, who  said  it  was  quite  impossible 
to  relax  the  existing  laws  in  favour  of 
British  vessels,  and  that  the  exclusion 
must  be  strictly  maintained.  He  begged 
to  ask  what  had  been  done  upon  the  sub- 
ject, and  hoped  that  whatever  documents 
were  in  the  possession  of  the  Foreign  Office 
would  be  produced,  in  order  to  enable  their 
Lordships  to  form  a  judgment  on  the  mat- 
ter. 

Moved,  That  an  homble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for,  Copies  of  any  Correspoodenoe 
that  may  have  taken  place  between  the  Foreign 
OflBce  and  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  at  Pans, 
and  of  any  Communications  from  British  Ship- 
owners, in  reference  to  the  Exclusion  of  British 
Vessels  from  the  Coasting  Trade  of  France,  and 
to  the  existing  Treaties  between  France  and  Spain 
or  any  other  Country  relating  to  that  Trade.— 
( The  Marqueee  of  Clamicarde,) 

Thb  Easl  of  MALMESBUEY  said, 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  for 
some  time  dii^eoted  their  attention  to  the 
important  subjeot  which  tiie  noble  Mar- 
quess had  brought  under  their  Lordships' 
notice,  and  Lord  Lyons  had  been  requested 
to  avail  himself  of  every  opportunity  of 
endeavouring  to  induce  the  French  Govern- 
ment  to  take  a  more  liberal  course  upon 
this  subject.  There  was,  however,  no 
treaty  to  bind  the  French  Government  to 
do  so,  and  we  must  continue  to  hope  that 
they  would  consider  the  subject  in  the 
liberal  spirit  in  which  they  negotiated  the 
oommeroial  treaty.    In  thepreeent  state 
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of  the  negotiations  it  wonld  not  be  desirable 
to  publish  the  Papers  which  the  noble 
Harquess  asked  for ;  but  he  might  reet 
assured  that  the  Goyemment  was  not  in- 
adtive  on  the  subject,  and  maintained  oom- 
munications  with  the  French  Government 
upon  it. 

LoED  TAUirrON  did  not  quite  agree 
with  the  noble  Marquess  in  the  way  he  had 
put  the  case.  No  doubt  we  had  no  direct 
treaty  claim  on  the  French  Goyemment  on 
the  subject ;  but  he  thought  we  had  a 
good  ground  of  appeal  to  them  under  the 
"most  favoured  nation  clause,''  which 
entitled  us  to  claim  that  we  should  be 
placed  on  an  equal  footing  with  the  most 
fayoured  nation;  and  we  were,  he  thought, 
under  that  entiUed  to  the  same  prifilegee 
that  had  been  conceded  to  Spain. 

Th£  MABaxTsss  OF  CLANBICAEDE 
offered  a  few  words  in  explanation,  and 
said  he  would  not  press  his  Motion. 

Motion  (by  Leaye  of  the  House)  wiih- 
draum. 

UNIVERSITr  ELECTIONS  (VOTING 

PAPERS)  BILL.— (No.  301.) 

(The  Lord  Clinton.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Lord  CLINTON,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time,  said  that 
its  only  object  was  to  extend  to  the  XJni- 
yersities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  the  same 
facilities  in  the  employment  of  yoting 
papers  at  elections  which  had  already  been 
granted  to  the  Scotch  Uniyersities  and  the 
London  University. 

Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
—{The  Lord  Clinton.) 

The  Eael  of  DERBY  said,  he  doubted 
the  propriety  of  the  relaxation  proposed. 
The  subject  of  yoting  papers  in  relation 
to  the  two  Universities  had  been  largely 
discussed  during  the  passage  of  the  Eng- 
lish Reform  Bill,  and  provisions  had  been 
inserted  by  which  two  checks  against  per- 
sonation were  retained — which  were  that 
the  voter  should  be  personally  known  to 
the  magistrate  in  whose  presence  the 
voting  paper  was  signed,  and  that  the 
voter  should  be  further  identified  by  the 
person  who  presented  his  proxy.  Now, 
he  understood  that  the  object  of  the  Bill 
was  to  do  away  with  the  second  security. 
Under  the  plan  now  proposed  it  was  quite 
clear  that  any  man  who  had  no  reason  to 
believe  the  oontrary  oould  solrannly  declare 


— although  he  had  no  knowledge  of  the 
voter — that  he  believed  the  voting  paper 
to  be  signed  by  him ;  and  this  seemed  to 
offer  facilities  to  agents  for  obtaining  voting 
papers  by  scores.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
this  was  one  of  those  checks  which  were 
necessary  on  the  voting  paper  system,  and 
therefore  he  thought  the  Bill  proposed  an 
experiment  of  a  doubtful  character.  Still, 
as  a  similar  method  had  been  adopted  in 
the  Scotch  Reform  Bill,  and  it  had  received 
the  sanction  of  JBLer  Majesty's  Government, 
he  would  not  oppose  the  second  reading  of 
this  measure. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDBRLEY 
said,  that  if  the  security  were  necessary 
it  ought  to  be  taken  in  the  Scotch  Bill. 

Lord  CLINTON  said,  the  Bill  put  the 
English  Universities  on  the  same  footing 
as  the  Scotch  Universities  were  left  by  the 
Scotch  Reform  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  EIMBERLEY  said,  the 
Act  by  which  voting  papers  were  intro- 
duced at  the  Oxford  and  Cambridge  Uni- 
versities was  applied  to  the  University  of 
London  by  the  Reform  Act  of  last  Ses* 
sion ;  but  it  was  thought  desirable  in  the 
latter  ease  to  relax  the  provision  which 
required  personal  knowledge  of  the  voter 
in  the  person  who  presented  the  voting 
paper.  The  circumstances  of  the  London 
University  were  materially  different  from 
those  of  the  other  Universities.  In  the 
latter  there  were  a  large  number  of  resident 
members  who  were  acquainted,  generally, 
with  the  members  of  the  constituent  body ; 
but  in  the  case  of  the  London  University 
there  was  no  such  resident  body,  and  the 
voters  were  scattered  all  over  the  country. 
If  in  their  case  the  same  restrictions  were 
imposed  as  existed  in  the  case  of  the  older 
Universities,  so  few  Members  of  the  Lon- 
don University  would  be  able  to  vote  that 
there  could  scarcely  be  said  to  be  a  fair 
representation  of  the  University.  It  was 
this  difficulty  with  respect  to  London  which 
was  really  the  cause  of  the  Bill  being  intro* 
duced  ;  and  then  it  was  represented  that 
to  avoid  distinction  the  other  Universities 
must  be  placed  upon  the  same  footing. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  It  is  de- 
sirable that  your  Lordships  should  exactly 
understand  the  position  in  which  this 
question  stands  with  reference  to  the 
Scotch  Bill.  In  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill, 
which  has  passed  the  House  of  Commons 
and  has  also  passed  your  Lordships' 
House,  you  have  already  provided  that 
the  Act  regulating  the  elections  for  the 
English  Universities  shall,  with  respect  to 
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Toting  papers,  be  applied  to  the  Scotch 
TJniversities  ;  but  with  this  exception — 

**  Except  BO  much  of  that  Act  as  requires  that 
the  person  delivering  the  voting  paper  shall  make 
attestation  of  his  personal  acquaintance  with  the 
voter." 

Tou  have  therefore  already  enacted  in  the 
Scotch  Bill  that  a  University  voting  paper 
may  be  handed  in  without  the  attestation 
of  the  person  handing  it  in  that  he  is 
personally  acquainted  with  the  voter.  I 
have  no  doubt  there  is  a  good  reason  for 
making  that  exception  in  the  case  of  the 
Scotch  Universities,  and  no  doubt  there 
is  equally  good  reason  for  extending  it  to 
the  case  of  the  London  University.  Then 
the  question  you  have  to  consider  is  this 
— if  you  make  exceptions  for  the  Scotch 
and  London  UniversitieSi  can  you  possibly 
maintain  different  regulations  for  Oxford 
and  Cambridge  ?  It  was  the  feeling  that 
that  could  not  be  done  which  led  to  the 
introduction  of  this  measure.  A  little 
misapprehension  has  arisen  with  regard 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  Scotch  Bill, 
which  at  first  sight  seems  connected  with 
this,  but  is  really  quite  different.  In  the 
Scotch  Reform  Bill  as  it  came  up  from  the 
other  House  there  was  in  the  Schedule  a 
form  of  attestation  to  be  signed  by  the 
magistrate  who  received  the  voting  paper, 
and  who  had  to  declare  that  he  was  per- 
sonally acquainted  with  the  voter,  who 
signed  it  in  his  presence.  Tour  Lordships 
struck  out  the  words  which  made  the 
magistrate  declare  his  personal  acquaint- 
ance with  the  voter,  and  the  words  so 
struck  out  have  been  re-inserted  by  the 
House  of  Commons.  With  that  Amend- 
ment your  Lordships  to-night  have  agreed ; 
but  this  is  quite  a  different  matter  from 
the  Bill,  which  will  apply  to  the  English 
Universities,  and  assimilate  them  to  the 
others. 

Thb  Duke  op  ARGYLL  said,  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  Scotch  Universities 
were  different  from  those  of  the  English 
Universities.  There  was  a  comparatively 
small  resident  body,  and  it  would  disfran- 
chise a  large  number  of  voters  if  they 
could  not  transfer  their  voting  papers 
except  to  personal  friends — a  restriction 
which,  it  seemed  to  him,  did  not  provide 
much  security  against  personation. 

Lord  EEDESDALE  approved  the  re- 
laxation on  the  ground  that  it  offered  a 
precedent  for  introducing  voting  papers 
generally.  He  did  not  see  why  any  voter, 
as  well  as  a  member  of  a  University, 
should  not  go  before  a  magistrate  who 
Z%0  Lord  CfhanpeUor 


knows  him,  and  fill  up  a  voting  paper, 
which  might  be  tendered  in  the  same  way 
as  a  graduate's  voting  paper. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
Tuesday  next. 

ARTIZANS*  AND   LABOURERS'  DWELL- 
INGS   BILL.— (No.  228.) 
{Tke  Lord  Chelnuford,) 
BBPOBT. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

LoBD  CHELMSFOED  said,  he  desired 
to  explain  to  their  Lordships  the  altera- 
tions which  had  been  introduced  into  the 
Bill  by  the  Select  Committee  to  which  it 
had  been  referred.  The  Members  of  the 
Committee  had  given  their  most  careful 
consideration  to  the  whole  subject,  and 
every  point  underwent  the  closest  and 
most  minute  examination,  no  alteration 
having  been  made  without  the  fullest  dis- 
cussion. But  although  the  Amendments 
which  had  been  introduced  had,  on  every 
occasion,  received  the  unanimous  approval 
of  the  Committee,  the  House  could  hardly 
be  expected  to  place  such  confidence  as  to 
take  upon  trust  all  the  alterations  which 
they  had  recommended.  The  changes 
proposed  were  certainly  very  considerable 
— and  indeed  the  features  of  the  Bill  were 
so  altered  that  on  its  returning  to  the  House 
of  Commons  it  would  be  hardly  recogniza- 
ble. Tbe  difficulty  of  devising  a  proper 
remedy  for  the  evils  against  which  this 
Bill  was  directed  could  only  be  properly 
estimated  by  those  who  had  closely  con- 
sidered the  subject  from  every  point  of 
view.  It  was  quite  clear,  however,  that 
no  Bill  could  be  of  any  avail  unless  it  were 
compulsory.  Permissive  Bills  had  been 
tried  and  had  signally  failed.  On  the 
whole  he  believed  the  Committee  had  suc- 
ceeded in  framing  a  measure  which  was 
sufficient  to  attain  the  end  in  view,  having 
a  due  regard  to  the  rights  of  property. 
The  first  subject  to  which  tbe  attention  of 
the  Committee  was  directed  was  the  Au- 
thority in  the  metropolis  to  which  the 
powers  of  the  Act  ought  to  be  intrusted. 
The  Local  Authority  proposed  by  the  Bill 
as  it  was  introduced  into  the  House  of 
Commons,  was  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works.  Petitions,  however,  had  been  pre- 
sented to  their  Lordships'  House  from  the 
vestries  of  many  of  the  great  parishes  in 
London,  compluning  of  that  arrangement. 
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Ab  the  BOl  oiiginallj  stood  most  important 
works  would  probaby  have  had  to  be 
undertaken  by  the  Board,  and  provision 
was  made  to  raise  the  sums  required  for 
such  works  by  means  of  a  local  rate.  It 
was  objected  to  this  arrangement  that  it 
would  be  a  very  hard  thing  to  make  per- 
sons residing  at  a  distance  from  the  place 
where  the  nuisance  existed  contribute  to  a 
rate  raised  for  a  purpose  in  which  apparently 
they  had  no  interest  at  all.  Now,  perhaps, 
on  principle  it  might  be  said  that  the  whole 
of  the  metropolis  was  interested  in  pre- 
yenting  disease  and  infection  in  any  part 
of  it ;  but  the  Committee  had  deemed  it 
right  to  alter  the  Bill,  so  as  to  obviate  the 
objection.  They  came  to  the  oondusion 
that,  under  all  l3ie  circumstances,  it  would 
be  better  to  impose  the  duty  of  carrying 
the  Act  into  execution  on  the  vestries  and 
district  Boards  in  the  metropolis,  as  being 
more  closely  and  immediately  interested 
in  the  matter  than  the  Board  of  Works. 
The  next  point  considered  by  the  Com- 
mittee was  as  to  the  appointment  of  the 
Medical  Officer — a  most  important  agent 
in  the  carrying  of  the  Bill  into  effect,  as 
on  his  report  all  the  subsequent  proceed- 
ings depended.  It  was  originally  proposed 
that  he  should  be  appoint^  by  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  ;  but  as  the  Local 
Authority  had  been  since  changed  it  was 
deemed  desirable  by  the  Committee  that 
the  vestries  and  district  Boards  should  not 
have  the  power  of  appointing  and  remov- 
ing the  Medical  Officer  without  some  check 
and  control.  The  Committee,  therefore, 
resolved  that  the  appointment  and  the  re- 
moval of  the  Medical  Officer  should  only 
be  made  with  the  sanction  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board.  The  next  point  the  Commit- 
tee had  to  consider  was  what  should  be 
done  in  oases  where  structural  alterations 
were  necessary.  As  the  Bill  stood  origi- 
ginally  it  was  provided  that  on  the  Local 
Authority  receiving  the  Eeport  of  ihe 
Medical  Officer  they  should  send  it  to 
their  Engineer  or  Surveyor,  whose  dut^ 
it  would  be  to  take  it  into  his  consi- 
deration, and  to  state  what  alterations 
would,  in  his  opinion,  be  necessary.  Now, 
the  Committee  thought  it  most  desirable 
that  the  Local  Authority  should  be  re- 
quired to  appoint  a  Surveyor  to  examine 
the  premises  after  the  Report  of  the 
Medical  Officer  had  been  sent  in,  and  to 
determine  and  report  whether  the  defects 
were  such  as  required  to  be  remedied  by 
structural  alterations,  or  whether  it  would 
be  necessary  that  ihe  premises,  or  any 
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part  of  them,  should  be  demolished.  The 
Bill  only  provided  for  the  sending  of  the 
Report  of  the  Medical  Officer  to  the  owner 
of  the  premises ;  but  the  Committee  had 
thought  it  right  that  the  latter  should  also 
receive  the  Report  of  the  Engineer  or 
Surveyor,  and  should  further  be  afforded 
an  opportunity  of  appearing  before  the 
Local  Authority  and  objecting  to  any  Or- 
der being  made.  In  the  original  Bill  no 
provision  was  made  to  meet  a  state  of 
things  which  was  very  likely  indeed  to 
arise— the  event  of  the  owner  of  the  pro- 
perty alleging  that  its  condition  did  not 
arise  from  any  default  on  his  part,  but  was 
owin^  to  some  defect  in  his  neighbour's 
premises,  or  some  drain  which  the  parish 
were  bound  to  keep  in  repair.  To  meet 
such  a  case  the  Committee  had  recom- 
mended if  the  Local  Authority  decided 
against  the  objection  the  party  aggrieved 
might  appeal  to  the  Quarter  Sessions 
against  the  decision,  giving  notice  to  the 
person  or  persons  whom  he  had  alleged  to 
be  in  default.  From  the  decision  of  the 
Quarter  Sessions  there  would  be  an  appeal 
to  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench.  Another 
point  of  very  material  importance,  in  which 
the  Committee  found  it  necessary  to  make 
oonsiderable  change  in  the  Bill,  was  this — 
As  the  Bill  stood  when  it  came  before  the 
Committee,  suppose  the  owner  should  not 
like  to  make  the  necessary  repairs  or  al- 
terations, power  was  given  to  the  Local 
Authority  to  either  shut  up  the  premises 
or  purchase  them,  and  provision  was  made 
in  the  Bill  as  to  t^e  amount  of  compensa- 
tion to  be  paid  to  the  owner,  and  for 
intrusting  to  a  building  society  the  works 
undertaken  by  the  LoceJ  Authority.  The 
Committee  deemed  it  objectionable  that 
the  Local  Authority  should  have  anything 
to  do  with  the  purchase  of  such  property. 
They  therefore  introduced  a  provision  to 
conmie  the  operations  of  the  Local  Au- 
thority to  either  such  demolition  or  such 
building  as  ought  to  be  done  by  the  owner, 
at  the  same  time  making  the  owner  re- 
sponsible for  the  cost  In  the  Bill  as  it 
originally  stood  there  was  no  provision 
giving  persons,  and  particnlarly  nominal 
owners,  the  expenses  of  such  improve- 
ments as  it  was  desirable  to  have  made. 
The  Committee  had,  however,  introduced 
a  clause  providing  that  when  alterations 
had  been  made  under  the  order  of  the 
Local  Authority,  and  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  superintending  Surveyor,  the  owner 
might  get  from  the  latter  a  certificate,  and 
pr^teeding  to  the  Local  Authority  might 
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obtain  a  ohafging  order  for  the  outlay  be 
had  made.  That  certificate  was  to  be  filed 
and  recorded  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  t 
and  that  having  been  done  the  owner  was 
to  have  a  charge  on  the  premises  of  6  per 
cent  on  the  outlay  for  thirty  years.  The 
Committee  had  also  provided  that  under 
similar  circumstances  the  Local  Authority 
might  proceed  to  the  Quarter  Sessions  with 
the  certificate  and  vouchers,  and  that  certi- 
ficate having  been  filed  the  Local  Authority 
should  have  a  charge,  by  way  of  mortgage 
on  the  premises,  for  the  outlay  which  had 
been  incurred.  He  believed  he  had  now 
put  their  Lordships  in  possession  of  the 
alterations  which  the  Committee  had  made 
in  the  Bill,  and  which  he  thought  had 
effiscted  very  great  improvement  in  it. 

Lord  PORTMAN  was  of  opinion  that 
the  Bill  had  been  very  materially  improved 
by  the  Belect  Committee,  and  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  who  had  just  ad- 
dressed the  House,  and  to  Lord  Westbury, 
their  Lordships  were  deeply  indebted  for 
the  care  and  pains  they  had  bestowed 
upon  it.  Under  the  guidance  of  those 
two  noble  and  learned  Lords  the  legal 
portions  of  the  clauses  had  been  carefully 
framed.  The  Bill  was  now  one  which 
might  be  made  to  work.  All  that  was 
unworkable  in  it  when  it  came  from  the 
Commons  had  been  struck  out.  If  they 
compared  the  Bill  as  it  stood  now  with 
the  Bill  as  it  left  the  Commons,  the  compa- 
rison would  satisfy  their  Lordships  that  it 
was  wise  to  examine  in  a  Select  Com- 
mittee Bills  coming  up  from  the  Commons, 
even  though  they  might  have  been  in 
the  House  of  Commons  more  Sessions  than 
one.  He  thought  it  was  right  to  have 
determined  to  prevent  vestries  from  pur- 
chasing house  property,  and  to  have  struck 
out  the  clauses  for  giving  powers  to  build- 
ing companies  to  speculate  through  the 
aid  of  vestries,  but  above  all  to  have 
given  to  the  vestry  the  powers  which  the 
House  of  Commons  had  proposed  to  give 
to  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works.  He 
believed  that  the  only  value  which  this 
Bill  possessed  over  the  Nuisance  Bemoval 
and  other  Acts  consisted  in  its  giving 
power  to  the  Local  Authority  to  demolish 
buildings  that  ought  to  be  removed. 

The  Eael  op  SHAFTESBURY  quite 
agreed  that  the  alterations  efiected  in  this 
Bill  by  the  Committee  were  good  ones, 
and  he  desired  to  express  his  thanks  to 
the  two  noble  and  learned  ex- Chancellors 
who  had  been  alluded  to  for  the  time  and 
attention  they  had  given  to  the  measure 
Lord  Oh^hni/ord 


in  the  Select  Committee.  He  felt  assured 
that  if  the  House  of  Commons  accepted 
the  Bill  it  would  produce  very  beneficial 
results.  What  had  been  done  with  it  in 
their  Lordships'  House  would  show  the 
country  that  their  Lordships  were  always 
ready  to  do  what  was  for  the  benefit  of 
the  working  classes. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

THE  VOLUNTEER  REVIEW  AT 
WINDSOR.— QUESTION. 

Eakl  spencer,  on  rising  to  put  a 
Question  to  the  Under  Secretary  for  War 
on  the  subject  of  certain  occurrences  in 
connection  with  the  reoent  Beview  at 
Windsor,  said  the  subject  was  one  of  great 
importance  to  the  Volunteers,  more  es- 
pecially just  now,  because  it  was  expeeted 
that  another  Yolunteer  Beview  would  be 
held  in  the  course  of  two  or  three  weeks. 
The  circumstances  of  the  case  which 
formed  the  subject  of  his  Question  were 
as  follows.  Her  Majesty  had  recently 
held  a  Beview  of  Volunteers  at  Windsor, 
At  that  Beview  there  was,  he  believed, 
a  larger  attendance  of  Volunteers  from  all 
parts  of  the  country  than  there  had  been 
on  any  previous  occasion  of  a  similar 
character.  The  Yolunteers  marched  past 
before  Her  Majesty,  and  afterwards  went 
through  some  manoeuvres  with  which  the 
illustrious  Duke  at  the  head  of  the  army 
had  found  himself  able  to  express  hu 
satisfaction.  But  that  satisfaction,  so 
gratifying  to  all  Volunteers,  had  been  very 
much  clouded,  in  consequence  of  some  cir- 
cumstances which  were  reported  to  have 
occurred  after  the  Befiew.  It  was  in  re- 
ference to  those  circumstances  he  wished 
to  say  a  few  words.  There  were  two 
routes  by  whieh  it  had  been  arranged  that 
the  Volunteers  were  to  return  from  the 
Beview — one  the  Great  Western  line,  from 
Windsor;  the  other  the  South  Western, 
from  Datchet.  He  believed  he  was  right 
in  saying  that  no  difficulty  had  been  ex- 
perienced on  the  part  of  those  who  returned 
by  the  former  route.  By  eleven  o'clock, 
he  believed,  there  was  not  a  Volunteer 
about  the  Windsor  Station  of  the  Great 
Western  line;  but  he  was  sorry  to  say 
that  a  very  different  state  .of  things  had 
been  experienced  at  the  Datchet  Station 
of  the  other  line.  A  noble  Friend  of  his 
(Lord  Elcho)  had  stated  in  ''another 
place"  that  he  and  his  Volunteers  were 
from  ten  o'clock  on  Saturday  evening  tiU 
two  o'clock  on  Sunday  morning  obliged 
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to  remain  by  the  banks  of  the  Thames 
before  they  con  Id  be  sent  away.    He  re- 
gretted to  think   that  the  circnmstance 
stated  by  his  noble  Friend  showed  what 
might  be  regarded  as  almost  a  breakdown 
in   the    railway    arrangements    between 
Datchet  and  London.    Ko  doubt,  on  the 
occasion  in  question  there  were  causes  of 
coufhsion.     He  should  refer  to  these ;  but 
he  hardly  thought  they  were  sufficient  to 
account  for  the  delay  which  actually  oc- 
curred in  the  conveyance  of  the  Volun- 
teers on  their  return  to  town.     He  there- 
fore wished  to  ask  his  noble  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  in  what 
manner  that  delay  was  really  to  be  ac- 
counted for  ?    He  did  not  know  whether 
there  had  been  anything  wrong  in    the 
arrangements  between  the  War  Office  and 
the  Volunteers ;    but  certainly   no  such 
occurrence  had  happened  on  the  occasion 
of  any  previous  Review  of  Volunteers.  He 
now  came  to  another  subject.    At  Datchet 
the  greatest  possible  confusion  existed  ;  a 
large  number  of  stragglers  from  different 
corps  were  wandering  about  without  offi- 
cers and  naturally  in  a  state  of  complete 
disorder.     He  was  sorry  to  say  that  still 
graver  charges  were  brought  against  them 
—they  were  accused  of  insulting  the  In- 
spector General  and  his  Staff,  and  com- 
mitting other  acts  of  insubordination.    He 
had  done  all  he  could  to  ascertain  the  facts 
with  accuracy,  and  he  believed,  as  far  as 
his  information  went,  it  was  correct.     It 
would  seem  that  the  disorder  commenced 
immediately  after  the  Review.  It  was  very 
natural  that  on  such  a  hot  day  the  Volun- 
teers should  fall  out  of  the  ranks  with  a 
view  of  getting  some  refreshment,  which 
they    very   much    needed;    but    having 
done  so,    they  ought  to  have  returned 
to    their    ranss,    and    this,    he    feared, 
they  had  failed  to  do.     But  further,  he 
believed,  some  regiments  left  the  ground 
without  any  order  whatever.     Now,  on 
this  point  the  regulations  issued  by  the 
War  Office  were  very  distinct.     Brigadiers 
commanding  upon  such    occasions  were 
directed  not  to  leave  their  command  till 
thev  had  seen  the  various   regiments  of 
which  it  was  composed,  so  to  speak,  em- 
barked in  the  railway  train.     But  if  a 
regiment  left  the  ground  without  any  order 
to  do  so,  it  was  clear  that  this  injunction 
could  not  be  carried  out.    Under  any  cir- 
cumstances, he  was  assured  it  would  have 
been  very  difficult  for  some  brigadiers  to 
carry  the  order  into  effect,  for  the  regi- 
ments under  their  command  were  so  ar- 


ranged that  they  had  to  go,  perhaps,  to 
three  or  four  different  places.  He  hoped 
his  noble  Friend  would  be  prepared  to  state 
that  in  future  arrangements  would  be  made 
which  would  obviate  any  such  inconveni- 
ence in  returning  by  the  trains,  and  at  the 
same  time  would  be  prepared  to  state 
whether  in  those  brigades  which  kept  to- 
gether there  were  any  corps  which  left 
the  ranks  in  opposition  to  the  orders  given. 
He  was  told  that,  among  those  who  re- 
turned by  way  of  Datchet  several  corps 
almost  raced  to  the  river  in  order  to  get 
first  to  the  pontoon-bridge,  and  some  of 
those  corps,  he  was  informed,  in  doing  so, 
were  left  almost  without  any  officers. 
Under  such  circumstances,  it  was  no  won- 
der that  disorder  should  have  been  occa- 
sioned. He  asked,  in  the  name  of  the 
Volunteers,  that  this  matter  should  be 
fully  investigated.  The  Volunteers  of  this 
country  were  proud,  notonly  of  performing 
their  manoeuvres  creditably,  but  of  being 
efficient  and  soldierlike  in  their  bearing 
whenever  they  were  under  arms.  And  he 
fully  believed  that  upon  this  occasion  the 
great  majority  of  the  regiments  did  behave 
in  a  soldierl^Le  manner.  Although  the 
circumstances  to  which  they  were  exposed 
were  very  trying,  and  although  their  pa- 
tience was  much  exhausted  by  the  delay, 
they  remained  steadily  under  arms,  en- 
deavouring to  assist  their  officers,  as  far 
as  possible,  to  stop  the  stragglers,  and  it 
was  only  due  to  them  that  their  services 
should  be  pointed  out  and  recognized.  He 
was  aware  that  inquiry  had  been  made  to 
some  extent  into  the  circumstances ;  and 
therefore  he  was  anxious  to  ascertain  from 
his  noble  Friend  the  nature  of  that  in- 
quiry. He  hoped  the  Government  would 
go  into  the  matter  ftilly  and  thoroughly  ; 
and  speaking  for  the  Volunteers  and  Uie 
country,  he  was  sure  that  whatever  might 
be  the  decision  of  the  authorities,  they 
would  be  supported  in  carrying  it  into 
effect  firmly,  and  even  sharply,  if  neces- 
sary. The  Question  he  had  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  was. 
Whether  any  inquiry  had  been  made  into 
the  causes  of  the  confusion  reported  to 
have  taken  place  at  Datohet  on  the  return 
of  the  Volunteers  from  the  Review  held 
by  Her  Majesty  at  Windsor ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  any  steps  had  been  taken  to  pre- 
vent the  recurrence  of  such  disorder  at 
future  Reviews  ? 

LoBD  TRURO  said,  he  thought  the 
Volunteers  must  feel  greatly  indebted  to 
the  noUe  Earl  (Earl  Spencer^  for   the 
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Qaestion  which  he  had  put  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's GoTemmenty  and  for  the  temperate 
manner  in  which  the  matter  had  been  dealt 
with.  It  was  quite  possible  that  under  a 
feeling  of  irritation  some  hasty  action  might 
have  been  taken,  for  the  offence  given  to  the 
Inspector  Oenezul  of  the  Reserve  Forces  wa^ 
one  which  had  rendered  the  whole  Volun- 
teer force  justly  indignant.  It  must,  how- 
ever, be  evident  that  in  organiiing  such 
a  force  as  was  hastily  got  together  at  Wind- 
sor, great  difficulties  necessarily  arose. 
The  War  Office  possibly  was  to  blame,  in 
some  respects,  for  the  want  of  arrange- 
ment which  was  observable  ;  but  it  should 
be  remembered  that  the  Inspector  Gene- 
ral was  comparatively  new  to  the  duties  of 
his  position,  and  had  a  great  deal  to  learn 
in  connection  with  the  Volunteer  force, 
although  during  the  period  which  he  had 
held  office  he  had  displayed  an  urbanity, 
kindness,  and  ability  calculated  to  exercise 
the  very  best  effects  upon  the  organization 
and  efficiency  of  the  force.  There  had 
been  an  error,  he  thought,  in  not  dividing 
more  equally  the  force  which  was  to  pro- 
ceed fit>m  either  railway  station;  and 
their  Lordships  also  might  possibly  enter- 
tain the  opinion  that  where  so  large  a 
body  of  country  and  metropolitan  Volun- 
teers were  brought  together  it  would  have 
been  advisable  to  keep  them  in  check  by 
a  larger  number  of  officers  of  the  regular 
service.  As  regarded  one  suggestion  which 
had  been  made  by  the  noble  Earl,  he  was 
in  a  position  to  give  practical  information 
upon  the  subject.  The  men  in  the  bri- 
gade which  he  had  the  honour  of  com- 
manding had  been  under  arms  from  four 
or  five  in  the  morning,  and  he  heard 
many  of  them  say  that  they  had  hardly 
broken  their  fast  during  the  day.  What 
happened  was  this  —  After  the  Review 
was  over  these  corps,  having  provided 
themselves  with  tents  and  commissariat  in 
different  parts  of  the  ground,  asked  to  be 
broken  off  for  a  period  of  not  less  than  an 
hour  in  order  to  recruit  themselves.  The 
difficulty  of  keeping  brigades  together  was 
shown  by  the  fact  that  the  brigade  which 
he  commanded  was  composed  of  corps 
coming  from  four  counties,  and  therefore 
being  unable  to  accompany  them  all  to 
their  respective  stations,  he  was  obliged  to 
break  up  the  brigade  upon  the  ground. 
It  was  obvious  that  the  difficulties  which 
were  experienced  could  not  be  attributed 
wholly,  or  even  mainly,  to  any  neglect  on 
the  part  of  the  authorities,  but  was  the 
natural  consequence  of  assembling  Volun- 
Lord  Truro 


teers  in  such  numbers  as  20,000  or 
80,000  men,  thereby  putting  a  great 
strain  upon  the  railway  service.  The 
present,  however,  was  not  the  time  for 
discussing  that  question;  but  he  hoped 
that  if  Volunteers  were  again  brought 
together  in  such  large  numbers  it  would 
not  be  without  the  valuable  assistance  of 
a  sufficient  number  of  officers  belonging  to 
the  regular  army. 

The  Eael  of  LONGFORD  said,  that 
the  case  mentioned  by  the  noble  Earl  was 
one  in  which  the  War  Office  would  have 
been  fully  justified  in  acting  with  some 
severity.  An  inquiry  had  been  directed 
with  regard  to  the  conduct  of  three  corps 
in  which  irregularities  had  been  specially 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  authorities.  It 
was  possible  that  more  than  three  corps 
might  have  been  properly  the  subjects  of 
inquiry ;  but  the  Secretary  of  State  Uiought 
that  the  case  would  be  sufficiently  met  by 
a  circular  addressed  to  the  Volunteers 
generally,  and  by  come  stringent  rules  to 
be  observed  upon  the  occasion  of  their  as- 
sembling in  large  bodies  hereafter.  In  the 
case  of  the  Windsor  Review  the  regula- 
tions were  quite  adequate  for  the  purpose, 
had  they  been  attended  to.  The  noble 
Earl  opposite  had  mentioned  some  of  them, 
relating  to  the  order  of  distribution  and 
the  order  of  march  upon  the  railway  sta- 
tions ;  these  regulations  were  such  as  had 
proved  successful  in  keeping  order  upon 
former  occasions ;  and  it  was  very  much  to 
be  regretted  that  the  conduct  of  a  portion 
of  the  Volunteer  force  had  tended  upon 
this  occasion  to  bring  discredit  upon  the 
body  at  large.  The  noble  Earl  asked  what 
had  been  the  cause  of  all  this  confusion. 
He  himself  had  mentioned  the  cause — a 
frequent  source  of  military  disorder — when 
he  used  the  word  "  straggling."  In  the 
old  wars  this  had  been  a  frequent  source 
of  military  disaster.  During  the  Penin- 
sular War  many  soldiers  had  been  hanged 
by  the  Provost  Marshal  for  crimes  which 
had  originated  in  "  straggling.''  In  fact, 
when  once  a  soldier  left  his  place  in  the 
ranks  without  permission  he  seemed  to  for- 
get all  laws,  human  and  divine,  and  gave 
himself  over  to  the  Devil  and  all  his  works. 
The  same  cause  to  which  the  executions  in 
the  Peninsula  were  traceable  was  the  be- 
ginning of  the  disorder  at  Windsor.  The 
noble  Earl  had  correctly  described  many  of 
the  irregularities  ;  but  even  before  the 
Review  commenced  there  were  many  men 
who  left  the  ranks  and  mixed  with  the 
spectators,  while  during  the  Review  there 
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were  many  more  who  qnitted  their  places, 
Bome  without  orders,  and  some  eicpressly 
contrary  to  orders.  He  had  heen  farther 
informed  that  there  were  many  men  who 
left  the  ranks  upon  the  march  from  the 
Bevlew  ground,  in  their  impatience  to 
reach  the  bridge  ;  and  thus  a  large  body 
of  stragglers  was  collected  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  riyer,  blocking  up  the  approaches 
to  the  bridge,  and  preyenting  those  corps 
from  crossing  which  had  retained  their 
formation.  The  blame  must  be  laid  in 
the  first  place  upon  eyery  individual  Vo- 
lunteer who  left  the  ranks  without  per- 
mission; next,  upon  those  officers  who 
did  not  keep  them  in  their  places;  and 
likewise,  according  to  reports  which  can- 
not be  doubted,  upon  those  officers  who 
did  not  remain  with  their  regiments.  There 
were  defects  in  the  railway  management 
which  of  course  contributed  to  the  delay ; 
though  it  is  obvious  that  if  all  had  re- 
mained in  the  ranks  the  delay  and  conse- 
quent disorder  would  not  have  been  any- 
thing like  the  discreditable  scene  which 
actually  occurred.  Hitherto  the  control 
of  the  Yolunteer  force  had  been  left  in  a 
great  degree— and  very  properly — to  the 
Yoluoteers  themselves.  But  he  might 
suggest  that  if,  instead  of  the  usual  com- 
plimentary notice  of  the  Review  an  Order 
were  issued  regimentally  stating  that  Pri- 
vate A,  B,  and  C  had  left  the  ranks,  and 
^iofthat  breach  of  discipline  were  dis- 
charged summarily  from  the  service,  under 
the  section  applicable  in  that  case,  the 
measure  would  have  a  better  effect  than 
any  official  answer  which  might  be  given 
by  the  Secretary  of  State.  It  was  sup- 
posed that  the  War  Office  could  prevent 
the  recurrence  of  such  disorderly  scenes. 
Undoubtedly,  if  there  was  reason  to  sup- 
pose that  such  disorders  would  be  repeated 
hereafter,  it  might  be  the  duty  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  consider  the  propriety 
of  advising  Her  Majesty  to  dissolve  the 
corps  ;  but  he  was  not  disposed  to  take  so 
extreme  a  course  on  account  of  one  defect. 
This  occurrence  would  show  to  all  ranks 
the  necessity  of  maintaining  exact  disci- 
pline under  all  circumstances,  and  how  a 
small  neglect  might  become  a  great  dis- 
order. And  the  Secretary  of  State  hoped — 
and  in  that  hope  he  entirely  concurred — 
that  the  same  spirit  which  had  produced 
and  maintained  the  Yolunteer  force  would 
induce  th&m  to  cultivate  and  observe  the 
military  virtues  of  steadiness  and  silence 
in  the  ranks,  and  of  patient  obedience  to 
orders,  without  which  the  Yolunteer  force 
YOL.  CXCUI,  [thzbd  sbbibs.] 


would  be  an  incumbrance  rather  than  a 
support  to  the  military  power  of  the 
country. 

The  Duxe  op  C  AMBBIDGE  :  My  Lords, 
although  individually  I  had  no  sort  of 
concern  in  the  arrangements  fortheBeview, 
yet  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  matter 
is  one  of  great  importance  in  a  military 
point  of  view.  I  think  that  everyone 
here  and  elsewhere  must  have  regretted 
that  anything  such  as  we  have  heard 
described  to-night  should  have  occurred  in 
Windsor  Park.  But  I  must  candidly  say 
that  I  had  not  the  least  idea  that  it  was  a 
growing  habit  on  the  part  of  the  Yolun- 
teers  to  fall  out  of  the  ranks  without  per- 
mission. There  can,  however,  be  no  doubt 
that  on  this  occasion  a  number  of  isolated 
men  were  straggling  about  with  arms  in 
their  hands,  which  showed  that  they  must 
have  gone  down  with  their  corps  to  this 
Review.  The  very  first  characteristic  of  a 
Yolunteer  force  is  to  be  ready  and  willing 
to  obey  orders,  and  stick  to  their  ranks 
as  long  as  their  regiment  is  under  arms. 
They  enter  freely,  they  come  of  their  own 
accord,  their  names  are  registered  at  their 
own  request,  and  there  is  no  sort  of  compul- 
sion. But  if  they  agree  to  appear  they  are 
bound  to  be  orderly,  and  from  the  moment 
they  enter  the  ranks  of  their  corps  to  the 
moment  when  they  are  either  dismissed  or 
have  permission  from  their  commanding 
officer  to  leave  the  ranks,  they  are  bound 
to  remain  exactly  in  the  same  way  as  any 
soldier  in  the  army.  If  that  rule  is  strictly 
obeyed,  as  it  ought  to  be,  no  sort  of  irregu- 
larity such  as  that  complained  of  can 
possibly  happen.  I  was  not  present,  but 
I  believe  the  whole  arose  from  that  laxity 
of  discipline  in  leaving  the  ranks  which  is 
so  serious  a  drawback  to  the  efficiency  of 
the  Yolunteer  force  that  I  cannot  point  out 
too  strongly  that  such  laxity  should  not  be 
tolerated  for  a  moment.  All  Yolunteer 
officers  ought  to  agree  that  if  any  Yolun- 
teer leaves  the  ran^s  without  permission, 
or  without  some  good  reason,  he  should  be 
struck  off  the  rolls  of  the  regiment.  If 
that  were  carried  out  in  all  cases  straggling 
would  be  put  an  end  to.  I  have  been  told, 
but  I  cannot  vouch  for  the  fact,  that  it  is 
the  custom  for  many  officers  to  leave  the 
ranks  the  moment  a  review  is  over.  If 
there  is  a  moment  when  it  is  important 
that  the  officers  should  rem  ain  in  the  ranks 
it  is  after  a  review  is  over.  It  is  far  more 
important  that  they  should  remain  in  the 
ranks  after  the  review  than  before  it,  for  it 
is  much  easier  to  get  the  men  to  the  review 
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than  to  get  them  away.  There  are  always 
a  number  of  strangers  and  sightseers  who 
mix  with  the  troops,  and  it  is  just  then 
that  the  officers  are  wanted.     It  should  be 
laid  down  as  a  rule  that  no  officer  should 
leave  the  ranks  unless  with  the  sanction  of 
the  commandingofflcer;  but  this  permission 
should  be  extremely  rare,  and  should  not 
be  given  without  some  good  and  sufficient 
reason.     I  sincerely  concur  in  the  opinion 
that  the  Staff  of  the  army  ought  to  be  called 
upon  to  assist  on  these  occasions  more  than 
it  has  hitherto  done.     I  do  not  think  this 
is  necessary  on  ordinary  occasions  ;  but 
when  you  have  25,000  men  under  review 
the  case  is  very  different.     It  is  desirable 
that  the  Staff  should  go  with  the  Volun- 
teers to  the  place  of  debarkation  on  the 
railroad,  where  their  services  are  far  more 
necessary  even  than  on  the  field.     I  un- 
derstand, with  respect  to  the  railway  ar- 
rangements, that  the  trains  were  not  to  be 
filled  by  the  Yolunteers  as  they  arrived, 
but  that  each  corps  was  to  be  carried  on 
separately  by  its  own  train.     The  result 
would  naturally  be  that  the  troops  belong- 
ing to  that  train  would  possibly  be  the 
last  regiment  on  the  line  of  march,  and 
would  have  to  pass  along  narrow  lanes 
through  the  other  troops  while  the  train 
was  waiting  their  arrival,  and  stopped  the 
way.     Of  all  the  extraordinary  arrange- 
ments I  have  ever   heard  of  that  is  the 
strangest.   Each  train  ought  to  have  taken 
the  first  body  of  men  that  came  ;  but  to 
say  that  one  particular  train  was  to  be  kept 
waiting  till  a  particular  regiment  arrived, 
which  might,  perhaps,  be  at  a  distance  of 
about  a  mile  and  a  half,  was  so  preposte- 
rous that  I  hope  we  shall  never  hear  of 
such  a  thing  again.     I  regret  that  such  an 
event  should  have  occurred,  but  I  am  not 
sorry  that  your  Lordships*  attention  has 
been  called  to  it,  and  to  the  important  sub- 
ject of  the  movement  of  troops.  I  think  the 
railways  ought  to  adapt  themselves  to  the 
requirements  of  the  military  service,  and 
what  has  occurred  ought  to  hie  a  good  lesson 
to  them  as  well  as  to  us  to  consider  how 
large  bodies  of  troops  can  be  easily  and 
rapidly  moved  from  one  place  to  another. 
I  am  glad  that  there  is  to  be  an  inquiry ; 
but  I  feel  that  great  excuses  may  be  made 
for  the  Volunteers,  and  I  trust  the  result 
will  be  to  prove  that  they  v®  ready  to 
correct  little  errors,  and  that  the  railway 
authorities  will  assist  the  "War  Office  in 
making  such  arrangements  for  the  future 
as  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  such  de* 
•>lorable  irregularities. 

The  Duke  of  Cmibri^e 


Eabl  DE  grey  Aim  RIPON  said,  it 
was  very  desirable  that  what  had  occurred 
at  the  Windsor  Review  should  be  fully 
discussed  and  inquired  into,  and  that  the 
Government  should  show  every  disposition 
to  bring  the  facts  to  light.     The  practice 
of  straggling  among  the  Volunteers  was 
very  objectionable,  and  likely  to  lead  to 
the  greatest  confusion.    The  law  had  pro- 
vided very  effectual  means  for  repressing 
disorders  that  might  occur  in  the  field  ; 
because,  although  there  was  no  military 
discipline  capable  of  being  exercised  with 
regard  to  the  Volunteers  in  time  of  peace, 
yet  the  lair  provided  that  the  command- 
ing officer  should    have    the    power    of 
placing  under  arrest  any  officers  or  men 
who  might  misconduct  themselves.     He 
did   not   know  whether   this  regulation 
had  ever  been  put  in  force ;  but  it  afforded 
an  effectual  means  of  striking  at   such 
irregularities.     He  trusted  that  when  the 
Government  had  investigated  the  matter 
they  would  not  hesitate  to  take  such  steps 
as  might  appear  necessary  to  prevent  the 
recurrence  of   evils  of  this   description. 
There  was  no  want  of  power  if  they  chose 
to  exercise  it.     With   regard  to  errors 
committed  by  officers  in   charge  of  bri- 
gades, there  was  the  simple  method  of  not 
intrusting  brigades  again  to   any   officer 
who  had  proved  himself  unfit.     In  case  of 
more  serious  delinquency,  the  Secretary 
of  State  could  advise  Her  Majesty  to  de- 
prive the  officer  misbehaving  of  his  com- 
mission, and  in  still   more  serious  cases 
there  was  the  power,  which  it  was  once 
his  painful  duty  to  exercise,  of  disbanding 
a  corps.     He  could  conceive  nothing  more 
unjust  than  to   blame  the  whole  of  the 
force  for  what  occurred  on  this  occasion  ; 
but  with   respect  to  any  individuals  or 
corps  that  were  to  blame,  he  hoped  there 
would  be  no  hesitation  in  exercising  the 
authority  possessed  by  the  Government. 
He  was  bound  to  say  that  the  Volunteers 
were  placed  in  a  trying  position,  for  he 
believed  there  was  no  doubt  that  while 
the  Great  Western  Railway  did  its  duty 
well  the   South   Western  performed   its 
duty  very  ill,  and  that  no  disorders  had 
been  spoken  of  in  respect  to  troops  taken 
away   by  the  former  line.     The  blame 
must  be  fairly  shared  between  the  Volun- 
teers and  the   railway;   and  it  must  be 
admitted  that  when  men  who  had   left 
London,  or  a  more  distant  place,  at  a  very 
early  hour,   with  defective  commissariat 
arrangements,  were  kept  waiting  many 
hours  after  a  long  and  fatiguing  day  by 
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tbe  misoonduot  of  the  railway  company,  it 
was  very  initatiBg  and  would  try  the 
temper  of  any  body  of  men.  He  wonld 
Baggest  that  in  future  the  War  Office 
should  so  arrange  the  brigades  as  to  put 
together  those  which  were  to  arrive  and 
return  by  the  same  route,  and  so  that  the 
orders  to  brigadiers  to  remain  with  their 
brigades  until  they  returned  might  be 
capable  of  being  strictly  carried  out. 
When  such  arrangements  were  made  the 
"War  Office  could  insist  on  the  orders  being 
strictly  obeyed.  He  believed  great  good 
would  result  from  this  discussion,  and  he 
hoped  the  public,  bearing  in  mind  that 
the  number  of  corps  affected  was  not 
really  very  large,  would  not  hastily  and 
unjustly  conclude  that  more  than  a  tem- 
porary slur  had  been  cast  upon  Jbhe  Volun- 
teer force. 

Viscount  HARDIKGE  said,  bethought 
the  officers  should  be  made  responsible 
for  the  good  conduct  of  their  men.  It 
must  be  remembered  that  they  had  the 
power  of  dismissing  men  on  the  spot,  and 
he  once  saw  that  power  exercised.  He 
was  in  command  of  his  regiment  at  a 
county  review,  and  some  men  in  a  parti- 
cular corps  refused  to  be  told  off  for  the 
purpose  of  having  their  files  equalized. 
The  captain  of  the  company  at  once  struck 
off  the  roll  every  man  who  Lad  so  refused, 
and  their  rifles  were  taken  away,  and  the 
result  was  that  at  the  close  of  the  review 
they  said  they  were  very  much  ashamed 
of  the  disgrace  they  had  brought  on  their 
corps,  and  begged  to  be  re-attested.  Now, 
if  Volunteer  officers  gave  strict  warning 
to  their  battalions  that  stragglers  would 
be  thus  summarily  dealt  with,  the  evil,  he 
believed,  would  be  checked.  Volunteer 
officers  did  not  sufficiently  understand  the 
powers  vested  in  them;  but  if  those  powers 
were  explained,  and  if  an  appeal  were 
made  to  the  public  spirit  of  the  men,  there 
would  be  no  recurrence  of  the  scenes  so 
muoh  complained  of.  He  was  glad  to 
learn  that  the  straggling  and  want  of  dis- 
cipline were  confined  to  four  or  five  regi- 
ments. The  whole  force  ought  not  to  be 
blamed  for  the  misconduct  of  a  small  por- 
tion of  it. 

Eari.  GRANVILLE  remarked  that  the 
evil  of  straggling,  whether  on  the  part  of 
officers  or  men,  was  obvious  even  to  a 
civilian ;  but  if  it  were  true  that  some  of 
the  Volunteers  had  started  at  4  a.m.,  and 
had  been  kept  twelve  or  fifteen  hours 
without  food,  the  temptation  to  straggle 
in  such  a  locality  as  Windsor  must  have 


been  enormous.  Some  regulations,  it  ap- 
peared to  him,  should  be  made  to  prevent 
the  men  from  suffering  from  starvation. 

VisooxTifT  MELVILLE  said,  that  the 
hissing  and  hooting  to  which  General 
Lindsay  was  exposed  on  his  placing  men 
to  guard  the  pontoon  bridge  and  prevent 
confusion  was  most  unjustifiable.  The  mis- 
management of  the  railway  company  was  no 
justification  for  such  conduct  towards  a 
distinguished  officer.  There  was  a  regular 
and  military  way  in  which  complaints 
against  the  railway  should  have  been  re- 
presented. It  had  been  stated  that  the 
officers  did  not  pay  sufficient  attention  to 
their  duties,  and  he  feared  they  were  the 
weakest  part  of  the  force.  If  there  was 
some  regulation  by  which  they  underwent 
an  examination,  or  otherwise  proved  their 
efficiency,  irregularities  of  this  kind  would 
not  occur.  He  would  suggest  that  the 
Secretary  for  War  should  issue  an  order 
pointing  out  what  the  consequences  would 
be  if  such  scenes  ever  occurred  again. 

Thb  Easl  of  LONGFOEJ)  said,  there 
was  no  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  War 
Office  to  limit  the  inquiry  to  three  corps 
if  a  more  comprehensive  investigation  was 
required  ;  but  in  the  confusion  which  oc- 
curred only  three  had  been  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 


Hudson's  bat  cohpant  bill  [h.l.] 
A  Bill  for  enabling  Her  Majesty  to  accept  a 
Surrender  upon  Terms  of  the  Lands,  Privileges, 
and  Rights  of  "  The  QoT^mor  and  Companx  of 
Adyentorers  of  England  trading  into  Iludson's 
Bay/'  and  for  admitting  the  same  into  the 
Dominion  of  Canada  —  Was  preiented  by  The 
Duke  of  BuoxiNOHAM  and  Chandos  ;  read  1*. 
(No.  244.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Seven  o'clock, 
till  To-morrow,  TweWe  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
IHday,  July  10,  1868. 

MINUTES.J— Supply— (J(»«t<fer^<i  in  Committee 

— ResdiUtonM  [July  9]  reported, 
PuBUC     Bills  —  ReiotuHons   in    Committee — 

Danube  Works  Loan. 
Ordered^D&nuhe  Works  Loan*  ;  Militia  Pay*  ; 

Drainage  and  ImproTement  of  Lands  (Ireland) 

Supplemental  (No.  3)*;  Saint  Mary  Somerset's 

Church,  London.* 
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Firtt  Reading -^Wma,  Pay*;  Dwrabe  Workf 
Loan  *  [227]  ;  Saint  Marj  Somenet't  Chvreh, 
London*  [228];  Drainage  and  Impforement 
of  Lands  (Ireland)  Snpplemental  (No.  3)* 
[229]. 

Second  Readina — ^Tithe  Commntation,  Ao.  AeU 
Amendment*  [218];  Pnblie Departments  Paj- 
menU*  [212];  Vaocination  (Ireland)  •  [217]; 
Liquidation*  [220]. 

Committee  —  Land  Drainage  ProTidonal  Order 
Confirmation  *  [223] ;  Tain  ProTisional  Order 
Confirmation  *  [224] ;  Election  Petitions  and 
Corrupt  Practioes  at  Elections  (re-eomm.) 
[63]— Bjp. ;  Coort  of  Sessions  (Scotland)  (re- 
eofnm.)*  [214];  General  Police  and  Improre- 
ment  (Scotland)  Act  Amendment*  [206] ;  New 
Zealand  Assembly's  Powers*  [216];  Sanitary 
Act  (1866)  Amendment*  [222];  Sale  of 
Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Act  Amendment* 
[181]— R^. 

Report  —  Land  Drainage  ProTisional  Order  Con- 
firmation *  [223]  ;  Tain  ProTisional  Order  Con- 
firmation *  [224]  ;  Conrt  of  Session  (Scotland) 
(re-eomm.)*  [214];  General  Police  and  Im- 
proTcroent  (Scotland)  Act  Amendment*  [206- 
226]  ;  New  Zealand  Assembly's  Powers  *  [216] ; 
Sanitary  Act  (1866)  Amendment*  [222]. 

Contidered  <u  amended — Larceny  and  Elmbenle- 
ment*[157]. 

Third  Reading  —  Land  Drainage  ProTisional 
Order  Confirmation  *  [223]  ;  Tain  ProTisional 
Order  Confirmation  *  [224] ;  Colonial  Go-  < 
Tcmors'  Pensions  Act  Amendment  *  [202]  ; 
Promissory  Oaths  *  [113]  ;  Larceny  and  Em- 
beszlement*  [I57i  tad  poised. 

The  Home  met  at  Two  of  the  oloek. 

POOR  RATE  ASSESSMENT. 
QUESnOH. 

Mr.  white  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
Government  to  bring  in  a  Bill  this  or 
next  Session  to  gife  effect  to  the  Eecom- 
mendatiooB  agreed  to  bj  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  a  majority  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Poor  Rate  Assessment — 
namely,  that  so  much  of  any  Public  or 
Local  Act  as  permits  composition  for  Rates 
in  other  than  Parliamentary  Boroughs 
should  be  repealed,  and  that  all  Local  Rates 
should  be  merged  into  one  (Consolidated) 
Rate,  to  be  assessed  and  collected  together, 
•0  as  to  make  the  future  Parliamentary 
Franchise  for  Boroughs  dependent  upon 
the  payment  of  all  or  any  Local  Rate  other 
than  the  Poor  Rate,  as  is  now  the  statu- 
tory qualification  by  the  Reform  Act  of 
1867  f 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  was  scarcely  in  a  position,  so 
recently  after  the  Committee  had  made 
their  Report,  to  gi?e  any  intimation  as  to 
what  the  intentions  of  the  Gofemment 
might  be  on  that  subject.     For  himself 


personally,  howerer,  as  a  Member  of  that 
Committee,  he  could  state  that  he  con- 
curred in  the  recommendation  that  all 
those  rates  should  be  combined  and  should 
be  collected  by  instalments  as  the  beet 
mode  of  procedure.  But  how  the  plan 
should  be  carried  out  must  be  a  matter  for 
future  consideration. 

BATTLE  OF  K0NI6RATZ. 
QUEsnoir. 

Me.  OTWAT  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  SecreUry  of  Sute  for  War.  Whether 
he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  any 
Reports  or  Extracts  from  Reports  made  by 
our  Military  Attaches  at  Vienna  and  Berlin, 
relating  to  the  quantity  of  ammunition  used 
by  the  armies  in  Bohemia  in  the  campaign 
of  1866,  afld  especially  of  the  number  of 
rounds  per  gun  fired  at  the  battle  of 
Eonigratz  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON,  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  had  made  inquiries  in  the 
Department  that  morning  with  the  Tiew  of 
answering  the  Question  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member,  and  he  found  that  they 
had  no  statements  of  that  nature  which  he 
could  lay  on  the  table  with  any  confidence 
in  their  possessing  official  authority.  The 
subject  was,  indeed,  mentioned  by  the 
military  correspondents  in  some  of  their 
letters,  but  he  was  told  there  were  no 
documents  in  the  Office  which  could  be 
presented  to  the  House  as  affording  autho- 
ritatife  information  which  they  could  rely 
upon. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS  ARRANGEMENTS. 
QUEBTIOK. 

Mr.  HEADLAM  said,  he  would  b^  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther the  GoTemment  will  undertake  that 
the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
House  of  Commous  Arrangements  shall  bo 
carefully  considered  during  the  Recess,  so 
that  pro? ision  according  to  the  fiews  of  the 
GoTemment  may  be  made  in  the  Estimates 
for  next  year  } 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  thai 
though  the  Question  was  addressed  to  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  it  might  be 
desirable,  he  apprehended,  for  him  to  giro 
an  answer.  During  the  Recess  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gofernment  would  giTO  their  moat 
careful  consideration,  not  only  to  the  Re- 
port of  the  Committee  OTcr  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  presided,  but  also 
to  the  Report  which  he  understood  from 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
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SoscommoQ  (Colonel  Frenob)  was  to  be 
presented  by  the  Kitchen  Committee,  witb 
the  yiew  of  proposing  sach  alterations  as 
night  be  deemed  necessarj  in  the  next 
Session  of  Parliament. 


ELECTION    PETITIONS   AND   CORRUPT 

PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS  {re- 

commiUed)  BILL— [Bill  68.] 

{Mr,  Chaneelhr  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Secretary 
Oathome  Hardy,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote) 

ooiiMiTTEE.     \^Progtes$f  %th  July.] 

Bill  eoniidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clanses  10, 11, 12,  and  13,  struck  out. 

Clause  14  (Mode  of  Trial  of  Election 
Petitions). 

Mb.  DISRAELI  mo?ed,  in  page  6, 
line  12,  after  the  word  ''Act/'  to  insert  a 
olaose  consisting  of  nine  sections  regulating 
the  mode  of  trial  of  Election  Petitions, 
embodying  the  decision  arri? ed  at  on  Mon- 
day last  on  the  Motion^of  Mr.  Ayrton  as  to 
the  mode  of  trying  Election  Petitions. 

First  Section  read^  as  follows :  — 
"  1.  The  trial  of  OTery  Election  Petition  •hall 
I  condaeted  before  a  paiine  judge  of  one  of  Her 
fajetty'i  Superior  Courts  of  Common  Law  at 
Westminster,  to  be  selected  from  a  rota  to  be 
formed  as  herein-after  mentioned." 

Mr.  MONSELL  said,  that  the  Bill  ought 
to  apply  to  Ireland  as  well  as  to  England, 
and  for  the  purpose  of  raising  the  question 
he  begged  to  move  that  the  words  '*or 
Dublin"  be  inserted  after  the  word  ''West- 
minster." It  was  perfectly  obfious  that 
there  should  be  the  same  law  on  the  sub- 
ject for  England  and  Ireland. 

Sib  ROBERT  ANSTRQTHER  said, 
he  was  desirous   that  the  Bill  would  be 


/  made  to  apply  to  Scotland  also.  Election 
'  Petitions  were  very  rare  in  that  country, 
;  but  be  thought  it  would  be  well  to  provide 
(     for  the  contingency. 

Mb.  OOLDNE Y  obserfed  that  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Amendment  would  necessitate 
an  alteration  of  the  whole  framework  of  the 
Bill/ 

Sm  ROBERT  COLLIER  said,  he  took 
the  same  view.  If  the  Amendment  were 
carried,  it  would  be  almost  impossible  to 
pass  the  Bill  in  the  present  Session,  for  it 
would  have  to  be  sent  back  to  the  drafts- 
man to  be  re-cast.  A  better  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding would  be  to  have  separate  short 
Bills  for  Scotland  and  Ireland. 


^-e.,  BUI  1002 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  he  had  no  objec- 
tion to  the  principle  of  the  Amendment, 
if  Irish  Members  on  both  sides  were  satis- 
fied that  the  fulfilment  of  those   duties 
could  be  intrusted  to  Irish  Judges,  who, 
he  thought,  would  require  no  addition  to 
their  staff  for  the  purpose.      Supposing* 
that   they  legislated  for  Ireland  on  this 
point,  they  must  also  legislate  for  Scot- 
land, and  he  was  of  opinion  that  it  would 
not  be  necessary  to   increase   the   num- 
ber of  the   Scotch  Judges  for  the  fulfil- 
ment of  such  duties.      But  he  feared  that 
in  adopting  the  Amendment  the  Committee 
would  be  embarking  on  a  sea  of  troubles, 
and  would  not  be  able  to  go  on  with  the 
Bill  as  at  present  framed,  and,  therefore,  i 
if  they  legislated  for  Ireland  and  Scotland,  1 
they  must  do  so^  he  apprehended,  by  sepa-  \ 
rate  measures.      Howefer,  after  the  Bill  \ 
as  it  stood  was  considered  in  Committee,  ' 
it  might  be  found  possible  to  introduce  a 
clause  in  respect  to  Ireland  and  Scotland, 
and  the  Government  would  consider  that 
point. 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  wished  to 
know  distinctly  whether,  if  the  present 
Bill  passed,  the  Government  would  intro- 
duce similar  measures  for  Ireland  and 
Scotland?  If  they  did  not,  the  result  would 
be  that  as  regards  those  countries  the  trial 
of  Election  Petitions  would  still  be  con- 
ducted by  a  tribunal  which  the  House  de- 
clared to  be  incompetent  in  reference  to 
England.  And  yet  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown) 
might,  perhaps,  say  in  the  end  that  the 
function  of  trying  Election  Petitions  could 
not  be  entrusted  to  a  single  Irish  Judge, 
who  might  have  been,  before  his  elevation 
to  the  Bench,  noted  for  being  of  a  different 
party  complexion  from  the  man  whose  seat 
he  had  to  decide  on. 

Mb.  SCHREIBER  said,  that  the  Irish) 
Bench  was  composed  of  men  who  in  many; 
instances  had  been  Members  of  that  House, ' 
and  had  discharged  their  duties  on  Election  \ 
Committees  with  impartiality,  and  was  it    ) 
to  be  supposed  that  on  being  made  Judges 
they  become  incapable  of  properly  discharg- 
ing the  same  functions  ?    On  the  contrary, 
hon.  Members,  when  transferred    to   the 
Bench,  lost  their  politics.      Mr.  Whiteside 
was  a  strong  partisan  when  in  that  House, 
but,  by  the  consent  of  all  men  in  Ireland, 
he  was  declared  to  be  a  conscientious  and 
impartial  Judge. 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
said,  he  thought  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman   (the  First  Lord  of  the 
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Treaiury)  was  perfectlj  fair  and  tatisfae- 
tory. 

Mb.  MONSELL  bM,  the  auamption 
was  that  thii  Bill  would  be  a  ^pood  meaftore 
as  agaiDtt  oorrnption.  Now,  in  some  of 
the  Irish  boroughs  oorruptioo  had  pre- 
vailed to  a  Tory  great  extent.  He  desired 
the  same  legislatioo  should  extend  to  the 
whole  kingdom.  He  did  not  want  to 
impede  the  Bill.  If  the  right  hoo.  Qen- 
tleman  would  gi?e  a  pledge  that  if  this 
Bill  passed  for  England  he  would  introduce 
another  Bill  for  Ireland  and  Scotland,  he 
would  be  satisfied.  He  did  not  care  how 
the  thing  was  done ;  all  he  wanted  was  a 
distinct  understanding  that  the  same  legis- 
lation should  be  applied  to  the  three  king- 
doms. 

Mb.  roebuck  said,  he  did  not  think 
this  was  dealing  fairly  and  honourably  by 
the  right  hoo.  Oentleman  (the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury),  who  had  distinctly  stated 
what  he  should  do.  It  was  childish  to  go 
oil  as  they  were  doing.  The  real  object 
was  to  obstruct  the  Bill. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  be  misunderstood.     He  had  not  said  he 
would  proceed  by  separate  legislation  for 
Ireland  and  Scotland,  but  he  did  pledge 
himself  to  this-* that  when  this  Bill  was 
carried  through  they  might  introduce  some 
clause   that  might  apply  to  Ireland  and 
Scotland.     So  far  he  would  pledge  himself. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
I  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie)  said  first  that 
1  it  was  impossible  to  apply  this  legislation 
I  to  Ireland;  and,   second,  that  he    would 
inever  consent  to  this  legislation  for  Eng- 
jland  unless  it  should  be  applied  to  Ireland. 
jWiiat  was  the    inevitable  inference  from 
}the  two  propositions  but  that  the  attempt 
to  apply  it  to  Ireland  was  a  side-wind  at- 
tack on  the  Bill  itself  f 

I       Amendment,  by  leave,  nnthdraum. 

]  Mb.  AYRTON  said,  he  objected  to  the 
I  whole  scheme  of  the  rota.  The  Govern- 
^  ment  in  this  clause  seemed  to  lose  sight  of 
the  fact  that  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to 
meet  two  entirely  different  classes  of  cases. 
The  first  embraced  Election  Petitions  that 
would  result  from  the  General  Election, 
and  the  second  the  more  casual  Election 
Petitions  arising  during  the  continuance  of 
Parliament.  There  was  no  real  resem- 
blance between  those  two  classes  of  cases. 
The  Petitions  arising  out  of  the  General 
Election  would  all  be  presented  and 
brought  into  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas 
on  the  same  day  or  within  a  week.  Of 
Mr.  KnatohbuU-Eugmm 


these  there  might  be  forty ;  the  oaaual 
Election  Petitions  did  not  exceed  two  in 
the  course  oi  a  six  months'  Session.  Now, 
they  were  attempting  to  deal  by  the  same 
machinery  with    both   sets   of  Petitions. 
They  proposed  to  select    three  Judges, 
and  if  they  thought  they  were  not  suffici- 
ent to  deal  with  the  number  of  Petitioos 
within  a  convenient  time,  to  appoint  new 
Judges  to  the  Courts  at  Westminster,  the 
reason  of  whose  appointment  would  expire 
whenever  these   forty  Election    Petitions 
were  disposed  of.     Was  that  a  reasonable 
mode  of  treating  the  question  f  There  was  a 
defect  in  the  clause  which  should  at  once 
be  remedied.  They  left  it  to  the  Judges  to 
say  what  time  was  reasonable — whether 
one  or   two   months — within    which    the 
Petitions  should  be  determined,  whereas 
they  ought  to  insist  on  a  guarantee  that 
the  Petitions  presented  should  be  deter- 
mined within  a  reasonable  time.  He  would 
suggest  an  arrangement  under  which  all 
difficulties  would  vanish.      The  Election 
would  be  about  the  beginning  of  the  No- 
vember term.      Petitions    would    not    be 
presented  within  forty  days  after  the  Elec- 
tion, or  forty-fife  days  when  the  recog- 
nisances  were  questioned.      That  would 
bring  them  to  the  middle  of  December, 
when  the  Judges  were  about  to  go  all  over 
the  country  to  hold  their  winter  criminal 
assize.     Why,  then,  should  they  not  avail 
themselves    of   this    arrangement    which 
Providence  placed  in  thei^  way,  when  the 
Judges  and  the  Bar  were  in  the  country » 
to  dispose  of  these  Petitions  ?     They  were 
entitled  to  have  an  effort  made  at  that 
time  for  the  trial  of  the  Petitions,  and,  if 
necessary,   that  other  business  should  be 
postponed.      The    rota    would    interpose 
unnecessary  difficulties  in  the  way  of  the 
accomplishment  of  their  object.     But,  to 
go  further,  it  was  extremely  inconvenient 
that  three   particular  Judges   should   be 
selected  to  discharge  this  duty.     It  would 
be   much  better   for  the    whole    of   the 
Judges  to  meet  together  when  the  Election 
Petition  list  was  complete  and  decide  how 
they  should  all  distribute  themseUes  about 
the  country  for  the  purpose  of  trying  these 
Petitions,  just  in  the  same  way  as  ^hey 
distributed  themselves  at  the  spring,  sum- 
mer, and  the  winter  assizes.     Of  course, 
if  it  were  thought   desirable,  the  Chief 
Justices  of  the  three  Common  Law  Courts  ^ 
could  remain  in  London.     It  was  absurd  N 
to  appoint  a  rota  of  three  Judges  to  try    \ 
casual  Petitions,  of  which  only  two  or  three    I 
might  be  presented   in  the  course  of  a    / 
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iwelfemoBth.  Another  objeoiioii  to  the 
rota  was  that  the  particular  Judge  whose 
tyro  it  wae  to  try  an  Election  Fetation 
might  he  particularly  required  to  discharge 
some  of  the  ordinary  business  of  tlie  Courts 
just  at  the  time  he  was  taken  away  to  try 
the  Petition.  It  would  be  far  better  to 
place  in  the  hands  of  the  Judges  the  power 
to  determine  which  of  their  number  should 
try  any  particular  Election  Petition.  He 
hoped  that  the  OoTernment  would  consent 
to  the  omission  of  the  words  relating  to 
the  rota.  He  begged  to  move  to  leare  out 
the  words  **  to  be  selected  from  a  rota  to 
be  formed  as  hereinafter  mentioned." 
Th£  solicitor  general  said,  he 
«  failed  to  see  any  practical  objection  in  the 
speech  of  the  hoa.  and  learned  Member  to  the 
proposal  that  theJudges  should  elect  three  of 
their  number  to  try  Election  Petitions.  The 
word  '*  rota''  was  well  known  to  the  Judges, 
because  they  attended  by  "  rota"  to  try 
prisoners  at  the  Old  Bailey.  The  *'  rota  " 
for  Election  Petitions  was  ordinarily  to 
consist  of  three  Judges,  but  in  case  of  a 
General  Election  power  was  to  be  given 
to  appoint  other  Judges.  When  the  hoo. 
and  learned  Member  proposed  that  all  the 
Judges  should  be  Jiable  to  discharge  this 
particular  duty,  did  he  mean  that  they  were 
all  to  have  an  increase  of  £500  per  annum 
in  their  incomes?  The  hen.  and  learned 
Member  could  not  have  attended  the  Bar 
very  lately,  or  be  would  scarcely  have 
stated  that  all  the  Judges  went  the  winter 
eircuit.  The  fact  was  that  but  few  of  them 
went  the  circuit.  Did  the  hen.  Member  seri- 
ously propose  that  a  Judge  should  '*  turn 
to  *'  and  try  first  a  prisoner  and  then  an 
Election  Petition  alternately?  The  idea  was 
perfectly  preposterous.  The  hon.  Member 
had  further  said  that  the  Bar  went  the 
winter  circuit,  but  he  must  have  forgotten 

Ithat  only  the  junior  portion  of  the  Bar, 
who  were  just  beginning  to  learn  their 
profession,  went  that  circuit.  He  hoped 
that  the  words  the  hon.  Member  proposed 
to  omit  would  be  retained. 

Mb.  Serjsakt  GASELEE  said,  he  was 
greatly  surprised  by  the  flippancy  of  the 
observations  of  the  Solicitor  General  upon 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton).  In 
his  (Mr.  Serjeant  Gaselee's)  opinion,  the 
Judges  to  try  these  Petitions  should  bo 
selected  by  ballot,  and  not  by  rota.  As 
he  understood,  the  selected  Judges  were 
to  be  on  the  rota  for  the  whole  year,  or 
how  would  they  get  the  extra  £500  ?  He 
had  no  objection  to  an  increase  in  the 


palaries  of  the  Judges  generally,  &s  he 
thought  they  were  underpaid ;  but  be  ob- 
jected to  this  £500  a  year  being  paid 
ihem  as  a  sort  of  bribe  to  induce  them  to 
undertake  the  duty.  He  saw  no  reason 
why  a  Judge  should  not  try  a  prisoner  one 
day  and  an  Election  Petition  the  next, 
in  the  same  way  as  a  Judge  on  Circuit 
tried  a  prisoner  one  day  and  a  civil  cause 
the  next.  He  objected,  in  the  first  place, 
ito  the  Judges  being  appointed  to  try  Elec- 
tion Petitions  by  rota  ;  secondly,  to  those 
Judges  being  appointed  for  a  year  ;  and, 
thirdly,  to  its  being  known  beforehand 
which  of  the  Judges  would  have  to  try  the 
case.  He  should  support  the  Amendment 
on  the  ground  that  it  would  carry  out  more 
fully  the  original  plan,  which  unquestion-  | 
ably  agreed  with  the  opinion  of  the  ma-  \ 
jority  of  the  House — namely,  that  the  | 
Judges  trying  Election  Petitions  should  | 
occupy  the  position  more  of  Jurors  than  i 
of  Judges. 

Mr.  SANDFORD  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  an  objection  to  the  appointment 
by  rota  of  the  Judges  to  try  the  Election 
Petitions,  which  had  apparently  escaped  the 
learned  Solicitor  General  ;  which  was  that 
each  of  three  Judges  might  have  to  try  ten 
or  twelve  of  these  Petitions,  instead  of  the 
whole  of  the  Judges  dividing  the  responBi- 
bility  of  deciding  these  cases  among  them. 
He  thought  they  were  running  a  risk  of 
placing  the  Judges  in  a  very  invidious 
position.  The  greatest  lawyer  in  tho 
House  had  pointed  out  in  a  previous  debate 
that  one  Judge  might  be  more  or  less  ob- 
jected to  than  another,  but  here  they  were 
to  have  the  same  Judges  over  and  over 
again.  He  wished  to  know  why  these  three 
Judges  should  have  £500  per  annum  more 
that  the  rest  of  the  Judges  for  deciding  a 
few  of  these  cases  once  in  every  six  years 
— because  it  was  impossible  to  take  the 
casual  Petitions  into  consideration.  Was 
the  £500  intended  as  an  equivalent  for 
travelling  expenses  ?  He  hoped  that  there 
would  be  some  further  explanation  of  the 
matter  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  MONK  said,  it  would  be  more  satis-    t 
factory  if  instead  of  appointing  a  rota  of    | 
three  Judges  the  whole  of  the  Judges  were    < 
to  take  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions  in    t 
torn.      He  wished  to  direct  the  attention 
of  the  Comniittee  to  the  fact  that  the  £500 
a  year  which  was  to  be  paid  to  the  Judges 
appointed  for  the  purpose  of  trying  Peti- 
tions was  intended  by  way  of  extra  salary 
and   not  in  lieu   of  expenses,    which,  by 
another  provision*  were  to  be  defrayed  ont 
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of  the  Treasury.  He  certainly  could  not 
see  any  reason  for  paying  an  additional 
•S500  a  year  to  the  three  Judges  to  he  ap- 
pointed for  the  trial  of  these  Petitions. 

Sir  ROBERT  COLLIER  said,  that  the 
proposal  to  select  Judges  from  a  rota  was 
in  accordance  with  the  plan  adopted  at  the 
trial  of  criminals  at  the  Old  Bailey.  In 
the  course  of  three  or  four  years  all  the 
Judges  went  through  that  work.  They 
ought  to  trust  the  Judges  and  consult  their 
\  oonyenience.  He  heiieved  that  the  pro- 
\po8al  made  hy  the  Government  would  he 
\i1ie  most  convenient  for  the  Judges,  for  the 
Bar  and  also  for  the  public. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  would  beg  to 
remind  the  Committee  that  they  were  not 
I  now  discussing  the  question  of  an  addi- 
/  tional  £500  a  year  being  given  to   the 
n  Judges  appointed  for   the  trial   of  these 
\Petition8.     The  question  before  the  Com- 
piittee  was  as  to  the  selection  from  a  rota, 
land  it  would  be  better  perhaps  if  the  Com- 
miittee  adhered  to  the  plan  usually  followed, 
'and  to  discuss  only  that  portion  of  the 
measure  which  was  immediately  under  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  M.  chambers  said,  he  thought 
it  would  be  better  to  permit  the  appoint- 
ment of  as  many  Puisne  Judges  as  the 
pressure  of  Election  Petitions  might  re- 
quire, instead  of  determining  at  once  on 
]    the  selection  of  a  certain  number  for  a  rota. 

I        Amendment  negatit>ed. 

Mr.  BOUYERIE  said,  he  wished  to  re- 
mind the  House  that  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
of  England  had  written  a  letter  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment upon  this  subject.  That  letter  con- 
tained the  following  passages  : — 

"  In  conformity  with  your  wishes,  I  have  con- 
sulted the  Judges,  and  I  am  charged  by  them,  one 
and  all,  to  convey  to  you  their  strong  and  nnani- 
mous  feeling  of  insuperable  repugnance  to  baying 
these  new  and  objectionable  duties  thrust  npon 
them.  We  are  unanimously  of  opinion  that  the 
inevitable  consequence  of  putting  Judges  to  try 
Election  Petitions  will  be  to  lower  and  degrade 
the  Judicial  office,  and  to  destroy,  or,  at  all  events, 
materially  impair  the  confidence  of  the  public  in 
the  thorough  impartiality  and  inflexible  integrity 
of  the  Judges  when,  in  the  course  of  their  ordinary 
duties,  political  matters  come  incidentally  before 
them.  .  .  i  I  have  only,  in  conclusion,  to  protest 
in  the  name  of  all  the  Judges  and  my  own,  most 
earnestly  and  emphatically,  against  the  proposed 
scheme,  as  one  which,  besides  being  unconstitu- 
tional and  unjust  towards  the  Judges,  is  calculated 
to  degrade  the  character  of  the  Bench,  to  impair 
the  oonftdenoe  and  esteem  now  happily  enter- 
tained for  the  Judges,  as  well  as  their  influence 
and  utility,  and  most  seriously  to  interfere  with 
the  administration  of  justice." 
Mr.  Monk 


He  now  desired  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown 
whether  he  had  had  any  fresh  communica- 
tion with  the  Judges,  and  whether  as  the 
scheme  now  proposed  to  the  Committee 
>  was  practically  the  same  as  that  of  which 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice  had  written  so 
strongly,  he  had  received  any  retraction 
of  the  opinions  which  he  had  just  read,  or 
whether,  indeed,  the  fact  was  that  the 
scheme,  in  its  present  form,  had  ne?er  been 
submitted  to  the  Judges  at  all  ? 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  I  will  observe  only 
that  the  opinion  referred  to  was  expressed 
a  considerable  time  ago,  and  that  it  is 
now  generally  admitted  that  time  influences 
even  unanimous  opinions.  That  opinion 
was,  moreover,  expressed  at  a  harsh  period 
of  the  year,  when  people  are  not  sanguine 
in  their  temperament.  I  have,  therefore, 
every  hope  that  her  Majesty's  Judges  will 
now  take  a  larger  and  more  eipansiye 
view  of  the  circumstances  of  the  ease  and 
of  their  duties  ;  and  if  the  House  will  but 
agree  to  the  Bill  we  have  introduced,  Her 
Majesty's  Judges  will,  I  have  little  doubt, 
carry  out  its  provisions  to  the  utmost  of 
their  ability. 

Mb.  BOUYERIE  :  I  must  remark  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  ans- 
wered my  Question. 

Mb.  ALLEN  pointed  out  that  practi* 
cally  the  House  was  saying  to  every  one 
of  its  Members,  including  the  Attorney 
General  and  all  Members  of  the  Bar 
among  them,  that  they  were  incompetent 
to  try  an  Election  Petition  as  long  as  they 
were  Members  of  the  House,  but  that  as 
soon  as  any  learned  Member  was  raised 
to  the  Bench  he  immediately  became  en- 
dowed with  superior  ability. 

Sib  FRANCIS  GOLDSMID  said,  it 
must  not  be  lost  sight  of  that  they  were 
giving  the  Judges  power  to  provide  one 
of  their  number  with  an  extra  £500  a 
year.  Ho  presumed  there  would  be  some 
sort  of  canvassing  among  the  Judges  for 
the  post,  though  he  did  not  suppose  they 
would  issue  election  addresses.  He  could 
not,  therefore,  refrain  from  expressing  a 
hope  that  the  House  would  not  hereafter 
hear  of  Election  Petitions  against  the 
Judges  themselves. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  said,  he  thought  the 
Committee  ought  to  consider  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  placed  in  considerable  diffi* 
culty  in  this  matter,  and  that  they  deserved 
credit  for  touching  this  question  at  all.  He 
looked  upon  the  Bill  as  an  experiment, 
and,  although  he  did  not  approve  all  ita 
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^proYiiions,  be  would  vote  for  it,  because  it 
would  enable  tbe  House  to  escape  from 
one  of  tbe  very  worst  systems  witb  wbioh 

[it  bad  ever  been  hampered.  But  an  un- 
necessarj  diflSoultj  had  been  imported  into 
tbe  scheme  in  tbe  shape  of  the  £500  a 
year  proposal.  He  recommended  the  6o- 
yemment  to  get  rid  of  that  proposal,  and 
ill  would  go  smoothly.  There  was  no 
necessity  for  it ;  the  work  of  the  Judges 
would  be  made  much  lighter  by  the  Bill, 
ind  they  could  arrange  for  this  extra  work 
Among  themselves  as   they  arranged  for 

/for  the  transaction  of  all  other  business ; 

'  tbe  Judges  would,  at  the  same  time,  be 
rid  of  the  odium  which  might  possibly  at- 
tach to  their  voting  £500  a  year  to  one  of 
their  number.  No  doubt  tbe  increase  of 
pay  would  induce  the  Bench  to  look  with 
more  favour  on  the  Bill ;  but  the  House 
had  but  one  duty  before  it,  and  that  was 
to  put  an  end  to  bribery.  His  own  opinion 
was  that  a  Judge  going  down  to  a  boroueh 
would  strike  terror  into  the  hearts  of  the 
corrupt,  and  do  great  things  for  enforcing 
purity  of  elections. 

Mr.  KOEBUGE  said,  he  thought  that 
tbe  question  before  the  Committee  should 
be  decided  before  other  matters  were  dis- 
cussed. 

Question,  *'  That  Section  1  stand  part  of 
the  proposed  Amendment,  **put,  and  agreed 

rto. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  last  Amendment,  to  add  the 
words  "  2.  The  members  of  each  of  the  Courts  of 
Queen's  Bench,  Common  Pleas,  and  Exchequer, 
shall,  on  or  before  the  first  day  of  Michaelmas 
Term  in  every  year  select,  by  a  majority  of  votes, 
one  of  the  puisne  judges  of  such  Court,  not  being 
a  Member  of  the  House  of  Lords,  to  be  placed  on 
the  rota  for  the  trhd  of  Election  Petitions  during 
the  ensuing  year.^^M*.  DUraeli.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  added.'' 

Mr.  AYRTON  moved  an  Amendment, 
providing  that  the  Judges  should  meet 
from  time  to  time  to  arrange  among  them- 
selves for  tbe  trial  of  all  Election  Petitions 
within  two  months  after  issue  should  have 
been  joined.  He  proposed  to  supplement 
this  by  moving  that,  instead  of  paying  the 
Judges  appointed  an  extra  salary,  they 
should  have  a  certain  allowance  on  ac- 
count of  expenses  for  each  Petition  tried, 
in  the  same  way  as  was  formerly  done  in 
the  matter  of  Assise.  He  saw  no  just 
ground  for  giving  additional  salary,  be- 
cause the  Judge  engaged  in  the  country  on 


an  Election  Petition  would  be  secure  from 
work  in  town,  so  that  he  would  not,  in  con-  i 
sequence  of  being  elected  Bribery  Judge, 
be  saddled  with  extra  work.  The  object  1 
of  his  present  Amendment  was  to  limit  as 
much  as  possible  tbe  time  occupied  in  the 
trial  of  Petitions. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro* 
posed  Amendment, 

By  leaving  out  from  the  word  **  Exchequer,"  to 
the  end  of  the  said  proposed  Amendment,  in  order 
to  add  the  words  "  shall  meet  together  from  time 
to  time  to  arrange  amongst  themselves  a  rota  for 
the  trial  of  all  Election  Petitions  within  two 
months  after  the  same  shall  be  at  issue," — (^Mr, 
Ayrton,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

The  solicitor  general  said,  the 
Amendment  divided  itself  into  two  parts. 
First,  tbe  Judges  were  to  meet  on  receipt 
of  a  Petition,  and  arrange  who  should  try 
it;  secondly,  tbe  trial  was  to  terminate 
within  two  months.  The  first  point  was 
practically  decided  on  the  last  section r 
when  the  House  decided  there  should  be 
a  rota ;  and  as  to  the  second,  he  had  to 
say  only  that  a  proposal  to  legislate  that  a 
trial  should  be  completed  within  two  months 
had  never  before  been  entertained  in  any 
civilized  country. 

Lord  HENLEY  said,  he  preferred  tbe 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton). 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  understood  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  to 
intend,  not  that  all  the  trials  should  be 
completed  within  two  months,  but  that 
they  should  be  commenced  within  that 
period. 

Mr.  ayrton  said,  his  proposition  was 
that  they  should  fix  a  term  for  the  com- 
mencement of  the  trial.  If  two  months 
were  too  short  they  could  alter  the  period, 
or  insert  the  words — well  known  to  the 
law — **  within  a  reasonable  time." 

Question  put,  "  That  tbe  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  said 
proposed  Amendment.'' 

Tbe  Committee  divided  :—AjeB  148; 
Noes  83 :  Majority  65. 

Then  the  following  Sections  of  the  pro- 
posed Amendment  read,  and  agreed  to, 

"  8.  If  in  anj  case  the  Members  of  the  said 
Court  are  eqaally  divided  in  their  choice  of  a 

Joisne  judge  to  be  placed  on  the  rota,  the  Ohlef 
Qstioe  of  such  Oourt  (including  under  that  ex- 
pression the  Gbief  Baron  of  the  Exchequer), 
shall  have  a  second  or  casting  vote. 
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"i.  Anj  jadge  plmood  on  the  rota  shall  be  re- 
eligible  in  the  succeeding  or  anj  subsequent 
year. 

**  6,  In  the  event  of  the  death  or  illness  of  any 
judge  for  the  time  being  on  the  rota,  or  his  ioability 
to  act  for  any  reasonable  cause,  the  Court  to  which 
be  belongs  shall  fill  up  the  yacancy  by  placing  on 
the  rota  another  puisne  judge  of  the  same  Court. 

**  6.  The  judges  for  the  time  being  oo  the  rota 
shall,  according  to  their  seniority,  respectively 
try  the  Election  Petitions  standing  for  trial  under 
this  Act  unless  they  otherwise  agree  among  them- 
selves, in  which  case  the  trial  of  each  Election 
Petition  shall  be  taken  in  manner  provided  by 
such  agreement." 

Section  7, 

*<  Where  it  appears  to  one  of  fler  Mi^esty's 
Principal  Secretaries  of  State,  upon  a  certMcate 
under  the  hands  of  the  ludges  on  the  rota,  after 
due  consideration  of  the  list  of  Petitions  un- 
der this  Act  for  the  time  being  at  issue,  that 
the  trial  of  such  Election  Petitions  will  be  incon- 
veniently delayed  unless  an  additional  judge  or 
judges  be  appointed  to  assist  the  judges  on  the 
rota,  each  of  the  said  Courts  (Uiat  is  to  say) 
the  Court  of  Exchequer,  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas,  and  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  in  the  order 
named,  shall,  on  and  according  to  the  requisition 
of  such  Secretary  o(  State,  appoint  one  of  the 
puisne  judges  of  the  Court  to  try  Election  Peti- 
tions for  the  ensuing  year  ;  and  any  judge  so  ap- 
pointed shall,  during  that  year,  be  deemed  to  be 
on  the  rota  for  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions — " 

read. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  he  wiahed  ta  call 
attention  to  the  way  in  which  the  aeotion 
was  framed.  Its  effect  would  be  to  pot 
Election  Petitions  under  the  control  of  an 
Officer  of  the  Crown.  Any  Secretary  of 
State  was  to  ba?e  power  to  regulate  the 
trial  of  Election  Petitions.  In  certain 
cases,  if  there  was  no  interference  by  any 
such  officer,  the  Petition  could  not  be  tried. 
If  hon.  Members  accepted  everything  that 
was  proposed  to  be  put  into  the  Bill  be- 
cause it  was  called  a  Bill  for  the  Preven- 
tion of  Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections, 
they  would  deserve  to  be  compared  to 
those  animals  who  swallow  bait  which, 
though  smeared  with  something  safoury, 
contains  poison.  In  his  opinion,  the  inter- 
position of  a  Secretary  of  State  was 
[  wholly  unnecessary,  and  the  natural  course 
of  proceedings  would  be  to  leave  the  mat- 
ter in  the  hands  of  the  Chief  Justice,  who 
could  ask  the  members  of  his  Court  to 
make  proper  arrangements.  He  proposed 
as  an  Amendment  to  leafe  out  the  words 
*'  one  of  Her  Majesty's  principal  Secreta* 
ries  of  State/'  in  order  to  insert  the  words 
••  Chief  Justice  of  the  Court." 

Mr.  roebuck  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  better  still  that  the  matter  should 
be  left  in  the  hands  of  the  Judges  on  th« 


rota,  and  suggested  that  the  words  "  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Court"  should  be  struck 
out  of  the  Amendment. 

Words  '«  Chief  Justice  of  the  Court ' 
struck  out :  Amendment  omended  by  the  ^ 
ineeittOQ  of  other  words. 

Section,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Section  8. 

**  Her  Mijestj  may,  in  manner  heretofore  in  \ 
use,  appoint  an  additional  puisne  judge  to  each  of 
the  Courts  of  Queen's  Bench,  the  Common  Fleas, 
and  the  Exchequer ;  but  no  iudge  appointed  in 
pursuance  of  or  after  the  passing  of  this  Act  shall 
be  placed  on  the  rota  for  the  trial  of  Election 
Petitions  until  the  expiration  of  two  years  from 
the  date  of  his  appointment*-" 

read. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  that  the  proviso  in     \ 
this  section  was  a  most  unhappy  one.     It     j 
was  proposed  to  enact  that  Judges  should     / 
sit  in  the  Superior  Courts  with  the  stigma   / 
of  Parliament   upon   them,  to  the  effect  / 
that  they  could  not  be  trusted  to  do  some  j 
of  their  duties.     Anything  more  offensive  I 
to  a  Judge  it  was  difficult  to  conceive.     It  / 
seemed  that  they  were  to  have  two  years  ( 
of  purification  ;  but  he  (Mr.  Ayrton)  never 
before  heard  of  any  system  of  purification 
which  extended  over  so  long  a  period  as 
two    years.     In    converting    a  wretched 
Hindoo  into  a  Brahmin  it  was  only  neces- 
sary that  he  should  be  steeped  in  a  jar  of 
oil  for  nine  days,  and  at  the  end  of  that 
period  he  came  forth  a  Brahmin.     Surely 
some  shorter  mode  of  purifying  a  Judge 
n.ight  be  found  ;  but,   in  his  opinion,  it 
would  be  better  to  leave  out  the  latter  part 
of  the  seotioa  altogether,  and  be  therefore 
moved  to  omit  the  proviso. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  had  no  objec-  1 
tion  to  omit  the  words  objected  to. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  said,  that  the  danger 
which  it  was  intended  to  guard  against  was 
that  of  having  partisans  acting  as  Judges. 
A  Gentleman  who  had  taken  part  in  the 
heated  conflicts  of  that  House  might  be 
transplanted  to  the  Bench,  and  might,  but 
fmr  some  such  provision  as  this  be  at  once 
engaged  in  trying  Election  Petitions.  Whe- 
ther be  had  to  try  the  case  of  an  opponent 
or  that  of  a  political  friend  the  result  was 
sure  to  be  that  there  would  be  a  charge 
of  partiality  brought  against  the  Bench. 
The  principle  of  ^e  Bill  was  that  such  a 
man  was  to  be  distrusted  as  one  of  a  Com- 
mittee ;  but  the  moment  he  got  upon  the 
Bench  he  was  to  have  full  confidence 
placed  in  him. 

Kb.   ROEBUCK  ti^geafeed  that    the 
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right  boQ.  Gentleman  had  better  mofe  that 
no  Member  of  Parliament  should  be  made 
^  A  Judge. 

Proviso  iiruek  out. 

Section,  as  amended,  ti^reed  to. 

Section  9, 

"  The  expression  '*  the  Court "  shall,  for  the 
purposes  of  this  Act,  mean  the  Oourt  of  Common 
Pleas,  and  sueh  Court  shall,  subject  to  the  proTi- 
■ions  of  this  Aot,  hare  the  same  powers,  jurisdio- 
tion,  and  authority  with  reference  to  an  £leotioD 
Petition  and  the  proceedings  thereon  as  it  would 
hare  if  sueh  Petition  were  an  ordinary  oause 
within  their  jurisdiction —  " 

read. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  they  had  now  ar- 
rived at  that  part  of  the  Bill  which  pro- 
vided that  the  Petition  should  be  tried  not 
before  the  Judge,  but  by  the  Judge  with- 
out the  assistance  of  a  jury.     It  was  pro- 
posed that  he  should  not  only  without  the 
intervention  of  a  jury  determine  questions 
of  fact,  but  also  decide  questions  of  law 
affecting  the  seat  of  a  Member,  his  capacity 
to  sit  in  Parliament  for  seven  years,  and 
the  qualifications  of  electors.     This  was 
an  enormous  power  to  give   to  a  single 
Judge.     If  an  act  of  corruption  was  to  be 
tried,    involving    a    comparatively    small 
punishment,  the  question  of  fact  most  be 
decided  by  a  jury  ;  but  where  the  act  of 
bribery  was  to  nffect  the  validity  of   the 
Election  and  deprive  a  Member  of  his  seat, 
the  Judge  alone  was  to  determine  it.     Ii^ 
fact,  the  person  tried  for  bribery — it  might 
be  in  the  same  Court,  if  not  at  the  same 
sitting — might  be  acquitted  by  the  jury,  so 
that  there  would  be  an  absolute  reversal  of 
the  decision  of  the  Judge  by  the  verdict  of 
the  jury.     That  was  a  very  unfortunate 
position  in  which  to  place  a  Judge.  Would 
it  be  competent  in  such  a  case  to  sue  out  a 
pardon  from  the  Crown  against  the  deci* 
siou  of  a  Judge  in  these  circumstances  ? 
Looking  at  the  penal  oonsequenoes  of  a 
conviction  under   these  petitions,  it  was 
necessary  that  the  case  should  be  tried,  as 
in  other  criminal  oases,  by  a  jury.     The 
consciences  of  twelve  men  afforded  a  better 
guarantee  for  impartiality  than  that  of  a 
single  Judge  did.     If  the  Committee  as- 
sented to  the  proposition  that  all  matters 
of  fact  were  to  be  tried  by  a  jury,  it  would 
be  easy  enough  to  adopt  a  course  which 
would  secure  a  jury  whose  minds  were  un- 
biassed with  reference  to  the  matter  under 
inquiry.  He  begged  to  move  as  an  Amend- 
ment, to  leave  out  all  the  words  in  the 
clause  after  the  word  "  tried  "  in  line  15, 
for  the  purpose  of  inserting  the   words 


"  by  a  jury  to  be  selected  as  hereinafter  f 
provided."  If  that  Amendment  were ! 
adopted,  all  matters  of  law  relating  to  [ 
these  Election  Petitions  would  be  tried  by/ 
a  Judge,  while  all  questions  of  fact  would  \ 
be  decided  by  a  Jury  of  the  people  of  this 
country. 

Mb.  ROEBUCK  pointed  out  a  more 
convenient  method  by  which  the  questions 
before  the  Committee  could  be  put,  and 
concluded  by  observing  that  in  the  multi- 
tude of  words  there  was  not  much  wisdom. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN  said,  possibly  the 
course  proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Roebuck)  was 
a  mor«  convenient  one  than  that  which 
had  been  taken.  Still  the  hon  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  had  a 
right  to  put  his  Amendment  in  the  way 
he  had  done. 

Sm  ROBERT  COLLIER  said,  it  was 
utterly  impossible  that  the  scheme  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton)  could  be 
carried  out  practically.  A  jury  might 
decide  one  or  two  issues  of  fact  easily 
enough;  but  it  was  too  much  to  expect 
them  to  come  to  a  unanimous  decision 
upon  questions  of  the  complicated  charac- 
ter that  were  sure  to  arise  at  the  trial  of 
Election  Petitions,  where  they  would  have 
to  agree  upon  not  one,  but  perhaps  twenty 
issues  of  fact.  The  result  would  be  that 
in  every  case  the  jury  would  have  to  be 
discharged  without  giving  a  verdict. 

Amendment  negatwed.  j 

Mb.  OOLDNEY  moved  in  line  22,  after 
"  Petition,"  to  insert,  **  in  which  Corrupt 
Practices  are  charged  or  alleged  shall." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
that  these  words  would  confine  the  trial 
on  the  spot  to  cases  in  which  corrupt  prac- 
tices were  charged  ;  but  he  thought  that 
in  other  cases  —  for  instance,  in  the  case 
of  a  scrutioy — there  should  be  a  local  pro- 
ceeding. I 

Amendment  withdrawn,  | 

Mb.  ayrton  said,  he  would  beg  to 
move  an  Amendment  binding  the  Judges 
in  their  procedure  to  respect  the  decisions 
and  judgments  of  the  House.  The  inqui- 
ries of  Election  Committees  were  various 
in  tlieir  character,  and  there  was  only  one 
way  by  which  proper  relations  between  the 
House  and  the  new  tribunal  could  be  pre- 
served, and  that  was  that  the  authority  of 
the  House  should  be  fully  recognized,  and 
that  the  new  tribunal  should  be  guided  in 
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eTerything  thej  did  by  the  oourae  followed 
by  the  House,  whether  that  course  were 
right  or  wrong.  It  was  quite  clear  that 
unless  they  did  that  there  would  at  no 
very  distant  date  be  a  continual  conflict 
between  the  House  and  the  Court  they 
were  now  setting  up. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Glaute,  to  add  the  words 
'*  ProTided  always,  That  no  court  or  judge  shall 
call  in  questioc,  or  suffer  to  be  called  iu  question, 
in  anj  proceedings  under  this  Act,  any  resolution 
or  order  of  the  Bouse  of  Commons  touching  the 
privileges  of  the  House,  or  of  any  Member  thereof, 
or  the  duties  of  any  returning  officer,  or  of  any 
ofBcer  of  the  House  of  Commons  ;  and  a  printed 
copy  of  the  Journals  of  the  House,  or  of  any  such 
resolution  or  order  printed  by  the  printer  of  the 
House,  shall  be  sufficient  evidence  thereof;  and 
such  order  or  resolution  shall  be  binding  and  con- 
clusive on  such  court  or  judge,  and  all  parties  ap- 
pearing in  any  such  proceedings."— (Jfi^.  Ayrtan.) 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  objected 
|to  the  Amendment,  because  he  regarded  it 
;as  unnecessary,  and  feared  that  it  would 
be  dangerous.     Indeed,  he  looked  upon  it 
/as  the  last  effort  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
[  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets (Mr.  Ayrton)  to  retain  the  jurisdiction 
I  in  the  House  of  Commons  by  making  the 
House  a  kind  of  Court  of  Appeal  to  the 
tribunal  they  were  now  establishing.  There 
was  nothing  in  this  Bill  which  ga?e  the 
decision  of  the  Judge  any  greater  effect 
than  the  decision   of  an   Election   Com- 
mittee ;    and,   therefore,   if    any    danger 
would  exist  after  this  Bill  was  passed,  it 
had  existed  a  long  time.      The  Amend- 
ment ser?ed  no  good  purpose,  and  could 
lead  to  nothing  but  ill. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  said,  that  the  House 
had  had  control  orer  Committees,  but  the 
Judges  might  treat  the  Orders  and  Reso- 
lutions of  the  House  as  waste  paper.  There 
had  been  a  struggle  for  centuries  between 
the  House  and  the  Bench,  and  now  the 
House  with  their  eyes  open  were  going  to 
part  with  their  pri?i1eges.  They  were 
about  to  rush  with  haste  into  what  those 
who  came  after  them  would  repent  at 
leisure.  He  would  support  the  Amend- 
ment as  calculated  to  mitigate  the  eyils  the 
Bill  would  entail. 


That  those  words  be 


/     Question  put, 

f  there  added." 

I       The  Committee  dwided  :  •*  Ayes  53  ; 

J  Noes  185 :  Majority  132. 

On  Question,  *'Tbat  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  tbe  Bill," 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  had 
intended,  before  the  clause  was  finally 
Mr,  Ayrton 


agreed  to,  to  make  some  obserTations  in 
rindication  of  a  plan  which  was  embodied 
in  three  pages  of  Amendments  that  stood 
on  the  Notice  Paper  in  bis  name.  As  the 
Committee  had,  howcTcr,  already  rirtually 
decided  against  his  plan,  he  would  not  now 
press  his  Amendments. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  15  (House  of  Commons  to  carry 
out  Report). 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  hoped  tlie^ 
House,  out  of  regard  for  its  own  dignity 
and  character,  would  reject  that  clause, 
which  was  without  parallel  in  the  history 
of  their  legislation.  Surely,  when  the 
law  had  been  declared  by  a  tribunal  orer 
which  the  House  was  to  ha?e  no  control, 
it  was  not  to  be  supposed  that  the  House 
would  break  the  law.  It  should  be  left 
entirely  to  the  House  itself  to  say  what  it 
should  or  should  not  enter  on  its  own 
Journals. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  pointed 
out — as  a  precedent  for  that  clause — that 
by  the  86th  section  of  the  11  &  12  Viet 
c.  98  it  was  enacted  that  the  decisions  of 
Election  Committees  should  be  entered  on 
tbe  Journals  of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That 
the  Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided  : —  Ayes  174  ;  I 
Noes  54;  Majority  120. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  16  agreed  to. 

Clause  17  (Report  of  the  Judge  as  to 
Corrupt  Practices). 

Mb.  SANDFORD  mo?ed  to  leare  out 
the  clause,  and  insert  a  new  clause  in  its 
stead.  His  object  was  to  proTide  that  in 
erery  case  in  which  a  Member  was  unseated 
for  corrupt  practices  a  Commission  should 
be  issued  to  inquire  into  the  extent  of  the 
existence  of  corrupt  influences  on  the  spot ; 
for  as  matters  now  stood  it  was  often 
the  wish  eren  of  the  Petitioner  to  stifle 
the  circumstance  of  their  extensirely  pre- 
Tailing,  in  order  that  a  new  writ  might 
be  issued.  The  best  way,  he  might  add, 
to  put  a  stop  to  bribery  was  in  his  opinion 
to  make  it  the  interest  of  the  inhabitants 
of  a  locality  to  put  it  down,  and  a  candi- 
date would  no  longer  be  looked  upon  as 
popular,  but  rather  as  a  pest,  if  his  con- 
duct in  promoting  corruption  should  lead 
to  the  imposition  of  an  additional  burden 
on  the  rates. 
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I    Amendment  propoBed, 

/     At  the  end  of  the  Clanie,  to  add  the  words 
/  *'  And  in  every  case  where  a  Member  for  a  County 
/  or  a  Borough  may  he  unseated  for  oorrupt  prao- 
A  tices,  then  and  in  every  such  case  a  Commission 
Vshall  be  issued  according  to  the  provisions  of  the 
\Act  of  the  Session  of  the  fifteenth  and  sixteenth 
jyears  of  the  reign  of  Her  present  Maiesty,  intituled 
pAn   Act  to  provide  for  more  eftetive  inquiry 
iinto  the  existence  of  Corrupt  Practices  at  Eleo- 
Itions  of  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament,  for  the 
purpose  of  inquiring  into  the  prevalence  of  Cor- 
rupt Practices  in  such  County  or  Borough ;  and 
the  expenses  of  such  Commission  and  such  in- 
quiry shall  be  defrayed  by  the  County  or  Borough 
to  which  such  Commission  shall  he  issued.*'— 
\Mr,  Sandford.) 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  that  the  Utter 
portion  of  the  clause  cat  two  wajs,  and 
would  be  HkeljtQ  do  more  harm  than  ffood. 
If,  in  the  case  of  corrupt  practices,  all  the 
inhabitants  of  the  locality  were  to  be  fined 
by  paying  the  expenses  of  a  Commission, 
the  result  would  be  that  ereryone  of  them 
would  be  interested  in  preyenting  corrupt 
practices  being  proved.  The  real  danger 
of  the  Bill  already  was  that  it  tended  to 
prevent  the  discoyery  of  corrupt  practices, 
and  this  proyision  would  add  another  mo- 
tiye  to  those  which  already  preyailed  to 
induce  persons  to  refrain  from  giying  evi- 
dence. He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for 
Maldon  (Mr.  Sandford)  would  leave  out  that 
portion  of  the  clause  which  threw  the  ex- 
penses of  Commissions  on  the  locality. 

The  SOLICITOR'  GENERAL  said, 
it  was  the  opinion  of  the  Committee, 
which  sat  on  the  subject  last  year,  that 
the  object  to  be  kept  in  view  was  rather 
the  prevention  of  corrupt  practices  in  the 
first  instance  than  the  disclosure  of  such 
practices  when  they  had  taken  place.  They 
thought  that  to  throw  the  expenses  of  the 
inquiry  upon  the  locality,  where  it  was 
proved  that  oorrupt  practices  had  pre- 
yailed, would  have  the  effect  of  preventing 
those  corrupt  practices  being  committed. 
It  appeared,  however,  to  him  that  the  ad- 
dition moved  by  the  hon.  Member  would 
infiict  injustice  in  certain  cases. 

Mb.  LOWTHER  said,  he  thought  the 
most  effectual  way  of  preventing  corrupt 
practices  was  by  charging  the  expense  of 
the  inquiry  upon  the  locality. 

Sir  FRANCIS  GOLDSMID  said,  he 
objected  to  the  expense  being  thrown  upon 
the  whole  of  the  inhabitants  of  a  locality, 
as  it  would  be  making  the  innocent  suffer 
with  the  guilty.  He  feared  that  such  a  pro- 
vision would  render  it  the  interest  of  the 
inhabitants  of  a  borough  where  bribery  had 
prevailed  to  have  no  petition  presented. 


Mb.  Serjbakt  GASELEE  said,  he 
was  happy  to  be  able,  on  the  present  occa- 
sion, to  vote  with  the  Government. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  that  if  the  object 
was  to  prevent  bribery,  they  had  better  not 
throw  the  expense  of  checking  it  on  the 
offending  locality,  or  they  never  would  be 
able  to  discover  the  commission  of  corrupt 
practices,  as  people  would  band  together 
in  order  to  keep  them  from  becoming 
known. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  asked  whether  it 
was  necessary  to  carry  the  delusion  fur- 
ther, that  the  respectable  inhabitants  of  a 
borough  knew  nothing  about  the  corruption 
which  took  place  in  their  midst  ?  In  some 
boroughs  it  was  necessary  to  settle  the 
*'  difficulty  "  which  arose  with  regard  to 
the  voters  who  objected  to  bribery  and 
those  who  were  in  favour  of  it  before  a 
candidate  could  be  chosen.  He  believed 
that  the  imposition  of  a  fine  on  a  borough 
for  corruption  would  tend  to  lessen  the  evil. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  pointed 
out  that  the  proposed  Amendment  would 
make  the  issue  of  a  Commission  impera- 
tive when  a  single  case  of  bribery  had  been 
committed,  although  the  Judge  might  be 
of  opinion  that  bribery  had  not  extensively 
prevailed.  He  thought  it  would  be  a  hard- 
ship to  the  inhabitants  of  the  county  or 
borough  to  issue  a  Commission  in  oases 
where  the  Judge  was  of  opinion  there  were 
only  one  or  two  cases  of  bribery. 

Mb.  AYRTON  observed  that  a  Com- 
mission would  issue  under  the  clause  as  it 
stood  only  on  the  Address  of  both  Houses 
of  Parliament.  He  thought  a  Commission 
should  issue  unless  the  Judge  should  certify 
that  no  further  acts  of  bribery  had  occurred 
beyond  those  he  had  already  inquired  into. 

Mb.  RUSSELL  GURNEY  reminded 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton)  that 
the  Judge  was,  under  a  previous  clause, 
bound  to  report  in  writing  to  the  Speaker 
whether  there  was  reason  to  believe  that 
oorrupt  practices  had  extensively  pre- 
yailed. 

Mb.  BOUYERIE  contended  that  it 
should  be  imperative  to  issue  a  Commis- 
sion where  corrupt  practices  had  extensively 
prevailed ;  and  therefore  it  was  necessary 
to  consider  by  whom  the  proceedings  were 
to  be  carried  out  after  the  Judge  had  de- 
cided that  corrupt  practices  had  prevailed. 
He  remembered  a  case  which  had  come 
before  an  Election  Committee,  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter) 
was  Chairman.    The  Committee  reportp 
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tbftt  eorropt  prMtieet  had  •xttntirelj  pre- 
TAiled  ;  but,  as  the  ChairmaD  deelioed  to 
moTO  an  Address,  no  inquiry  had  taken 
place  from  that  day  to  this. 

Thb  chancellor  of  tbi  EXCHE- 
QUER :  If  that  is  the  opinion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  should  say  **  No  "  to 
the  clause,  and  bring  up  a  new  eUnse  him* 
self. 

Mb.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
thought  that  the  meaning  of  the  words 
**  eztensi?e  bribery  ^'  ought  to  be  defined. 
Did  they  mean  corruption  to  the  extent  of 
5  or  10  per  cent  of  the  oonstituenoy  ? 

Mb.  M.  chambers  maintained* that 
on  receipt  of  a  Report  from  the  Judge  that 
bribery  and  corruption  preraiied,  a  Com- 
mission should  issue  forthwith. 

Mb.  LOWTHER  said,  he  was  surprised 
at  the  mistake  into  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Russell  Gurney)  had  fallen 
when  he  said  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the 
Judge  to  inquire  whether  corruption  had 
been  prcTalent.  All  that  would  devoWe 
on  the  Judge  would  be  to  take  such  eri- 
denoe  as  would  decide  the  question  of  the 
seat. 

Thi  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  ob- 
serfcd  that,  in  sucb  a  case  at  present,  a 
Commission  issued  for  the  purpose  of  legis- 
lation, on  the  Address  of  the  two  Houses, 
to  enable  them  to  know  whether  the  place 
should  be  disfranchised.  A  shorthand 
writer  would  attend  the  inquiry  before  the 
Judges,  and  his  Report  would  be  sent  to 
the  House,  so  that  they  would  have  the 
means  of  knowing  everything  that  oc- 
curred. 

Mb.  AYRTON  :  By  whom  will  the  Ad- 
dress be  moved  ? 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  he  would  answer 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  by  asking 
who  moved  the  Address  in  the  House  of 
Lords  at  present  ? 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  they  were  not 
legislating  for  the  House  of  Lords  ;  they 
were  legislating  for  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  it  was  sufficient  for  him  to  have  to  do 
with  the  House  of  Commons.  At  present, 
the  Chairman  of  the  Election  Committees 
who  made  the  Report  was  a  Member  of  the 
House,  and  could  be  brought  to  the  table, 
but  it  surely  was  not  intended  that  the 
Judge  should  be  ordered  to  attond  at  the 
Bar,  and  explain  what  took  place  on  the 
inquiry.  After  the  Judge  sent  the  certifi- 
cate with  regard  to  the  prevalence  of  cor- 
rupt practices  to  Mr.  Speaker,  upon  whom 
would  devoWe  the  duty  of  moving  the  Ad- 
dress f  Unless  they  knew  who  was  to  move 


for  the  Commissioo  in  tint  Heate  it  would 
be  better  that  the  Conmbsion  should  go  as 
a  Bsattor  of  course. 

Mb.  SANDFORD  said,  that  if  the 
Amendment  were  carried  a  stop  would  be 
put  to  corrupt  practices,  as  the  inhabitants 
would  exert  themselves  to  prevent  such 
practices  being  carried  on. 

Question  put»  "That  those  words  bo 
there  added'^ 

The  Committee  dtvuM  .*  —  Ayes  72  ; 
Noes  126  :  Majority  54. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  that  as 
he  had  an  important  Amendment  to  pro- 
pose, and  there  was  not  time  for  the  dis- 
cussion, he  would  beg  to  move  that  the 
Committee  report  Progress. 

Mb.-  BOUYERIE  said,  he  wished  for 
some  more  explicit  understanding  as  to  the 
moving  of  these  Addresses.  He  should 
otherwise  feel  it  necessary  to  raise  the 
question  again.  Was  the  duty  to  fall  on 
the  Government,  or  would  it  devolve  upon 
any  hon.  Member  who  chose  to  wade 
through  the  short-hand  notes  f  Unless  he 
had  a  distinct  understanding  on  that  point 
he  should  move  the  reiection  of  the  clause 
with  the  view  to  bringmg  up  a  fresh  one. 

Mb.  DISRAELI:  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  desirous  of  preserving  the 
privileges  of  this  House,  why  does  he 
grudge  hon.  Members  the  privilege  of 
moving  these  Addresses  ? 

Mb.  darby  GRIFFITH  objected  to 
the  performance  of  the  duty  being  left  to 
the  inclination  of  any  private  Member. 

House  ruumed, 

Committoe  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow, 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair.'' 

WORKHOUSE  DIETARIES  IN  IRELAND. 
BESOLUnOK. 

Mb.  BLAKE  rose  to  call  attontion  to 
the  deficiency  of  Workhouse  dietaries  in 
Ireland,  and  to  move  That,  in  the  opinion 
of  this  House,  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners 
of  Ireland  should  establish  a  minimum 
scale  of  dietary  for  the  Paupers  in  the 
Union  Workhoases  not  less  than  that  now 
in  existence  in  the  Irish  County  Gaols,  and 
which  was  recommended  by  the  Commis- 
sion appointed  to  report  on^ha  County 
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Priton  Dietarieti  ''M  neeestarf  lor  tlie])r»> 
serration  of  the  heattb  of  the  priioners." 
A  year  a^o  he  brought  tinder  the  iiotiee 
of  the  noble  Earl  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  the  deficiency  of  the  gaol  dietaries 
in  Ireland.  The  noble  Earl  ga^e  an  aa- 
Burance  that  the  lubject  woald  be  inquired 
into,  and  toon  after  a  CommiBsion  waa 
iasaed  for  the  purpose  conBiBting  of  three 
gentlemen  most  eminent  in  their  profes- 
sion. They  recommended  that  the  dietary 
should  be  increased  by  a  supper  of  six 
ounces  of  bread  and  half  a  pint  of  milk. 
The  county  prison  dietary  now  consisted 
of  28  onnoes  of  solid  food  a  day,  or  196 
ounces  per  week.  He  would  take  the 
Waterford  Union  as  an  illoBtration  of  the 
workhouse  dietary,  as  it  was  quite  as  good 
there  as  almost  anywhere  else.  The  able 
men  had  about  170  ounces  of  solid  food 
In  the  week,  or  26  ounces  less  than  the 
prisoners  confined  for  terms  beyond  a 
month,  BO  that  the  latter  got  more  in 
scfen  days  than  the  paupers  got  in  eight 
days.  In  Clonmel  and  other  unions  the 
condition  of  the  pauper  was  even  worse. 
Some  unions  gave  a  supper  ;  but,  although 
that  was  an  improvement,  still,  with  very 
few  exceptions,  there  was  no  actual  in- 
crease  in  the  quantity  of  food,  as  the  sup- 
per was  usually  made  up  of  reductions 
from  the  breakfast  and  dinner.  When 
three  competent  gentlemen  had  laid  down 
a  certain  amount  of  food  as  essential  to 
keep  county  prisoners  in  health,  the  same 
rule  ought  to  be  applied  to  the  paupers. 
Except  for  the  BccluBion  the  condition  of 
the  prisoner  was  better  than  that  of  the 
workhouse  pauper.  He  had  a  better  bed, 
a  nicer  sleeping  apartment,  a  pleasant 
temperature  sept  up,  and  not  harder  work 
to  do,  on  the  whole,  than  the  pauper.  As 
the  Gaol  Commissioners  had  recommended 
in  the  event  of  the  same  hard  labour  being 
introduced  in  the  Irish  county  prisons  as 
existed  in  England,  that  meat  should  be 
added  to  the  dietary,  it  waa  as  impolitic 
as  it  was  unjust  to  place  the  person  com- 
pelled, as  was  often  the  case,  to  enter  a 
workhouse  for  no  fault  of  his  own,  in  a 
worse  position  as  regarded  the  necessaries 
of  life  than  the  prisoner  expiating  a  crime; 
indeed,  it  offered  a  direct  incentive  to  the 
violation  of  the  law.  BesidcB,  as  a  matter 
of  economy,  it  was  better  for  the  rate- 
payers to  maintain  the  able-bodied  pauper 
m  a  state  of  health  that  would  enable  him 
to  gain  a  livelihood  outside.  A  Return, 
ordered^  at  the  instance  of  Mr.  Cogan, 
showed  *Bom6  cttrious  facts  With  regard  to 


worklMMise  Aetarm.  There  were  164 
unions.  In  91,  there  were  only  2  meals  ; 
in  73,  there  were  3  meals  given.  Forty 
excluded  the  old  and  infirm  from  the  third 
meal.  Three  unions  excluded  women  only 
from  the  third  meal,  and  three  more  re- 
fused a  supper  to  infants.  The  exclusion 
of  the  old  and  infirm  was  most  inhuman  ; 
far  better  instead  of  killing  them  by  inches 
would  it  be  to  do  as  was  done  in  India  with 
old  people-^put  them  <m  a  raft  and  send 
them  off  to  sea.  Humanity,  independent 
of  everything  else,  required  that  the  State 
should  see  that  those  whom  it  undertook 
to  protect  should  have  their  health  and 
strength  maintained  at  a  fair  standard. 
From  the  success  which  attended  his  ap- 
peal to  the  Chief  Secretary  on  behalf  of 
prisoners,  he  bad  every  hope  that  with  his 
characteristic  humanity  he  would  take  mea- 
sures to  ha? e  the  poor  people  obliged  to 
resort  to  the  sad  alternative  of  entering  a 
poorhouse  placed  in  at  least  as  good  a  po- 
sition as  those  who  did  not  merit  the  same 
sympathy. 

Ur.  O'BEIRNE  seconded  the  Motion. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaTe  oat  from  the  word  <<  That  **  to  the  end 
of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the  words  **  in 
the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners of  Ireland  should  estahlish  a  minimum 
scale  of  dietary  for  the  Paupers  in  the  Union 
Workhonses  not  less  than  that  now  in  existence 
in  the  Irish  County  Gaols,  and  which  was  recom- 
mended bj  the  Commission  appointed  to  report  on 
the  County  Prison  Dietaries,  'as  necessary  for 
the  preserratlon  of  the  health  of  the  prisoners/  ** 
— {M*.  Blake,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  Babl  op  MAYO  said,  that  the 
question  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  was 
one  of  considerable  importance  ;  but  he 
thought  the  Motion  was  based  on  a  misap- 
prehension as  to  the  scale  of  diet  recom- 
mended by  the  Commissioners  who  inquired 
last  year  into  the  question  of  the  dietary 
in  county  gaols.  They  recommended  four 
classes  of  diet,  proportioned  to  terms  of 
imprisonment,  for  those  who  were  respec- 
tively imprisoned  one  week,  one  month, 
three  months,  and  more  than  three  months; 
and  the  reason  was  that  those  undergoing 
the  longer  terms  of  imprisonment  evidently 
required  the  more  generous  diet,  particu- 
larly if  their  imprisonment  was  accompanied 
with  hard  labour.  The  scale  for  one-week 
prisoDera  wim  preciselj  the  waa^  m  tb 
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minimom  workhoase  icale.  The  hoD.  Mem- 
ber did  not  saj  with  what  particular  class 
of  gaol  diet  he  wished  workhouse  diet  to 
be  assimilated,  but  it  was  to  be  presumed 
he  would  saj  the  one-month  scale,  which 
was  somewhat  more  generous  than  work- 
house di^t  and  was  accompanied  by  some 
adfantages,  three  meals  a  day  being  al- 
lowed. In  no  single  instance  did  the  Com- 
missioners, who  inquired  minutely  into  the 
diet  of  many  workhouses,  say  that  it  was 
insufficient  to  maintain  the  health  and 
strength  of  the  paupers;  but,  in  instituting 
a  comparison  between  workhouse  and  gaol 
dietaries,  they  remark  that  whereas  many 
of  the  paupers  admitted  into  unions  had 
been  accustomed  to  a  life  of  depriration, 
many  of  the  persons  sent  to  prison  had 
been  used  to  liberal  fare,  and  were,  there- 
fore, less  capable  of  submitting  to  a  rery 
low  diet ;  and  they  were  inclined  to  the 
opinion  that  prisoners  did  require  a  higher 
scale  of  dietary  than  paupers.  The  ayerage 
stay  of  the  individual  pauper  in  the  Irish 
workhouse  was  seventy-one  days,  and  that 
of  the  able-bodied  pauper  was  much  shorter, 
being  a  month  or  less,  and  on  the  principle 
of  the  Commissioners,  the  able-bodied  pau- 
pers would  have  pretty  nearly  the  same 
scale  of  diet  as  was  recommended  for  the 
first-class  prisoners  who  were  confined  for 
the  shortest  time.  The  question  was  a 
difficult  one,  and  ought  to  be  left  to  be 
decided  very  much  by  local  circumstances 
and  local  knowledge,  and  it  would  not  be 
wise  in  the  Poor  Law  Commission  to  exer- 
cise their  powers  indiscriminately  in  forcing 
Guardians  to  increase  the  diet,  particularly 
as  it  had  been  proved  by  the  researches  of 
Sir  John  Forbes  in  1852,  that  the  dietary 
in  Irish  workhouses,  paradoxical  as  it 
might  seem,  was  more  nutritious  and  pa- 
latable than  that  in  the  English  work- 
houses in  consequence  of  the  greater  quan- 
tity of  milk  allowed.  If  an  attempt  was 
made  to  enforce  a  certain  scale  on  the 
Guardians,  the  price  and  quality  of  the 
provisions  would  still  be  under  their  con- 
trol. At  present  the  greatest  care  was 
taken  that  everything  should  be  of  the 
best  quality.  The  efforts  of  the  Commis- 
sioners to  induce  Guardians  in  some  cases 
to  give  a  more  liberal  diet  had  generally 
been  successful.  The  first  point  pressed 
upon  the  Guardians  by  the  Commissioners 
was  that  they  should  allow  three  meals  a 
day,  instead  of  two.  The  next  recommen- 
dation of  the  Commissioners,  which  had 
been  adopted  in  a  great  many  cases,  was 
that  a  small  portion  of  meat  should  be  put 
Th^E^lo/MayQ  ^ 
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into  the  vegetable  soup  for  the  purpose  of 
rendering  it  more  palatable.  Another  re- 
commendation was  that  in  the  case  of  aged 
and  inGrm  persons  bread  and  tea  should 
be  substituted  for  "  stirabout  "  and  milk. 
It  had  been  also  recommended  that  a  con- 
siderable addition  should  be  made  to  the 
meat  portion  of  the  dietary :  but,  looking 
at  the  state  of  the  country,  he  thought  the 
reasons  against  adopting  this  recommenda- 
tion were  perfectly  conclusive.  In  the  first 
place  the  present  dietary  in  Ireland  was 
much  more  nutritious  and  wholesome,  con- 
taining a  greater  quantity  of  animal  food, 
than  the  English  dietary.  It  should  be 
remembered,  moreover,  that  the  great  ob- 
ject of  those  who  had  the  management  of 
these  institutions  was  to  put  the  inmates 
in  a  position  to  obtain  their  livelihood  by 
industry;  but  if  in  regard  to  young  persons 
a  scale  of  dietary  were  established  superior 
to  the  ordinary  diet  of  the  country,  no  in- 
ducement would  be  offered  to  such  persons 
to  earn  their  livelihood  by  industry.  There 
were  good  reasons,  therefore,  for  the  course 
which  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  had 
thought  proper  to  adopt.  It  would  be  found 
from  the  Returns  that  the  mortality  in  the 
Irish  workhouses  was  very  low;  and  under 
all  the  circumstances,  although  it  might 
be  desirable  to  make  minor  alterations  in 
the  scale  of  dietary,  it  would  be  unwise  to 
make  any  considerable  addition  to  the  meat 
portion  of  the  dietary. 

Mb.  BLAKE  said,  he  would  withdraw 
his  Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wUhdrawn. 

CONSULAR  COURTS  IN  TURKEY  AND 
EGYPT.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mb.  la  yard  :  Sir,  if  the  subject  to 
which  I  desire  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  House  were  not  one  of  very  con- 
siderable importance,  I  should  not  have 
ventured  to  bring  it  forward  at  this  late 
period  of  the  Session.  It  is  important  be- 
cause it  concerns  the  interests  of  a  large 
number  of  British  subjects  residing  in  the 
East,  because  it  has  a  direct  bearing  upon 
the  extensive  commercial  relations  now  ex- 
isting betiveen  England  and  the  Turkish 
Empire,  and  because  it  affects  the  cha- 
racter and  reputation  not  only  of  this 
country,  but  of  other  European  nations. 
The  House  may  probably  be  aware  that 
Nubar  Pasha,  the  principal  Minister  of  his 
Highness  the  Viceroy  of  Egypt,  has  re- 
cently visited  England,  in  order  to  obtain 
from  Her  Majesty's  Government  some  mo« 
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difioatioo  of  the  state  of  things  which  now 
exists  in  Egypt  connected  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  jostice  under  Consular 
jnrisdiction,  and  the  relations  between 
British  subjects  and  the  subjects  of  the 
Yiceroj.  ^ubar  Pasha  has  also  ?isited 
France  for  the  same  purpose.  As  the  whole 
object  of  our  treaty  relations  with  Turkey, 
and  of  the  rights  and  prt?ileges  claimed 
under  them,  has  been  greatly  misunderstood 
and  misrepresented  both  in  this  country 
and  in  the  East,  I  will  endeavour  to  explain 
to  the  House  how  the  matter  really  stands. 
England  entered  into  her  first  treaty  with 
Turkey  as  early  as  the  year  1578.  This 
treaty  was  followed  by  others  in  1606, 
1648  and  1675.  They  were  termed,  in  the 
diplomatic  language  of  the  time,  "  capitu- 
lations." All  these  treaties  were  confirmed 
by  the  general  treaty  of  peace  at  the  ter- 
mination of  the  war  with  Turkey  in  1809. 
The  capitulations  consist  of  a  large  number 
of  articles  ;  but  there  are  only  three  or 
four  of  them  which  bear  directly  on  the 

Present  question,  and  1  will  quote  them, 
'he  15th  Article  states— 

*'  That  in  all  IltigatioiiB  oooorring  between  the 
English  or  sabjects  of  England,  and  any  other 
person » the  Judge  shall  not  proceed  to  hear  the 
cause  without  the  presence  of  an  interpreter  or 
one  of  his  deputies/' 

The  16th  Article— 

**  That  if  there  happens  any  suit  or  diflSorenoe  or 
dispute  among  the  English  themselves,  the  de- 
cision thereof  shall  be  left  to  their  own  Ambas- 
sador or  Consul,  according  to  their  custom,  with- 
out the  Judge  or  other  Governors,  our  slaves, 
intermeddling  therein." 

The  24th  Article  declares-^ 

^  That  if  an  Englishman  or  other  subject  of 
that  nation  shall  be  involved  in  any  lawsuit,  or 
other  aflGEdr  connected  with  law,  the  Judge  shall 
not  hear  or  decide  thereon  until  the  Ambassador, 
Consul,  or  interpreter  shall  be  present ;  and  all 
suits  exceeding  the  value  of  4,000  aspers  shall  be 
heard  at  the  Sublime  Porte." 

The  42nd  Article  that— 

'*  In  cases  of  manshiughter  or  other  crime,  the 
Qovemors  shall  not  proceed  in  the  cause  until 
the  Ambassador  or  Consul  shall  be  present." 

It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  there  are 
articles  in  the  capitulations  entered  into 
between  Turkey  and  other  nations  giving 
still  more  extended  privileges  to  the  sub- 
jects of  those  nations  ;  and  that,  as  our 
capitulations  contain  what  is  called  **the 
most  favoured  nation  clause,"  we  have  a 
right  to  insist  on  the  same  privileges  which 
have  been  accorded  to  other  countries. 
When  the  capitulations  were  entered  into 
our  relations  with  Turkey  were  very  dif- 
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ferent  from  what  they  are  at  the  present 
time.  The  commerce  between  the  two 
oountries  was  carried  on  by  a  privileged 
company,  enjoying  rights  somewhat  similar 
to  those  which  were  then  possessed  by  the 
East  India  Company.  This  company, 
which  was  called  the  Levant  Company, 
was  abolished  in  the  year  1825.  The  com- 
merce of  France  with  Turkey  was  carried 
on  by  a  similar  company,  having  a  mono- 
poly. The  seat  of  that  company  was  at 
Marseilles,  and  it  was  not  abolished  until 
1835.  Formerly,  no  British  or  French  sub- 
ject could  trade  with  Turkey  who  was  not 
a  member  of  one  of  the  privileged  com- 
panies. Every  member  was  compelled  to 
deposit  caution  money,  or  to  give  security 
for  his  good  behaviour,  and  was  entirely 
under  the  control  of  the  Consul,  who  was 
paid  by  the  company  itself,  and  who  ad- 
ministered the  law  according  to  the  articles 
of  the  various  capitulations.  The  mer- 
chants resided  in  distinct  establishments 
called  '*  factories,' '  which  were  usually  sur- 
rounded by  walls,  enclosing  shops,  churches, 
chapels,  and  all  the  requirements  for  a 
small  colony.  The  administration  of  jus- 
tice by  the  Consuls  being  thus  confined  to 
these  small  communities  was  originally  a 
very  small  and  insignificant  matter.  The 
Sultans  of  Turkey  made  no  difficulty  in 
conceding  the  rights  and  privileges  in  this 
respect  which  the  treaties  had  conferred, 
for  two  reasons.  In  the  first  place,  it  was 
admitted  that  owing  to  the  exceptional 
position  of  foreigners  in  the  midst  of  a 
fanatical  Mahommedan  population  they 
were  entitled  to  exceptional  protection  from 
their  own  authorities ;  and  secondly,  be- 
cause it  has  always  been  in  accordance 
with  the  principlcB  of  the  Turkish  Govern' 
ment  to  allow  non-Mahommedan  sects  to 
administer  their  own  concerns  without  the 
intervention  of  the  Turkish  authorities,  a 
principle  which  has  been  acted  upon  in  the 
case  of  the  Greeks,  Armenians,  Jews,  and 
other  sects  inhabiting  the  Ottoman  Empire. 
No  one,  however,  can  suppose  for  a  mo- 
ment that  the  great  Sultans,  the  con- 
querors of  a  large  portion  of  Europe  and 
Africa,  had  any  intention  of  renouncing  the 
smallest  portion  of  that  authority  over  their 
own  subjects  which  they  must  have  con- 
sidered the  essential  prerogative  and  right 
of  a  ruler.  The  House  will  observe  that 
the  articles  which  I  have  read  apply  solely 
to  quarrels  and  lawsuits  between  foreigners 
resident  in  Turkey,  and  do  not  in  any  way 
affect  Turkish  subjects.  The  law  ap- 
pears to  have  been  administered  in  a  rude 
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kind  of   way  bj  oar  Consuls,  and  when 
•otn plicated  questions  of  commercial  law 
arose,  the  principal  merchants  formed  a 
body  of  assessors,  who,  with  the  Oonsul| 
settled  the  matter  in  dispute.     The  Con* 
sols  themseWes    had  Tory  slight  relations 
with  the  outer  world,  and  knew  little  or 
nothing  of  the  people  in  the  midst  of  which 
they  li?ed.     Indeed,  I  remember  one  of 
them,  who  had  been  in  the  ser?ice  of  the 
Leyant  Company  for  fifty  years,  and  who 
was    a    much    respected    and    intelligent 
officer,  shortly  before  his  death  boasting  that 
he  could  not  speak  a  word  of  the  nasty  lan- 
guages of  the  conn  try.     After  the  end  of 
the  great   war,  and  the  abolition  of  the 
Levant  Company,  our  relations  with  Turkey 
and  other  parts  of  the  East  underwent  a 
great  change.      Owing   to   the   improved 
means  of  communication   with   the  East, 
to  the  derelopment  of  the  ?ast  resources 
of   the    Ottoman   Empire,    and    the    re- 
forms which  were  taking  place  in  its  in- 
ternal administration,  a  large  number  of 
foreigners   were   attracted  to   Turkey    as 
traders,  merchants,  and  residents.  A  totally 
new  state  of  aflfairs   now  arose,  as  this 
foreign  population,  no  longer  confined  to 
the  ''factories,"  scattered  itself  over  the 
country.     It   was  very  doubtful  whether, 
after  the  abolition  of  the  Levant  Company, 
our  Consuls,  appointed  and  paid   by  the 
Foreign  Office,  still  enjoyed   the  favours 
and  could  eieroise   the  jurisdiction   ever 
British  subjects  which  had  been  previously 
claimed  by  the  officers  of  the  Company.   In 
order  to  remove  all  doubts  upon  the  sub- 
ject, the  Act,  6  &  7  Vict,  c.  94,  commonly 
called  "  the  Foreign  Jurisdiction  Act,''  was 
passed  in  1843.     This  Act  conferred  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Consuls  in   the  East  the 
powers   formerly   enjoyed   by  the  officers 
of  the  Levant  Company,  and  enabled  them 
to  exercise  jurisdiction  over  British  subjects 
residing  within   the  Turkish  Empire,  ac- 
cording to  the  terms  of  the  capitulations. 
Since  that  time  the  foreign  population  has 
risen  in  Constantinople  to  50,000,  and  in 
the  Turkish  provinces  to  about  100,000, 
and  in  Egypt  from  9,000  (m  1848)  to 
200,000.     A  very  large  addition  was  made 
to   British   subjects    by   the   lonians  and 
Maltese,  who  swarmed  to  Turkey  to  obtain 
a  livelihood.     These  formed  probably  the 
most  dangerous  part  of  the  foreign  popula- 
tion in  the  Turkish  dominions.  They  defied 
both  the  Turkish  and  British  authorities- 
committing  murders,  robberies,  and  every 
manner  of  crime  with    impunity.      They 
daimed  protection  from  the  British  Consuls^ 
ifcfr.  Laywrd 


and  exemption  from  the  Turkiah  laws,  nn^er 
the  capitulations,  and  our  Consuls  were  quite 
unable  to  deal  with  them.   In  conseqnence, 
to  a  great  extent,  of  the  state  of  things 
which  had  arisen  under  British  protection, 
life  and  property  became  very  insecure  in 
many  parts  of  the  East.     At  length,  in 
order  to  place  some  check  upon  the  evil, 
Consular  Courts  were  established  at  Cob- 
stantinople,  Smyrna,  and  Alexandria,  and 
were  presided  over  by  professional  lawyers 
sent  out  from  this  country,  instead  of  by 
the  Consul.     Now,  in  any  observations  I 
may  make,  I  do  not  wish  to  cast  any  reflec- 
tion on  the  persons  who  have  presided  over 
these  Consular  Courts.      They  have  been, 
in  most  cases,  men  of  high  character,  who 
have  been  brought  up  in  England  and  have 
studied  the  law  here ;  and  I  believe  that, 
without  exception,  they  have  discharged 
their  duties  with  satisfaction  to  the  Foreign 
Office  and  to  British  subjects  in  the  East. 
The  remarks  that  I  am  about  to  make  apply 
to  the  system,  and  not  to  either  the  Foreign 
Office  or  to  the  Courts.     The  example  of 
England   in  establishing  Consular   Courts 
was  followed  by  France.     The  first  Judge 
sent  by  the  Foreign  Office  to  Constanti- 
nople  was   Sir  E.  Hornby,  a  gentleman 
of   much    experience  and    of    high   cha- 
racter.    Regular  Courts,  such  as  are  seen 
in  Westminster  Hall,  were  established,  and 
all  the  horrors  of  the  law  were  witnessed 
at  Constantinople  and  Alexandria— even  to 
barristers  in  wig  and  gown.     In  the  other 
cities  of  Turkey  and  Egypt  the  Consul 
still  remains  the  Judge,  and  administers 
the  law  to  British  subjects,   assisted,   in 
certain  cases,  by  assessors  taken  from  the 
principal  British  merchants.     Not  only  do 
the  Judges  and  Consuls  deal  with  cases 
which  come  within  the  capitulations,  bub 
in  consequence  of  various  abuses   which 
have   sprung   up   in  the  course  of  time^ 
they  now  take  cognizance  of  matters  and 
claim  jurisdiction  in  cases  which  are  not 
onl^  not  recognized  by  the  treaties,  but 
which  are,  in  many  instances,  directly  op-  , 
posed  to  their  spirit.     This  state  of  things 
has  given  rise  to  the  most  serious  complaints 
on  the  part  of  the  Turkish  Government, 
which    has  seen  foreigners  gradually  en- 
croaching upon  its  rights,  and  exercising 
powers  most  dangerous  to  its  authority,  and 
to  the  peace  and  good  order  of  the  country. 
It  has  made  urgent  representations  on  the 
subject  to  the  European  Powers,  pointing 
out  not  only  the  danger  which  must  arise 
to   Turkey,  from  the  fact  of  there  being 
Consular  Courts  and    Consuls    of   some 
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twenty  different  nationi,  exeroiatng  inde- 
pendent and  eonflicting  juriidiotion  within 
the  Tarkish  Empire,  hut  the  seriouB  ineon- 
▼enienoe  which  each  a  state  of  things  must 
enUil  upon  foreigners  themseWes  resident 
in  Turkey.  It  has  shown  that  murders, 
rohherieSy  and  other  crimes  are  constantly 
oommitted  with  impunity,  because,  whilst 
the  Turkish  authorities  hafe  no  power  to 
deal  with  the  offenders,  these  offenders, 
being  subjects  of  foreign  Powers,  were 
either  not  punished  at  all,  or  only  re- 
moTod  for  a  time,  returning  to  Turkey 
to  commit  again  the  same  crimes.  Espe- 
cially in  the  case  of  British  subjects  it 
was  shown  that  the  power  of  the  Consul 
to  punish  and  remoTO  them  from  Turkey 
was  80  limited  that  they  virtually  escaped 
with  impunity.  This  state  of  things  had 
become  so  serious  that  it  was  considered 
necessary  to  bring  it  before  the  Congress 
held  at  Paris  at  the  end  of  the  war  in 
1856.  Lord  Clarendon  was,  I  believe,  the 
first  to  introduce  the  subject.  He  was 
followed  by  other  Plenipotentiaries,  who 
admitted  the  evils  that  had  arisen  from 
the  exercise  of  a  foreign  jurisdiction  in 
the  East,  unwarranted  by  the  capitulations. 
All  Pasha,  the  Turkish  Plenipotentiary, 
strongly  urged  the  necessity  of  dealing 
with  the  matter,  and  the  following  decla- 
ration was  solemnly  recorded  in  a  Pro- 
tof  ol : — 

**  All  Pasba  attribntes  all  the  dlfBonlties  wbioh 
ibtter  the  commeroial  relations  of  Turkey  and  the 
action  of  the  Ottoman  GoTemment  to  stipolationi 
which  are  obsolete.  He  enters  into  details  tend- 
ing to  establish  that  the  privileges  which  Euro- 
peans have  acquired  bj  the  capitulation  are  inju- 
rious to  their  own  security  and  to  the  development 
of  their  transactions  by  limiting  the  interference 
of  the  local  administration  ;  that  the  jurisdiction 
by  which  foreign  agents  protect  their  country- 
men constitutes  a  multiplicity  of  Govemments 
within  the  Government,  and,  consequently,  an 
insuperable  obstacle  to  all  improvements.  Baron 
Bourqueney,  and  the  other  Plenipotentiaries  with 
him,  acknowledge  that  the  capitulations  apply  to 
a  situation  to  which  the  Treaty  of  Peace  will  ne- 
cessarily tend  to  put  an  end,  and  that  the  privi- 
leges which  they  confer  upon  individuals  circum- 
scribe the  authority  of  the  Porte  within  limits  to 
be  regretted  ;  that  it  is  opportune  to  devise  modi- 
fications calculated  to  bring  all  things  into  har- 
mony. .  .  The  Plenipotentiaries,  then,  unani- 
mously recognize  the  necessity  of  revising  the 
capitulations,  and  decide  upon  recording  in  the 
Protocol  their  wish  that  a  deliberation  should  be 
opened  at  Constantinople  for  the  purpose  alter  the 
conclusion  of  peace." 

There  were  several  reasons  which  induced 
the  Plenipotentiaries  at  the  Conference  of 
Paris  to  consent  to  this  declaration  as  to 
the  revision  of  the  capitulations ;  the  prin- 


eipal  one  being,  that  at  that  time  Foreign 
Powers  were  anxious  to  obtain  for  their 
subjects  the  right  of  holding  land  in  Tur- 
key ;  and  the  Turkish  Government  could 
not  consent  to  grant  any  such  privilege  to 
foreigners  so  long  as  they  refused  to  sub- 
mit to  its  laws.  Now,  the  question  of  the 
right  of  foreigners  to  possess  land  in  Tur- 
key has  been  very  much  misunderstood. 
It  is  often  asserted  that  no  Christian  can 
hold  land  in  Turkey.  That  is  a  mistake. 
A  Christian  can  do  so  if  he  is  a  subject  of 
the  Porte.  In  fact,  the  laws  relating  to 
real  property  are  the  same  in  Turkey  as 
in  this  country.  An  alien  cannot  hold 
it.  In  consequence  of  the  declaration  con- 
tained in  the  Protocol  which  I  have  quoted, 
the  Turkish  Government,  relying  upon  the 
promise  there  made  that  the  capitulations 
should  be  modified,  proceeded  to  take  mea- 
sures for  the  alteration  of  the  law  regard- 
ing the  possession  of  land  by  foreigners. 
In  the  so-ealled  **  Hatti-Humayoun,"  or 
"  Charter  of  rights,"  issued  by  the  Sultan 
in  1856,  it  was  declared,  that— > 

**  It  shall  be  lawful  for  foreigners  to  possess 
landed  property  in  my  dominions,  conforming 
themselves  to  the  laws  and  police  regulations, 
and  bearing  the  same  charges  as  the  Native  in- 
habitants, and  after  arrangements  have  been  come 
to  with  foreign  Powers." 

This  declaration  was  made  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  promise  entered  into  by 
the  Plenipotentiaries  at  the  Congress  of 
Paris  would  be  carried  out ;  but,  unfortu- 
nately, it  has  not  been.  England  and 
France  have  been  continually  calling  on 
the  Turkish  Government  to  grant  to  fo- 
reigners the  right  to  hold  land  in  Turkey. 
They  have  made  it  a  grievance  that  such 
a  concession  has  not  been  granted  to  their 
subjects ;  but  as  they  have  not  fulfilled 
their  part  of  the  agreement,  they  can 
scarcely,  with  justice,  condemn  the  Porte. 
I  believe  that  negotiations  on  this  subject 
are  still  going  on.  1  do  not  know  in  what 
state  they  now  are  ;  but  perhaps  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  will  have  the  kindness  to  give  the 
House  some  information  on  that  point. 

I  will  now  explain  how  justice  is  adminis- 
tered in  Turkey  when  foreigners  are  con- 
cerned. When  the  crime,  or  the  matter  in 
dispute,  is  of  a  mixed  character — that  is  to 
say,  when  a  Turkish  subject  and  a  foreigner 
are  parties  to  it — it  must  be  tried  in  a 
Turkish  Court;  the  capitulations  merely 
gi?ing  jurisdiction  to  the  foreign  authori- 
ties when  foreigners  alone  are  concerned. 
Under  the  capitulations  an  interpreter,  or 
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some  person  connected  with  the  Embastyy 
or  Consulate,  of  the  nation  to  which  the 
foreigner  in  a  suit  belonged,  has  a  right 
to  attend  to  see  that  justice  is  properly 
administered.  Of  late  years  the  Turkish 
QoTemment  has  established  a  special 
Court,  called  the  "  Tidjaret,"  for  the  de- 
cision of  commercial  cases,  at  which  mer- 
chants, as  well  as  Native  Judges,  pre- 
side, and  which  deal  with  cases  in  regard 
to  e?idence  in  other  matters  very  much 
after  the  fashion  of  European  Courts.  Na- 
tive Judges  preside  o?er  the  Criminal 
Courts  ;  but  when  foreigners  are  concerned, 
an  interpreter  from  the  Embassy  of  the 
country  to  which  the  foreigner  belongs 
takes  his  seat  by  the  Native  Judge,  and  is 
consulted  by  him  as  to  the  Terdict.  I 
have  had  an  opportunity  of  speaking  to  Mr. 
Simmons,  who  for  many  years  has  acted 
as  one  of  the  interpreters  to  the  British 
Embassy  at  Constantinople,  and  to  whom 
has  been  confided  the  duty  of  attending 
these  tribunals.  That  gentleman  assures 
me  that  during  his  ?ery  long  experience — 
and  1  belie?e  that  Mr.  Simmons'  expe- 
rience has  been  as  great  as  that  of  any 
other  European  in  Turkey — he  has  scarcely 
ever  known  a  case  of  mjustice.  On  the 
whole,  justice  has  been  very  fairly  ad- 
ministered, and  it  is  very  seldom  that  any 
complaiuts  have  been  addressed  to  the 
British  Embassy.  So  much  for  cases 
between  Natives  and  foreigners;  but  in 
cases  between  foreigners  it  sometimes 
happens  that  very  considerable  confusion 
and  delay  arise.  According  to  the  old 
legal  maxim,  Actio  sequitur  forum  rei,  the 
person  against  whom  a  charge  is  made 
is  brought  into  the  Court  of  his  own 
Consul.  When  several  foreigners  of  dif- 
ferent nationalities  have  to  be  proceeded 
against  each  has  to  be  brought  into  his 
own  Court,  and,  in  cases  of  appeal,  the 
appeals  must  be  made  to  separate  tribu- 
nals, one,  perhaps,  sitting  at  Trieste, 
another  in  London,  another  at  Aiz,  in 
France,  and  another  at  New  York.  Under 
such  a  system  it  is  evident  that  there 
must  be  in  many  oases  an  entire  miscar- 
riage of  justice.  We  formerly  sent  crimi- 
nals to  Malta  and  the  Ionian  Islands  to  be 
tried,  and  often  it  was  impossible  to  get  a 
verdict  against  them.  The  result  was 
that  they  returned  to  Turkey  to  repeat 
their  offences.  In  order  to  justify  the  pro- 
tection thus  afforded  to  foreign  criminals, 
the  Turkish  police  are  said  to  be  fre^ 
quently  cruel  and  arbitrary  in  dealing  with 
strangers  ;  but  it  is  scarcely  to  be  won- 
Mr.  Layard 


dered  at  that,  exasperated  at  being  con- 
stantly bearded  in  their  own  capital,  and 
seeing  crimes  committed  upon  them  with 
impunity,  they  should  have  been  driven 
to  deal  somewhat  severely  with  such 
criminals  as  they  could  lay  their  hands 
upon.  At  one  time  it  was  determined 
that  after  a  British  subject  had  been 
twice  convicted  of  crime  British  pro* 
tection  should  be  withdrawn  from  him; 
but  that  innovation  caused  so  many  com- 
plaints, and  gave  rise  to  so  many  scan- 
dals, that  the  British  authorities  were 
obliged  to  withdraw  it.  I  will  mention  a 
case,  showing  the  operation  of  these  Con- 
sular Courts,  and  the  nature  of  the  inde- 
pendent jurisdiction  which  they  claim.  A 
very  eminent  British  naval  officer  em- 
ployed by  the  Turkish  Government,  Ad- 
miral Slade,  was  raised  to  the  rank  of  a 
Turkish  Pasha,  and  for  a  long  time  was  in 
command  of  the  port  of  Constantinople, 
rendering  important  services  to  the  Turkish 
Government.  Acting  within  bis  strict 
rights,  he  one  day  removed  some  Maltese 
from  a  ship  which  they  had,  it  was  be- 
lieved, piratically  seised  in  the  harbour. 
They  at  once  brought  an  action  against 
the  Pasha  in  the  English  Consular  Court, 
and  as  he  naturally  refused  to  appear, 
not  recognizing  its  jurisdiction  over  him 
for  acts  performed  in  the  discharge  of  his 
duty  as  a  Turkish  Admiral,  judgment  went 
against  him  by  default.  They  were  ac- 
tually going  to  arrest  him  under  a  warrant 
issued  by  the  Court,  when  the  Pasha 
threatened  to  take  some  very  summary 
proceedings  if  they  attempted  to  do  so. 
The  case  was  then  referred  to  this  country, 
and  having  been  examined  by  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown,  was  felt  to  be  so 
monstrous  in  its  character  that  it  was  im- 
mediately given  up.  Such  was  the  state 
of  things  in  the  Turkish  cities  that  a  man 
who  was  seen  to  commit  a  murder  and 
had  entered  a  foreigner's  house  could  not 
be  arrested  unless  the  officers  of  justice 
were  accompanied  by  the  Consul,  or  repre- 
sentative of  the  Consul,  of  the  nation  to 
which  the  offender  and  the  person  in  whose 
house  he  had  taken  refuge  belonged.  Thns, 
if  a  Greek  were  seen  to  commit  a  mnrder, 
by  merely  walking  into  the  next  house  he 
might  defy  the  authorities  to  arrest  him, 
unless  accompanied  by  the  Greek  Consul, 
for  whom  it  might  be  necessary  to  send 
a  distance  of  twenty  miles.  If  a  violent 
outrage  were  committed  by  a  band  of 
brigands,  it  might  become  necessary  that 
the  Consuls  of  the  nations  to  which  thej 

Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


1033         Consular  Courts  m         {July  10,  1868}  Turkey  and  Egypt,         1034 

respectiTelj  belonged  must  be  summoned 
before  one  of  tbe  number  could  be  touched. 
It  followed  from  this  state  of  the  law  that 
the  most  atrocious  Crimea  were  often  com- 
mitted with  impunity.  Many  other  abuses 
have  arisen  under  the  capitulations,  which 
render  attempts  on  the  part  of  the  Turkish 
Oovernment  to  improve  and  reform  their 
local  administration  almost  impossible.  I 
will  mention  one  or  two  of  them.  Complaints 
are  constantly  made  of  the  state  of  the 
harbour  of  Constantinople.  It  is  alleged 
that,  owing  to  the  mismanagement  and 
confusion  that  exist  there,  the  interests  of 
British  merchants  and  of  British  commerce 
are  seriously  affected,  and  that  British 
shipping  is  exposed  to  damage  and  loss, 
and  the  Turks  are  held  responsible.  Now, 
from  what  does  this  state  of  things  arise  ? 
Is  it  solely  on  account  of  the  misconduct 
or  negligence  of  the  Turkish  authorities  ? 
Allow  me  to  quote  from  the  very  interest- 
ing work  of  Admiral  Slade  upon  Turkey, 
published  last  year.  No  one  has  more  ex- 
perience of  Turkey  than  that  distinguished 
officer,  and,  having  himself  held  com- 
mand of  the  port  of  Constantinople,  he 
can  speak  with  authority..   He  writes — 


<*  European  vessels  pay  do  port  or  anchorage 
dues  in  any  provincial  harbour  of  the  Turkish 
Empire.  At  Constantinople,  they  pay,  without 
reference  to  tonnage  or  length  of  sojourn,  dues 
Tarying  from  one  to  two  shillings  per  vessel,  ac- 
cording to  her  flag.  For  example,  the  Great 
Eastern  might  lie  in  the  Golden  Horn  for  a  year, 
and  her  anchorage  due  would  be  twelve  piastres. 
Twelve  piastres,  once  representing  as  many  dol- 
lars, now  represent  two  shillings.  In  1864  the 
Porte,  at  the  instance  of  its  Admiralty,  proposed 
to  improve  the  harbour  accommodation  on  consi- 
deration of  a  graduated  moderate  scale  of  ancho- 
rage dues,  and,  in  expectation  of  assent,  suitable 
buoys  with  mooring  chains  were  brought  from 
England.  The  European  Legations  decUned  the 
proposition.  .  .  .  The  English  have  made 
their  harbour  master  out  of  a  servant  in  search  of 
a  place,  out  of  a  shipchandler  in  difficulties,  out  of 
a  hydropathic  doctor  in  want  of  patients,  but  never 
outofaMdlor." 

There  is  no  control  by  the  Turkish 
authorities  over  the  captains  of  British 
vessels.  In  time  of  war  a  British  ship,  or 
a  ship  belonging  to  an  enemy  and  hoisting 
the  British  flag,  might  place  herself  along- 
side a  Turkish  ship  of  war.  She  might 
be  laden  with  gunpowder,  and  might  be 
intended  as  a  fire*  ship.  The  commander 
of  the  Turkish  man-of-war  would  not  dare 
to  interfere  with  her.  Such  a  state  of 
things  would  seem  incredible  unless  we  had 
the  statement  from  Admiral  Slade.  He 
says,  in  Uie  work  which  1  have  quoted— 


'*The  Turkish  captains  were  restrained  from 
exercising  the  right  of  keeping  clear  water  around 
them~  exercised  by  men-of-war  in  every  part  of 
the  world,  exercised  afterwards  freely  by  the  allied 
fleets  in  Beikos  Bay — by  fear  of  misrepresentation. 
Tbe  naval  reader  will  exclaim  indignantly,  'Why 
did  not  Hassan  Bey  or  Ali  Bey  weigh  Captain 
Tomkins  or  Captain  Lefevre's  anchor,  and  let  him 
drift  to  the  devil,  if  he  pleased  ? '  I  will  tell  him 
why.  Captain  Tomkins  or  Captain  Lefevre  would 
have  made  a  report  to  his  Consul,  who  would  have 
forwarded  it  with  elucidatory  remarks  to  his  Am- 
bassador, who  in  his  turn  would  have  sent  a  dra- 
goman to  the  Porte  with  a  demand  for  pecuniary 
compensation  to  Captain  Tomkins  or  to  Captain 
Lefevre  for  the  anxiety  and  ill-usage  he  had  suf- 
fered by  his  own  statement,  and  a  request  for  the 
dismissal  of  Hassan  Bey  or  Ali  Bey  from  his  ship 
for  ovcr-xeal." 

With  such  a  state  of  things  existing  in 
Constantinople,  is  it  possible  that  the 
Turkish  administration  can  be  satisfac- 
tory? Foreign  ships  become  the  refuge 
of  every  villain ;  under  the  capitulations  no 
Turkish  officer  has  a  right  to  board  them ; 
they  claim  complete  immunity  under  a 
foreign  flag.  Admiral  Slade  wished  to 
obtain  some  control  over  the  harbour  by 
making  regulations  affecting  foreign  boat- 
men. The  British  Government  were  quite 
willing  that  he  should  do  so;  but  the  French 
Government,  rather  than  consent,  issued 
an  order  probibitiog  any  French  subjects 
from  acting  as  boatmen  in  the  Golden 
Horn.  Again,  under  the  capitulations, 
Consuls  claim  exemption  from  the  payment 
of  Custom  House  dues.  The  Consuls  of 
this  country  are  for  the  most  part  highly 
honourable  men,  and  would  not  take  ad- 
vantage of  this  privilege.  But  I  am 
afraid  that  there  are  Consuls  of  other 
nations  who  do  not  bear  so  high  a  cha- 
racter, and  who  are  not  so  scrupulous. 
Moreover,  most  of  the  Consuls  in  the 
Levant  are  either  merchants  themselves 
or  are  closely  connected  with  merchants. 
It  may  be  easily  conceived  how  such  a 
privilege  may  be  used  to  defraud  the  Turk- 
ish Customs  to  an  enormous  extent,  and 
it  is  a  well  known  fact  that,  iu  consequence 
of  its  existence,  the  Turkish  revenue  suffers 
most  seriously.  Under  the  capitulations 
foreigners  again  claim  exemption  from 
various  taxes.  A  short  time  ago  the  Turk- 
ish Government  placed  a  tax  upon  horses; 
but  this  was  at  once  protested  against  by 
the  Russian  and  French  Embassies  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  a  personal  tax,  from 
which  they  were  exempted  by  the  capitu- 
lations, and  the  Government  were  obliged 
to  give  it  up,  because  they  could  not  levy 
a  tax  upon  their  own  subjects  which 
foreigners  had   refused   to  pay.     It  was 
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only  after  tome  years'  discusaion  thai 
foreigners  were  induced  to  pay  the  com- 
mon  house  dues,  and  even  now  they  oh- 
jeet  to  pay  the  licence  tax,  to  which  a 
Turkish  subject  keeping  a  shop  is  liable. 

The  evils  arising  from  this  state  of  things 
do  not  end  here.  The  exceptional  position 
of  foreigners  under  the  capitulations  gives 
rise  to  constant  claims,  many  of  them  of 
the  most  unjust  and  outrageous  nature, 
upon  the  Turkish  Government.  When  a 
foreigner  conceives  that  he  has  been  inter- 
fered with,  or  that  he  has  not  received  the 
protection  he  considers  himself  entitled  to 
under  the  capitulations,  he  appeals  to  his 
Embassy,  and  the  affair  is  at  once  made  a 
diplomatic  question.  A  claim  for  indemnity 
is  put  forward,  and  urged  with  all  the  weight, 
I  will  not  say  the  violence,  of  foreign  diplo- 
macy. The  Turkish  Government  appeals 
in  vain  to  the  sense  of  justice  of  the 
Power  concerned,  and  asks  for  a  fair  judi- 
cial investigation.  The  Embassy  consi- 
ders its  reputation  at  stake  unless  it  can 
summarily  enforce  the  claim  of  its  pro- 
tected subject,  and  the  Porte  is  compelled 
to  give  way  rather  than  have  a  disagree- 
able quarrel.  These  demands  for  indem- 
nities involve  some  shameful  frauds,  and 
the  manner  in  which  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment has  been  frequently  treated  in  regard 
to  them  is  altogether  disgraceful.  When  I 
was  attached  to  the  Embassy  at  Constan- 
tinople, I  often  felt  a  sense  of  shame 
when  directed  to  support  claims  of  this 
nature,  and  blushed  for  the  honour  of  my 
countrymen.  Enormous  sums  of  money 
have  thus  been  extorted  from  the  Turkish 
Government,  and  the  embarrassment  in 
which  the  Turkish  finances  are  now  placed 
may  be  partly  traced  to  this  cause.  In 
the  case  of  the  British  Government,  I  am 
convinced  that  there  is  a  desire  to  deal 
honestly  and  justly  with  the  Porte ;  but  I 
am  not  so  sure  that  this  is  the  case  with 
some  other  countries.  In  speaking  of 
Egypt  I  shall  have  to  return  to  this  ques- 
tion of  indemnities,  and  to  point  out  a  still 
greater  abuse  of  the  system.  But,  be- 
fore leaving  this  part  of  the  subject,  let 
me  ask  how  we  can  expect  the  Sultan  to 
encourage  the  settlement  of  foreigners  in 
his  dominions,  and  the  investment  of 
European  capital  in  enterprizes  which 
might  prove  beneficial  to  his  country, 
when  every  stranger  who  settles  in  Tur- 
key is  an  additional  source  of  trouble  and 
danger  to  the  Turkish  Government,  renders 
all  well-ordered  administration  impossible, 
and  only  looks  to  the  means  whereby  he 
Mr.  Layard 


can  plunder  the  Turkish  Treasury?  But 
bad  as  the  condition  of  things  arising  out 
of  the  capitulations  is  in  Turkey,  it  is 
infinitely  worse  in  Egypt.  In  Turkey  the 
European  Powers  have  confined  themselves 
generally  to  the  privileges  granted  to  them 
by  the  capitulations,  and  enly  eases  be- 
tween foreigners  in  which  no  Native  is 
concerned  have  been  dealt  with  by  the 
Consuls  and  Consular  Courts.  But  in 
Sgypt/  owing  to  gradual  encroachments 
made  of  late  years  upon  the  undoubted 
rights  of  the  Viceroy,  the  pretensions  of 
the  European  Powers  are  carried  far  be- 
yond these;  and  they  insist  that  all  cases 
in  which  a  foreigner  is  defendant,  whether 
the  accuser  or  plaintiff  be  a  foreigner  or 
Native  Egyptian,  should  be  tried  in  the 
Court  of  the  Consul  of  the  nation  to  which 
the  foreigner  belongs;  thus  transferring 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Yiceroy  over  his  own 
subjects  to  a  foreign  tribunal.  Monstrous 
as  this  claim  is,  still  it  might  be  expected 
that,  following  the  legal  maxim  and  their 
own  practice  in  other  cases,  foreigners 
would  submit  to  the  Native  tribunals, 
where  a  Native  was  the  defendant.  Est 
even  in  such  cases  means  are  found  to 
evade  the  express  stipulations  of  the  capitu- 
lations, and  to  frustrate  the  ends  of  justice. 
This  can  be,  and  is,  done  in  one  of  two  ways. 
Either  the  case  is  taken  away  from  the  ju- 
risdiction of  the  Native  Courts  altogether, 
and  placed  in  the  hands'  of  the  Consul, 
who  makes  a  diplomatic  question  of  it, 
and  demands  a  direct  and  summary  settle- 
ment, not  according  to  the  law,  or  the  de- 
cision of  a  competent  Judge,  but  according 
to  the  view  which  he  may  himself  tieike  of 
it ;  or,  availing  himself  of  his  right  to  have 
an  interpreter  from  the  Consulate  pre- 
sent at  the  trial,  the  plaintiff  takes  care 
that  that  officer  shall  never  be  forthcoming; 
and  the  necessary  formalities  not  having 
been  complied  with,  he  refuses  to  accept 
the  decision  of  the  Court  if  not  favourable 
to  him,  or  he  prevents  any  decision  from 
being  given,  and  then  addresses  his  com- 
plaint to  his  Consul.  Thus  almost  every 
case  in  which  a  European  and  a  Native 
are  concerned  is  mado  a  diplomatic  ques- 
tion, and  a  claim  not  only  for  the  amount 
which  it  is  sure  is  put  forward,  but  a  large 
additional  sum  by  way  of  indemnity  is 
usually  added.  A  short  time  ago  some 
Italian  claims,  which  had  been  increased 
to  an  enormous  extent  by  demands  for  in- 
demnities, were  urged  upon  the  Egyptian 
Government.  Instead  of  allowing  these 
claims  to  be  fairly  investigated  before  a  legal 
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tribanal,  the  Italian  Consul,  after  failing  to 
indaeo  the  Egyptian  Go?ernment  to  re- 
eognixe  them,  referred  the  matter  to  the 
Italian  GoTomment.  Upon  the  faith  of 
his  representations  two  armour-clad  ves- 
sels of  war  were  sent  to  Alexandria  to  en- 
force the  claims.  When  the  Consul  an- 
nouneed  the  arriyat  of  these  vesaels  to  the 
Viceroy  and  read  a  peremptory  demand 
for  the  payment  of  the  claims  upon  him, 
I  am  informed  that  the  Viceroy  asked 
him,  **  Whether  the  Italian  Government 
wished  him  to  become  a  tributary  to  Italy, 
or  whether  this  was  the  method  adopted 
in  Italy  to  settle  legal  questions  ?  "  The 
Consul  had  no  answer  to  give.  However, 
the  Viceroy  deemed  it  more  prudent  to 
settle  the  matter  by  paying  what  was  de- 
manded of  him  than  to  expose  himself  to 
the  consequences  of  a  bombardment  or  block- 
ade of  Alexandria.  And  yet  eToryone  ac- 
quainted with  the  matter  is  couTinced  that 
the  greater  part  of  these  Italian  claims 
were  absolutely  fraudulent.  I  do  not 
venture  to  say  that  they  were  so ;  but 
this  I  will  state,  that  the  manner  in  which 
they  were  enforced  naturally  leads  to  the 
inference  that  they  were  so,  and  that  those 
who  put  them  forward  did  not  dare  to  sub- 
mit tliem  to  the  investigation  of  a  proper 
tribunal.  But  suppose  the  Viceroy  had 
refused  to  pay  these  indemnities,  a  number 
of  vessels  would  probably  have  been  seised, 
or  the  port  would  have  been  blockaded, 
and  in  the  end  he  would  have  had  to 
pay  in  addition  a  bill  of  many  millions 
of  francs  for  losses  inflicted  upon  mer- 
chants, shipowners,  and  others  of  different 
nations.  Of  course,  under  such  circum- 
stancesy  the  Viceroy  thought  it  prudent  to 
pay  at  once.  Such  cases  show  that  it  is 
necessary  to  remove  Questions  of  this 
kind  from  the  region  of  diplomacy ;  for, 
under  the  existing  system,  they  can  lead 
to  nothing  •  but  misunderstandings,  and 
must  constantly  endanger  the  peace  of 
Europe.  It  is  especially,  I  contend,  the 
interest  of  this  country  to  put  an  end  to 
such  a  state  of  things,  and  to  assist  the 
Egyptian  Government  in  introducing  a 
better  system  under  which  oloims  of  this 
nature  can  be  settled  in  a  just  and  judi- 
cial manner.  No  less  than  sixteen  Consuls 
of  as  many  different  nations  are  at  present 
resident  in  Alexandria  and  Cairo,  with 
Consular  Courts  wherein  cases  between 
foreigners  and  subjects  of  the  Viceroy  are 
heard.  Even  the  Persian  Consul  claims 
this  right  to  an  independent  jurisdiction. 
The  position  of  foreigners  in  Egypt  and 
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the  scandals  to  which  it  gives  rise  are  so 
well  summed  up  in  an  article  in  The 
Tim€B  that  I  cannot  do  better  than  read 
an  extract  from  it — 

"To  illustrate  the  confosion  fomented,  it  is 
pointed  out  that  there  is  scarcelj  a  tingle  depart- 
ment of  the  national  Administration  free  from 
interference.  Even  a  murderer,  if  be  be  a 
foreigner,  cannot  be  arrested  by  the  police  unless 
they  be  accompanied  by  a  Consular  delegate  ; 
while  every  minor  police  regulation — such  as  the 
control  of  drivers  of  public  vehicles,  dec. — is  set 
at  naught ;  because,  if  a  foreigner,  the  man  knows 
he  can  appeal  to  his  Consul,  and  if  a  Native  he 
complains  of  the  immunity  allowed  to  his  alien 
competitor.  So  with  questions  of  ordinary  taxa- 
tion. Bach  Native  trader  is  required  to  pay  a 
licence  duty ;  the  foreigner  refuses,  and  thus  ono 
is  weighted  against  the  other,  and  the  worst  ani- 
mosities of  race  are  created.  In  the  same  way 
all  the  most  important  industries  of  the  country 
are  impeded.  For  the  welfare  and  development 
of  commerce  and  agriculture  a  sound  mortgage 
law  is  essential.  No  such  law  is  possible  in  Egypt. 
If  a  fellah  grants  a  mortgage  to  a  European,  he 
knows  that  in  case  of  any  question  the  decision 
will  be  made  by  the  Consul  of  his  creditor,  and 
this  not  according  to  any  uniform  practice,  but 
according  to  the  mortgage  law  of  the  nation  to 
which  the  creditor  may  happen  to  belong.  Hence 
the  agriculturist  is  driven  to  the  Native  money- 
lender, and  usury  becomes  inevitable.  Similar 
considerations  influence  the  Viceroy  in  guarding 
against  any  steps  that  might  tend  to  throw  land 
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crowning  evil  still  remains.  In  Egypt,  as  in  all 
other  Eastern  countries,  rulers  and  people  are 
alike  ignorant  of  the  true  principles  of  trade  and 
finance.  Hence  the  Viceroy  becomes  the  prey  of 
specious  adventurers,  and  these  adventurers,  re- 
lying on  their  nationality,  constantly  lead  him 
into  the  most  injurious  commitments,  and  then 
trust  to  the  threats  of  their  Consul  either  to  en- 
force fulfilment  or  to  obtain  preposterous  indem- 
nities. Such  cases  can  always  be  reserved  as 
political  weapons,  and,  of  course,  those  Powers 
oontrive  to  obtain  the  most  whose  representatives 
are  the  least  scropulons." 

I  could  mention  a  number  of  cases  to  il- 
lustrate this  statement  to  the  House,  but 
I  will  confine  myself  to  one.  Two  foreign^ 
ers  of  different  nations  come  to  Egypt  with 
machinery  for  a  watermill.  They  erect 
it  upon  a  stream  to  which  they  have  no 
right  whatever,  and  which  irrigates  some 
neighbouring  lands.  The  owners  of  the 
stream  and  lands   appeal  to  the  authori- 

1  ties.  The  owners  of  the  mill  can  only  be 
proceeded   against  in  their  own  Consular 

I  Courts.      After  a  long   lawsuit  it  is  de- 

I  cided  that  the  foreigners  had  no  right  to 
erect  the  mill.  They  then  put  forward 
claims  upon  the  Government  for  loss  of 
money  on  account  of  having  had  to  aban- 
don   their   mill,  the   machinery  of  which 

'  they  declare  has  been  destroyed,  and 
they  succeed    by   diplomatic   pressure  Jn 
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obtainiog  a  large  payment  from  Uie  Yiee- 
roy  by  way  of  indemnity.  I  will  read 
from  an  official  Report  to  the  Viceroy  one 
or  two  cases  in  which  names  are  men* 
tioned,  and  which  I  should  consequently 
not  have  yentured  to  bring  before  the 
House  had  they  not  been  thus  authenti- 
cated— 

*<  A  ConsuUte-Gkneral  of  Brmzil  exists,  al- 
though there  is  no  Branlian  settled  in  Egypt. 
The  Consul  General,  an  Italian,  has  been  obliged, 
in  order  to  oonstitote  for  himself  a  nation,  to 
take  all  the  members  of  his  family  under  the  pro- 
teetion  of  his  flag.  His  nephew,  Abd-Allah-el- 
Athem,  an  attache  to  the  Consulate,  became 
bankrupt.  The  disputes  arising  out  of  this  bank- 
ruptcy have  been  adjudicated  against  the  will  of 
the  creditors  by  the  uncle  of  the  bankrupt,  who 
has  oTerruled  all  exceptions  to  the  baiJLrupt's 
transactions.  The  refusals  of  justice  on  the  part 
of  the  Consul  General  of  Greece  haye  been  so 
flagrant  that  one  day,  in  full  session  of  the  French 
tribunal,  on  appeal  in  action  brought  by  a  Greek 
against  a  Frenchman,  the  president,  M.  Tricon, 
sent  for  the  plaintiff  and  addressed  him,  yerbatlm, 
in  these  words — '  Tour  suit  is  struck  off  the  list. 
Go  and  tell  your  Consul  that  when  he  shall  render 
justice  to  Frenchmen,  I  will  myself  render  justice 
to  his  countrymen.' " 

Now,  I  would  ask  the  House  whether  it  be 
possible  for  a  subject  of  the  Viceroy  or 
for  the  Viceroy  himself  to  obtain  justice 
when  such  a  state  of  things  exists  ?  Nubar 
Pasha,  in  an  official  note,  has  stated  that 
an  Egyptian  who  has  let  his  house  to  a 
foreigner  would  in  most  cases,  in  the  eyent 
of  the  tenant  refusing  to  pay  the  rent, 
raiher  abandon  the  house  altogether  than 
seek  redress  in  a  Consular  Court.  Let 
the  House  consider  the  position  of  an  un- 
fortunate Natiye  who  has  to  bring  an  ac- 
tion for  a  just  debt  against  an  association 
of  three  or  more  persons  of  different  na- 
tions. He  would  haye  to  pursue  each  one 
in  a  separate  Consular  Court.  In  one 
Court  he  might  obtain  a  yerdict  in  his  fa- 
your,  in  the  others  he  might  fail  to 
obtain  justice.  If  he  appealed  from  the 
Consular  Courts  in  Egypt  he  might  haye 
to  go,  according  to  the  nationality  of  each 
defendant,  to  Aiz,  to  New  York,  and  to 
Rio  Janeiro.  It  would  be  absurd  to  ima- 
gine that  the  unfortunate  Natiye  could  hope 
to  get  justice  in  such  a  case,  eyen  if  he 
ventured  upon,  or  could  bear  the  cost  of, 
such  appeals.  A  still  more  absurd  case 
might  be  imagined,  and  might,  indeed, 
occur,  and  has  indeed  been  instanced  by 
Nubar  Pasha.  Suppose  a  band  of  ma- 
rauders, including  Englishmen,  Spaniards, 
Frenchmen,  Italians,  and  Greeks,  were  to 
attack  an  Egyptian  village,  to  sack  it,  and 
to  murder  its  mhabitants.  The  Egyptian 
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authorities  would  be  utterly  powerleaa  to 
punish — ^perhaps  eyen  to  arrest — the  cri- 
minals. They  would  haye  to  prosecute  each 
indiyidnal  in  his  own  Consular  Court,  and 
it  may  be  easily  imagined  how  much  justice 
they  would  be  likely  to  get  in  some  of 
those  Courts.  I  need  scarcely  point  out 
the  monstrous  character  of  such  a  state  of 
things,  which  would  not  be  tolerated  for 
one  moment  in  any  other  country  of  the 
world.  Supposing,  again,  that  a  man 
were  wounded  and  robbed  in  the  street, 
he  might,  by  the  intenrention  of  the  Con- 
sul, succeed  in  arresting  the  robber ;  but 
he  could  not  compel  a  single  witness  to 
attend  who  did  not  belong  to  the  same 
nation  as  the  robber,  and,  consequently* 
he  would  probably  fail  to  obtain  justice. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  this  question 
of  Consular  jurisdiction  and  the  abuses  to 
which  it  has  giyen  rise,  may  yery  seriously 
affect  the  position  of  this  country  in  Egypt, 
as  well  as  the  independence  of  that  coun- 
try. Thousands  of  French  subjects  are 
now  employed  on  the  Sues  Canal,  and  may 
ultimately  form  a  kind  of  permanent  colony 
in  Egypt.  They  would  all  claim  to  be 
under  the  ezclusiye  jurisdiction  of  their 
own  Consular  Courts.  No  action  could  be 
brought  against  them,  no  redress  obtained, 
except  by  appeal  to  the  French  Consul. 
Under  such  circumstances,  the  pretended 
neutralisation  of  the  Sues  Canal  would  be 
simply  an  absurdity.  The  Cempany,  or  any 
of  its  officers,  might  close  the  canal  any 
day  against  a  British  or  other  ship,  and  re- 
dress could  only  be  obtained  by  an  appeal 
to  a  French  Consular  Court.  I  need  not 
dwell  longer  upon  this  subject — the  danger 
will  be  efident  to  the  House — nor  need  I 
point  out  the  yery  serious  source  of  uneasi- 
ness to  the  Egyptian  Goyemment  which 
arises  from  the  presence  of  a  large  popu- 
lation of  foreigners  in  Egypt  not  amenable 
to  the  laws  and  authorities  of  the  country. 
The  question  of  indemnities  is  one  worthy 
of  the  consideration  of  this  country,  on  more 
than  one  account.  The  Viceroy  has  been 
compelled  to  pay  within  the  space  of  four 
years  no  less  a  sum  than  72,000,000  francs, 
or  nearly  £3,000,000  sterling,  as  indem- 
nities to  foreigners,  without  including  the 
yast  sums  which  haye  been  shamelessly 
wrung  from  him  by  the  projectors  of  the 
Suez  Canal.  How  much  of  that  sum  was 
fraudulently  obtained  I  will  not  yenture  to 
inquire.  The  result  has  been  that  the 
finances  of  Egypt  haye  been  seriously  em- 
barrassed, and  that  the  Viceroy  has  had 
great  difficulty  in  finding  the  means  of  pay- 
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ing  the  annual  interests  upon  the  Egyptian 
loans,  whieh  are  held  for  the  most  part  in 
this  country.  The  Viceroy  is  denounced 
for  his  cruelty  towards  the  unhappy  culti- 
Tators  of  the  soil,  from  whom  the  last 
farthing  is  wrung,  and  who  are  home  down 
hy  the  weight  of  taxes  and  imposts.  I 
have  no  douht  that  these  unfortunate  crea- 
tures are  exposed  to  great  hardships  and 
distress  ;  hut  it  must  not  be  forgotten  that 
the  European  Powers,  by  supporting  mon- 
strous and  fraudulent  claims  for  indemnities, 
and  by  compelling  the  Viceroy  to  satisfy 
them  without  reference  to  their  justice  or 
injustice,  are  to  a  great  extent  responsible 
for  the  oppression  which  may  exist,  and 
which  arises  in  a  great  measure  from  the 
necessity  of  finding  the  means  of  paying 
these  claims.  At  one  time  Mehemet  All 
Pasha  was  anxious  to  give  encouragement 
to  foreigners  to  settle  in  Egypt,  and  to  gire 
the  country  the  advantage  of  European 
industry,  intelligence,  and  capital.  He 
could  not  then  anticipate  the  result  of  his 
eulightened  efforts.  He  had  a  right  to 
expect  fairer  and  juster  treatment  from 
the  nations  who  boasted  of  their  civilixa- 
tion.  He  gave  foreigners  the  right  to  hold 
land  in  Egypt,  but  on  the  express  condi- 
tion that  they  should  be  subject  to  the 
Egyptian  laws  as  regarded  that  land,  and 
that  they  should  pay  the  taxes  and  do  all 
that  Egyptian  landholders  would  do.  Con- 
ditions to  that  effect  were  inserted  in  the 
title-deeds  of  land  sold  to  foreigners  ;  but 
the  foreign  landowners  now  neither  obeyed 
the  laws  nor  paid  the  taxes,  and  in  this 
they  were  uniformly  supported  by  their 
Consuls.  Nubar  Pasha  has  laid  all  these 
facts  before  the  French  and  English  Go- 
yernments,  and  the  answer  he  has  received 
from  the  noble  Lord  has  been  placed  on 
the  table  of  the  House.  All  Nubar  Pasha 
proposes  as  some  remedy  to  this  state  of 
things  is  a  return  to  the  capitulations,  and 
that  instead  of  Consular  Courts  there 
should  be  established  in  Egypt  Egyptian 
Courts,  presided  over  partly  by  European 
and  partly  by  Native  Judges,  to  adjudicate 
on  subjects  in  which  Natives  may  be  con- 
cerned. He  does  not  wish  to  interfere  in 
any  way  with  the  Consular  Courts  where 
foreigners  alone  are  concerned  ;  he  only 
proposes  one  departure  from  the  capitula- 
tions. It  is  this — According  to  the  capitu- 
lations, an  interpreter  must  always  be 
present  in  Court  in  cases  where  foreigners 
are  concerned,  in  order  to  see  that  justice 
18  done.  Nubar  Pasha  desires  to  do  away 
with  this  condition,  and,  instead,  he  pro* 


poses  to  constitute  the  Egyptian  Courts 
upon  the  most  liberal  principles.  He  .pro- 
poses that  they  should  be  composed  of 
three  Native  and  three  European  Judges  ; 
and  in  the  event  of  this  being  objected  to, 
he  is  even  willing  to  agree  that  the  Euro- 
peans should  form  the  majority.  All  that 
be  stipulates  for  is  that  the  President  of 
the  Court  should  be  a  subject  of  the  Vice- 
roy, Instead  of  the  presence  of  the  drago- 
man or  interpreter,  he  proposes  that  the 
utmost  publicity  should  be  given  to  the 
proceedings  of  the  Court,  that  counsel 
should  attend,  and  that  a  superior  Court 
of  Appeal  should  be  instituted,  composed, 
if  insisted  upon,  of  a  majority  of  European 
Judges,  and  that  justice  should  be  admi- 
nistered as  it  is  in  European  countries. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  at  present 
the  proceedings  of  the  Turkish  Courts  are 
not  public.  Moreover,  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Viceroy  to  train  up  a  certain 
number  of  young  Egyptians  to  the  profes- 
sion of  the  law,  and  to  educate  them  for 
the  administration  of  justice.  If  this 
scheme  were  carried  out,  instead  of  there 
being,  as  now,  sixteen  different  jurisdic- 
tions to  which  the  subiects  of  the  Viceroy 
are  liable,  there  would  be  but  one,  pre- 
sided over  by  European  and  Native  Judges. 
This  seems  to  me  to  be  a  just,  reasonable, 
and  practical  proposal ;  even  the  noble 
Lord  admits  that  there  is  nothing  what- 
ever in  it  opposed  to  the  spirit  of  the 
capitulations,  or  even  to  their  letter.  I 
might  almost  say  that  the  Viceroy  has  not 
gone  far  enough ;  but  even  this  very  mo- 
derate and  just  proposal  has  excited  a 
great  outcry  amongst  the  foreign  residents 
in  Egypt.  The  British  and  Maltese  mer- 
chants, in  an  indignant  memorial  addressed 
to  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley),  which 
has  been  recently  published  in  The  Timeit 
declare  that — 

**  The  Government  of  the  Viceroy  has  submitted 
to  Her  Mtyesty's  Goveniment  a  proposition  to 
abolish  the  iorisdiction  of  the  British  Consular 
Law  Courts  In  Egypt." 

But  this  statement  is  entirely  opposed  to 
the  truth.  All  that  the  Viceroy  asks  is 
that  the  jurisdiction  of  those  Courts  should 
be  limited,  according  to  the  express  terms 
of  the  capitulations,  to  cases  in  which 
foreigners  alone  are  concerned,  and  that 
they  be  not  permitted  to  interfere  with  his 
undoubted  rights  and  prerogative  of  dealing 
with  his  own  subjects.  A  letter,  signed  by 
a  Mr.  Bell,  who  appears  to  speak  in  the 
name  of  the  British  community  in  Egypt, 
has  appeared  in  Th^  Timti,  together  with 
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the  memorial.  Amongst  the  reasoiiB  which 
it  gifes  why  Her  Majesty's  Gorenimeot 
should  decline  to  accept  the  Viceroy's  pro- 
posal, there  is  one  which  will  hest  show 
the  pretensions  of  foreigners  established 
in  Egypt,  and  how  ridiculous  and  utterly 
untenable  they  are.  Mr.  Bell  states,  in 
justification  of  the  action  of  the  British 
Consular  Court  over  the  Viceroy  and  his 
subjects,  that  in  one  case  the  payment  of 
bills  accepted  by  the  manager  of  the  Vice- 
roy's  private  estate,  and  protested,  could 
only  be  obtained — 

"Bj  s  formal  demand  addressed  to  the  British 
Consular  Court,  that  the  Viceroy,  having  failed 
to  meet  hit  engagements,  should  he  immediatelj 
declared  a  bankrupt.  A  private  intimation  that 
this  formal  demand  had  been  made  for  a  declara- 
tion of  bankruptcy  was  communicated  to  the 
Viceroy's  a^ent.  and  he  thereupon  sent  to  the 
oflQce  of  the  holder  of  the  bills  the  money  to  meet 
them." 

Now,  let  the  House  imagine  for  one  mo- 
ment a  foreign  Court  with  independent 
jurisdiction  established  in  this  country  de- 
claring the  Queen  a  bankrupt !  Could 
such  a  state  of  things  be  conceived  in  any 
other  country  of  the  world  but  Egypt? 
Can  it  be  a  matter  of  surprise  that  the 
Viceroy  should  consider  this  foreign  juris- 
diction as  injurious  to  his  dignity  and  in- 
dependence ?  It  appears  to  me  that  the 
fact  of  such  a  proceeding  as  that  described 
by  Mr.  Bell  having  taken  place  would 
alone  justify  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley) 
in  accepting  Nubar  Pasha's  proposal.  I 
do   not  advocate   the   withdrawal   of  the 

Srotection  of  our  Consuls  altogether  from 
Iritish  subjects  in  the  East.  1  know  that 
the  time  is  not  yet  come  for  this  step, 
although  I  trust  that  it  is  approaching  ; 
nor  do  I  suggest  that  the  noble  Lord  should 
consent  to  the  proposal  of  the  Egyptian 
Qovernment  without  having  first  satisfied 
himself  that  justice  shall  be  properly  ad- 
ministered in  the  case  of  British  subjects. 
Nubar  Pasha,  in  his  note  to  the  Viceroy, 
which  has  been  laid  upon  the  table  of  the 
House,  declares  that  the  Egyptian  Govem- 
meut  is  willing  to  give  satisfactory  security 
upon  this  point,  and  to  meet  foreign  Go- 
vernments more  than  half  way.  The  noble 
Lord  might  even  avail  himself  of  this 
opportunity  to  obtain  from  the  Turkish 
and  Egyptian  Governments  a  reform  of 
the  law  with  regard  to  the  admission  of 
Christian  evidence  in  criminal  cases.  Al- 
ready, in  civil  and  commercial  suits,  this 
has  been  done  ;  and  it  is  now  virtually  ac- 
cepted, I  believe,  even  in  criminal  oases  : 
Mr.  Laywrd 


but  the  Doble  Lord  would  be  quite  justified 
if  he  were  to  call  upon  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment to  abolish  the  law  which  still  exists 
upon  this  subject  before  submitting  British 
subjects  to  the  control  of  Egyptian  Courts. 
It  has,  I  know,  been  suggested  to  the 
Egyptian  Government  that  before  calling 
upon  the  European  Powers  to  accept  the 
proposal  made  by  Nubar  Pasha,  the  best 
plan  would  be  for  the  Viceroy  to  establish 
mixed  Courts,  and  to  allow  the  world  to 
see  how  they  worked.  He  has  been  told, 
''Institute  your  Courts,  choose  your  Eu- 
ropean and  Native  Judges.  Have  justice 
well  and  impartially  administered,  and  you 
will  see  that  foreigners  will  then  avail 
themselves  of  them,  and  you  will  obtain 
what  you  require  from  foreign  Govern- 
ments without  any  difficulty."  But  the 
objections  to  such  a  course  appear  to  roe 
to  be  very  grave,  if  not  altogether  insur- 
mountable. There  are  four  that  present 
themselves  at  once.  First,  English  and 
French  subjects  might  be  induced  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  Egyptian  Courts,  but 
others  would  not,  and  an  additional  element 
of  confusion  would  consequently  arise,  and 
in  mixed  cases  miscarriage  of  justice  would 
ensue,  some  defendants  appealing  to  the 
Local  Courts,  and  others  to  the  Consular 
Courts  ;  secondly,  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment could  not  venture  upon  a  trial  of  this 
kind,  unless  they  received  the  fullest  assure 
ance  that  the  decrees  of  the  Court  should 
be  carried  out  and  its  jurisdiction  enforced 
— otherwise  the  authority  of  the  Viceroy 
would  further  suffer  ;  thirdly,  the  Viceroy 
could  not  call  upon  his  Mahommedan  sub- 
jects to  submit  to  the  jurisdiction  of  a 
Court  presided  over  by  European  Judges, 
whose  authority  was  not  recognized  by  Euro- 
peans themselves  ;  and  lastly,  the  subjects 
of  the  Viceroy  would  be  placed  in  this  most 
unfair  and  disadvantageous  position,  that 
whilst  foreigners  would  be  able  to  ap- 
peal from  the  decision  of  the  Egyptian 
Courts  to  a  Court  of  Appeal  established  in 
Egypt,  the  Native  of  Egypt,  when  pur- 
suing a  foreigner  in  his  Consular  Court, 
would  have  to  anneal  to  a  Court  estab- 
lished in  some  distant  foreign  country. 
The  proposal  made  by  the  Viceroy,  is,  I 
think,  a  fair  and  reasonable  one.  He  it 
willing  that  Commissioners  named  by  the 
principal  European  Powers  should  be  ap- 
pointed to  proceed  to  Egypt  to  inquire 
into  the  whole  subject  of  Consular  juris- 
diction  in  that  country,  and  to  report  to 
their  respective  Governments  upon  it,  with  a 
view  to  the  adoption  of  the  scheme  which 
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he  has  put  forward.  The  French  Oovern- 
ment  has  already  appointed  a  Commission 
of  Inquiry,  which  has  made  a  Report.  Al- 
though I  have  not  seen  that  Report,  I  un- 
derstand that  it  is  in  many  respects  favour- 
ahle  to  the  proposal  of  the  Viceroy.  Bat 
whilst  the  Viceroy  is  prepared  to  agree  to 
the  appointment  of  an  International  Com- 
mission, he  very  justly  insists  that  before 
it  commences  its  labours  a  certain  basis 
for  its  proceedings  shall  be  agreed  upon 
by  the  European  Powers,  and  that  that 
basis  shall  be  the  capitulations.  Usages 
and  abuses  haye  sprung  up  in  Egypt  which 
are  entirely  opposed  to  those  treaties,  and 
the  Viceroy  cannot  admit  their  validity,  and 
recognizes  this  as  a  point  of  departure  in 
any  future  inquiry.  It  is,  I  believe,  stated 
that  the  French  Government  have  refused 
to  accept  this  condition.  But  I«cannot  be- 
lieve that  a  great  and  Just  nation  like  France 
would  insist  upon  supporting  that  which  is  a 
manifest  abuse  and  a  flagraut  wrong  when 
dealing  with  a  weak  Power.  I  have  heard 
that  the  Emperor  himself  is  fully  alive  to 
the  great  abuses  which  have  sprung  up 
under  the  capitulations,  to  the  injustice  to 
which  the  Natives  of  Egypt  are  exposed 
in  consequence,  and  to  the  danger  of  the 
present  state  of  things  to  the  authority  of 
the  Viceroy.  He  cannot  but  feel  that 
whilst  the  European  Powers  hold  the  Vice- 
roy responsible  for  the  safety  of  the  lives 
and  property  of  their  subjects  residing  in 
Egypt,  they  are  depriving  the  Viceroy  of 
the  only  means  that  he  has  of  securing  that 
safety.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley),  in 
his  despatch  of  the  18th  October  last,  which 
has  been  laid  upon  the  table  of  the  House, 
has  fully  admitted  the  evils  to  which  the 
present  system  of  Consular  jurisdiction  in 
Egypt  has  given  rise,  and  has  shown  that 
that  system  is  entirely  opposed  to  the 
letter  and  spirit  of  our  treaties.  With  the 
views  expressed  in  that  despatch  I  cordially 
agree.  But  I  trust  that  the  noble  Lord 
will  do  more  than  write  a  despatch,  and 
that  he  is  prepared  to  act  with  energy  in 
the  matter,  without  being  deterred  from 
doing  that  which  is  just  and  right  by  any 
outcry  which  may  be  raised  against  him 
amongst  the  subjects  of  tbis  country  es- 
tablished in  Egypt,  who  are,  of  coarse, 
determined  to  prevent,  if  possible,  the  re- 
form of  abases  of  which  they  are  partly 
the  authors,  and  of  which  they  have  long 
profited.  Let  those  gentlemen  be  re- 
minded that  after  all  they  have  no  more 
right  to  the  exceptional  protection  which 
they  claim  in  Egypt,  than  British  residents 


who  chose  to  settle  for  the  sake  of  gain  in 
any  other  country.  We  do  not  have  Con- 
sular Courts  in  South  America — and  the 
taxpayers  of  this  country  may  with  reason 
ask,  why  they  should  be  compelled  to  sup- 
port expensive  establishments  in  Turkey  and 
Egypt  merely  to  promote  the  trade  and 
speculations  of  persons  who  chose  to  go  to 
those  countries.  Nor  will  the  noble  Lord, 
I  hope,  be  deterred  from  doing  that  which  is 
right  and  just,  by  the  unwillingness  which 
other  Powers,  some  of  whom  may  have  a 
direct  interest  in  maintaining  the  present 
system,  may  show  to  go  with  him.  I  feel 
convinced  that  if  England  boldly  adopts  a 
just  and  liberal  policy  in  this  matter,  and 
admits  the  undoubted  rights  of  the  Egyp- 
tian Government,  other  nations  will  be 
unable  to  take  a  different  course.  And  if 
France,  as  I  have  reason  to  hope  she  is 
prepared  to  do,  will  unite  with  England  in 
putting  an  end  to  the  present  disgraceful 
state  of  things,  and  in  supporting  the  just 
and  legitimate  demands  of  the  Viceroy, 
1  am  certain  that  a  new  system  will  be 
introduced  into  Egypt,  and,  indeed,  ere 
long  into  the  whole  of  the  Turkish  Em- 
pire, which  will  be  equally  advantageous 
to  the  interests  of  Europeans  and  Natives. 
I  will  quote  one  or  two  extracts  from  the 
noble  Lord's  despatch,  which  will  prove 
that  he  has  taken  what  I  conceive  to  be  a 
proper  view  of  this  important  question,  and 
that  there  only  now  remains  for  him  to 
carry  out  the  policy  which  he  has  laid 
down — 

"  Her  Majesty's  Government  cannot  doubt  that 
the  system  whieh  now  prevails  in  Egypt  in  regard 
to  snits  in  which  foreigners  on  the  one  hand  and 
the  Government  and  people  of  Egypt  on  the  other, 
are  concerned,  is  as  injnrions  to  the  interests  of 
all  parties  as  it  is  certainly  withoat  warrant  of 
any  treaty  enffagement.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  perrectly  willing,  therefore,  to  lend  their 
aid  to  the  Egyptian  GoTermnent  in  an  attempt  to 
establish  a  better  system,  and  if  the  Egyptian  Gh>- 
vemment  succeed  in  obtaining  the  concurrence  of 
other  Powers  for  the  same  purpose,  yon  may  assure 
Nubar  Pasha  that  the  cordial  co-operation  of  Great 
Britain  will  not  be  withheld  from  so  salutary 
a  work.  They  WQuld  hail  with  the  utmost  satis- 
Action  such  an  improvement  in  the  judicial 
system  of  the  Ottoman  Empire,  and  specifically  of 
Egypt,  which  is  so  important  a  part  of  it,  as  would 
justify  them  in  altogether  renouncing  any  judicial 
action  in  that  country,  and  leaving  the  disputes 
of  their  subjects,  and  the  crimes  which  they  may 
commit,  to  the  exclusive  jarisdiction  of  the  local 
Government,  as  is  the  case  in  other  countries. 
With  such  reelings,  Her  Majesty's  Grovernment 
are  certainly  not  inclined  to  hold  oat  for  a  juris- 
diction to  which  they  have  no  treaty  right,  which 
they  submit  to  be  an  usurpation,  though  brought 
about  by  force  of  circumstances,  and  which  ii  as 
injurious  to  British  interests  as  It  is  derogatory 
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to  the  ohamoter  and  well-being  of  the  Egyptian 
Adminiitration/' 

Fortunately,  the  principal  commercial  com- 
munities of  this  country  are  prepared  to 
give  their  support  to  the  noble  Lord  in 
this  matter.     I  had  hoped  to  have  seen  in 
their  places  this  evening  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Bazley) 
and  other  Gentlemen  connected  with  our 
commercial  interests,  who  formed  part  of 
a  deputation  to  the  noble  Lord  a  few  days 
ago   on   this  subject.     They  would  have 
supported  me,  I  know,  on  this  occasion. 
They  naturally  perceive  that  the  present 
system  of  Consular  jurisdiction  in  the  East, 
and  the  pretensions  of  foreigners  residing 
in  the  Turkish  Empire  and  in  Egypt,  are 
so  outrageous  and  unjust  that  they  must 
tend  to  interrupt  the  good  feeling  which 
ought    to   exist    between    the   European 
Powers   and   the  Turkish   and   Egyptian 
Governments,  and  to  discourage  and  pre- 
vent the  development  of  those  commercial 
relations  which    exist  between    England 
and  the  East,  and  which  are  already  be- 
coming of   such  vast  importance  to  this 
country.     These  views  are  entertained  at 
the  same  time  by  almost  every  organ  of 
public  opinion  of  authority  in  this  country, 
and  have  been  advocated  with  great  ability 
and  power  by  The  Times,  and  other  lead- 
ing newspapers.     In  conclusion,   I  would 
again  quote  from  the  work  of  a  gentleman 
who  has  had  more  experience  than  most 
persons  with  regard  to  the  working  of  tho. 
capitulations,    Sir  Adolphus   Slade.      He 
says — 

"  The  neoessitj  of  framing  capitulations  in  the 
16th  oentarjfor  the  protection  of  a  few  European 
traders  was  a  disgrace  to  Turkey  ;  the  strict  en- 
forcement of  them  in  the  19th  century  is  a  re- 
proach to  Europe.  They  were  framed  on  behalf 
of  limited  associations,  self-restrained  by  bye- 
laws,  and  self-responsible  for  the  conduct  of  their 
servants  and  employit  ;  they  are  now  enforced  in 
fovour  of  50,000  Europeans  of  various  nationali- 
ties and  callings  at  Constantinople,  and  twice  as 
many  thousands  or  more  domiciled  in  provincial 
cities,  in  pursuit,  one  and  all,  per  fat  et  nefas,  of 
one  object — gain,  and  though  divided  by  cUshing 
interests,  united  by  the  common  bond  of  rancour 
against  the  dominant  race.  '  Probed  to  their 
source,  the  occasional  outbreaks  in  Turkey,  called 
fanatical,  would  be  seen  to  be  the  natural  reaction 
against  the  overbeurings  and  insolence  of  foreign- 
ers and  protected  natives.  '  Would  you  abolish  the 
capitulations  ? '  asks  the  Levantine.  Not  altoge- 
ther, so  long  as  the  separation  of  administrative 
and  judicial  functions  in  Turkey  remains  indis- 
tinct ;  but  we  would  modify  them  in  the  interests 
of  society  by  drawing  a  line  between  protection 
and  impunity,  between  privilege  and  licenoe." 

These  are  wise  words,  and  I  cannot  do 
better  than  call  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Mr.  Layard 


Lord  earnestly  to  them.  I  trust  that  he 
will  lose  no  time  in  taking  some  step  which 
may  put  an  end  to  the  state  of  things 
they  describe.  The  first  thing,  it  appears 
to  me  to  be  done,  is  to  come  to  an  agree- 
ment with  the  French  Government  for  the 
appointment  of  an  International  Commis- 
sion, founded  upon  the  basis  suggested  by 
the  Egyptian  Government,  and  empowered 
to  inquire  into  the  working  of  foreign 
Consular  jurisdiction  in  the  Turkish  Em- 
and   Egypt,   and   to  ascertain  what 


pire  ^, ^  . 

may  be  the   rights  and  privileges  which 
foreigners  may  have  a  right  to  claim  under 
the  capitulations.     When  the  facts  of  the 
case  are  thus  ascertained,  it  will  be  for 
England  and   France  to  act   in    a   just 
and  generous  spirit  towards  Tarkey  and 
Egypt;  to  retain  only  those  privileges  which 
are  absolutely  necessary  to  the  protection 
of  their  subjects  in  the  East ;  to  be  pre- 
pared to  remove  that  exceptional  protection 
still  further  as  those  countries  advance  in 
the  path  of  civilization  and  of  reform ;  and 
to   give   assistance  to   the   Turkish    and 
Egyptian   Governments   in  placing   their 
internal  administration,  and  especially  that 
part  of  it  which  relates  to  law  and  justice, 
on  a  footing  which  may  be  equally  benefi- 
cial to  foreigners  and  to  their  own  subjects. 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  wished 
to  point  out  that  it  was  the  weakness  of 
the  Egyptian  Government,  after  the  revolt 
of  Ali  Pasha,   which  led  to  the  granting 
of  the  existing  concessions  to  foreigners. 
He  hoped  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  would  not  treat 
this  question  as  an  Egyptian  one  merely, 
but  would  go  to  the  root  of  the  evil,  and 
endeavour  to  carry  out  all  the  recommen- 
dations contained  in  the  Protocol  of  Paris. 
At  the  time  when  the  capitulations  were 
entered  into  there  was  in  Turkey  a  poll 
tax  on  Christians,  and  one  object  was  to 
exempt  foreign  residents  from  this  badge 
of  servitude.      Circumstances  had  wholly 
changed,  and  it  was  absurd  that  foreigners 
should   be  exempted   from   every   impost 
except  customs'  dues.     Foreign  residents 
ought  to  be  placed  on  an  equal,  but  on  no 
better  footing,  than  Natives,  and  there  was 
no  reason  whatever  why  they  should  not 
be   required   to   pay  their  fair  share   of 
taxation.     There  could  be  no  question  that 
the  Consular  jurisdiction  had  given  rise  to 
great  abuses  on  the  part  of  the  Consuls  of 
third-rate  Powers,  and  so  reluctant  were 
people  to  interfere  that  murder  might  be 
committed  in  Turkey  by  foreigners  almost 
with  impunity.     Indeed  he  could  mention 
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one  ease  in  whioh  a  murder  was  witnessed 
bj  an  English  Consal  and  another  Eng- 
lishman. It  was  committed  bj  an  Italian, 
and  the  yictim  was  a  Qreek  ;  and  thongh 
the  English  Oonsnl  interfered,  and  com- 

?e11ed  the  police  to  take  the  man  up,  the 
talian  Consul  eyidentlj  thought  he  was 
going  beyond  his  duty,  and  the  end  of  the 
matter  was  that  the  man  who  committed 
the  murder  was  allowed  to  get  off  to  Genoa, 
and  what  became  of  him  afterwards  he 
could  not  tell.  It  was  a  wrong  system 
that  the  Government  of  a  country  should 
not  have  jurisdiction  over  all  its  inhabi- 
tants, and  there  would  be  less  inconveni- 
ence in  the  Egyptian  Government  having 
it  now  that  Christian  evidence  was  to  all 
intents  and  purposes  admitted.  Mixed 
Courts  having  at  our  instance  been  estab- 
lished in  Turkey,  it  was  discrediting  them 
in  the  eyes  of  the  people  if  we  did  not 
allow  our  own  subjects  to  be  tried  in  them. 
He  believed  they  were  as  impartial  as  the 
tribunals  of  Spain  or  Portugal.  He  trusted 
that  there  would  be  joint  action  by  the 
European  Powers  as  to  these  capitulations, 
with  due  regard  to  the  right  of  the  Turk  in 
his  own  country. 

Lord  STANLEY :  Sir,  I  have  no  wish, 
and  I  see  no  reason,  to  prolong  this  dis- 
cussion, since  there  is  no  dispute  as  to 
facts,  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that  in  by 
far  the  greater  part  of  what  has  been  stated 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Southwark  (Mr-  Layard)  I  am  inclined  to 
agree.  And  first  let  me  dispose  of  one  or 
two  questions  which  have  been  raised  in- 
cidentally. As  to  the  question  of  the  right 
of  foreigners  to  hold  land  in  Turkey,  and 
the  conditions  on  which  they  should  be 
allowed  to  hold  it,  I  may  remark  that  that 
is  a  matter  which  has  been  for  some  time 
under  discussion,  and  I  think  we  have 
practically  settled  the  terms  on  which  land 
may  be  held.  I  have  always  felt  that  in 
principle  the  Turkish  Government  were 
quite  justified  in  the  reservations  and  con- 
ditions they  laid  down;  but  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  to  consider  how  those 
conditions  would  practically  work  in  some 
parts  of  the  Empire  where  Europeans  are 
not  numerous,  and  where  Consular  assist- 
ance is  not  at  hand.  I  believe,  however, 
that  question  has  now  been  arranged  be- 
tween the  two  Governments.  With  regard 
to  the  abuse  of  Consular  jurisdiction,  I 
cordially  sympathize  in  what  has  been  said 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  It  is  an  anomaly, 
even  if  it  be  a  necessary  one,  that  we 
should  remove  British  subjects  from  the 
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territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  country  ;  but 
I  quite  agree  that  it  is  an  intolerable  abuse 
if  that  protection  is  extended  to  a  large 
number  of  persons  who  have  no  claim  upon 
us,  as,  for  instance,  in  those  cases  in 
which  Natives  of  the  Ionian  Islands  have 
claimed  the  privilege.  Maltese,  of  course, 
have  a  right  to  protection  as  British  sub- 
jects; but  with  regard  to  all  those  cases 
which  used  to  be  numerous  in  former  years, 
when  protection  was  extended  to  Natives 
who  were  dependants  upon  Europeans,  I 
think  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  bear  me  out 
in  saying  that  this  has  been  diminished  of 
late  years,  and  I  ()o  not  think  the  abuse 
now  exists  to  any  considerable  extent.  At 
any  rate,  if  a  case  is  brought  before  me  in 
which  it  does  exist,  I  shall  be  ready  to  do 
all  in  my  power  to  remedy  it.  With  re- 
gard to  the  claim  of  Europeans  to  exemp- 
tion from  local  taxes,  I  am  not  aware  that 
it  has  ever  been  made  the  subject  of  com- 
plaint on  the  part  of  the  Porte.  I  am 
bound  to  admit  that,  like  many  other  things 
bearing  upon  our  connection  with  the  Turk- 
ish Empire,  it  is  somewhat  anomalous,  and 
I  can  quite  understand  that  arrangements 
which  were  perfectly  natural  and  harmless 
when  but  a  very  small  number  of  foreigners 
were  settled  in  Turkey,  are  quite  inappro- 
priate to  the  circumstances  of  the  present 
time.  The  main  question  is  the  question 
whether  or  not  we  can  get  rid  of  Consular 
jurisdiction  as  regards  Egypt.  Now,  upon 
that  point  I  have  stated  what  are  in  prin- 
ciple the  views  of  the  British  Government 
in  a  despatch  from  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  quoted,  and  I  therefore  need  not 
repeat  them  at  any  length.  Eyer  since 
the  Crimean  War  and  the  Treaty  of  Paris, 
not  only  the  British  Government,  but  I 
believe  all  the  Great  Powers  of  Europe 
have  concurred  in  the  feeling  that  the 
exercise  of  this  Consular  jurisdiction  was 
an  anomaly  which  it  was  desirable  to  re- 
move. There  is  no  doubt  that  jurisdiction 
extra  territorial  of  that  kind  is  in  itself  an 
evil.  The  only  justification  there  can  be 
for  it  is  that  it  may  be  a  necessity.  But 
if  it  ceases  to  be  a  necessity,  it  ceases  to 
be  justifiable.  The  real  question  is  not 
whether  you  desire  to  give  up  these  rights, 
but  whether  you  can  find  an  effective  sub- 
stitute for  them.  You  cannot  giye  up  these 
exceptional  rights  unless  you  are  satisfied 
that  you  can  substitute  for  them  the  juris- 
diction of  an  independent  and  impartial 
tribunal,  and  the  difficulty  is  how  to  find 
in  a  country  like  Egypt  sufficient  security 
for  the  establishment  of  such|k  tribuW. 
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Egypt,  as  we  all  know,  \%  a  coantrj  abao- 
lutolj  despotic,  both  in  theory  and  in  prac- 
tice. I  am  not  saying  that  Judges  wonld 
on  that  account  be  necessarily  ser?i]e,  but 
I  am  afraid  that  it  would  be  difficult  to 
find  men  who  in  any  case  where  their  own 
GoTernment  was  concerned  would  not  think 
it  their  duty  to  take  the  part  of  the  Go- 
Ternment of  their  own  country,  and  we  all 
know  that  the  Egyptian  Government  is 
yery  often  concerned  in  the  questions  that 
arise.  There  is  no  part  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's speech  with  which  I  more  tho- 
rouglily  concur  than  with  respect  to  the 
great  abuse  and  inconvenience  of  resorting 
to  diplomatic  agency  fo'r  the  determination 
of  private  matters ;  but  it  is  because  I  hold 
that  opinion  that  I  think  it  essential  to 
have  Courts  you  can  rely  upon,  because  it 
is  a  lesser  evil  to  have  a  Court  which  is 
anomalous  in  principle,  but  which  works 
tolerably  in  practice,  than  a  Court  which 
may  be  constituted  according  to  European 
notions  of  what  is  right,  but  which  does 
not  practically  give  justice,  and  the  result 
of  the  working  of  which  would  be  that  its 
decisions  would  be  continually  appealed 
from,  so  that  diplomatic  questions  would 
constantly  arise.  There  are  difficulties  in 
our  way  but  X  do  not  say  that  they  cannot 
be  overcome.  With  regard  to  an  Interna- 
tional Commission,  I  do  not  apprehend  that 
there  is  at  present  between  the  leading 
Powers  of  Europe  any  considerable  differ- 
ence of  opinion.  I  believe  they  are  all  of 
opinion  that  such  a  Commission  should  be 
established  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
how  such  Courts  as  we  all  desire  in  prin- 
ciple should  be  established.  The  only 
points  of  difference  are  upon  questions 
which  are  comparatively  matters  of  detail. 
With  regard  to  the  claim  put  foward  by 
the  Egyptian  Government  no  longer  to 
admit  the  capitulations  and  to  ignore 
usages,  that  is  a  claim  to  which  I  should 
find  it  very  difficult  to  give  a  positive 
answer  either  one  way  or  the  other,  for 
there  are  usages  and  usages.  A  usage 
which  has  become  an  unwritten  law  must, 
I  think,  be  practically  regarded  as  part  of 
the  law  of  the  country,  but  the  same  claim 
cannot  be  made  for  a  custom  that  has 
sprung  up  within  the  last  dozen  years,  and 
which  has  never  been  sanctioned  or  tole- 
rated, but  only  submitted  to  through  the 
weakness  of  the  Government.  I  need  say 
no  more  upon  that,  because  there  is  very 
little  in  dispute  between  us.  The  one 
point  upon  which  I  should  be  inclined  to 
questiuu  the  view  which  the  hen.  Gentle- 
Lord  SkmUy 


man  takes  is  bis  wish  that  whatever  we  do 
should  be  done,  not  for  Egypt  only,  but 
for  every  part  of  the  Turkish  Empire. 
Now,  as  to  that,  I  am  open  to  conviction, 
but  as  at  present  advised  I  doubt  the  policy 
of  that  course.  Turkey  is  a  very  wide 
Empire,  and  it  contains  provinces  in  various 
stages  of  civilisation.  We  have  far  greater 
interests  in  Egypt  than  anywhere  elie  in 
that  Empire,  and  there  is  a  greater  appeal 
there  to  European  feeling  and  a  greater 
influence  of  European  ideas  than  can  be 
found  in  the  remoter  provinces  of  Turkey. 
After  all,  too,  if  you  are  to  establish  a 
system  of  territorial  jurisdiction  which  is 
to  work  well,  the  best  chance  of  getting  it 
to  work  is  to  establish  it  experimentally, 
and  then,  if  you  find  it  work  well  in  one 
part,  you  can  extend  it  to  another.  At 
the  same  time,  we  must  be  very  mueh 
guided  on  this  question  partly  by  the  views 
of  the  Porte,  partly  by  the  view  which 
the  other  Powers  may  take,  and  partly  by 
such  light  as  may  be  thrown  upon  it  in  the 
Qourse  of  the  investigation  which  is  to  be 
held.  The  question  of  principle,  as  I 
understand,  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
wishes  to  raise  is,  **  Do  you  regard  the 
present  Consular  jurisdiction  and  the  claim 
for  Consular  authority  as  desirable  7"  Now, 
I  agree  with  him  that  it  is  not  desirable. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  further  asks,  "  Do 
you  wish  to  see  a  better  system  of  juris- 
diction substituted  V*  I  certainly  do,  but 
if  you  ask  me  how  that  is  to  be  done  it  is 
a  matter  of  great  difficulty.  We  have  to 
consult  the  Porte,  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment, and  the  other  great  Powers,  and 
many  questions  of  detail  will  arise  as  to 
which  we  do  not  altogether  see  our  way. 
All  we  say  is  tbst  time  and  deliberation 
will  be  required,  and  I  can  only  assure  the 
House  that  the  Government  will  not  lose 
sight  of  the  subject,  and  that  their  anxious 
desire  is  so  to  deal  with  it  as  to  bring  abont 
a  state  of  things  more  satisfactory  than 
the  present. 

Mh.  CHEETHAM  said,  he  wished  to 
warn  the  noble  Lord  not  to  be  led  astray 
by  the  extraordinary  statements  which  had 
proceeded  from  some  of  our  countrymen  in 
Egypt.  He  could  readily  understand  that 
our  countrymen  there  were  so  accustomed 
to  special  privileges  that  they  were  very 
unwilling  to  part  with  them.  Egypt  wss 
now  becoming  so  intimately  bound  to  this 
country,  and  especially  to  Lancashire,  by 
commercial  relations,  that  he  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  not  allow  that  state  of 
things  with  regard  to  our  Consular  Courts 
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io  Egypt  which  was  so  disoreditfthk  to  ua 
to  remain  in  their  present  condition.  It 
depended  on  the  noble  Lord  very  much 
whether  the  proposed  new  Courts  would  or 
would  not  be  sanctioned  by  the  other  Go- 
vernments. 

Mr.  J.  PEEL  said,  that  he  was  at  the 
head  of  the  firm  which  had  signed  the 
document  of  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Southwark  had  so  much  complained.  They 
knew  very  well  that  there  wss  no  tribunal 
in  Egypt  which  could  judge  fairly  between 
the  buyer,  being  the  Pasha,  and  the  seller, 
the  British  merchant.  He  believed  he 
was  the  oldest  British  merchant  engaged 
in  the  Egyptian  trade,  and  he  had  never 
heard  of  the  decisions  of  the  British  Con- 
sular tribunsl  being  called  in  question  by 
any  Native  whatsoever.  Any  one  who 
knew  anything  of  the  transactions  between 
the  British  and  the  Pasha  would  say 
that  where  justice  was  obtained  it  had 
been  obtained  by  the  Consular  Courts. 
Though  he  would  have  no  objection  to  see 
any  system  established  which  would  do 
justice  to  other  countries  as  well  as  our 
own,  he  would  hesitate  a  long  time  before 
he  would  consent  to  have  the  transactions 
which  passed  between  British  merchants 
and  the  Pasha  settled  by  an  Egyptian 
tribunal^ 

Mb.  a.  E6ERT0N  said,  that  in  a  case 
where  so  many  nationalities  were  con- 
cerned it  was  clear  that  nothing  could  be 
done  without  reference  to  them.  The 
noble  Lord  had  held  out  a  hope  that  fo- 
reign nations  would  be  willing  to  appoint  a 
Commission  to  settle  this  question,  but  it 
would  be  more  satisfactory  to  the  mercan- 
tile community  if  they  were  assured  that 
steps  were  being  taken  to  have  the  matter 
immediately  referred  to  this  International 
CommisBion. 

Mb;  AYRTON  begged  to  enter  bis  pro- 
test against  Her  Majesty's  Government 
giving  up  British  subjects  to  a  Govern- 
ment which  was  utterly  unconscious  of 
purity  of  administration.  [Mr.  Latabd  : 
No  !J  The  hon.  Gentleman  might  say 
"  No,"  but  he  maintained  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  Egypt  was  one  into  which  corrup- 
tion in  every  form  entered.  The  idea  of 
justice  was  foreign  to  such  a  Government, 
and  to  contemplate  giving  up  British  sub- 
jects in  defiance  of  treaties  to  such  a 
Power  was  most  monstrous.  If  he  could 
tell  the  House  what  was  going  on  in 
Egypt,  the  hair  of  hon.  Members  would 
stand  on  end.  [Mr.  Latard  :  Oh  !]  Per- 
haps he  had  as  authentic  mformation  and 


knew  aa  much  of  what  was  going  on  in 
Egypt  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Southwark 
(Mr.  Layard),  and  he  felt  bound  to  say 
that  nothing  could  exceed  the  corruption 
which  prevailed  there.  This  scheme  had 
originated  in  the  fact  that  there  was  one 
person  connected  with  the  Egyptian  Ad- 
ministration who  had  had  the  advantage  of 
an  European  education,  who  had  a  great 
deal  of  information  and  had  made  a  for- 
tune. That  person  had  established  him- 
self in  Western  Europe  and  had  created 
an  opinion  purely  fictitious  as  to  the  cha- 
racter of  the  Egyptian  Government.  [Mr. 
Latard  :  Oh  !j  The  hon.  Member  might 
shake  his  head,  but  the  fact  was  that 
those  who  took  an  interest  in  the  affair^ 
of  the  Levant  became  either  very  violent 
Turks  or  very  violent  Greeks— they  were 
either  desperate  Philo-Turks  or  Philhel- 
lenes.  Now,  he  was  neither  a  Philo-Turk 
nor  a  Philhellene,  because  he  had  received 
great  courtesy  both  from  Turk  and  Greek ; 
but  he  was  speaking  only  of  the  Egyptian 
Government,  which  he  believed  to  be  so 
bad  that  it  was  utterly  impossible  to  en- 
trust it  with  any  power  over  the  destinies 
of  British  subjects.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
the  noble  Lofd  would  never  consent  to  the 
establishment  of  an  Egyptian  tribunal  such 
as  that  which  was  advocated  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  In  any  scheme  that  might 
be  adopted,  he  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would  make  it  a  iine  qud  non  that  to 
every  decree  pronounced  by  the  Court 
affecting  the  rights  of  British  subjects,  the 
consent  of  the  British  Cousul  should  be 
required. 

UNIVERSITY  EDUCATION  IN  IRELAND. 
RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  FAWCETT,  in  rising  to  move  a 
Resolution  on  this  subject,  said,  that  he 
had  to  apologise  to  the  House  for  bringing 
forward  so  important  a  subject  at  so  late 
an  hour ;  but  when  an  independent  Mem- 
ber bad  been  counted  out  by  the  tactics  of 
his  own  party,  hon.  Members  would  agree 
with  him  that  the  fault  was  not  his.  When 
he  brought  forward  the  Motion  last  year  to 
plsce  Catholics  and  Presbyterians  on  an 
equality  with  members  of  the  Established 
Church  with  respect  to  education,  it  fell  to 
the  lot  of  Mr.  Speaker  to  decide  its  fate, 
and  in  giving  his  decision  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  principle  of  the 
Motion  was  so  important  that  the  House 
ought  to  have  another  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing an  opinion  upon  it.    Since  that 
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SeMJow  m  progreat  m  saidca  m  ii  ha^ 
Wea  crmtifjiBg  aod  extnordnMry.  TIm 
ycrtioB  hU  beoi  lisprififld  bmc  lart 
jcar,  teeiMB  dM  aaUigonistie  aehoM  of 
dM  Gofefiacat  to  gmit  m  dimrtcr  to  m 
lUMUUtCfttbolie  UBiTenhj  hsd  beoi  aaui- 
■omIj  eoodoouied  bj  the  HoMe  aad  tke 
eo—Uj.  It  lud  Woi  ihowii  tliat  H  was 
inpoOTtble  to  tmJ&dj  the  Catholics  by  grr- 
isg  tboai  m  charter  for  a  ■eparato  Doirer- 
aity;  hecaoie  die  acheie  vaa  not  more 
<B^hict]y  misehieTooa  h  was  rejected  widi 
cooteapt  hy  the  Roouut  Catholie  hierarehy. 
They  deiaadcd  a  UnWersity  whieh  thonld 
he  ezelatiTeiy  maaaged  hy  ecdeoiatties, 
aad  in  which  Bishops  shoaU  hare  a  positire 
▼eto  oo  the  appototaeot  iA  aD  offiem,  aad 
the  power  of  deciding  what  books  should 
be  read.  Such  drwandi  the  House  nerer 
woold  eoDcede ;  aad  the  seheoie  which  he 
proposed  was  the  only  one  which  wonld 
place  Presbyterians  aad  Boman  Cathofics 
in  a  position  of  equality.  The  conntry  had 
decided  not  to  grant  Stato  endowments  to 
establbh  sectarian  education.^  There  was 
no  chance  of  an  endowment  l>eing  granted 
for  either  a  Presbytman  or  a  Boman  Ca- 
tholic College.  If  so,  there  was  only  one 
way  in  which  Presbyterians  and  Bxmian 
Catholics  coold^be  placed  in  a  position  of 
equality  with  members  <tf  the  Established 
Church,  and  that  was  by  lairiy  and  impar- 
tially throwing  open  to  all  the  existing 
University  endowments.  The  creation  for 
either  Boman  Catholics  or  Presbyterians 
of  an  iostitotion  like  Trinity  College,  on 
which  £]  ,500,000  had  been  expended,  was 
peeaniarily  impossible;  and,  even  if  it  were 
possible,  money  woold  not  purchase  associ- 
ations like  those  connected  with  Trinity 
College.  The  Fresbjtorian  or  Boman  Ca- 
tholic who  entered  Trinity  College  might 
take  the  same  honours  and  degrees  as  a 
Churchman,  but  he  could  not  competo  for 
a  Fellowship  with  its  distinction  snd  in- 
come. As  long  as  such  a  stato  of  things 
remained  the  Presbyterian  and  Catholic 
inhabitants  of  Ireland  would  suffer  under 
grave  disability.  Endowments  were  the 
outgrowth  of  historical  circumstonces 
which  were  not  likely  to  recur,  including 
the  exercise  of  religious  munificence  and 
seal  and  the  confiscation  of  property  by 
despotic  monarchs.  The  irresistible  con- 
clusion was  that  the  only  way  of  producing 
equality  was  to  admit  people  of  all  reli- 
gions to  existing  endowments.    An  voAt' 


CeOcgn  fv  Fiia  CathaBca  and 
for  Piesbytcriana  wmM  reaolt 
•oly  in  Bsiarhirf,  from  tiM  perpeteatioo  dt 
rtiigi— s  rancow  and  dmeerd,  whieh  must 
he  iimsfwi  before  Ireland  cnnld  prosper. 
It  waa  a  ■iatake  to  inppuau  the  Boman 
Catholic  hierarehy  lepuseniid  the  kity ; 
and  thia  waa  shewn  incidentally  by  an 
ar^de  in  the  Wtttmimtim  Gmz^Ub^  whidb, 
speaking  ef  the  incrensing  nmnber  of  Ca- 
tholica  who  were  going  to  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge, said— 

"This  bhcnlias  is  as  fmatigkwM  as  sesriat 
few.  If  ths  Catholie  laity  tiatisii  to  sid  their 
MM  ta  theaa  pfawes,  whwa  thsgr  reeeov  aaiixed 
e<tanrtnB,  ia  ifty  jvan  tnaa  whwa  wili  ba  the 
frindsof  aa  cidadia  ijiSi  of  Catholic  adnea- 


It  was  reasarkaUe  that  at  present  the 
nnmber  of  Cathofies  receiving  education  at 
the  Qneen'a  Colleges  and  Trinity  Collie 
compared  with  the  nnmber  of  Proteatants 
was  neariy  in  the  same  proportion  aa  the 
nnmber  of  Catholics  to  Protestanto  in  the 
lay  professions  in  Ireland.     Dr.  Lloyd  had 
proponnded,   with   the   most    enlightened 
views,  a  scheme  diffsdng  from  his  own. 
He  proposed  that  Trinity  College  ahoold  be 
lefi  exclusively  u  the  hands  of  the  Estab- 
lished Chorrii,  and  that  there  shonld  be 
'  denominational  CoQegeo  in  c<mnection  with 
.  the  Dublin  University  for  the  edoeation 
of    Catholics    and    Presbyterians.      This 
scheme,  said  Dr.  Lloyd,  without  destroying 
the  denominational  character  of  Trinity 
'  College,   would  secure  many  of  the  ad- 
vantagea  <tf  mixed  education.     But  there 
:  were  two  main,  and  in  his  opinion  insuper- 
'  able,  objections  to  such  a  scheme — ^first, 
the  pecuniary  difficulty  of  providing  endow- 
mento  for  the  proposed   Boman   Catholie 
and  Presbyterisn  Colleges ;  and,  secondly, 
'  because  the  great  glory  of  Trinity  College 
•  —the    educational  liberalism   which    had 
admitted   Boman   Catholics  and    Presby- 
I  terians  to  degrees  long  before  degrees  were 
'  given  to  Dissenters  in  the  English  Univer- 
sities— ^would  thereby  be  entirely  destroyed. 
'  By  establishing  Boman  Catholic  and  Pres- 
I  byterian  Colleges  at  the  Dublin  University 
you  would  put  an  end  to  the  present  mixed 
education  there.     Now  great  advantages 
!  had  resulted  to  Ireland  by  bringing  together 
!  at  Trinity  College  men  of  different  faiths, 
,  who  had  learnt  to  respect   each   other's 
'  conscientious  opinions.      At   Oxford  and 
Cambridge  men  of  different  opinions  held 
I  foundation  scholarships ;  and   among  the 
Fellows  High-Churchmen  and  Low-Chureh* 
men  Ured  in  harmouy,  linking  their  re* 
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ligioui  differenoea  in  the  proaeoution  of  a 
common  educational  work.  The  aame  reault 
would  follow  at  Trinity  College  if  hia  plan 
were  adopted.  But  then  it  waa  aaid  that  if 
men  of  different  religioua  bodiea  were  ad- 
mitted into  the  go?erning  bodiea  that  would 
introduce  religioua  diacord.  He  would  onlj 
aaj  that  waa  not  borne  out  by  experience. 
It  might  be  true  that  diacord  reigned  among 
the  membera  of  the  National  Education 
Board,  becauae  thej  were  aent  there  to 
repreaent  three  different  religioua  denomi- 
nationa ;  but  among  thoae  who  were  brought 
together  by  the  bond  of  literary  or  aoien- 
tific  eminence  religioua  diacord  waa  un- 
known. He  waa  con?inced  that  if  hia 
acheme  were  carried  out  in  practice  it  would 
go  far  to  remove  religioua  prejudicea.  It 
waa  aaid  that  it  would  be  impoaaible  to 
promote  the  atudy  of  theology  if  they  had 
mixed  education.  In  reply  to  that,  be  would 
aay  why  should  there  not  be  in  the  aame 
College  profeasora  of  different  ayatema  of 
theology  aa  in  Germany  and,  to  aome  extent, 
in  France  ?  *  He  had  high  Catholic  au- 
thority for  aaying  that  in  no  European 
country  waa  Catholic  theology  better  taught 
than  in  Pruaaia.  That  the  excluaive  ayatem 
had  a  depreaaing  effect  waa  pretty  clear 
from  the  fact  that,  while  Trinity  College 
had  produced  unrivalled  mathematiciana 
and  more  than  one  great  philoaopher,  it  had, 
in  three  centuriea,  acarcely  produced  a 
aingle  illuatrioua  theologian.  A  few  yeara 
ago  there  were  living  in  the  College  three 
of  the  greateat  mathematiciana  in  the  world, 
but  in  the  theological  department  the  caae 
waa  altogether  different.  You  could  not, 
in  fact,  expect  theology  to  thrive  if  you 
bound  it  in  narrow  fettera.  Sectarianiam 
had  a  benumbing  influence,  and  probably 
many  a  splendid  intellect  in  Ireland  waa 
now  waating  ita  powera  in  fanning  the 
flamea  of  religioua  diacord.  He  believed  he 
had  ahown  that  the  acheme  which  he  pro- 
poaed  waa  the  only  practical  one  by  which 
Catholica  and  Presbyteriana  could  be  placed 
on  an  equality  in  regard  to  University  edu- 
cation with  membera  of  the  Eatabliahed 
Church.  He  would  be  the  last  man  in  the 
Houae  to  aay  anything  against  the  great 
principlea  of  Liberaliam.  He  wished  hia 
fellow-aubjecta  to  enjoy  the  aame  religioua 
freedom  which  he  enjoyed  himself.  He  did 
not  wish  to  force  on  others  any  ayatem  of 
religion  to  which  they  objected.  What  he 
wiahed  waa  that  the  Roman  Catholica  of 
Dublin,  Oxford,  and  Cambridge  Uuiverai- 
tiea  should  enjoy  the  aame  advantagea 
which  be,  aa  a  Churchman,  enjoyed  ;  and 
YOL.  CXCUI.  [thou)  sbbiss.] 


he  felt  that  he  enjoyed  an  unfair  benefit 
when  he,  aa  a  Churchman,  had  a  ahare  of 
great  national  endowmenta,  while  othera, 
becauae  they  differed  from  him  in  religioua 
opinion,  were  excluded.  If  the  youth  of 
Ireland  were  brought  up  together,  they 
would  inevitably  learn  a  leaaon  which  they 
would  never  forget-*namely,  that  a  man 
waa  not  to  be  ahunned  becauae  of  hia  re- 
ligioua belief,  but  that  honour  and  reapect 
were  due  to  all  who  diaplayed  intellectual 
eminence  or  moral  worth. 

Amendment  propoaed. 

To  leaye  out  from  the  word  *<  That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
<*  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  Catholics,  Preshy- 
terians,  and  other  inhahitants  of  Ireland,  will  not 
be  placed  in  a  position  of  .equality,  in  reference  to 
University  education  in  that  country,  with  those 
who  are  members  of  the  £stabllBhed  Church, 
until  all  religious  disabilities  are  removed  from 
the  fellowships,  scholarships,  and  other  honours 
and  emoluments  of  Trinity  College,  Dublin," — 
(Mr,  FawoeU.) 

— instead  thereof. 

Queation  propoaed,  **  That  the  worda 
propoaed  to  be  left  out  atand  part  of  the 
Queation." 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'EBNNA,  on  riaing 
to  move  the  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice,  aaid,  he  ahould  not  have 
taken  exception  to  the  queation  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member,  had  it  not  appeared  to 
him  that  the  Motion,  if  accepted  generally 
by  Irish  Catholic  Membera,  waa  calculated 
to  mialead  the  judgment  of  the  House  in 
respect  to  the  real  requirements  of  the 
Catholic  people  of  Ireland  in  the  matter 
of  University  education.  He  would  atate 
aliortly  what  thoae  requirementa  were. 
They  might  be  all  aummed  up  in  one  pro- 
poaition  —  namely,  that  there  ahould  be 
eatabliahed  in  Ireland  with  the  aanction 
and  under  the  protection  of  the  State  an 
Univeraity  aa  free  from  the  interference 
of  the  State  aa  the  Univeraity  of  Dublin 
now  waa,  and  with  equally  satisfactory 
protection  for  the  religious  faith  of  ita 
Catholic  atudenta  aa  that  now  enjoyed  by 
Trinity  College  for  the  protection  of  ita 
Protestant  students.  He  maintained  that 
nothing  ahort  of  thia  proposition  would  or 
ought  to  aatiafy  the  Catholics  of  Ireland, 
and  he  regarded  it  aa  important  that  the 
House  should  not  be  led  to  believe  that 
the  liberality  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett)  in  opening  up 
Trinity  College  and  admitting  Catholica  to 
ita  honoura  and  emolumenta  would  or  ongbt 
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to  satisfV  the  jvBt  eUims  of  Irish  CiitholMi. 
He    took   the  present  eourse,  therefore, 
because  he  believed  the  opening  of  Trinity 
College,  instead  of  being  a  solation  of  the 
diflicoltj  or  a  removal  of  the  obstacles  to 
a  satisfactory  settlemeat,  was  simply  add- 
ing another  and  a  very  serious  impediment 
to  those  against   whidi  the  Catholics  of 
Ireland  had  already  to  contend.     If  jusUee 
were  done  to  the  Catholics  of  Ireland  in 
the  matter  of   a  Catholic  University,  he 
saw  no  reason  why  Trinity  College  should 
not  continue  to  be,  as  it  has  been  since 
its  foundation,  the  chief  educational  estab- 
lishment lof  the  Protestant  inhabitants  of 
Ireland.     At  tbe  same  time,  however,  be 
claimed  equal  protection  and  equal  sanc- 
tion for  the  establishment  of  a  Catholic 
University ;    but  he  declined   to  mix  up 
that  question,  which  was  one  of  principle, 
with  an    assanlt   on   the   constitution   of 
Trinity  College.      The  establishment  of  a 
Catholic  University  was  a  national  require- 
ment, but   he  regarded   the    attempt   to 
make  Trinity  College  a  Catholic  as  well  as 
a  Protestant  institution  a  very  tempting, 
but  at  the  same  time  a  very  dangerous, 
expedient.       The     propositiou,    although 
made,  he  was  bound  to  admit,  in  a  spirit 
of  justice  and  fair  play  was,  nevertheless, 
in  his  opinion,  one  of  those  devices  whereby 
modem  Liberalism  sought  to  eliminate  all 
religion  whatever,  whether  Catholic  or  Pro- 
testant, from  the  institutions  of  the  State. 
And  of  all  such  devices  he  regarded  the 
plan  of  "  Godless  Colleges"  as  the  most 
dangerous.     To  him  it  appeared  strange 
that  in  an  assembly  like   the   House  of 
Commons   there  should   exist   any   large 
section  prepared  to  ignore  the  danger  of 
educating  the  youth  of  Ireland  in  institu- 
tions where  religion  had  no  place.     For 
his  own  part,  holding  steadfastly  as  he 
did  for  the  rights  of  Catholics  in  respect 
to  University  education,  he  should  regard 
it  as  less  dangerous  to  faith  and  morals  to 
send  his  children  to  Trinity  College  to  be 
educated    there,   while    it   continued    an 
avowed  Protestant  institution,  than  to  send 
them  to  a  College  where  Christianity  was 
ignored.     He  was  aware  that  such  opinions 
as  he  held  where  characterized  in  certain 
quarters  as  retrograde  and  re-actionary  ; 
but  be  would  not  be  deterred  by  phrases 
of  this  sort,  nor  ashamed  of  the  principles 
he  held,  because   they  were  opposed   to 
those  of  the  so-called  party  of  progress. 
There  is  one  question  involved  which  is  at 
the  base  of  this  controversy.     Was  Chris- 
.tianity  essential  to  the  welfare  of  the  State, 
Sir  Joseph  M'JBjmna 


and  of  the  individuals  of  whom  the  State 
is  made  up  ?  He  answered  that  questioB 
in  the  affirmative,  and  those  who  agreed 
in  that  answer  must  agree  also  b  the  corol- 
lary  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Sute  to 
protect  and  foster  the  Christianity  of  its 
people.  He  could  not  doubt  that  the  sense 
and  conscience  of  the  great  majority  on 
both  sides  the  House  would  also  affirm 
this  proposition,  asd  he  could  scaroely  be- 
lieve that  human  pride  had  blinded  the 
people  of  this  country  so  that  in  any  large 
proportion  they  would  deny  it.  He  ad- 
mitted, indeed,  that  the  abstract  principles 
of  morality,  honour,  and  patriotism  might 
exist  independently  of  religion  ;  art,  litera- 
ture, and  science  might  exist  irrespective 
of  religion,  but  he  denied  that  all  these 
things  could  ever  suffice  without  the  chas- 
tening influences  of  religion  to  preserve 
society  from  corruption  and  deeay.  He 
should  have  been  glad  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  Notice  if  the 
rutes  of  the  House  permitted  him  to  do  so, 
because  for  the  reasons  he  had  stated  he 
could  not  eoneur  in  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton. 

Mb.  SYNAN  said,  he  sincerely  regretted 
that  he  could  not  support  either  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Fawcett)  nor  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Youghal  (Sir  Joseph  M'Eenna). 
While  he  was  willing  to  give  both  his  hon. 
Friends  full  credit  for  the  best  intentions, 
he  did  net  think  that  either  of  their  pro- 
positions was  a  solution  of  the  University 
question  in  Ireland.  He  differed  from  eaeh 
of  his  hon.  Friends,  however,  for  very  diffe- 
rent and  almost  opposite  reasons.  He  could 
not  agree  with  the  application  of  the  en- 
dowments of  Trinity  College  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  ;  and  he 
could  not  accept  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Youghal,  that  those  endow, 
ments  should  be  left  as  they  are.  After 
what  had  lately  taken  place  in  that  House 
he  did  not  think  his  hon.  Friend  could  be 
so  over  sanguine  or  so  deficient  in  political 
sagacity  as  to  hope  that  Parliament  would 
ever  endow  a  separate  University  for  Ro- 
man Catholics  to  the  same  extent  as  Tri- 
nity College,  or  to  any  extent  at  all.  He 
therefore  looked  upon  that  proposition  of 
his  hon.  Friend  as  an  oratorical  flourish  at 
the  eve  of  an  election.  To  refuse,  there- 
fore, to  deal  with  the  enormous  endow- 
ments  of  Trinity  College  for  national  Uni- 
versity education  in  Ireland  is  to  deprire 
the  Roman  Catholics  of  that  country  of 
all    endowments   for   that   nurpose  from 

Digitized  by  VaOOQ  IC 


1061         Ukivirtify  JBiucatiim        |  Jitlt  10, 1808] 


in  Ireland. 


1062 


Mblio  tonrees.  There  aire  dnree  qiestient 
mrolfed  in  the  present  Motion.  First.  The 
amount  of  the  endowments  of  Trinity  Col- 
lege. Seoond :  Whether  tbej  are  more  than 
st^cient  for  the  superior  education  of  the 
£piseopalian8  of  Ireland ;  snd  Thhrd :  What 
is  to  be  the  principle  upon  which  thej  are 
to  be  applied?  The  Amendment  states, 
or  implies,  that  they  are  to  be  left  as  they 
are,  and  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Brij^htoa  goes  to  hate  them  applied  in 
one  College  upon  the  mixed  system.  In 
other  words,  his  hon.  Friend  wished  to 
transform  Trinity  College  into  a  gigantic 
Queen's  College.  He  found  by  returns  be- 
fore him  that  the  endowments  of  Trinity 
College  amounted  to  £64,000  a  year— 
namdy,  from  rent  and  renewal  fines, 
£34,000,  and  from  fees,  interest,  dec, 
£30,000.  But  he  also  found  by  the  Re- 
port of  the  Commission  into  that  College 
that,  if  properiy  administered  from  the 
commencement,  they  would  be  now  orer 
£90,000  a  year.  Was  that  enormeas  en- 
dowment to  be  left  for  the  Uni?ersity  edu- 
cation of  690,000  Episcopalians,  while 
four-fifths  of  the  Irish  people  are  left  with- 
out any  superior  eduoatiou  ?  The  number 
ef  students  in  Trinity  College  was  1,200, 
of  which  only  300  were  resident ;  the 
number  of  Professors  was  35 — namely,  7 
seniors  and  28  junior  Fellows.  Now,  he 
asked,  were  1,200  students  and  35  Pro- 
fessors to  hare  a  present  income  of 
£64,000  a  y^r  and  a  future  income  of 
probably  £90,000  a  year?  But  in  the 
University  of  Berlin  the  number  of  stu- 
dents was  2,500,  of  Professors  28,  of  ex- 
traordinary Professors  33,  and  of  private 
Doeentum  29 — in  all  90.  The  amount  of 
endowments  was  £29,518,  made  up  of  a 
Sute  grant  of  £28,842,  and  fees  and  real 
and  funded  property,  £676.  There  were 
out  of  this  a  great  many  exhibitions  for 
poor  students  varying  from  £12  to  £60  a 
year,  and  the  salaries  of  the  principal 
Professors  varied  from  £340  to  £400,  and 
with  fees  amounted  in  some  cases  to 
£1,000  to  £1,500;  so  that  this  Univer- 
sity out  of  less  than  half  the  ineome  sup- 
ported twice  the  number  of  students  and 
three  times  the  number  of  Professors  that 
Trinity  College  did.  But  would  this 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
effect  the  object  of  giving  University  edu- 
cation to  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  ? 
In  his  opinion  it  was  founded  not  only 
upon  an  ignorance  of  the  opinions  and 
feelings  of  the  Irish  people,  but  upon  an 
ignorance  of  the  actual  facts  recorded  in 


the  returns  and  reoords  of  that  House, 
Out  of  the  whole  Roman  Catholic  popula- 
tion ef  Ireland  the  students  m  the  Queen's 
Colleges  and  Trinity  College  belonging  to 
the  Catholic  faith  were  a  small  minority  ; 
the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  protested 
against  the  separation  of  religion  from 
education,  and  as  a  protest  against  the 
mixed  system,  they  had  established  a  Ro- 
man Catholic  University  at  a  cost  of 
£120,000.  Was  it  probable  that  the 
Roman  Catholics  cf  Ireland  would  resort 
to  a  mixed  College  in  Dublin  when  they 
refused  to  enter  a  mixed  College  in  Cork 
and  Galway  at  their  doors  ?  Wiiat  were 
the  grants  for  the  Queen's  University  and 
Colleges  ?  University  ;  £2,462  ;  Belfast 
College,  £7,000 ;  Cork  College,  £7,000  ; 
Galway,  £7,000.  In  all  £25,265,  equal 
to  the  endowment  of  the  University  of  Ber- 
lin. What  had  the  Roman  Catholics  got 
under  this  large  endowment  ?  Belfast  was 
an  exclusively  Presbyterian  College.  Cork, 
with  almost  an  exclusively  Roman  Catholic 
population,  had  only  30  per  cent  of  Roman 
Catholic  students,  and  Galway  the  same 
proportion.  What  stronger  evidence  could 
they  have  that  the  Roman  Catholics  would 
not^have  the  mixed  system!  Out  bono, 
therefore,  establish  a  system  that  would 
not  be  accepted,  and  would  be  only  a 
gigantic  Queen's  University?  But  his 
hon.  Friend  charged  the  Irish  Bishops 
with  rejecting  the  Government  proposal  of 
a  sepSrate  University  with  scorn  and 
conturo^y.  Now,  he  had  read  the  cor- 
respondence on  that  subject  with  care, 
and  he  thought  if  his  hon.  Friend  did  the 
same  he  would  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  Irish  Bishops  never  said  or  did  any- 
thing to  warrant  that  charge.  They  simply 
were  not  brought  up  in  the  same  school  of 
diplomacy  as  Her  Majesty's  Ministers, 
and  were  consequently  out- manoeuvred. 
They  were  the  victims  of  political  exi- 
gency and  of  mistaken  confidence.  Turn- 
ing to  the  third  part  of  the  question, 
what  ought  to  be  the  principle  and 
scheme  to  be  applied  to  these  endow- 
ments of  Trinity  College  ?  In  the  first 
place,  what  was  the  original  idea  in  the 
minds  of  the  founders  of  this  University, 
and  had  Trinity  College  realised  that  idea? 
So  far  back  as  the  reign  of  Henry  VI. 
there  was  an  idea  of  founding  an  Irish 
University  in  Dublin.  The  wars  of  the 
period  prevented  its  execution.  Then 
came  the  Reformation,  and  Elizabeth 
founded  this  College  ;  but  from  the  words 
of  her  charter,  as  wdl  as  those^  James^ 
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and  Charles,  it  was  intended  that  Trinity 
College  should  be  only  one  of  several  Halls 
or  Colleges.  He  admitted  that  the  imme- 
diate idea  of  Elisabeth  was  to  use  this 
College  as  an  instrument  of  Protestantiiing 
the  Irish  people.  Now,  had  it  succeeded 
in  its  mission  ?  Was  it  not  admitted  that 
it  had  failed  in  that  mission  as  much  as 
the  Irish  Established  Church,  of  which  it 
formed  a  part.  But  Trinity  College  was 
also  in  a  great  part  an  ecclesiastical  Col- 
lege, and  celibacy  was  enforced  until  the 
Rojal  Letter  of  1850.  So  far,  therefore, 
the  cases  of  Trinity  College  and  Maynooth 
were  parallel.  And  as  they  had  passed  a 
Resolution  to  disendow  Maynooth,  was 
Trinity  College  to  be  maintained  as  an 
ecclesiastical  College  ?  Was  that  the  way 
to  pacify  and  enlighten  Ireland  ?  There 
was  only  one  way  of  dealing  with  this 
question,  and  that  was  to  carry  out  the 
ideas  of  the  founders  and  the  objects  of 
the  charters,  and  to  apply  the  endowments 
of  Trinity  College  to  form  a  National 
University  with  denominational  Colleges,  of 
which  Trinity  College  should  be  one.  The 
Queen's  Colleges  will  represent  the  mixed 
system,  and  the  Irish  people  could  avail 
themselves  of  University  education  accord- 
ing to  their  respective  opinions,  tastes,  and 
sentiments.  Two  objections  were,  how- 
ever, made  to  this  plan — First,  that  the 
examining  body  would  be  independent  of 
the  teaching  body,  and  would  also  be  of 
separate  religions  ;  and  the  second,  as  to 
books  to  be  read.  Now,  as  to  the  first, 
instead  of  an  objection  it  was  a  recommen- 
dation that  the  examining  body  should  be 
independent  of  the  teaching  body.  As  to 
religion,  there  surely  could  be  no  objection 
to  have  Dr.  Russell  on  the  same  examining 
board  with  the  Provost  of  Trinity  College. 
And  as  to  books,  the  objection  could  only 
apply  to  moral  philosophy;  and  as  to  that 
each  student  could  use  the  books  be  was 
recommended  in  his  own  College.  There 
was  therefore  no  force  in  these  objections. 
There  were  two  courses  open  to  them. 
First,  a  separate  University  with  a  separate 
charter,  or  one  Irish  University  with  sereral 
denominational  Colleges.  The  former  was 
the  favourite  plan  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, trumpeted  all  over  Ireland  by 
their  supporters,  but  lately  hastily  aban- 
doned in  that  House.  It  was  the  great 
••  card  *' — considered  by  some  the  "  trump 
card  " — but  played  out  very  recently,  or 
rather  thrown  away  without  any  serious 
attempt  to  play  it  at  all.  The  first  plan 
being  therefore  abandoned  by  the  Govem- 
Mr.  Synan 


ment,  and  opposed  by  this  side  of  the 
House,  the  second  was  the  only  practical 
and  rational  course.  It  appeared  to  him 
the  only  solution  of  the  Irish  University 
question  under  present  circumstances.  He 
hoped  that  the  friends  of  the  mixed  system 
would  give  up  their  exclusive  and  procrua- 
tean  philosophy,  and  not  stand  in  the  way 
of  this  practicable  and  just  solution.  Did 
any  Irish  Member  think,  after  what  he 
had  lately  seen,  that  a  Parliamentary  en- 
dowment was  possible  for  a  separate  Roman 
Catholic  University  ?  It  had  been  abruptly 
abandoned  by  his  own  party,  and  had  been 
met  by  what  he  might  call  a  howl  of  disap- 
probation from  that  side  of  the  House.  Un- 
der these  circumstances  it  appeared  to  him 
the  duty  of  every  Irish  Member  who  wished 
for  Roman  Catholic  University  education 
to  demand  a  University  with  denomina- 
tional Colleges  ;  and  for  that  purpose  the 
endowments  of  Trinity  College  were  suffi- 
cient, and  to  that  purpose  they  ought  to 
be  applied. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  he  wished  to 
make  an  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett)  with  regard  to  the 
peculiar  position  of  the  discussion  which 
that  hon.  Gentleman  had  originated.  The 
hon.  Member  had  had  an  opportunity  of 
placing  his  views  on  that  subject  before 
the  House,  and  also  of  eliciting  the  views 
entertained  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  in  opposition  to  bis 
own  ;  and  as  it  was  understood  that  the 
hon.  Member  did  not  wish  to  go  to  a  divi- 
sion, it  did  not  seem  as  if  they  were  likely 
to  make  much  progress  with  the  question 
in  hand  ;  while  it  should  be  remembered 
that  they  had  a  heavy  Paper  of  Busineaa 
still  before  them,  and  that  the  period  of 
the  Session  was  advanced.  He  would 
suggest,  therefore,  that,  in  order  to  facili- 
tate the  course  of  Public  Business,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Brighton  should  with- 
draw his  Motion,  on  the  understanding 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Toughal  (Sir 
Joseph  M'Kenna)  should  also  withdraw  hii 
Amendment. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  expressed  his  readi- 
ness to  accede  to  the  request  made  to  him 
by  the  Prime  Minister. 

Sib  FREDERICK  HETGATB  Mid, 
he  would  be  the  last  person  to  interfere 
with  the  convenience  of  the  House ;  but 
he  vfished  to  express  his  regret  that,  after 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett),  he  and  others  on 
that  side  who  held  views  contrary  to  those 
of  that  hon.  Gentleman,  and  views,  more- 
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o?er,  which  might  not  be  altogether  in 
accordance  with  those  of  Her  Majeaty'i 
Oovemment,  had  bad  no  opportanitj  of 
ezprefising  their  sentiments  on  that  ques- 
tion. 

Mb.  LEFROT  said,  he  shared  the  feel- 
ing entertained  bj  the  last  speaker. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withiravm* 


ARMY— ROYAL  GUN  FACTORY. 
MOTION  FOB  COIOCITTEE. 

Major  ANSON  said,  he  had  on  the 
Paper  for  that  OTeniog  a  Motion  for  a 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  truth  of  the 
charges  he  had  made  on  Monday  night 
against  the  above  establishment.  He  had 
put  that  Motion  on  the  Paper  in  conse- 
quence of  the  remarks  made  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  in  answer  to  his 
speech.  Since  then  he  had  had  a  con- 
Bultation  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  Chair,  and  found  that  his  Motion  was 
not  strictly  in  Order.  He  was  therefore 
obliged  to  withdraw  it ;  but  he  was  anxious 
to  hare  the  truth  of  his  statements  investi- 
gated, and  he  would  be  happy  to  adopt  any 
suggestion  which  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  might  make  for  that  purpose. 

SiB  JOHN  PAEINQTON  wished  to 
say  that,  in  consequence  of  what  passed 
the  other  evening,  he  had  communicated 
with  the  officers  of  the  War  Office,  and 
with  Colonel  Campbell,  the  head  of  the 
Royal  Qun  Factory,  at  Woolwich,  who 
were  affected  by  the  statements  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Lichfield 
(Major  Anson).  Those  officers  were  all 
gentlemen  of  as  high  station,  honour,  and 
character  as  that  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
himself,  and  they  felt  very  much  hurt  by 
the  statements  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  had  made,  casting  serious  impu- 
tations upon  them ;  and  they  all  desired 
that  there  should  be  some  inquiry  into  the 
subject.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
would  admit  that  it  was  due  to  those 
officers  that  his  statements  should  be  in- 
Testigated  or  withdrawn  ;  and  under  those 
circumstances  the  best  course  would,  he 
thought,  be  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  should  draw  up  the  charges  which 
he  was  prepared  to  make  against  the  Royal 
Gun  Factory  at  Woolwich,  and  then  they 
would  be  in  a  position  to  refer  them  to  a 
Select  Committee  of  the  House  for  inves- 
tigation. He  (Sir  John  Pakington)  would 
suggest  that  the  Committee  of  Inquiry 
should  consist  of  only  five  Members,  to  be 


appointed  by  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
and  should  sit  de  die  in  diem,  to  investigate 
the  charges  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  might  be  prepared  to  specify. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum  ;  Commit- 
tee deferred  till  Monday  next. 

PENSION  TO  SIR   ROBERT  NAPIER. 

BBSOLUnON. 
Message  from  Her  Majesty  coneidered 
in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Queen's  Message  read. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  after  the  discus- 
sion  in  this  House,  and  considering  the 
state  of  public  feeling  on  this  subject,  it 
is  unnecessary  for  me  to  expatiate  on  the 
services  of  Sir  Robert  Napier.  Great  and 
distinguished  as  those  services  in  Abyssinia 
have  been,  they  are  only  portions  of  a 
career  in  which  for  a  long  period  of  years 
he  has  proved  his  loyalty  to  his  Sovereign 
and  his  devotion  to  his  country.  I  havo 
the  satisfaction  of  informing  the  House  that 
Her  Majesty  has  been  pleased  to  confer 
the  high  distinction  of  a  peerage  upon  Sir 
Robert  Napier,  by  the  style  and  title  of 
Lord  Napier  of  Magdala  ;  and  it  is  with  a 
view  to  sustain  the  honour  of  that  great 
distinction  that  Her  Majesty  has  now  ap- 
pealed to  the  House  of  Commons  to  assist 
her  in  the  consummation  she  wishes.  It 
is  a  part  of  the  admirable  combination  of 
forces  in  our  constitutional  system  that  the 
Sovereign  and  the  nation  unite  necessarily 
when  there  is  a  complete  recognition  of 
public  services  ;  and  if  the  Committee  will 
pass  the  Resolution  which  I  am  about  to 
move,  we  shall  prove  that  in  this  country 
those  who  render  such  services  may  depend 
upon  a  gracious  Sovereign  and  a  grateful 
people.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  con* 
eluded  by  proposing — 

'*That  the  annual  sum  of  Two  Thousand 
Pounds  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  to  be  settled  upon 
Lieutenant  General  Sir  Robert  Napier,  Q,C.B,, 
and  the  next  surviving  Heir  Male  of  his  Body,  for 
the  term  of  their  natural  lives." 

Resolved,  Nemine  Contradicenle,  That  the 
,  annual  sum  of  Two  Thousand  Pounds  be  granted 
'  to  Her  Majesty,  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of 
I  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
I  to  be  settled  upon  Lieutenant  General  Sir  Robert 
Napier,  G.C.B.,  and  the  next  surviving  Heir 
I  Male  of  his  Body,  for  the  term  of  their  natural 
'  lives. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  upon  Monday 
next.  ^  T 
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BEPBESENTATIOy  OP  THE  PEOPLE 
(SCOTLAJO))   BILL. 
losm'  AMEHDlOnnS. 

Lords'  Beawn  for  disagreeing  to  on*  of 
the   Commoiii'    Amendmeoto    to    I/>rds 
Amendmeotfl  ecnstdered. 

Me.  OATHOENB  HARDY  mored  tlwt 
the  Hoose  do  not  ioeiat  on  the  Amendmeot 
made  hy  them,  from  which  the  Hoate  of 
Lords  had  expressed  their  disagreement. 

lia.  M'LAREN  said  that,  in  the  present 
sUte  of  Puhlie  Bosioess,  and  owing  to  the 
necessity  of  faciliUting  the  registration  for 
the  pvrpoees  of  the  approaching  General 
Election  as  much  as  possible,  he  sheald 
not,  acting  on  the  adrice  of  a  distingoished 
Member  of  his  own  side  of  the  Hoose,  offer 
any  opposition  to  the  proposal. 

iUidved^  Thmt  tbU  Hoqm  doth  not  insist  npon 
the  Amendment  made  bj  ihif  Iloase  to  the 
Ammidnient  made  by  tbeir  Lordships,  to  whieh 
Tbo  Lords  haTe  dissfreed. 

DAVUBS  WOBXBIOAX  BILL. 

Beioliitlon  r^pottAf  ; 

BiU  to  enable  Her  Majestj  the  Queen  to  earry 
into  effBCt  a  conTention  made  between  Her  Mar 
jertj  and  other  Powers  relatire  to  a  Loan  for  the 
Completion  of  Works  for  the  Improrement  of  the 
Navigation  of  the  DwnvUbe,"  cnUredto  be  brovght 
in  by  Mr.  DoDSOV,    Lord   Siajost,   and   Mr. 

SCLATSB-BOOTH. 

BnipresenUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  337.] 

MILITIA.  PAY  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dodsok,  Bill  to  defray  the 
Charge  of  the  Pay,  Clothing,  and  contingent  and 
other  Expenses  of  the  Diiembodicd  Militia  in 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  ;  to  grant  Altowanoes 
in  certain  cases  to  Sabaltem  OflW>er8,  AdjatanU, 
Paymasters,  Qoartermasters,  Surgeons,  Assistant 
Surgeons,  and  Soreeons  Blates  of  the  MiUtU ; 
and  to  authorise  the  employment  of  the  Non- 
commissioned Officers,  ordered  to  be  brouffht  in 
by  Mr.  Dodsoh,  Sir  Johh  Pasutotoh,  and  Mr. 

SOLATSB-BOOTH. 

Bill  preeerUedf  and  read  the  first  time. 

]>BAIKAeB     AKD     IMPBOVEMBlfT     OP      LANDS 
(IBBLAKD)   supplemental   (no.  3)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sclatxb-Bootb,  Bill  to  con- 
firm a  ProTisional  Order  under  "The  Drainage 
and  ImproTement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Act,  1868," 
and  the  Acts  amending  the  same,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Solatbb  Boots  and  The  Earl 
of  Mato. 
BiU  pre$efaed,und  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  229.] 

8AINT  MABT  BOMKBSBT'b  OHUBOH,  LONDON^ 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  BBimiioK,  BUI  to  preyent 
the  remoral  of  the  Tower  of  the  Church  of  St. 


Maij  niwissiil.  in  the  Gity  «r  Loadsn*  sad 
fcr  vestiBg  tlhe  said  Tower  and  the  site  thereof 
in  the  CorpcratioB  of  the  said  Gty,  ordered  to 
be  btought  in  by  Mr.  BmnDrci:,  Mr.  Cbaw70bd, 
and  Mr.  Aldennsa  Lawbescb. 
Bin  ^rtfsmltd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bm  »8.] 

Hows  adfavwed  at  half  after  Tw» 

-    Ltin:'    ■ 


HOUSE  OF   LOBDS, 
SMturitif.  Jmt^  ll>  1868. 

MINUTES.]— Prauo  Bells— /^crt*  Reading^ 
Laroeny  and  Embesiieiiient  *  (2^)- 

Their  Lordships  met ;  and  having  gone 
through  the  Basiness  on  the  Paper,  with- 
out debate — 

Hoese  a^jowmed  at  Twelve  o'rtoek, 
to  Monday  not,  Elerea  e'eloelL 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS. 
Monday,  JtOf  13,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  — Pubuc  Bills— JVnt  iZeodtny— 
New  Zealand  Assembly's  Powers*  (247); 
Court  of  Session  (Scotland)*  (246). 

Second  Reading — Revenne  Offioers  Disabilities 
Removal  (204)  ;  Eeolesiastioal  Commis- 
sioners (221);  Metropolitan  Polioe  Foods* 
(230);  Fairs  (Metropolis)*  (223);  Borials 
(Ireland)  (212) ;  Drainage  and  Improvement 
of  Lands  (Ireland)  Sapplemental  (No.  2)* 
(207) ;  Looal  Government  Supplemental  (No.6)* 
(175)  ;  Looal  Government  Supplemental  (No.  3J* 
(194);  Hudson's  Bay  Company  (244);  Dis« 
trict  Church  Tithes  Act  Amendment  *  (230). 

CommitUe  —  Railway  Companies  •  (226) ;  West 
Indies  (135-249);  Curragh  of  KUdare*  (195). 

i2^por«— Lee  River  Conservancy*  (140);  Rail* 
way  (Companies*  (226) ;  Conagh  of  Kildars* 
(195). 

Third  22ea<2tfi^F— Reformatory  Schools  (Lreland) 
(122);  Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition 
(211);  Registration*  (218);  Artisans'  and 
Labourers'  Dwellings*  (227-228)»  and  pasted. 

Bowxl  Assent — Voters  in  Disfranchised  Boroughs 
[31  A  32  Via.  c.  411 ;  Municipal  Rate  (Edin- 
burgh) [31  A  32  Vict.  o.  42] ;  Thames  Em- 
bankment and  Metropolis  Improvement  (Loans) 
Act  Amendment  [31  di  32  Ftel.  o.  431;  Re- 
Ugiou8»Ao.  BuUdings  (Sites)  [31  4  32  Kfd.0. 
44] ;  Consecration  of  Churchyards  Act  (1867) 
Amendment  [31  di  32  Vict.  c.  47]  ;  Sea  Fisheries 
[31  A  32  Viet.  c.  45] ;  Vagrant  Act  Amendment 
[81  di  82  Viet.  c.  52] ;  Judgments  Extension 
[31 4  82  Via.  o.  54]  ;  Fairs  [81  4  82  Viet.  o. 
51] ;  Repressntatloa  of  the  People  (Irsland) 
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[31  k  ZrVuiLo,  49] :  Courts  of  Law  Feet,  Ae. 
(Scotland)  [81  A  82  Vict  o.  55] ;  Boundary 
[31  A  32  Kfct  0.  46] ;  Representation  of  the  Peo- 
ple (Scotland)  [31  At  82  Vict.  o.  48]  ;  Petroleum 
Act  Aroendtiient  [31  di  32  Vict.  c.  56] ;  Prisons 
(Scotland)  Admin istrat ion  Acts  (Lanarkshire) 
Amendment  [81  di  32  Viet.  o.  501  ;  New  Zealand 
(LegislatlTc  Conncil)  [31  di  82  Vict.  c.  57]; 
Medwajr  Regulation  Act  Continuance  [31  di  32 
Vict,  c.  58] ;  ludosure  (No.  2)  [31  k  32  Vict, 
o.  82]  ;  Drainage  ProTisional  Order  Confirma- 
tion [31  A  38  Viet,  o.  83];  Local  Govern- 
ment Supplemental  (No.  2)  [31  d(  32  Vict.  c. 
84]  ;  Local  Government  Supplemental  (No.  4) 
[31  di  32  Viet,  o.  85] ;  Local  Government  Sup- 
plemental (No.  5)  [81  di  32  Vict,  c.  86]. 


PRtVATE  BILLS— RAILWAY  BILLS- 
INCREASE  OF  RATES.— RESOLUTION. 

Lord  TAUNTON,  in  risiDg  to  move  a 
Beeolutioa  that  no  JElailwaj  Bill  proposing 
to  increase  existing  Bates  for  Passengers 
or  Goods  shall  be  read  a  Second  Time  until 
a  special  Report  ftt>m  the  Board  of  Trade 
^idl  have  been  laid  before  the  House, 
Bald,  he  had  supported  an  Amendment 
moved  bj  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Clanricarde)  the  other  night  to 
i^rike  out  of  the  London  and  Brighton 
Bailway  Bill  a  clause  permitting  the  Com- 
pany to  increase  its  fares.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Chairman  of  Committees  (Lord 
Bedesdale)  had  for  many  years  so  per- 
sistently set  his  face  against  any  attempt 
on  the  part  of  railway  companies  to  obtain 
power  to  raise  their  fares  that  they  had 
almost  refrained  from  making  such  an 
attempt ;  but  in  a  most  important  instance 
their  Lordships  had  broken  down  the 
barrier  so  usefolly  raised  by  the  noble 
Lord,  who  had  since  told  their  Lordships 
that  his  hands  would  now  be  paralysed, 
and  that  he  would  no  longer  be  able  to 
oppose  Bills  of  this  kind.  This  was  a 
most  serious  change.  There  could  be  no 
question  that  extensiTe  amalgamation  re- 
sulting in  an  increase  of  fares  and  charges 
would  not  only  bear  hard  upon  passengers, 
but  would  ha?e  a  very  injurious  influence 
upon  commerce.  He  would  not  say  that 
under  no  oonceiTable  circumstances  should 
the  fores  of  a  railway  company  be  modified 
or  inereased  ;  but  every  precaution  ought 
to  be  taken  that  proposals  of  this  kind 
should  not  be  agreed  to  without  the  utmost 
deliberation.  It  was  in  an  especial  man- 
ner tiie  duty  of  the  Legislature  to  protect 
the  public,  because  when  railway  com- 
panies came  before  Parliament  with  Bills 
of  this  description  no  individual  opponent 
of  the  Bill  could  afibrd  to  pay  counsel  and 
go  to  the  ezpenae  of  opposing  the  Bill  in 


Parliament ;'  but  while  the  interest  of 
each  individual  who  travelled  over  tlie 
line  was  very  small,  the  community  as  a 
whole  had  a  very  great  interest  in  the 
matter ;  because  an  increase  of  rales  and 
fares  in  railway  communication  was  at- 
tended with  most  injurious  consequences. 
Their  Lordships  should  consider  them- 
selves in  the  position  of  counsel  to  the 
public.  It  was  said  that  such  an  increase 
was  necessary  to  protect  the  interests  of 
the  shareholders.  If  the  shareholders  had 
mismanaged  their  affairs  he  was  sorry  for 
them  ;  but  he  could  not  admit  that  this 
would  justify  an  application  to  Parliament 
to  restore  their  finances  at  the  expense  of 
the  public.  There  might  be  cases  of  short 
lines  of  railway  in  which  it  might  be 
necessary  or  expedient  to  raise  the  fares ; 
but  when  the  great  lines  came  to  be  tam- 
pered with,  the  public  injury  inflicted 
would  be  most  serious.  It  was  said  that 
in  many  cases  the  advance  of  fares  had 
become  necessary  to  clear  off  the  expenses 
which  the  companies  had  incurred  in  de- 
fending their  rights ;  but  he  did  not  see 
any  reason  why  the  public  should  be  called 
on  to  pay  the  expenses  created  by  what 
was  in  too  many  cases  unnecessary  and 
bootless  litigation.  He  had  communi- 
cated with  various  authorities  on  the 
question,  and  he  found  that  there  existed 
a  very  general  feeling  that,  after  their 
Lordships'  vote  the  other  night  it  was  ab- 
solutely necessary  that  some  safeguard 
should  be  devised  for  the  protection  of 
the  public.  He  did  not  know  any  Public 
Department  which  could  more  properly 
discharge  this  duty  than  the  Board  of 
Trade,  whose  function  it  was  to  watch 
over  the  trade  and  commerce  of  the  coun- 
try. The  best  thing  would  be  for  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  undertake,  in  every 
case  where  railway  companies  came  to 
Parliament  for  power  to  increase  their 
rates  and  fares,  to  make  inquiry  into  all 
the  icircumstances  of  the  case  in  order  to 
direct  and  enlighten  the  judgment  of  their 
Lordships  and  of  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament. 

Mcved  to  resoUe,  That  do  Railway  Bill  that 
proposes  to  increase  the  Rates  now  payable  on 
the  Conveyance  of  Goods  or  Passengers  shall  be 
read  a  Second  time  nntil  a  special  Report  from 
the  Board  of  Trade  on  the  Sabject  shall  have 
been  laid  apon  the  Table  of  the  Uoase.^  The 
Lord  Taunton.) 

LoBD  CAMOYS  said,  he  believed  that 
there  was  no  better  method  than  the  pre- 
sent of  arriving  at  a  correct  conclusion 
with  regard  to  railway  Bills,  for^he  Select 
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Committee  beard  evidence  and  ooonBel  on  Parliament  would  not  permit  any  increase 


both  sides.  If  the  Board  of  Trade  reported 
in  the  way  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord, 
the  House  might  have  to  choose  between 
the  conflicting  decisions  of  the  Board  and 
the  Committee.  The  proposition  was,  more- 
over, too  late,  the  House  having  accepted 
the  decision  of  the  Committee  in  the  case 
of  the  London  and  Brighton  Company's 
Bill.  It  was  impossible  to  lay  down  a 
**  hard  and  fast ''  line  as  to  fares,  for  it 
would  be  unjust  to  the  public  to  select 
the  highest  existing  rates  and  impose  them 
on  all  lines;  and  it  would  be  unjust  to 
the  companies  to  select  the  lowest  fares 
and  make  them  universal,  while  to  take  the 
average  would  probably  combine  the  dis- 
advantages of  both  plans.  The  increased 
fares  on  the  Brighton  line  were  not  so 
high  as  the  rates  originally  charged  before 
a  competing  line  was  projected,  and  the 
Committee  had  given  universal  satisfac- 
tion by  insisting  on  so  moderate  a  scale  of 
fares  in  the  Brighton  and  South  Eastern 
Amalgamation  Bill  that  the  companies 
preferred  abandoning  the  measure  alto- 
gether. 

LoBD  EEDESDALE  said,  he  regarded 
the  decision  of  the  Committee  in  the  case 
of  the  Brighton  line  as  a  very  unwise  one, 
and  regretted  that  the  Amendment  moved 
on  the  third  reading  of  the  BiU  was  not 
pressed.  He  thought  less  weight  would 
have  been  given  to  that  decision  had  it 
been  known  that  it  was  earned  by  only  a 
bare  majority :  two  of  the  Committee 
differing  from  it,  though  they  did  not 
divide  against  it,  and  consequently  felt 
precluded  from  taking  part  in  the  discus- 
sion on  the  third  reading.  He  objected 
to  this  proposal  as  an  admission  that  the 
raising  of  fares  might  be  proper  in  some 
cases.  Now,  he  should  like  a  decision 
against  raising  fares  in  any  way.  Every 
company  took  property  and  made  the  line 
on  the  promise  of  affording  certain  accom- 
modation at  certain  prices,  and  people 
built  houses  along  the  line  on  the  pre- 
sumption that  those  fares  would  be  adhered 
to.  There  was  therefore  a  contract  be- 
tween the  public  and  the  company ;  and 
if  the  fares  were  reduced  in  consideration 
of  some  concession  from  the  Legislature, 
those  reduced  fares  also  formed  a  contract 
to  which  the  public  had  a  right  to  hold 
the  company.  Let  companies  be  cautious 
what  they  asked  for  originally,  and  let 
them  be  cautious  what  reduction  they 
might  subsequently  offer;  but  he  would 
have  them  bear  in  mind  that  what  was 
once  done  was  done  for  ever,  and  that 
Lord  Oamoyi 


As  to  the  Brighton  Company,  it  was  true 
that  the  reduced  fares  were  originally  pro- 
posed on  account  of  a  competing  line ;  but 
their  counsel  stated  at  the  time  that,  whe- 
ther that  line  was  sanctioned  or  not,  they 
were    equally  prepared   to  reduce    their 
fares,  believing  that  such  reductions  would 
prove  remunerative.     With  regard  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  he  was  sorry  to  say  he 
felt  no  confidence  in   its   competency  to 
report  on  railways.     It  was  a  large  body, 
and  comprising  many  subordinate  officers 
who  conducted  a  large  number  of  inquiries; 
and,  painful  as  such  a  view  might  be  to 
his  noble  Friend  behind  him  (the  Duke 
of  Bichmond),  experience  had    led  him 
(Lord  Eedesdale)  to  believe  that  the  rail- 
way interest  possessed  a  great  influence 
over  them.     Moreover,  if  the  Board  re- 
ported in  favour  of  increased  fares,  that 
increase  would  have  the  support  of  the 
Government  in  both  Houses.      If  their 
Lordships  were  unprepared  to  lay  down 
the  rule  that  increased  fares  were  alto- 
gether inadmissible,  but  wished  to  refer 
proposals  of  this  kind  to  some  Committee, 
or  other  body,  he  would  suggest  that  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee  should  every 
Session  appoint  three  of  their  number — 
say  the  Chairman  and  two  other  Members 
— and  that  those  three  Members  should 
report  to  the  House  upon  such  proposals. 
There  would  be  no  danger  of  conflict  be- 
tween their  decision  and  that  of  the  Select 
Committee,  since  the  question  of  increased 
fares  would  not  be  referred  to  the  latter 
at  all.     There  would  thus  be  a  uniform 
decision  by  a  small  and  responsible  body. 
The  Mabqubss  of  SALISBURY   said, 
the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down 
(Lord  Bedesdale)  appeared  to  lay  down  two 
rules  with  regard  to  railways — ^first,  that 
whatever  railway  companies  asked  for  mnst 
be  wrong;  and,  secondly,  that  whoever  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  in  favour  of  railway 
companies  must  be  acting  under  corrupt 
influences.   [Lord  Rbdesbalb:  No!]    The 
noble  Lord  had  applied  the  latter  maxim 
to  the  officials  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
than  whom,  he  believed,    there  was  no 
purer  portion  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects. 
Now,  he  ventured  to  protest  against  the 
doctrine  which  the  noble  Lord  had  asked 
the  House  to  adopt,  namely,  that  railway 
companies  ought  never  to  be  allowed  to 
increase   their  rates.     Extreme   severity 
was  a  mistake,  not  only  from  the  rail- 
way companies'  point  of  view,  but  also 
from  that  of  the  public,  and  very  much  of 
the  evilB  into  which  railway  companies 
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had  fallen  and  of  the  enfEeringB  the  publio 
had  undergone  had  arisen  from  that  ex- 
treme anxiety  which  the  noble  Lord  him- 
self had  had  so  large  a  share  in  enforcing. 
There  was  one  reason  why  their  Lordships 
should  not  accept  the  doctrine  of  the  noble 
Lord,  which  was  that  the  value  of  money 
was  from  time  to  time  subject  to  great 
variations  ;  and  there  was  nothing  which 
affected  it  so  much  as  large  discoveries  of 
the  precious  metals.  Another  considera- 
tion was,  that  so  long  as  even  small  divi- 
dends come  to  the  proprietors,  directors*- 
who,  with  other  elastic  bodies  always 
moved  in  the  direction  of  the  least  resist- 
ance— would  try  to  meet  the  complaints  of 
the  public  by  making  the  railway  as  com- 
fortable as  possible ;  but  the  moment  the 
dividend  became  so  small  that  the  com- 
plaints of  the  shareholders  became  more 
violent  than  those  of  the  public,  every 
possible  economy  was  practised,  and  the 
comfort  of  the  publio  became  quite  a  se- 
.  condary  consideration.  He  had  ventured 
to  call  their  Lordships'  attention  to  this 
question  of  the  dynamics  of  railway  Boards 
in  order  to  show  that  no  legislation  which 
Parliament  might  adopt  would  prevent 
those  Boards  from  consulting  their  own 
interests  against  those  of  the  public,  and 
therefore  there  was  the  greatest  possible 
inducement  to  adopt  a  generous  treatment 
of  railway  companies  as  a  matter  of  policy 
in  regard  to  the  publio.  He  was  one  of 
those  who  held  a  strong  opinion  that  it 
was  a  great  mistake  to  allow  those  great 
lines  of  communication  to  get  into  the 
hands  of  private  companies ;  but,  having 
done  so,  Parliament  must  not  crush  out  the 
private  interests  which  they  had  thus  en- 
couraged. He  had  no  objection  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Taunton) ;  but  he  hoped  the  House  would 
never  consent  to  be  led  away  by  the  argu- 
ments which  had  been  used  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Chairman  of  Committees  (Lord 
Eedesdale). 

Eabl  QEANYILLE  said,  this  was  a 
question  which  they  could  afford  to  discuss 
in  a  cold  latitude,  and  it  appeared  to  be 
quite  possible  to  do  so  in  a  spirit  neither 
of  partiality  nor  hostility  to  the  railway 
companies.  He  agreed  with  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  that 
their  LordjBhips  could  not  adopt  the  prin- 
ciple laid  down  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Chairman  of  Committees,  that  it  was  im- 
possible at  any  time  to  grant  a  rise  in  rail- 
way fares.  He  held  that  the  proposal  of 
his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Taunton)  would 
act  as  a  security  that  a  power  of  that  kind 


would  not  be  carelessly  granted.  Such  a 
power  was  desirable,  not  only  on  account 
of  the  variations  in  the  value  of  money, 
but  also  on  account  of  the  variations  in  the 
rate  of  wages,  and  a  thousand  other  cir- 
cumstances which  must  make  a  great  dif- 
ference in  determining  matters  of  that 
sort.  Suppose  that  a  company  showed  that 
they  could  not  continue  to  work  a  line  at 
the  rate  of  fares  they  were  charging  and 
no  one  would  buy  it,  the  result  would  be 
that  the  railway  would  be  closed  unless 
the  fares  were  raised,  and  the  public  might 
be  put  to  the  most  serious  inconvenience. 
He  protested  against  the  implied  charge 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  could  not  be 
trusted  to  supply  facts  and  data  on  which 
Parliament  could  proceed.  He  had  the 
greatest  confidence  in  the  noble  Duke  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (the  Duke 
of  Eichmond),  and  he  believed  the  Board 
would  act  impartially  and  judicially  in  a 
question  of  this  sort. 

Thx  Duxb  of  CLEVELAND  said,  that 
the  question  raised  by  his  noble  Friend 
behind  him  had  a  very  important  bearing 
upon  the  publio  interests.  He  quite 
agreed  with  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  that  it  was  not  de- 
sirable to  lay  down  a  ''  hard  and  fast  line" 
such  as  that  recommended  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Chairman  of  Committees.  Great 
injury  might  be  done  to  the  public  from 
such  a  course,  particularly  in  the  case  of 
a  short  line  which  it  might  be  desirable 
to  carry  on,  but  which  might  be  shut  up 
because  it  had  become  entirely  unremu- 
nerative.  Therefore  a  power  to  increase 
the  fares  to  a  slight  degree  might  be  very 
beneficial.  It  would  be  most  unjust  not 
to  take  into  consideration  the  difficulties 
in  which  railway  companies  were  some- 
times placed.  They  must  take  care  that 
they  did  not  prevent  new  railways  being 
established,  which  might  be  the  case  if 
they  were  to  lay  down  a  *'  hard  and  fast 
line." 

Thb  Mabqxtess  of  CLANEICAEDE 
said,  he  felt  very  strongly  that  it  would 
be  most  unadvisable  to  lay  down  a  **  hard 
and  last  line  ;"  but  he  did  not  think  that 
fares  should  be  raised  except  in  very  ex- 
ceptional cases.  That  fares  should  not  be 
raised  without  good  reason  was  a  matter 
which  affected  the  railway  companies  as 
much  as  the  public.  In  a  case  which  was 
before  their  Lordships  the  other  day  the 
company  offered  no  reason  whatever  for 
raising  the  fares  except  that  they  had 
expended  a  great  deal  of  money.  They 
did  not  pretend  that  it  would^  of  anj 
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advantage  to  the  public,  the  ahardioldero, 
or  any  part j  whatever ;  they  simply  said 
that  they  had  spent  money  and  they 
wanted  to  hare  the  fares  raised.  He 
wished  to  have  the  public  protected,  and 
who  was  so  proper  to  protect  them  as  the 
Minister  of  trade  and  commerce  of  the 
country  ?  No  doubt  the  public  and  also 
the  shareholders  had  suffered  because  the 
Government  had  not  sufficient  control  over 
the  management  of  railways.  The  Go- 
vernment only  had  a  certain  amount  of 
control  over  the  accounts,  with  which  they 
ought  not  to  have  meddled  as  much  as  they 
had  done.  The  present  Motion  was,  in 
his  opinion,  a  most  valuable  one,  and  he 
sincerely  trusted  that  the  Government 
would  not  oppose  it,  but  would  take  upon 
themselves  tluit  responsibility  which  they 
ought  to  assume  in  the  interests  of  the 
public. 

The  Dttkb  ov  BICHMONB  said,  he 
must  enter  his  protest  against  the  lan- 
guage used  by  his  noble  Friend  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  (Lord  Redesdale)  with 
regard  to  the  Department  over  which  he 
h^  the  honour  to  preside.  He  was  ex- 
tremely sorry  to  hear  remarks  of  such  a 
kind  coming  ftH>m  his  noble  Friend,  be* 
cause,  proceeding  from  such  a  quarter, 
they  wore  calculated  to  carry  with  them 
considerable  weight.  He  was  afraid  his 
noble  Friend  was  not  justified  in  making 
those  remarks,  which,  in  point  of  fact, 
amounted  to  charges  of  dishonesty  on  the 
part  of  the  officials  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
Unless  his  noble  Friend  was  prepared  to 
prove  that  the  officials  of  that  Department 
had  been  actuated  by  dishonest  motives  he 
was  not  justified  in  making  such  a  charge ; 
and  he  might  remark  that  if  the  charge 
were  distinctly  brought  forward  in  their 
Lordships'  House  he  should  be  prepared  to 
meet  it  with  a  distinct  and  unqualified 
contradiction.  As  to  the  subject  imme- 
diately under  consideration,  he  would  not 
discuss  it,  because  it  had  idready  fully 
occupied  the  attention  of  thrir  LordMiips' 
House,  and  had  also  been  fully  debated  in 
the  House  on  a  former  occasion  on  the 
Motion  introduced  by  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Clanricarde). 
The  noble  Lord  opposite  (L<»rd  Camoys) 
did  not  appear  to  have  correctly  appre- 
hended the  object  of  the  Motion,  for  he 
understood  the  noble  Lord  to  say  it  would 
be  unfair  to  allow  the  decision  of  the 
House  to  be  over-ridden  by  the  decision  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.  Now,  he  believed 
that  the  Motion  raised  no  question  as  to 
the  Board  of  Trade  deciding  the  mattw. 
1^  Margu$9$  of  OUmricard€ 


The  object  of  the  Motion  was  merely  that 
in  cases  where  a  railway  company  pro- 
posed to  ask  Parliament  for  power  to 
increase  its  fares  a  special  Report  from 
the  Board  of  Trade  should  be  laid  upon 
the  table,  in  order  that  their  Lordships' 
attention  might  be  duly  directed  to  the 
subject.  He  saw  no  objection  whatever 
to  such  a  proposition,  and  on  the  part  of 
the  Gk>vernment  he  had  great  pleasure  in 
acceding  to  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Loan  HOUGHTON  said,  he  thought  it 
an  anomaly  that  the  management  of  a 
railway  was  not  affected  by  the  ordinary 
law  of  supply  and  demand  with  regard  to 
the  charges  it  made  and  the  remuneration 
it  received,  althou^  it  was,  to  a  certain 
extent,  a  monopoly.  If  a  "hard  and  fast 
line"  were  applied  to  railway  fares  it  cer- 
tainly could  not  be  applied  to  rulway 
management,  for  unremunerative  fares 
would  always  result  in  insufficient  attend- 
ance, dangerous  materials,  and  bad  manage- 
ment generally.  To  assume  that  a  railway 
would  not  be  affected  by  a  change  in  the 
value  of  money  or  a  rise  in  the  price  of 
iron,  and  that  the  fares  ought  to  be  uni- 
form, notwithstanding  such  mutations, 
was,  in  his  opinion,  a  totally  incorrect 
application  of  a  well-known  commercial 
principle.  Indeed,  it  was  almost  impos- 
sible to  conceive  tliat  any  rate  of  fares 
could  be  both  remunerative  to  the  company 
and  just  to  the  public  if  they  were  con- 
tinued unchanged  for  a  long  period  of 
time.  In  his  belief  the  advantage  gained 
by  the  public  would  be  in  proportion  to 
the  freedom  and  pliancy  given  to  the  sys- 
tem  of  railway  charges,  and  the  possibility 
of  railway  remuneration.  In  conclusion, 
he  would  point  out  that  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  excursion  trains  depended  upon 
the  raising  and  lowering  of  fares. 

Eabl  FORTESCUE  said,  he  must  pro- 
test against  the  doctrine  of  the  noble  Lord 
who  had  just  sat  down  (Lord  Houghton) 
that  the  trade  and  commerce  of  the  country 
should  be  kept  in  a  perpetual  state  of  un- 
certainty, which  would  be  the  consequence 
of  the  pliability  and  variability  which  his 
noble  Friend  had  so  highly  extolled.  It 
should  be  remembered  that  a  great  part 
of  the  expenses  to  be  defrayed  by  railways 
consisted  of  the  interest  on  the  capi^ 
which  had  been  expended  upon  their  ori- 
ginal construction ;  and  wages,  materials, 
and  working  exposes  did  not  constitute 
so  large  a  portion  of  the  outlay  as  had 
been  represented.  He  wished  to  impress 
upon  their  Lordships  that  the  interests  of 
the  pnhlio  were  not  represented  before 
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Railway  Committees,  nor  before  Private 
Bill  Committees  generally,  and  the  case  of 
the  public  was  not  stated  before  snoh  Com- 
mittees. In  some  instances  the  interests 
of  opponents  might  be  identified  with  those 
of  the  public,  but  in  many  cases  it  did  not 
suit  opponents,  who  were  generally  an- 
other company,  in  the  case  of  railway  Bills 
to  consult  the  interests  of  the  public.  To 
support  this  position  he  quoted  the  Eeport 
of  a  Committee  of  1847,  who  said  that  the 
chief  imperfections  of  the  present  system 
arose  from  the  fact  that  no  provision  was 
made  for  furnishing  Committees  with  com- 
plete and  trustworthy  information  as  to 
local  wants ;  and  that  when  a  Bill  was  not 
opposed  the  Committee  were  wholly  de- 
pendent for  information  on  the  interested 
representations  of  the  promoters,  while  ex- 
pense deterred  all  persons  from  opposing 
unless  their  interests  were  directly  affected. 
The  public  were  as  much  interested  in 
being  represented  by  counsel  before  a  Com- 
mittee as  prisoners  were  in  being  defended 
by  counsel.  Exactly  the  same  aiguments 
used  to  be  urged  against  the  defence  of 
prisoners  that  were  now  urged  against  the 
represeutation  of  the  public,  and  he  could 
only  hope  that  in  the  course  of  time  the 
public  would  succeed,  as  prisoners  had 
done,  in  obtaining  professional  representa- 
tion. He  considered  that  the  Motion  would 
be  of  the  utmost  value,  and  he  thanked 
the  noble  Duke  at  the  head  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  for  acceding  to  it. 

LoKD  REDESDAL'!E  :  My  Lords,  I  wish 
to  offer  a  few  words  of  explanation  in  con- 
sequence of  what  fell  from  the  noble  Duke 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  I 
made  no  charge  of  corruption  against  the 
officials  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  but  I  did 
say  that  from  the  intercourse  which  they 
have'  with  clever  persons  belonging  to  the 
railway  companies,  and  the  railway  in- 
fluence brought  to  bear  upon  them,  some- 
thing such  as  I  have  referred  to  is  sure 
to  be  the  consequence.  I  have  seen  evi- 
dence of  it  on  many  occasions.  I  can  even 
now  cite  a  case  which  is  just  occurring. 
Your  Lordships  will  remember  that  on 
the  SOth  of  June  there  was  a  division  in 
this  House  upon  a  provision  in  the  South 
Eastern  Eailway  Bill  with  regard  to  the 
division  of  the  ordinary  capital  into  de- 
ferred and  preferred  stock.  I  objected  to 
that  provision,  and  your  Lord&ips  re- 
jected it  by  a  majority  of  44  to  35.  Mr. 
Watkin,  the  Chairman  of  that  Bailway, 
then  came  to  me  and  represented  the  im- 
portance of  carrying  this  provision,  and 


said  that  such  a  provision  ought  to  be  pro- 
posed as  a  public  matter,  not  affecting  one 
company,  but  applicable  to  all.  He  fur- 
ther stated  that  there  was  a  Eailway 
Bill  at  that  time  before  the  House,  and 
that  the  provision  might  be  proposed  in 
that  Bill  and  discussed  as  a  public  ques- 
tion. Kow,  I  find  that  he  has  been  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  that  this  very  provi- 
sion is  to  be  proposed  in  the  Commons  by 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
in  Committee  upon  the  Bailway  Bill  re« 
ferred  to.  That  is  what  I  have  complained 
of,  and  it  is  well  worthy  of  considera- 
tion. The  Bill  will  return  to  this  House 
at  a  late  period  of  the  Session,  and,  in 
all  probability,  the  imprudence  of  the 
Vice  President  will  impose  upon  your 
Lordships  the  necessity  of  reversing  a  de- 
cision of  the  other  House.  Why  should 
it  not  have  been  left  to  Mr.  Watkin  to 
propose  the  Amendment  when  it  had  in 
substance  been  rejected  by  your  Lordships  ? 
LoBD  TAUNTON  said,  as  their  Lord- 
ships seemed  disposed  to  accept  the  Beso- 
lution,  which  it  would  be  necessary  to 
embody  in  a  Standing  Order,  perhaps  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  would  undertake 
the  responsibility  of  giving  effect  to  the 
wishes  of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

REVENUE    OFFICERS    DISABILITIES 
REMOVAL   BILL-(No.  204.) 
,      {The  Lord  Ahinger.) 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

LoBD  ABINGER  said,  that  he  had  just 
presented  to  their  Lordships  no  less  that 
ninety-eight  Petitions  in  its  favour.  These 
were  chiefly  from  officers  of  the  Customs, 
Revenue,  and  Postal  Services  in  all  parts 
of  the  country.  To  one  Petition  from  the 
General  Post  Office  1,200  signatures  were 
attached ;  and  the  Petitions  from  the  Lon- 
don districts  and  from  the  Post  Office 
emphyie  of  Manchester,  Li?erpool,  Bir* 
mingham,  Glasgow,  Leeds,  and  Bristol, 
gave  a  total  of  3,189  signatures.  There 
were  also  Petitions  from  the  Mayor  and 
Corporation  of  Wexford;  the  Provost, 
Magistrates,  and  Councillors  of  Leitb ;  the 
Town  Commissioners  of  Galway  ;  the  In- 
habitants of  Brechin  and  of  Lichfield; 
and  the  Town  Council  of  Nairn.  It  seldom 
happened  that  so  small  a  Bill  involved  the 
intcff'ests  of  so  large  a  number  of  persons. 
The  Bill  consisted  of  only  one  clause ;  but 
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the  number  of  persons  the  Bill  affected 
was  36,000^26,000  in  the  Post  Office, 
5,500  in  the  Customs,  and  5,000  in  the 
Inland  Eevenue;  and  these  public  ser- 
vants felt,  after  the  large  amount  of  en- 
franchisement conferred  by  the  last  Reform 
Bill,  that  a  stigma  would  be  cast  upon 
them  if  they  were  classed  with  the  re- 
siduum and  the  few  respectable  people 
who  were  out  of  the  pale  of  the  franchise. 
In  1782,  when  the  disability  was  imposed, 
it  was  a  wise  and  judicious  measure,  and 
it  was  passed  with  the  approval  of  the 
public  and  of  the  Services  because  the 
Government  unscrupulously  used  its  influ- 
ence with  the  officers  of  the  different 
Departments.  A  great  change  occurred 
in  1832 ;  and  now  the  electoral  roll  had 
been  so  much  enlarged  that  the  votes  of 
revenue  officers,  even  if  they  were  at  the 
disposal  of  Qovemment,  could  not  have 
any  appreciable  influence  on  the  elections. 
The  admission  of  a  large  number  of  re- 
spectable persons  to  the  list  of  voters 
would  nevertheless  strengthen  the  hands 
of  almost  any  Administration.  The  Com- 
missioners of  Customs  had  drawn  up  a 
document  in  reference  to  this  question,  in 
which  they  adduced  what  he  regarded  as 
very  illogical  reasons  against  allowing  re- 
venue officers  to  vote.  They  alleged  that 
to  do  so  would  be  to  introduce  political 
agitation  in  a  Department  which  was  now 
free  from  it.  Now,  it  had  also  been  as- 
serted in  the  House  of  Commons  that  the 
revenue  officers  themselves  felt  no* anxiety 
on  the  subject;  and,  in  support  of  that 
assertion,  reference  had  been  made  to  the 
fact  that  only  a  comparatively  small  num- 
ber of  Petitions  had  been  presented  in 
favour  of  the  Bill,  but  a  full  and  sufficient 
answer  had  been  given  to  that  allegation. 
An  enormous  number  of  Petitions  had  been 
presented  to  their  Lordships'  House  in  fa- 
vour of  the  measure.  He  himself  had  pre- 
sented no  fewer  than  180  from  various  parts 
of  the  country.  If  the  Bill  were  not  passed 
there  would  be  a  constant  repetition  of  these 
demands.  Again,  it  was  alleged  in  the 
Minute  of  the  Commissioners  of  Customs 
that  great  inconvcDience  would  result  to 
the  public  service  from  the  leave  of  absence 
which  would  have  to  be  given  to  the  revenue 
officers  in  order  to  enable  them  to  attend 
at  elections.  Having  regard  to  the  fact 
that  elections  were  not  very  frequent  oc- 
currences, he  did  not  think  he  need  go 
into  any  argument  in  refutation  of  that 
statement.  It  was  said,  ftoher,  that  if 
revenue  officers  had  votes  this  circumstance 
Lord  Ahinger 


might  lead  to  political  combinations  on 
their  part  in  order  to  obtain  an  increase  of 
salary ;  but  he  could  not  at  all  agree  to 
that  assumption.  In  the  House  of  Com- 
mons there  was  a  large  number  of  military 
officers,  and  there  was  a  good  sprinkling 
of  them  in  their  Lordships'  House  also ; 
but  he  had  yet  to  learn  that  in  either 
House  those  gallant  officers  had  agitated 
for  an  increase  of  pay  to  themselves  or  the 
soldiers  under  their  command.  It  was 
true  that  there  had  been  an  increase  in 
the  pay  of  the  soldiers,  but  that  increase 
was  an  effect  of  the  law  of  supply  and 
demand.  The  Board  of  Excise  objected 
to  the  Bill,  but  their  Report  was  still 
weaker  in  its  arguments  and  less  deserv- 
ing of  attention  than  the  Report  from  the 
Customs.  It  urged  that  the  possession  of 
the  franchise  would  inconvenience  the 
officers  themselves,  and  render  them  liable 
to  be  placed  in  unpleasant  positions  ;  but 
that  argument  did  not  go  for  much  when 
it  was  found  that  they  desired  the  fran- 
chise. And  their  Lordships  would  bear  in 
mind  that  the  Bill  was  supported  by  the 
heads  of  the  Departments.  Fifteen  out 
of  the  seventeen  heads  of  the  Excise  De- 
partment were  in  favour  of  its  passing. 
The  Bill  was  not  one  creating  a  right,  but 
one  removing  disabilities  which  had  been 
imposed  upon  a  portion  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects.  It  did  not  touch  those  Acts 
which  prohibited  public  servants  from  un- 
duly influencing  others  in  the  exercise  of 
the  franchise. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— {The  Lord  Jhinger.) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  I  venture 
to  ask  your  Lordships'  very  anxious  con- 
sideration for  a  few  minutes,  both  to  the 
principle  of  this  Bill  and  to  the  position  in 
which  the  measure  now  stands.  My  Lords, 
the  noble  Lord  who  moved  the  second 
reading  said  no  more  than  what  was 
accurate  when  he  said  that  this  Bill  was 
one  of  extreme  importance.  It  is  of  ex- 
treme importance,  on  the  one  hand,  be- 
cause it  involves  the  political  franchise  of 
a  large  number  of  our  fellow-subjects.  It 
is  important,  on  the  other  hand,  because  it 
is  supposed  by  authorities  whose  opinion 
deserves  the  greatest  consideration  that 
this  measure,  if  passed  into  law,  would 
affect  the  collection  of  the  public  Revenue. 
I  freely  admit  the  proposition  of  the  noble 
Lord  who  moved  the  second  reading  (Lord 
Abinger)  that  the  burden  entirely  lies  on 
those  who  oppose  the  admission  to  the 
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fhinoliise  of  the  class  of  whom  he  has 
spoken  to  establish  some  reason  why  the 
ftttnchise  should  be  refused  to  these  per- 
sons. At  first  sight  they  have  got  every 
qualification  which,  I  think,  shomd  incline 
us  to  extend  the  franchise  to  them.  They 
are  selected,  in  the  first  instance,  by  a 
process  which,  at  one  time,  found  con- 
siderable favour  as  the  basis  of  the  fran- 
chise,— namely,  the  process  of  competitive 
examination.  With  regard  to  their  con- 
tinuance in  the  public  service  and  to  their 
promotion,  it  is  not  too  much  to  say  that 
both  depend  on  their  intelligence  and  good 
conduct.  In  addition  to  that  they  are 
generally  persons  of  whom  we  may  truly 
say  they  represent  the  heads  of  families. 
They  of  all  others  are  interested  in  the 
well-being  of  the  country,  because  on  the 
well-being  of  the  country  the  hope  of  their 
livelihood  and  the  hope  of  their  promotion 
must  depend.  Further  than  that,  the 
noble  Lord  is  entitled  to  this  admission, 
that  there  is  certainly  in  this  country  no 
general  rule  applicable  to  the  Civil  Service 
disqualifying  the ,  members  of  it  from  the 
exercise  of  the  franchise.  You  at  present 
entrust  the  franchise  to  that  large  class  of 
civil  servants  who  are  under  the  control  of 
the  Treasury,  who  are  connected  with  the 
Departments  of  the  Secretaries  of  State, 
who  are  under  the  superintendence  of  the 
Admiralty  and  of  the  War  Department ; 
and  the  only  three  Departments  the  ser- 
vants of  which  are  now  deprived  of  the 
franchise  are  the  Post  Office,  the  Customs, 
and  the  Inland  Revenue.  There  is  es- 
pecially a  very  large  class  of  persons  in 
the  employment  of  one  of  the  Departments 
to  which  I  have  referred  who  are  at  present 
in  possession  of  the  franchise — I  mean  the 
numerous  body  who  are  engaged  in  the 
Boyal  Dockyards.  Let  me  remind  your 
Lordships— for  the  history  of  this  question 
must  be  kept  in  view— of  the  course  which 
Parliament  took  in  regard  to  the  persons 
employed  in  the  dockyards.  The  Reform 
Bill  introduced  in  1859  contained,  for  the 
first  time,  I  think,  a  clause  proposing  to 
withhold  the  franchise  from  the  workmen 
in  the  dockyards.  That  Bill  did  not  become 
law  ;  but  in  1866,  when  another  measure 
of  Reform  was  brought  in  by  the  late  Gb- 
vemment,  a  similar  clause  was  inserted 
withholding  the  franchise  from  the  dock- 
yard workmen.  In  the  last  Session,  when 
the  Bill  which  has  now  become  law  was 
introduced  into  Parliament,  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  recommended  it  as  a  very 
large  measure  of  enfranchisement,  and  as 


one  the  peculiar  characteristic  of  which 
would  be  that  it  would  not  in  any  way  be 
a  disfranchising  Bill ;  and  they  accordingly 
abstained  from  making  the  proposition  l£at 
had  been  made  on  former  occasions  for  dis- 
franchising the  dockyard  workmen.  Now, 
the  Acts  of  Parliament  which  disabled  the 
civil  servants  of  the  Post  Office,  the  Inland 
Revenue,  and  the  Customs  from  voting 
were  passed,  the  one  of  them  in  the  last 
century  and  the  other  two  in  the  begin- 
ning of  the  present  century.  According 
to  their  Preambles  the  ground  of  those 
measures  was,  as  the  noble  Lord  has  stated, 
a  desire  on  the  part  of  the  Legislature  to 
keep  in  check  and  to  control  the  power  of 
the  Crown,  which  it  was  then  supposed 
might  be  exercised  in  a  manner  dangerous 
to  the  freedom  of  election  by  the  oppor- 
tunity which  the  Crown  had  of  placing  in 
those  three  great  branches  of  the  public 
service  persons  who,  if  entitled  to  the 
franchise,  might  be  disposed  to  use  it  in 
favour  of  the  (Government  of  the  day  by 
whom  they  had  been  promoted.  The  cir- 
cumstances of  the  present  time  are  in  two 
respects  extremely  different.  In  the  first 
place,  the  constitution  of  Parliament  has 
been  very  materially  altered,  first  by  the 
Act  of  1832,  and  then  by  laws  which 
have  since  then  been  passed.  Moreover, 
there  has  been  introduced  into  those 
three  branches  of  the  service  a  system 
altogether  unknown  at  the  period  when 
the  earlier  Acts  were  passed,  and  which 
has  made  an  important  modification  in 
those  Departments.  I  refer  to  the  re- 
form in  the  Inland  Revenue  and  the 
Customs,  according  to  which  no  appoint- 
ments, except  first  appointments,  are  made 
by  the  Executive  Government ;  and  even 
the  first  appointments  can  hardly  be  said 
to  proceed  from  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment, which,  in  substance,  only  nominates 
a  limited  number  of  candidates,  who  com- 
pete together  by  examination.  Therefore, 
in  those  Departments  the  reason  for  the 
older  legislation  has  disappeared.  But,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  must  be  observed  that 
the  permanent  heads  of  the  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue  at  all  times  in  recent 
years,  when  the  proposition  has  been 
made  to  confer  the  franchise  on  the  ser- 
vants in  their  employment,  testified  the 
most  decided  repugnance  to  any  legislation 
in  that  direction.  Tour  Lordships  will,  I 
think,  agree  with  what  has  been  stated 
by  e?ery  Government  which  in  modern 
days  has  held  Office  in  this  country 
— namely,  the  great   confidence   which 
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the  ooimtry  has  in  those  getttlenMii  who 
are  the  permanent  heads  of  those  De- 
partments; the  great  relianee  which  is 
placed  in  their  ability,  their  experience, 
and  their  entire  deyotion  to  the  public 
service  ;  and  any  opinion  which  falls  from 
them  must  be  entitled  to  the  greatest 
weight  both  with  your  Lordships  and  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.  Now,  when 
the  Reform  Bill  of  last  year  was  passing 
through  the  House  of  Commons  a  proposi- 
tion was  there  made  to  insert  a  cletuse 
having  the  effect  of  the  pres^it  measure. 
That  clause  was  opposed  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (llr.  Disraeli)  on  the  ground  to 
which  I  have  referred — namdy,  that  the 
permanent  heads  of  the  Customs  and  In- 
land Kevenoe  really  entertained  a  strong 
opinion  that,  however  it  might  have  origi- 
nally happened  that  the  franchise  was 
refused  to  the  Civil  Service,  in  its  opera- 
tion the  exclusion  had  been  found  so 
beneficial  that  it  ought  to  be  maintained, 
and  that  injury  would  accrue  to  the  ser- 
vice if  the  exclusion  were  terminated. 
The  same  view  was  taken  by  the  immediate 
predecessor  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  Mr. 
Gladstone,  who  also  opposed  the  clause, 
and  on  the  same  ground ;  and  the  result 
was  that  it  was  not  pressed  to  a  division. 
Since  the  Bill  now  before  your  Lordships 
was  introduced  into  the  other  House,  two 
Beports,  made  by  the  permanent  heads  of 
the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  were 
communicated  to  Parliament,  and  are  now 
before  your  Lordships.  Those  Reports 
express  a  very  strong  disapproral  of  a 
measure  for  enfranchising  the  members  of 
those  branches  of  the  Civil  Service.  Those 
Reports  having  been  made.  Her  Msgesty's 
Government  in  the  House  of  Commons  felt 
it  their  duty  to  place  them  and  the  sub- 
stance of  them  in  the  strongest  way  before 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and  the 
Government  were  of  opinion^whatever 
might  otherwise  have  been  their  disposition 
to  enlarge  as  much  as  they  safely  oould  do 
the  basis  of  the  franchise — that  it  was 
their  duty,  as  representing  in  the  House 
of  Commons  those  who,  as  permanent 
heads  of  Departments,  could  not  be  heard 
there,  not  only  to  state  their  reasons,  but 
to  support  them  by  their  votes  in  that 
House.  Consequently,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
to  whose  Department  the  matter  more 
properly  belonged,  urged  with  the  utmost 
force  he  could  use  the  reasons  given  by 
the  permanent  heads  of  the  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue  against  the  measure.  My 
n$  Lord  Chancelhr 


rijfiii  hon.  Friend  was  supported  in  that 
view  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  who  was  himsdf 
so  long  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
although  I  rather  think  that  Gentleman 
did  not  record  his  vote  on  the  subject. 
The  question  thus  raised  was  certainly 
one  peculiarly  for  the  House  of  Commons, 
because  the  view  taken  by  the  heads  of 
those  Departments  was  that  the  conse- 
quence of  this  measure  of  enfranchisement 
might  be  dangerous  to  the  collection  of 
the  public  Revenue.  The  Government 
thought  that  was  a  question  which  the 
House  of  Commons,  as  the  guardians 
of  the  public  Revenue,  must  toke  upon 
themselves  to  decide.  The  result  of  the 
discussion  and  division  in  the  other  House 
was  that  the  Bill  was  carried  by  a  con- 
siderable majority.  "No  doubt  the  House 
in  which  that  division  occurred  was  not  a 
large  one  at  the  time  ;  but  it  has  be«i 
said,  I  believe,  with  some  accuracy,  that 
that  was  much  owing  to  the  circumstance 
that,  the  Chancellor  and  tiie  ex-Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  taking  the  view  they 
did,  many  Members  who  would  have  been 
anxious  to  support  the  Bill  felt  oonstrained 
to  absent  themselves  from  the  division. 
After  this  decision,  over-ruling  the  strongly- 
expressed  opinions  of  the  permanent  heads 
of  those  Departments,  the  Government 
have  been  oUiged  to  consider  the  coarse 
which  they  would  recommend  your  Lord- 
ships to  adopt.  They  might  have  asked 
your  Lordships  to  reject  this  Bill ;  and  if 
they  were  of  opinion  that  the  reasons  given 
by  the  permanent  heads  of  those  Depart- 
ments were  reasons  which  upon  examina- 
tion ought  to  receive  the  degree  of  weight 
which  those  gentlemen  themselves  attach 
to  them,  the  Government  would  not  hesi- 
tate to  ask  your  Lordships  to  reject  the 
measure,  though  such  a  step  might  seem 
a  strong  one  to  those  who  desire  to  see  it 
pass  into  law.  I  think,  however,  it  will 
be  found  that  it  will  be  your  Lordships'* 
opinion,  as  it  is  that  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  that  those  reasons,  although 
I  agree  that  they  are  very  strongly  and 
broadly  expressed,  are  not  strong  enough, 
after  the  decision  arrived  at  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  to  lead  you  to  throw 
out  the  Bill.  Any  objection  I  may  make 
I  shall  offer  with  the  most  profound  re- 
spect for  the  heads  of  the  Departments, 
who  are,  I  am  sure,  actuated  by  the 
highest  and  purest  motives.  In  substance 
the  reasons  of  the  Commissioners  of  Cus- 
toms may  be  very  shortly  stated  ;  but  be- 
fore I  state  them  I  will  mention  the  num. 
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ben  of  the  diffeiait  Departraentf  wbo  an 
affscted  by  this  proposal.    We  haTe  no 
reaaons  from  the  Post  Office ;  and  those 
which  we  have  are  from  the  Castoma  a^ 
Inland  Eevenue.     The   total  number  of 
persons  in  the  three  Departments  of  the 
Civil  Serrioe  is  upwards  of  86,216.     Of 
these  there  are  in  the  Post  Office  25,652  ; 
in  the  Customs,  5,115;  and  Inland  Ee- 
venue,  5,049.     The  reasons  stated  on  the 
part  of  the  Castoms  authorities  vte  fonr. 
The  first  reason  is  that  if  the  persons  em- 
ployed in  this  Department  are  to  be  al- 
lowed to  vote  it  will  be  necessary  to  five 
them  leave  of  absence,  and  this  would 
cause  inconvenience  to  the  Service.     I  do 
not  think  this  ought  to  influence  your 
Lordships  much.    An  cdection,  after  all, 
rarely  occurs,  and  as  these  persons  will  all 
be  occupation  voters  the  polling  places  will 
be  near  their  residences.     We  know  that 
in  some  of  the  largest  establishments  in 
the  country,   where  the  men  enjoy  the 
franchise,  means  are  found  to  enable  them 
to  go  to  the  polling-booths  in  the  dinner 
hour,  and  there  is  not  the  slightest  prac- 
tical difficulty  in  the  way  of  their  obtain- 
ing the  limited  amount  of  time  necessary 
to  enable  them  to  record  their  votes.  The 
Commissioners  next  state  that  the  poeses- 
sion  of  the  franchise  might  affect  the  pro- 
motion of  inferior  officers  by  their  supe- 
riors, but  as  I  understand  the  matter  this 
difficulty  could  not  arise.     The  superior 
officers  have  not  the  right  of  promotion. 
They  may  recommend  officers  for  promo- 
tion, but  it  is  the  Board  themselves  who 
alone  possess  the  power  of  promotion.  The 
third  reason  is  that  it  might  subject  the 
officers  to  solicitations  for  their  votes  which 
might  place  them  in  equivocal  and  diffi- 
cult positions.     I  am  at  a  loss  to  perceive 
the  force  of  this  objection.     The  fourth 
and  last  reason  is  the  gravest  one,  if  it 
has  any  foundation  —  that  these  persons 
might  form  combinations  to   secure  for 
themselves  an  increase  of  salary.     This 
might  be  very  well  in  theory,  but  there 
is  not  much  weight  in  this  suggestion. 
How  far  would  your  Lordships  carry  out 
this  principle?     It  is  scarcely  possible, 
looking  at  the  composition  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  and  the  vast  body 
of  electors,  to  say  that  any  such  considera- 
tion as  this  should  lead  to  the  disfranchise- 
ment of  any  class  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects.    It  might  be  said  that  members  of 
the  military  and  naval  services  might  com- 
bine to  raise  the  pay  of  those  services,  but 
that  is  no  reason  for  refusing  tiiem  a  vote. 


By  interests  wiucfa  are  rer^  strong  in  ihe 
Commons  great  combinations  might  be 
formed  for  the  benefit  of  those  interests, 
and  yet  you  do  not  disfranchise  any  body 
of  men  on  this  account.  The  railway  in- 
terest is  very  influential;  the  publicans 
are  a  very  influential  body;  so,  also,  are 
the  solicitors,  who  have  combined  to  get 
the  certifleate  duty  removed.  I  might 
suggest  half  a  score  instances  of  that 
kind,  but  you  do  not  lay  down  the  posi- 
tion that  because  combinations  might  be 
formed  that  would  be  a  reason  for  cUsfrtun- 
ehising  those  interests.  The  Inland  Be- 
Tenue  Department  have  stated  their  rea- 
sons against  the  Bill,  and  they  are  two 
in  number.  These  are  expressed  with  so 
mudi  point  in  their  Beport  that  I  will 
read  them  to  your  Lordships  ;  but  before 
I  do  so  I  will  advert  to  an  opinion  they 
give  whii^  goes  a  long  way  towards 
bringing  us  to  the  conclusion  that  we 
may  safely  support  this  BilL  They  state 
that— 

'*  It  is  generally  rapposed  that  the  principal,  if 
not  the  only,  reason  for  maintaining  the  existing 
Uw  is  a  drcttd  of  the  inflnenoe  of  the  Government 
of  the  day  being  brought  to  bear  upon  a  large 
body  of  Toters  who  hold  their  ofBoes  dnring  plea- 
sure.** 

This,  the  Commissioners  state,  they  regard 
as  a  consideration  of  minor  importance. 
We  thus  get  rid  of  that  apprehension 
which  was  the  foundation  of  the  legislation 
which  we  are  now  asked  to  repeal.  Their 
objections  apply  to  the  oat-door  officers. 
They  take  an  imaginary  case  of  an  officer 
of  excise  canvassing  for  A.  B.,  while  C. 
D.,  the  opposing  candidate — or  even  one 
of  C.  D.'s  most  prominent  supporters — is 
a  distiller  or  maltster.     They  say — 

"  If  an  excise  officer  so  situated  shoold  ind  it 
his  duty  about  the  time  of  the  election  to  procure 
a  seareh  warrant  to  ransack  0.  D.'s  house,  or  to 
put  bis  distillery  under  seisure,  and  bring  an  in- 
formation against  him  for  penalties,  no  one  can 
doubt  that  he  would  subject  himself  to  the  greatest 
suspicion  of  using  the  power  conferred  on  him  as 
a  reyenue  officer  to  serre  a  political  party,  and 
the  mischief  of  sueh  an  impntaiion  would  be  nearly 
the  same  whether  it  were  true  or  false." 

I  have  read  this  because  it  states  in  for- 
cible language  an  objection  felt  by  the 
Commissioners,  to  which  the  fullest  consi- 
deration should  be  given.  But  the  possi- 
bility or  impossibility  of  the  officer  giving 
a  vote  has  nothing  to  do  with  this  objec- 
tion, which  takes  it  for  granted  that  the 
excise  officer  has  got  strong  political 
opinions  of  his  own,  and  that  there  is  a 
danger  of  his  carrying  out  those  opinions 
in  such  a  way  as  to  allow  it  to  shape  his 
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course  in  the  collection  of  the  BoTenue. 
But  he  can  do  that  quite  as  well  if  he  has 
not  a  vote  as  if  he  has.  1  go  further  than 
that,  and  say  that  there  is  an  additional 
reason  for  using  his  power  in  an  illegiti- 
mate manner  if  you  deny  him  the  proper 
outlet,  and  refuse  him  what  everyone  else 
has— the  opportunity  of  recording  the  ez- , 
pression  of  his  political  opinion.  If  you 
give  him  a  vote  he  has  then  nothing  to 
complain  of;  but  if  there  is  one  thing  that 
would  tempt  a  man  of  strong  political 
opinions  to  act  in  a  sinister  and  improper 
manner,  it  is  to  refuse  him  a  vote.  But 
the  Commisioners  do  not  tell  us  that  such 
a  case  has  ever  occurred.  If  these  officers 
possess  the  power  of  injuring  other  people 
even  without  votes,  when  they  have  strong 
political  opinions  of  their  own,  they  wiU 
be  more  likely  to  use  this  power  in  order 
to  favour  one  side  or  the  other  when  they 
are  denied  the  franchise  than  when  they 
are  able  to  exercise  it.  The  Commissioners 
go  on  to  say — 

**  The  power  of  remoyal  is  one  of  the  most 
valuable  parts  of  our  disciplinary  system.  If  an 
offioer  is  belieyed  to  be  on  terms  of  too  great  in- 
timacy with  a  trader  under  his  survey — ^if  he  has 
&llen  into  the  company  of  bad  associates — if  he 
appears  to  be  deficient  in  the  aouteness  and  energy 
requisite  for  dealing  with  some  fraudulent  trader 
—or  if  he  has  identified  himself  with  any  parti- 
cular religious  sect  or  parochial  party,  so  as  to  be 
obnoxious  to  other  sects  and  parties  in  the  locality, 
his  removal  to  another  district  is  a  ready  and 
effectual  check  to  the  mischief  which  would  other* 
wise  ensue.  But  when  the  oflQcer  becomes  a  YOter, 
when  he  is  perhaps  one  of  the  managers  for  a  poli- 
tical party  in  a  small  borough,  what  will  not  be 
our  difficulty  in  sending  him  away,  perhaps  on  the 
eve  of  an  election,  and  what  will  not  be  the  suspi- 
cions of  party  moti?es  to  which  the  Board  and 
the  superior  officers  who  recommend  his  removal 
will  be  subjected  r 

Now,  that  question  deserved  consideration 
and  weight ;  but  is  it  sufficient  to  justify 
the  exclusion  from  the  f^chise  of  a  class 
of  persons  otherwise  well  qualified  for  it  ? 
I  think  not,  and  for  this  reason — the  Com- 
missioners admit  that,  at  present,  if  any 
one  of  their  officers  has  become  identified 
with  some  particular  party  in  parochial  or 
local  politics,  so  as  to  prejudice  the  public 
service,  they  endeavour  to  cure  the  evil 
by  removing  him  to  another  place.  Now, 
I  apprehend  the  same  power  would  re- 
main in  their  hands,  and  being  a  body 
wholly  unconnected  with  the  Government, 
against  whom  no  suspicion  has  ever  been 
suggested  that  they  exercise  their  powers 
for  any  political  purpose,  public  opinion 
would  support  them  if  they  found  it  neces- 
Th4  Lord  Chanc$lkr 


sary  to  deal  with  any  officer  mixed  up  in 
general  politics  in  the  same  way  as  they 
have  done  hitherto  with  regard  to  local 
politics.  As  to  Members  of  Parliament 
being  subjected  to  solicitation,  I  think  the 
Commissioners  have  already  taken  steps 
to  prevent  such  a  thing,  for  when  myself 
a  Member  of  the  other  House,  being  igno- 
rant of  what  the  rule  of  the  Service  was, 
I  wrote  to  them  with  reference  to  a  person 
who  I  thought  had  been  dealt  hardly  with, 
and  I  received  in  reply  a  printed  form 
stating  that  by  the  rules  of  the  Service  no 
Member  of  Parliament  was  allowed  to 
communicate  with  the  Commissioners  with 
regard  to  any  person  in  their  employment, 
and  that  if  a  Member  so  communicated 
they  woald  not  stop  to  inquire  whether  he 
had  been  put  in  motion  by  the  civil  ser- 
vant, but  would  assume  that  the  civil  ser- 
vant had  put  him  in  motion,  and  would 
punish  the  civil  servant  accordingly.  That, 
I  dare  say,  is  a  very  proper  rule,  and  it 
quite  disposes  of  the  objection  as  to  inter- 
ference with  Members  of  Parliament. 
These,  my  Lords,  are  the  reasons  why  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  having  taken  the 
opinion  of  the  House  of  Commons — ^the 
guardians  of  the  public  Revenue^do  not 
think  they  ought  to  ask  your  Lordships  to 
interfere  with  the  progress  of  this  BilL  I 
trust  and  believe  that  on  its  becoming  law 
the  large  number  of  persons  whom  it  will 
admit  to  the  franchise  will  show  by  the 
way  in  which  they  exercise  it  that  they 
are  worthy  the  confidence  reposed  in  them 
by  Parliament.  The  Bill  proposes  to  deal 
with  the  Acts  22  Geo.  III.,  c.  41,  43 
Geo,  III.,  c.  25.  1  will  only  add,  for  the 
consideration  of  the  noble  Lord  in  charge 
of  the  Bill,  that  the  9th  section  of  the 
Act  7  &  8  Geo»  IV.,  which  it  also  pro- 
poses to  repeal,  not  only  prohibits  dvil 
servants  from  voting,  but  imposes  a  penalty 
on  any  member  of  the  Civil  Service  who 
directly  or  indirectly  persuades  any  other 
person  to  vote.  Now,  I  think  it  would  be 
well  to  retain  that  proviso  and  forbid  these 
persons  from  becoming  solicitors  of  votes, 
which  might  raise  a  suspicion  that  they 
were  using  the  influence  of  their  position 
for  political  ends.  The  general  scope  of 
the  Bill  does  not  require  the  repeal  of 
that  part  of  the  section.  With  this  reser- 
vation 1  cheerfully  assent  to  the  second 
reading. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  My  Lords,  your 
Lordships  must  be  very  grateful  to  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor) for  the  agreeable  and  pleasing  way 
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in  which  he  has  explained  the  change  of 
opinion  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment with  regard  to  this  question.  I 
entirely  agree  with  him  as  to  the  ahstract 
claims  of  men  of  snch  position  and  cha- 
racter as  these  civil  servants  to  the  enjoy- 
ment of  the  franchise.  The  only  question 
18  whether  in  other  ways  such  a  measure 
would  he  injurious  to  the  puhlic  service. 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  course 
taken  by  the  Government  in  'the  other 
House  was  rather  hard  upon  the  civil 
servants,  for,  after  laying  on  the  table  the 
very  decided  reports  of  the  permanent 
heads  of  Departments,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  placing,  as  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  tells  us,  his  own  opinion  in 
abeyance  in  deference  to  those  Reports, 
made  one  of  the  strongest  speeches  I  ever 
remember  reading  against  the  claims  of 
those  gentlemen.  I  really  think  that 
some  of  the  arguments  which  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  has  so  forcibly  advanced 
against  the  Reports,  and  with  many  of 
which  I  entirely  agree,  should  have  been 
weighed  by  the  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  other  House  before  they  gave 
their  opposition  to  the  Bill.  I  came  down 
to- night  not  feeling  so  strongly  as  many 
the  objections  to  giving  this  class  the 
franchise,  but  feeling  that  in  a  matter  of 
such  delicacy  in  connection  with  the  pub- 
lic Revenue  —  a  question  in  which  the 
other  House  is  not  exclusively  interested 
— I  should  give  the  benefit  of  any  doubt 
which  existed  in  my  mind  in  favour  of 
the  opinion  of  three  successive  Chancel- 
lors of  the  Exchequer,  who  ought  to  be 
persons  most  competent  to  give  an  opinion 
on  the  matter.  I  now  find  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  on  further  con- 
sideration, do  not  think  harm  will  arise  to 
the  collection  of  Revenue  from  this  Bill, 
and  in  the  sanguine  hope  that  the  heads 
of  Departments  will  prove  mistaken,  and 
with  unmixed  pleasure  that  so  intelligent 
and  respectable  a  class  should  be  admitted 
to  the  franchise,  I  most  cheerfully  support 
the  second  reading. 

Eabl  FORTESCUE  said,  he  objected 
to  the  retention  of  that  part  of  the  section 
referred  to  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord. 
He  thought  these  officials  should  not  be 
debarred  from  giving  the  reasons  which 
influenced  them.  To  retain  the  proviso 
would  be  a  trap  to  catch  the  unwary,  and 
would  be  a  slur  on  a  very  deserving  class. 

Thr  lord  chancellor  explained 
that  he  had  not  suggested  that  civil  ser- 
vants   should    be  debarred  from  giving 

YOL,  CXCIII.  [thied  sebiea.] 


reasons  for  their  votes,  but  simply  from 
soliciting  the  votes  of  other  persons 

LoBD  ABINGER  said,  that  the  object 
of  repealing  the  entire  section  was  to 
place  excise  officers,  to  whom  alone  it 
applied,  in  the  same  position  as  other 
services.  That  section  made  the  penalty 
with  regard  to  the  excise  £500,  whereas 
with  regard  to  other  services  it  was  only 
£100.  The  matter  could  be  settled  in 
Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  eammiited  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  Ih-morroto, 

HER  ROYAL  HIGHNESS  THE  PRINCESS 
OF  WALES. 

HBB  HAJBSTT's  ANSWEB  TO  THE   ADDBXSS. 

The  Qxtebm's  Answer  to  the  Address 
of  Thursday  last  [July  9],  reported,  as 
follows: — 

*<  I  thank  you  sinoerely  for  jojxr  loyal  and  duti- 
ful Address  on  the  Birth  of  a  Princess,  my  Grand- 
daughter, and  I  derire  great  Gratification  from 
the  renewed  Assurance  of  the  Interest  you  feel 
in  the  domestic  Oappiness  of  Myself  and  My 
FamUy." 

MARRIAGE  LAWS  COMMISSION. 
QUESTION. 

The  Maeqitess  of  CLANEIGAEDE  in- 
quired.  When  the  Report  of  the  Marriage 
Laws  Commission  may  be  expected ;  and 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  intend  to 
propose  to  Parliament  any  Legislation 
upon  that  Subject,  so  far  as  Ireland  is  con- 
cerned, in  the  next  Session  ? 

LoBD  CHELMSFORD  said,  that  as  he 
had  the  honour  of  being  the  Chairman  of 
the  Commission,  he  might  be  permitted 
to  answer  part  of  the  Question  put  by  the 
noble  Marquess.  As  there  had  been  both 
Scotch  and  Irish  Members  on  the  Com- 
mission, it  was  almost  impossible  from 
time  to  time  to  collect  a  proper  meeting  ; 
but  he  was  happy  to  say  that  they  had 
now  agreed  upon  their  Report,  which  in 
a  day  or  two  would  be  signed  by  the  dif- 
ferent Commissioners,  and  he  hoped  it 
would  be  presented  to  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  before  the  Prorogation.  As 
to  whether  the '  Gh>yerment  would  under- 
take to  legislate  next  year  on  the  question 
he  could  say  nothing. 

The  Earl  op  MALMESBURY  said, 
he  could  not  undertake  to  give  a  promise 
on  the  subject. 
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ECCLESIASTICAL   COMMISSIONEBS 

BILL.— (No.  221.) 

( The  Lord  President,) 

SECOND   BBADIKG. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  Duke  of  MAJlLpOROUGH,  }n 
moving  that  the  pill  be  now  read  the  second 
time,  said,  that  it  involved  no  new  prin- 
ciple. The  Bill  proposed  certain  arrange- 
ments by  which  the  estates  of  chapters 
would  be  transferred  to  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  for  a  certain  time  for  the 
purpose  of  being  restored  to  the  chapters 
after  various  changes  with  respect  to  the 
leasehold  tenure  of  their  property  had  been 
eflPected.  Many  years  ogo,  as  their  Lord- 
ships would  remember,  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment was  passed  which  gave  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners  a  considerable  in- 
terest in  the  estates  both  of  deans  and 
chapters  and  Bishops.  The  effect  of  that 
Ap)i  wa^  to  arrange  the  appointment  to  a 
certain  number  of  canonries,  and  to  vest 
the  proceeds  of  those  canpnries  in  the 
hands  of  the  Commissioners,  thus  forming 
funds  cqroprised  under  the  name  of  the 
Common  Fund  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners. The  mode  in  which  payment 
was  made  with  that  fund  was  by  making 
certain  charges  upon  the  funds  of  the 
chapters,  the  chapters  having  the  adminis- 
tration of  thQ  whole  of  tl^p  eetftte^  and 
paying  a  c^rt^in  sum  into  the  hands  of  the 
Commissioners.  In  the  process  of  yea^ 
that  w^  found  not  tq  he  the  best  way  of 
carrying  out  the  arrapgeipents.  There 
were  many  disadvantages  in  the  Commis- 
sioners having  merely  a  charge  on  the 
estates  in  the  management  of  which  they 
had  little  or  no  interest,  and  at  the  same 
time  there  were  inconveniencies  connected 
with  the  leasehold  tenure  of  the  property 
which  it  was  very  desirable  to  terminate. 
He  believed  the  Church  leasehold  property 
was  considered  to  be  one  of  the  worst 
kinds  of  property,  or  at  least  one  of  a  very 
objectionable  nature.  The  various  interests 
of  the  lessees  apd  the  reversionaries  were 
not  identical,  and  consequently  the  prp- 
perty  suffered.  The  consequence  was  that 
for  a  length  of  time  it  had  been  found  con- 
venient tibat  arrangeipents  should  be  n^ade 
between  chapters  on  the  t)ne  side  and  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  on  the  other 
for  transferring  to  the  Commissioners  the 
estates^  in  order  that  the  Commissioners, 
b^  means  of  the  funds  at  their  disposali 
might  be  able  to  arrange  the  lea^oebold  in- 


terest on  a  proper  footing,  to  buy  up  re- 
versionary interests,  and  at  the  same  time 
to  pay  themselves  the  debt  which  the 
chapters  owed  them,  guaranteeing  to  the 
chapters  the  income  which  Parliament  had 
fixed  as  their  future  income,  and,  after 
the  changes  which  it  was  thought  desir- 
able had  been  effected  in  the  property,  to 
h^nd  back  to  the  chapters  estates  freed 
from  that  objectionable  leasehold  tenure 
which  it  had  been  the  intention  and  en- 
deavour of  Parliament  for  a  long  period 
of  years,  and  by  pany  Acts,  to  put  an 
end  to.  In  consequence  of  the  convictions 
which  the  necessities  of  the  case  had 
brought  to  light  those  arrangements  had 
for  a  series  of  years  been  in  progress.  He 
believed  the  first  arrangement  was  made 
with  the  Chapter  of  York  in  1 852,  and 
from  that  to  the  present  time  various  sur- 
renders of  property,  amounting  to  eighteen, 
had  been  made  by  different  chapters  for 
effecting  those  voluntary  arrangements, 
and  obtaining  a  subsequent  transfer  of 
their  property  to  them  in  an  improved 
condition.  That  principle  had  been  tho- 
roughly sanctione4  by  Parliament.  In 
1860  a  Bill  was  passed  rendering  it  obli- 
gatory that  all  the  property  of  all  the 
Bishops  upon  the  avoidance  of  the  sees 
should  be  transferred  in  the  way  he  had 
described  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners, the  Commissioners  at  the  same 
time  undertaking  to  put  the  Bishops  in 
re*  possession  of  property  sufficient  to  yield 
the  income  allowed  by  Parliament.  Few, 
if  any,  doubts  arose  for  sometime  to  shake 
the  belief  that  a  competent  authority 
existed  for  such  arrangements ;  but  in  the 
course  of  last  year  doubts  were  raised  as 
to  the  authority  which  the  Acts  in  ques- 
tion conveyed,  and  in  the  case  of  the 
transference  from  the  two  chapters  of 
Norwich  and  Westminster,  which  were 
under  consideration  by  the  Commissioners 
and  the  chapters,  communications  were 
received  at  the  Privy  Council  Office  which 
made  him  feel  that  it  was  his  duty  to 
submit  the  question  in  a  formal  shape  to 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown.  The  Law 
Officers  reported  that  they  did  not  con- 
sider the  authority  of  the  Acts  sufficient 
to  enable  the  Commissioners  to  effect  the 
transfers  in  the  usual  manner,  and  a  de- 
cision of  the  Judicial  Committee  recorded 
to  that  effect  stopped  the  transfers  in  con- 
templation. The  effect  of  that  waa  not 
only  to  prevent  the  transfers  then  under 
consideration,  but  to  throw  doubt  upon 
the    autliority  by    which,   in    the    oaae 
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of  the  eighteen  chaptersy  the  former 
transfers  had  been  made.  In  order  to 
remedy  any  inconTeniences  that  might 
have  arisen,  Parliament  passed  an  Act 
during  the  present  Session  which  gave 
validity  to  those  transactions.  But  it  was 
eyidcnt  that  unless  Parliament  gave  more 
distinct  powers  the  process  hitherto  so 
salutary  must  be  brought  to  a  stand-still. 
This  Bill,  therefore,  had  been  brought  in 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners  to  carry  on  arrange- 
ments with  other  chapters  which  were  de- 
sirous of  entering  into  them.  The  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  were  of  a  simple  cha- 
racter ;  they  enabled  transfers  to  be  made 
of  the  property  of  deans  and  chapters,  the 
latter  to  receive  a  money  payment,  and 
provided  that  a  certain  sum  should  be  set 
apart  for  cathedral  repairs.  Farms  were 
to  be  let  without  fines  at  the  best  annual 
rent  that  could  be  obtained.  These  were 
the  main  provisions  of  the  Bill.  There 
was  nothing  compulsory  in  the  powers  it 
sought  to  confer ;  it  simply  enacted  that 
voluntary  arrangements  were  to  be  per- 
mitted between  the  chapter  on  one  side 
and  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  on 
the  other.  Whatever  arrangements  lessees 
might  have  made  previous  to  the  transfer 
of  property,  these  arrangements  the  Com- 
missioners would  be  able  to  carry  out  if 
they  saw  fit,  and,  if  they  did  not,  they 
would  be  bound,  if  the  lessees  required 
them,  to  purchase  the  outstanding  terms 
of  the  leases. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

BURIALS  (IRELAND)  BILL.— (No.  312.) 

( The  Earl  of  KimberUy.) 

SECOND  BSADIKG. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Toe  Eabl  of  KIMBEBXEY,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
time,  said,  he  would  briefly  explain  its 
provisions  and  those  of  the  present  law. 
The  latter  depended  upon  an  Act  car- 
ried by  Mr.,  afterwards  Lord,  Plunket, 
and  it  provided  that,  in  the  event  of  the 
burial  of  a  person  not  a  member  of  the 
Established  Church  in  one  of  its  grave- 
yards, his  relatives  might  ask  permission 
of  the  clergyman  to  have  the  service 
read  by  a  priest  or  Dissenting  minister, 
and  if  the  clergyman  refused  such  permis- 
sion he  should  give  his  reasons  in  writing 


to  the  applicaniB,  and  send  a  copy  to  the 
Bishop  of  the  diocese,  who  should  send  it 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  The  author  of 
the  Bill  said  that  his  intention  was  thai 
it  should  be  regarded  as  a  mandate, 
and  that  while  he  thought  it  possible 
that  some  wrong-headed  clergyman  might 
refuse  his  permission,  he  believed  the 
Act  would  be  found  a  remedy  for  the 
evils  complained  of.  Unfortunately  that 
had  not  been  found  to  be  the  case ;  there 
had  been  several  instances  of  refusal ; 
and  they  were  not  confined  to  Eoman  Ca- 
tholics, but  had  occurred  in  several  in- 
stances to  Presbyterians  -and  Wesley ans. 
He  was  told  that  the  feeling  of  the  Presby- 
terians and  of  the  Wesleyans  in  relation  to 
the  necessity  for  a  Bill  like  the  present 
was  even  stronger  than  that  of  the  Roman 
Catholics.  The  Bill  was  short  and  simple, 
and  provided  that,  instead  of  permission 
being  asked,  the  clergyman  should  have  no 
right  to  refuse  the  request,  when  made, 
for  a  priest  or  minister  to  read  the  burial 
service.  Many  of  the  Irish  population 
were  now  buried  without  any  service  being 
read  at  their  graves — bnried  like  dogs,  as 
Lord  Plunket  said  in  1824.  Yet  the  feel- 
ing in  Ireland  in  regard  to  the  sanctity  of 
burial  was  greater  than  it  was  in  most 
countries,  and  to  outrage  this  feeling  could 
have  anything  but  a  conciliatory  efiect 
upon  the  people.  In  the  greater  part  of 
Ireland  there  were  no  separate  graveyards 
for  those  who  did  not  belong  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  and  therefore  a  large  part  of 
the  population  were  buried  in  the  church- 
yard without  having  a  service  read  over  them. 
The  priests  of  the  Boman  Catholic  Church 
had  a  natural  dislike  to  askingthe  clergyman 
for  permission  to  read  the  Boman  Catholic 
service ;  and  Presbyterians  and  Wesleyans, 
although  they  did  not  share  that  dislike, 
had  preferred  requests  which  had  unfor- 
tunately been  refused.  This  was  a  state  of 
things  which  it  was  desirable  to  put  an  end 
to,  and  he  therefore  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  assent  to  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill.  The  Primate  of  Ireland  had  given 
notice  of  a  Motion  for  referring  the  Bill  to 
a  Select  Committee ;  and  he  could  not  help 
regarding  that  Motion  as  an  attempt  to 
get  rid  of  the  Bill,  which  was  resorted  to 
under  some  apprehension  as  to  the  result 
of  direct  opposition,  seeing  that  it  proposed 
to  relieve  not  only  Koman  Catholics  but 
Protestant  Dissenters.  The  Bill  was  so 
short  and  simple  that  any  Amendments 
could  easily  be  discussed  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House;  and  he  should  therefore 
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feel  it  to  be  his  duty  to  oppose  the  Motion 
for  referring  it  to  a  Select  Committee 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly. 

Then  it  was  moved,  That  the  Bill  be 
eommitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

The  Abchbishop  of  ARMAGH  said,  he 
felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  move  that  the  Bill 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee.  He 
did  this,  not  to  oppose  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  but  in  the  hope  that  its  deficiencies 
might  be  supplied,  and  that  some  Amend- 
ments might  be  made  in  parts  of  the  Bill 
that  were  objectionable.  The  subject  was 
a  large  and  extensive  one ;  it  involved  ar- 
rangements as  to  the  burial  in  the  same 
churchyard  of  persons  of  four  or  five 
different  religions.  This  was  a  matter  of 
very  considerable  delicacy,  too  much  so  to 
be  dealt  with  in  a  single  clause.  The  noble 
Earl  had  stated  the  present  law  correctly, 
with  one  exception  ;  he  had  forgotten  to  say 
that  the  clergyman,  when  applied  to  for  his 
consent,  must  give  it  in  writing,  and  state 
the  time  for  the  burial.  On  the  face  of  it 
the  object  was  to  prevent  the  interruption 
of  divine  service.  The  churchyard  was 
the  freehold  of  the  incumbent,  whose  posi- 
tion was  fully  recognized  in  Lord  Plunket's 
Bill;  but  this  Bill  treated  him  as  a  nullity, 
a  defect  he  hoped  to  remedy  in  the  Select 
Committee.  The  fixing  of  the  hour  gave 
mutual  notice  of  the  time  of  the  funeral, 
but  the  Bill  provided  for  no  such  arrange- 
ment, and  the  consequence  might  be  the 
simultaneous  arrival  at  the  churchyard  of 
two  or  more  funerals  of  persons  of  different 
religious  persuasions,  and  the  clergyman 
might  have  to  wait  in  his  own  churchyard 
until  lengthy  addresses  had  been  delivered 
by  those  previously  in  possession.  It  was 
not  necessary  that  the  clergyman  should 
be  entirely  disregarded  in  this  way.  The 
absence  of  any  provision  fixing  tiie  time 
was  a  practical  inconvenience,  for  those 
constituting  a  funeral  cortige  could  not 
know  that  they  would  clash  with  another, 
and  a  funeral  party  from  a  remote  part  of 
a  parish  might  have  to  wait  at  the  church- 
yard for  an  hour,  on  a  wet  day,  owing  to 
the  omission  of  a  desirable  arrangement. 
Under  the  proposed  arrangement  there 
would  be  nothing  but  confusion  and  colli- 
sions. Then,  it  should  be  borne  in  mind 
that  the  sexton  had  care  of  the  churchyard, 
but  there  was  no  provision  in  the  BUI  that 
he  should  receive  notice  of  intended  fune- 
rals, and  the  consequence  would  frequently 
The  Earl  of  JSTimherley 


be  that  when  the  sexton  was  not  present 
with  the  key  the  churchyard  would  be 
broken  into.  At  present  the  sexton  took 
no  fees,  and  was  only  entitled  to  a  small 
salary,  which  was  settled  by  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners;  but  if  he  had  addi- 
tional labours  imposed  upon  him  he  ought  in 
fairness  to  receive  additional  remuneration. 
Then,  again,  the  clergyman's  jurisdiction 
over  the  tombs  and  monuments  ought  to  be 
maintained,  and  it  would  be  the  duty  of 
the  Select  Committee  to  take  into  consider- 
ation the  circumstance  that  in  Ireland 
there  were  eight  different  kinds  of  church- 
yards. For  instance,  there  were  the  public 
and  poorhouse  burial  grounds,  Roman  Ca- 
tholic cemeteries,  places  of  sepulture  sur- 
rounding Dissenting  chapels,  those  around 
the  old  monasteries,  those  on  sites  where 
Protestant  churches  formerly  stood,  and  in 
which  both  Roman  Catholics  and  Pro- 
testants had  the  right  of  sepulture  ;  burial- 
grounds  surrounding  existing  Protestant 
churches,  and  burial  grounds  near  churches 
recently  erected.  With  regard  to  the  last, 
he  might  remark  that  since  the  Union  a 
great  number  of  churches  had  been  built 
in  Ireland.  Indeed,  he  believed  that  no 
fewer  than  550  had  been  erected  sinoe 
1806.  These  were,  for  the  most  part, 
surrounded  by  small  churchyards  which 
were  only  suited  for  the  interment  of  the 
Protestants  in  the  district,  and  which 
would  soon  be  overcrowded  if  the  right  to 
be  interred  there  were  claimed  by  the 
Roman  Catholics.  In  his  opinion,  these 
burial  grounds  ought  to  continue  to  be  ap- 
propriated to  the  uses  for  which  they  were 
originally  intended.  There  would,  indeed, 
be  no  objection  to  allow  Dissenters  to  be 
interred  there,  but  if  Roman  Catholics  were 
admitted  overcrowding  would  be  the  in- 
evitable result.  There  was  a  strong  reason 
why  this  Bill  should  not  be  passed  at  the 
present  time.  It  was  pretty  generally 
understood  that  an  attempt  would  be  made 
next  year  to  disestablish  and  disendow  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland,  and  to  re- 
duce it  to  the  position  of  a  sect.  Well, 
if  that  were  done,  it  was  only  fair  that  the 
Church  should  enjoy  the  benefit  of  its  new 
position.  If,  as  was  possible,  the  Bill  did 
not  pass  this  Session,  it  might  be  brought 
forward  again  next  year,  with  the  addition 
of  such  safeguards  as  would  render  it 
acceptable  to  the  members  of  the  Church 
in  Ireland. 

An  Amendment  moved  to  leave  out  from 
(*'  Bill ")  to  the  end  of  the  Motion,  and 
insert  ("be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee.")—(IX^^rcWwA^y  of  Armagh.) 
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Easl  GRAinnLLLE  said,  that  although 
the  most  rev.  Prelate  had  declared  his 
assent  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  he  had, 
in  fact,  argued  against  the  only  principle 
it  contained,  and  at  the  end  of  his  speech 
had  stated  explicitly  that  the  measure 
onght  not  to  be  passed.  As  to  the  various 
Amendments  suggested  by  the  most  rev. 
Prelate,  there  was  not  one  of  them  which 
required  in  the  slightest  degree  the  inter- 
vention of  a  Select  Committee.  Every 
one  of  the  proposed  Amendments  might 
be  satisfactorily  dealt  with,  and  in  a  very 
short  space  of  time,  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House.  The  most  rev.  Prelate  had 
spoken  of  different  classes  of  churchyards 
in  Ireland ;  but,  as  the  present  Bill  had 
reference  to  one  class  only,  the  objection 
had  no  force.  As  to  the  objection  raised 
with  respect  to  certain  churchyards  of  very 
limited  size,  he  wished  to  point  out  that 
the  Bill  in  no  way  affected  the  right  of 
burial,  but  simply  provided  that  in  church- 
yards  where,  by  the  present  law,  Catholics 
and  Dissenters  had  a  right  to  be  buried, 
the  burial  services  might  bo  read  by  the 
clergymen  of  their  respective  denomina- 
tions. On  the  whole,  he  thought  their 
Lordships  would  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  most  rev.  Prelate  had  not  ad- 
vanced sufficient  reasons  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee. 

The  Makqubss  of  WESTMEATH  said, 
he  thought  the  present  was  a  very  unfit 
time  for  bringing  forward  a  measure  of 
this  kind,  which  would,  in  all  probability 
lead  to  unseemly  collisions  in  churchyards. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  said,  he  could  not 
see  that  there  was  the  slightest  ground  for 
referring  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee, 
and  he  hoped  the  most  rev.  Prelate  would 
not  press  his  Motion. 

The  Eabl  op  MALMESBURY  said, 
he  could  not  concur  with  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Lyttelton)  that  no  case  had  been 
made  out  for  referring  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee,  but  at  tJie  same  time  he  felt 
that  the  adoption  of  such  a  course  at  this 
late  period  of  the  Session  would  have  the 
appearance  of  an  attempt  to  burke  the 
Bill.  He  was  sure,  however,  that  that 
was  not  the  object  of  the  most  rev.  Prelate. 
The  Bill,  it  must  be  admitted,  was  very 
faulty  in  its  details,  and  he,  for  one,  should 
be  extremely  sorry  to  support  it  in  its 
present  shape.  Greater  safeguards  ought, 
for  instance,  to  be  provided  in  order  to 
prevent  those  collisions  which  he  was 
afraid  were  more  likely  to  occur  in  the 
sister  oountry  than  in  England.    This  was 


a  part  of  the  subject  which  his  noble 
Fnend  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill  (the 
Earl  of  Kimberley)  did  not  appear  to  have 
sufficiently  considered.  Under  all  the 
circumstances,  perhaps  the  best  course 
would  be  for  the  most  rev.  Prelate  to  give 
his  attention  to  the  matter  during  the 
next  two  or  three  days,  and  at  a  &ture 
stage  of  the  Bill  to  bring  forward  such 
Amendments  as  he  might  deem  necessary. 
The  House  would  be  quite  competent  to 
decide  upon  those  Amendments,  and  also 
upon  any  which  his  noble  Friend  opposite 
(the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  might  think  fit 
to  bring  forward. 

The  Eakl  op  KIMBERLEY  said,  he 
wished  to  express  his  readiness  to  confer 
in  the  most  friendly  spirit  with  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  on  the  subject  of  any  Amend- 
ments which  he  might  deem  it  necessary 
to  move. 

The  Abchbishop  op  ARMAGH  said, 
he  would  adopt  the  suggestion  of  his 
noble  Friend  the  Lord  Privy  Seal. 

Amendment  (by  Leave  of  the  House) 
ioithdrawn :  Then  the  original  Motion  was 
agreed  to :  and  Bill  committed  to  a  Com  - 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Friday 
next. 

COMPULSORY  CHURCH   RATES  ABOLI- 
TION BILL— (No.  211.) 
( The  Earl  Russell.) 

THIKD      BEADING. 

Bill  read  3*  (according  to  Order),  with 
the  Amendments. 

The  Bishop  op  LONDON  said,  he  had 
given  Notice  of  an  Amendment  by  way  of 
addition  to  Clause  6 ;  but  in  consequence 
of  some  suggestions  made  to  him  by  the 
noble  Earl  lately  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment he  had  made  certain  modifica- 
tions in  that  Amendment.  His  Amend- 
ment, as  he  should  now  propose  it,  pro- 
vided that  the  inhabitant  of  any  eccle- 
siastical district  constituted  out  of  a 
portion  of  an  ancient  parish  should  not 
be  entitled  to  vote  in  that  parish  in  mat- 
ters relating  to  church  rates  ;  but  might, 
subject  to  the  other  provisions  in  this 
Bill,  assemble  and  make  a  rate  for  their 
own  ecclesiastical  district.  The  right  rev. 
Prelate  concluded  by  moving  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Thb  Earl  op  DERBY  said,  he  had  ap- 
prehended  that  the  Amendment  as  framed 
originally  would  have  prevented  persons 
from  voting  in  respect  of  church  rates  for 
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the  payment  of  which  they  were  liahle. 
For  twenty  years  after  separation  from 
the  ancient  parish  the  inhabitants  of  an 
ecclesiastical  district  continued  to  he  liable 
for  a  proportion  of  the  rates  imposed  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  fabric  of  the 
mother  church.  To  relieve  them  of  that 
obligation  would  be  to  throw  a  new  tax 
on,  the  ancient  parish.  It  was  not  easy 
to  gather  the  exact  efifeot  of  an  Amend- 
ment from  hearing  it  read;  but  if  the 
clause,  as  now  worded,  would  only  go  the 
length  of  depriving  persons  of  the  right 
of  voting  in  respect  of  rates  for  no  part  of 
which  they  would  be  liable,  he  oonld  have 
no  objection  to  it. 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  Further  Amend- 
mends  made. 

Then  it  was  moved,  That  the  Bill  do 
pass. 

The  Bishop  of  GLOUCESTER  and 
BRISTOL  said,  he  did  not  at  this  time 
oppose  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  as  such  a 
course  would  be  now  alike  fruitless  and 
unusual;  but  he  did  feel  it  to  be  his  duty 
formally  and  deliberately  to  enter  his  pro- 
test against  it.  He  would  ask  their  per- 
mission to  state  briefly  why  he  must  firmly 
say  •*  Not-content"  when  the  proper  time 
arrives.  He  would  not  thus  trouble  their 
Lordships,  if  he  were  not  conscious  that 
he  was  now  expressing  the  sentiments  of 
several  other  Members  of  the  right  rev. 
Bench,  and  if  he  had  not  reason  to  believe 
that  in  his  protest  the  voices  of  others 
more  influential  were  really  joined  with 
his  own.  He  protested  in  the  fiiist  place 
against  the  scope  and  principle  of  the  Bill. 
He  protested  against  thus  giving  up  a 
portion  of  the  heritage  of  the  Church  and 
of  the  just  liabilities  of  the  land  to  cla- 
mour, and  that  too  to  a  clamour  that  year 
hy  year  was  becoming  less  reasonable  and 
less  justified  by  the  facts  of  the  case.  A 
principle  had  been  almost  gratuitously  sur- 
rendered, and  they  were  brought  face  to  face 
with  the  true  beginning  of  the  end.  He  pro- 
tested then  against  the  general  substance 
and  tenor  of  the  Bill.  He  protested  fur- 
ther and  in  the  second  place  against  the 
Bill,  when  compared  with  the  Bill  that 
came  up  from  the  Commons.  In  that 
Bill  there  were  at  any  rate  some  few  safe- 
guards ;  there  were  provisions  that  tended 
to  put  the  Church  in  a  better  and  safer 
position  than  she  could  occupy  when  the 
present  measure  should  become  law.  Of 
two  measures  the  worst  had  been  chosen 
The  JSarl  of  Derhp 


Lastly  he  would  make  hold  to  say  that 
simple  and  unconditional  aholition  of 
church  rates  was  to  be  preferred  to  the 
present  measure.  If  injustice  were  to  be 
done,  better  far  that  it  should  be  clear 
and  patent  rather  than  masked  under 
what  many  may  be  led  to  speak  of  as 
adjustment  and  compromise.  If  church 
rates  were  unconditionally  abolished,  the 
church  would  fall  back  upon  herself  and 
her  own  real  strength.  She  would  rely 
not  on  scafiblding,  but  on  free  hearts  and 
free  offerings,  and  she  would  not  rely  in 
vain.  He  thanked  their  Lordships  for 
the  consideration  with  which  they  had  lis- 
tened, and  reiterated  temperate  but  firmly 
his  protest. ' 

Lord  LYTTELTON  said,  he  should 
have  been  glad  to  have  an  opportunity  pf 
saying  a  few  words  on  the  general  ques- 
tion of  church  rates,  but  couJd  not  think 
of  presuming  to  do  so  at  that  moment. 
But  when  many  of  their  Lordships  hoped 
rather  than  expected  that  that  BUI  would 
enable  them  to  hear  no  more  of  that 
question  for  a  long  time  to  come,  he  must 
express  his  entire  conviction  that  the 
whole  agitation  against  church  rates  and 
the  proposal  for  their  total  abolition  were 
as  totally  unfounded  in  justice  as  any 
movement  that  ever  occurred  in  this  coun- 
try, except  upon  a  ground  that  would  go 
a  great  deal  further,  and  that  would 
extend  even  to  the  abolition  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church.  The  repeal  of  church 
rates  had  been  advocated  on  considerations 
of  expediency,  with  a  view  to  conciliate 
the  Dissenters  ;  but  he  doubted  whether 
it  would  have  that  result.  He  had  very 
slight  hope  indeed  that  this  Bill  would 
lead  to  any  goodi  yet,,  as  it  had  been 
agreed  to  by  both  sides,  he  could  not  offsr 
any  opposition  to  it. 

Thb  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
disagreed  both  with  tiie  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Lyttelton)  and  the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Bishop  of  London)  as  regarded  the  com- 
parative disadvantage  of  that  Bill  as  it 
stood  and  a  measure  for  the  complete 
abolition  of  church  rates.  He  thought 
that  measure  very  much  better  than  one 
for  the  complete  abolition  of  church  rates ; 
and  he  had  a  sanguine  hope  that  in  many 
parishes  in  the  country  it  would  work 
very  satisfactorily.  If  there  was  a  parish 
in  the  country  which  thought  it  had  got  a 
better  machinery  of  its  own  than  that 
provided  by  the  Bill,  it  would  be  perfectly 
at  liberty  to  employ  that  machinery ;  and 
that  he  deemed  a  merit  in  the  Bill. 
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On  Qa^tion?  RMolved  in  tli©  AprlHd-, 
niativS ;  Bill  pained  accordingly,  emd  i(Sid 
to  the  Commons. 

WEST  INDIES  BILL— (No.  105). 
( Tk€  buke  of  Buekingham,) 

C0MHITTE2. 

HouBe  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

LoBT)  LYTTELTON  moved  an  Amend- 
ment relating  to  the  remuneration  of  the 
eoadjutor  Bishop  of  Kingston  in  Jamaica. 

The  Dukb  of  BUCKINGHAM  said, 
the  Bill  had  been  prepared  with  the  inten- 
tion of  saving  all  vested  rights;  but  it 
could  not  on  that  footing  have  met  the 
particular  case  to  which  the  noble  Lord's 
Amendment  referred.  All  the  work  of 
the  Bishop  of  Jamaica  had  been  done  bj 
the  coadjutor  Bishop  of  Kingston,  who 
received  a  certain  portion  of  the  funds 
applicable  to  the  bishopric  of  Jamaica.  It 
seemed  equitable  that  while  ho  discharged 
the  duties  the  coadjutor  Bishop  should 
receive  some  remuneration;  and,  there- 
fore, he  could  not  think  of  opposing  the 
Amendment.  The  last  two  lines  of  the 
Amendment,  however,  went  rather  too 
far.  The  noble  Duke  moved  a  proviso 
that  while  the  coadjutor  Bishop  was  in 
the  receipt  of  his  salary  no  payment  should 
be  made  from  the  Consolidated  Fund  in 
respect  to  his  archdeaconry. 

After  a  few  words  from  Lord  Cran- 

WOHTH, 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Further  Amendments  made :  The  Re- 
port thereof  to  be  received  on  Thursday 
next ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  249.) 


HUDSON'S  BAY  COMPANY  BILL. 

( The  Duke  of  Buckingluxm,) 

(iro.  244.)       SECOND  beadino. 

Thb  Dttkb  op  BUCKINGHAM,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
second  time,  said,  that  an  Act  was  passed 
two  years  ago  to  annex  the  Hudson's  Bay 
territory  to  the  Canadian  Dominion.  It 
Was,  however,  found  that  that  Act  did  not 
give  all  the  necessary  powers.  The  present 
Bill  enacted  that  power  should  be  given 
to  the  Crown  to  accept  the  surrender  of 
the  lands  and  rights  enjoyed  by  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company  under  their  char- 
ter, and  it  gave  power  on  the  other  hand 
to  the  Company  to  make  such  a  sur- 


render. Thtere  wate  a  proviso  that  iri  (he 
6vent  of  the  surrender  of  the  Coitopany'i 
rights  being  agreed  to,  yet  that  the  sur- 
render Should  not  take  effect  unless  with- 
in one  month  the  Canadian  Parliament 
passed  an  Address  Embodying  the  terms 
of  the  agreement,  and  unless  the  Imperial 
Government  by  an  Order  in  Council 
within  one  month  agreed  to  the  transfer 
of  the  said  powers  and  rights  to  the  Ca- 
nadian ParHaihent. 

Motion  agreed  to* 

Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  To- 
morrow, 

House  adjourned  at  Nln«  o'clock, 

tul  To-morrow,  Ilalf-past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday^  July  13,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  —  SiLiCT  CoioiiTTEi  —  Report^ 
Malt  Tax  [No.  420];  County  FinancLil  Ar- 
rangements  [No.  421]. 

^\iV^L\^<ont%dered  in  CommiUee — Niyy  E«n- 

MATK8. 

PoBuc  Bills  —  RfsoliUiont  in  Committee  —  Sir 
Robert  Napier's  Annuity. 

Ordered — Sir  Robert  Napier's  Annuity ;  Poor 
Law  Board  Provisional  Order  Confirmation.* 

First  Reading  —  Sir  Robert  Napier's  Annuity  • 
[230];  Poor  Law  Board  Provisional  Order 
Confiimation •  [231]  ;  Admiralty  Suits*  [234], 

Second  Reading— Army  Cliaplains  •  [225] ;  Sal- 
mon Fisheries  (Scotland)*  [310];  Militia 
Pay  •  ;  Danube  Works  Loan  •  [227] ;  Draioago 
and  Improvement  of  Lauds  (Ireland)  Supple- 
mental (No.  8)  •  [229]. 

Committee  —  Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  dec.  * 
[149];  Inland  Kevenue  •  [207]---e.p.  ;  Vac- 
cination (Ireland)*  [217];  Municipal  Elec- 
tions (ijcotland)  {re-comm.)*  [211]. 

/2<rpor^— Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  dtc*  [149] ; 
Vaccination  (Ireland)*  [2171;  Municipal 
Elections  (Scotland i  (re-comm.)^ [211'}. 

Considered  as  amenaed  —  Sanitary  Act  (1866) 
Amendment*  [222]. 

Third  Reading — Court  of  Session  (Scotland)* 
[2141;  New  Zealand  Assembly's  Powers* 
[216^. 

VAGRANCY.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  FLOTER  said,  lie  wished'  to  ask 
tlie  Secretary  to  tlie  Popr  Law  Board, 
Whether,  in  purstiatice  of  the  intimation 
given  in  the  last  Annual  Eeport  ot  th<y 
Poor  Law  Board,  it  is  intended  to  iesue 
any  further  regulations  for  the  adminifitra- 
tion  of  relief  to  Vagrants  ? 
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Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH,  in 
replj,  said,  the  Poor  Law  Board  made 
oonBiderable  inquiries  and  collected  a  good 
deal  of  information  as  to  the  state  of 
vag^ancj  ;  and  he  hoped  before  long,  as 
the  resolt  of  those  inquiries,  the  Poor  Law* 
Board  would  be  enabled  to  issue  an  Order 
providing  uniformity  with  regard  to  the 
diet,  lodging,  and  work  of  vagrants. 

SURVEY  OF  INDIA.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  AKROYD  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Why 
the  surrey  of  the  direct  route  from  Ran- 
goon to  Eianhung,  on  the  South  Western 
frontier  of  China,  has  not  been  completed, 
and  on  what  grounds  the  preference  has 
been  given  to  the  survey  of  the  route  by 
Bhamo  to  Talifu  (Assam  and  Calcutta)  in 
the  North  West  of  China  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
in  reply,  that  the  grounds  upon  which  the 
survey  of  the  route  between  Rangoon  and 
Eianhung  had  been  suspended  were  stated 
in  the  Papers  already  presented  to  the 
Honse.  The  survey  had  been  carried  on 
as  far  as  the  limits  of  the  British  territory; 
but  upon  the  representation  of  the  Governor 
General  of  India  that  it  might  iuTolve 
political  complications  if  it  were  carried 
throu^rh  the  independent  States,  he  (Sir 
Stafford  Northoote)  had  issued  an  Order 
directing  the  survey  to  be  suspended.  In 
regard  to  the  survey  of  the  route  by  way 
of  Bhamo  to  Talifu,  that  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  survey  of  Rangoon.  It  was  au- 
thorized by  the  Qovernor  General  without 
asking  the  permission  of  the  Secretary  of 
State ;  because,  as  he  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  imagined,  there  were  no  simi- 
lar political  difficulties  to  be  apprehended. 

ALLEGED    CRUELTIES    IN   NEW 
ZEALAND.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  GORST  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
with  reference  to  the  following  passage  in 
a  despatch  of  the  Governor  of  New  Zea- 
land, laid  before  Parliament  on  the  5th 
May,  1868  :— 

**  I  have  heard  no  allegation  of  other  aoti  of 
cruelty  in  New  Zealand,  except  in  the  case  of  the 
attack  made  on  the  native  mission  village  of 
Ranffiaohia  hy  the  Earopean  Forces  under  Gene- 
ral Cameron  one  Sunday  morniog  (the  21st  Feb- 
raary,  1864).  I  heard  with  sorrow  those  reports ; 
but,  for  the  reasons  I  have  before  stated,  I  could 
not  tell  whether  they  were  true  or  not,"  Ao. 
What  were  the  acts  of  cruelty  at  Ran- 
giaohia  referred  to  by  the  Governor;  and, 
Mr,  Floyer 


whether  the  matter  has  ever  been  inquired 
into  either  by  the  civil  or  military  autho* 
rities  ? 

Mb.  ADDEELET  said,  in  reply,  that 
the  despatch  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  dated  1866,  in  which  the  Governor 
of  New  Zealand  (Sir  George  Grey)  de- 
scribed certain  conduct  of  the  troops  to- 
wards the  Natives  in  1864.  By  reference 
to  that  despatch  it  appeared  that  it  re- 
ferred to  a  certain  local  force — Rangers — 
who  set  fire  to  a  village,  the  Natives  being 
at  the  time  in  arms  and  firing  on  the 
troops.  The  Governor  at  the  time  passed 
no  censure  on  them,  although  two  years 
later  he  described  their  acts  as  acts  of 
cruelty.  The  Secretary  of  State  had  ex< 
pressed  general  approbation  of  the  conduct 
of  the  troops.  Under  these  circumstances, 
and  considering  that  four  years  had 
elapsed,  he  did  not  think  there  was  any 
good  cause  for  further  inquiry  into  the 
case. 

INDIA— RAJA  OF   KUPURTHULLA. 
QUESTION. 

Lord  WILLIAM  HAT  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  it  is  the  case  that  the 
decision  of  Lord  Canning,  with  respect  to 
the  will  of  the  Raja  of  Kupurthulla,  has 
been  reversed  by  the  Governor  General, 
and  that  six  months  only,  dating  from  the 
1st  of  May,  have  been  allowed  to  His 
Highness  for  the  purpose  of  appealing; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  has  any  objection 
to  extend  that  period  to  one  year  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE,  in 
reply,  said,  he  had  received  no  direct  com- 
munication from  the  Governor  General  of 
India  on  the  subject ;  but  he  saw  in  the 
Eeport  of  the  proceedings  that  a  decision 
was  come  to  by  the  Governor  General  on 
the  8th  February  last  in  respect  to  the  will 
in  question,  and  that  the  present  Raja 
had  been  called  upon  to  give  effect  to  the 
will  of  his  father.  In  consequence  some 
communications  had  taken  place  between 
the  Raja  and  the  Governor  General  in 
April  last,  when  the  latter  stated  that  he 
would  allow  the  decision  to  be  suspended 
for  a  period  of  six  months  from  the  1st  of 
May  in  order  to  enable  the  Raja  to  carry 
his  appeal  to  England.  No  such  appeal 
had  as  yet  arrived.  If  there  should  not 
be  time  to  consider  it  within  the  period 
named,  which  he  (Sir  Staff^ord  Northcote) 
thought  very  possible,  he  would  take  care 
to  have  the  time  extended  to  as  to  afford 
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ample  time  for  the  cooBideration  of  what 
was  a  Tery  complicated  questiou. 


CONCENTRATION  OF  PUBLIC    DEPART- 
MENTS.- QUESTION. 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Firat  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whe- 
ther notices  will  be  served  on  the  owners 
of  houses  between  Bridge  Street  and 
Montagu  House,  in  order  that  no  time 
may  be  lost  in  case  the  plan  of  Sir  Charles 
Trevetyan  for  the  future  arrangement  of 
the  Public  Departments  should  be  pre- 
ferred to  that  of  the  First  Commissioner  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  be  based  on  a  misapprehension. 
There  was  no  plau  before  the  House  of  the 
First  Commissioner.  The  Treasury  Com- 
mission appointed  to  inquire  into  the  Con- 
centration of  the  Public  Departments  had 
considered  the  subject,  and  presented  a 
Report,  and  to  that  the  signature  of  the 
First  Commissioner  had  been  appended. 
The  Report  was  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mission. Notices  would  be  given  to  the 
holders  of  property  for  carrying  out  the 
plan  BO  far  as  adopted. 

Mb.  GREGORY  said,  he  wished  to 
know.  Whether  anything  would  be  done  in 
the  matter  beyond  serving  the  notices  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  no  other 
step  would  or  could  be  taken  in  the  mat- 
ter. The  usual  notices  would  be  served 
in  the  ordinary  way,  and  a  Bill  would  be 
introduced  early  neit  Session  with  refer- 
ence to  the  subject. 


PARLIAMENT— PALACE  OF  WEST- 
MINSTER.—QUESTION. 

Mb.  COWPER  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether 
be  has  received  a  Chemical  Report  on  the 
rt'Bults  of  trials  of  processes  for  the  in> 
duration  of  decaying  stone  in  the  walls  of 
the  Palace  of  Westminster,  and  whether 
be  will  communicate  such  trial  to  the 
Bouse  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS,  in  reply, 
said,  no  chemical  report  on  the  results  of 
trials  of  processes  for  the  induration  of 
decaying  stone  in  the  walls  of  the  Palace 
of  Westminster  has  yet  been  received. 
"When  it  is  received  it  will  be  communi- 
cated to  the  House. 


ARMY— STORING  OF  AMMUNITION. 
QXTESnOK. 

Mr.  HAYTER  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther his  omission  to  give  any  reply  to  tho 
Motion  respecting  the  placing  in  store  of 
Ammunition  now  carried  by  the  Non- 
commissioned Officers  and  Privates  of  tho 
Army  is  to  be  interpreted  as  an  acquies- 
cence in  the  propriety  of  adopting  such 
return  to  the  original  practice  in  the 
Army ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  is  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  responsibility  of  offer- 
ing facilities  to  men,  when  either  insane  or 
intoxicated,  for  committing  oatrages  in 
barracks  similar  to  those  which  have  al- 
ready been  attended  with  fatal  results  on 
several  previous  occasions  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  had 
to  apologise  to  the  hon.  Member  for  not 
giving  an  Answer  on  Monday  night  last, 
when  the  subject  was  brought  before  the 
House  by  him,  pursuant  to  Notice  ;  but 
his  (Sir  John  Pakington's)  attention  had 
been  engrossed  by  the  Motion  and  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Lich- 
field (Major  Anson).  He  could  by  no 
means  accept  the  sort  of  argument  by 
which  the  hon.  Member  concluded  his 
question.  Had  he  answered  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  Question  the  other  evening 
he  could  only  have  repeated  what  he  bad 
before  stated — namely,  that  he  should  be 
throwing  great  discredit  and  a  slur  upon 
the  whole  British  Army,  were  he  to  be 
induced,  in  consequence  of  one  or  two 
isolated  acts  of  violence,  to  deprive  the 
whole  of  the  non-commissioned  officers 
and  privates  of  the  ammunition  with  which 
they  had  hitherto  been  entrusted. 

ARMY— HALE'S  WAR  ROCKETS. 
QUESTION. 

Me.  OTWAY  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
he  has  received  a  Letter  dated  the  21st  of 
November,  1867,  from  Mr.  Hale,  the  In- 
ventor of  the  War  Bockets  adopted  in  Her 
Majesty's  service,  in  which,  among  certain 
other  charges,  he  accuses  the  Superintend- 
ent of  the  Royal  Laboratory  at  Woolwich 
of  having  made  alterations  in  the  Bockets, 
which  render  them  less  efficient  and  more 
costly  ;  and  requesting  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  give  him  (Mr.  Hale)  an 
opportunity  of  substantiating  these  charges 
in  the  presence  of  the  Superintendent  of 
the  Boyal  Laboratory ;  and,  whether  any 
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Reply  has  been  given  to  ibii  communica- 
tion ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON,  in  reply, 
aaid,  the  War  OflBce  had  received  a  Letter 
from  Mr.  Hale,  dated  the  21  at  of  Nofem^ 
her,  1867,  which  corresponded  generally 
with  the  first  part  of  the  Question  of  th^ 
hon.  Member,  but  which  contained  no  re- 
quest for  an  opportunity  to  be  afforded  him 
for  substantiating  the  charges  he  had  made 
against  the  Superintendent  of  the  Royal 
Laboratory  at  Woolwich.  What  Mr.  Hale 
Boid  in  the  letter  was  that  if  he  (Sir  John 
Pakington)  thought  proper  to  cill  upon 
him,  to  substantiate  his  allegations,  he  was 
quite  willing  to  do  so.  Mr.  Hale  had  re- 
ceived the  sum  of  £8,000  as  compensation, 
and  upon  condition  that  the  Crown  should 
possess  all  rights  over  his  invention  ;  and 
in  consideration  of  that  payment,  thef  Offi- 
cer at  the  head  of  the  Laboratory  at  Wool- 
wich conceived  he  had  a  right  to  make 
such  improvements  in  these  rockets  as 
would  render  them  more  serviceable.  lie 
(Sir  John  Pakington)  had  not  h^ard  that 
those  alterations  had  rendered  the  rockets 
more  costly  and  less  efficient,  and  he  did 
not  believe  it. 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

NAVY— IRON-OLAD  FLEET. 
OBSERVATIONS. 

Cajptaik  MACKINNON  said,  the  great 
object  he  had  in  view  in  rising  was  to 
show  the  House  various  deficiencies  and 
defects  in  several  ships  built  by  the  present 
Controller.  He  would  divide  the  subject 
into  three  heads  : — First,  au  example  of 
want  of  classification ;  secondly,  improper 
and  unscientific  distribution  of  weight  in 
certain  vessels  ;  thirdly,  defects  in  fighting 
qualities,  for  attack  and  defence,  of  In- 
vincible  and  her  class.  To  prove  clearly 
the  causes  of  these  deficiencies  and  defects 
he  must  allude  to  the  diOiculties  that  sur- 
rounded the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  when  he  took  Office. 
At  that  time  a  new  fleet  was  being  created, 
of  iron-clad  ships,  the  designing  of  which 
was  in  the  hands  of  men  who,  ignoring  the 
experience  of  the  past,  had  attempt^  to 
produce  a  new  Navy  on  principles  at 
variance  with  science  and  experience,  and< 
who  had  been  conspicuous  for  the  tenacity 
Mr.  Oiwap 


#ith  which  they  had  adhered  to  nnsound 
principles  of  naval  architecture.  The 
Controller  of  the  Navy,  in  evidence  before 
the  Turret  Committee  of  1865,  said—"  I 
hare  a  very  serious  objection  to  the  moveable 
turret  system  at  all  in  a  sea  going  ship." 
The  Chief  Constructor,  before  the  same 
Committee,  spoke  *'  of  the  objections  taken 
by  himself  to  the  practicability  of  construct- 
ing satisfactory  sea-going  turret-ships." 
Thus  the  Controller's  Department  was 
doubtful  as  to  (he  practicability  of  con- 
structing satisfactory  sea-going  turret- 
ships.  But  that  satisfactory  sCa-going 
turret-ships  might  be  produced  was  very 
clearly  shown  by  models  of  a  complete 
classified  fleet  of  iron-clad  sea-going 
turret-ships  to  be  seen  at  tlie  South  Ken- 
sington Museum.  To  show  what  the 
country  obtained  from  the  Controller's  De- 
partment, and  what  might  be  produced,  he 
would  give  the  comparative  elements  of  the 
InoomiarUt  now  building  at  Pembroke,  and 
one  of  the  turret^ships  of  Admiral  Halsted's 
proposed  system  for  future  turret  naTies — 
the  VideU$,  The  Inoonttani  was  ordered 
on  the  plea  that  fast  iron-clads  of  a  rea- 
sonable size  could  not  be  produced.  The 
design  of  the  VideUe  was  an  answer  to 
this  plea.  She  was  armoured  from  end 
to  end  with  a  shot  resistance  equal  to 
9 -inch  plates,  extending  3  feet  above  and  5 
feet  below  the  water  line.  The  resistance 
of  the  turret  was  equal  to  11  inches  of 
armour.  Tlie  InamBtanfs  sides  were 
entirely  unprotected.  A  single  shot  or 
shell  would  sink  her.  The  Videite^s  ton- 
nage was  4,089,  the  InconstarU^s  4,073  ; 
the  complement  of  men  for  the  former 
was  300,  for  the  latter  600  ;  the  maximum 
speed  for  each  was  15  knots ;  in  the 
turret-ship  there  was  stowage  room  for 
1.000  tons  of  coal,  in  the  broadside- vessel 
for  600  tons  ;  draught  of  water  oft — turret, 
23  feet ;  broadside  —  24  feet  6  inches  ; 
length  of  turret-ship,  337  feet  6  inches, 
of  broadside,  333  feet ;  weight  of  metal 
thrown  —  turret,  1,050  lb.  ;  broadside, 
1,478  lb.  The  late  Chief  Constructor  of 
the  Navy,  Mr.  T.  Watts,  the  designer 
of  the  Achillei,  writing  on  this  subject, 
said— 

"  The  results  of  the  calcnUtions  on  the  VideUe 
are  most  satisfiiotorj.  Tou  have  in  her  a  fall- 
anaoured  turret-ship,  diflfering  hut  little  in  ton- 
nsge,  length,  and  breadth  from  the  Ineoiutant,  a 
ship  being  built  by  the  Admiralty,  but  uot  pro- 
posed to  be  armoured  at  all.  And  as  re^rds 
speed,  armameat,  and  coal  stowage,  the  VtkeUe, 
it  can  hardly  be  said,  suffers  in  comparison. 
Under  these  ciroomttanoes,  it  can  hardly  be  a 
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question  which  ahip  ii  best  suited  for  the  Nayy  in 
the  present  day,  and  more  especially  for  the  pur- 
pose for  which  the  Inconstant  class  of  vessel  is 
being  built— that  is,  protection  of  our  commerce. 
Under  these  circumstances,  why  not  offer  to  sub- 
mit the  design  of  the  Vidette  to  the  Admiralty, 
with  a  request  that  they  will  be  pleased  to  build  a 
ship  with  it  ?" 

It  was  proposed  to  put  12-tOD  guns  in  the 
Inconitant*8  broadsides,  which  would  be 
useless  except  in  smooth  water,  as  Admiral 
Warden  reported  that  it  was  never  desir- 
able to  cast  loose  even  6i-ton  guns  in  a 
seaway.  He  was  at  a  loss  to  know  of 
what  use  the  Inconstant  would  be  if  she 
oould  not  fight  her  heavy  guns  in  a  seaway; 
and  how  it  was  that  this  country  could  not 
have  sea-going  turret-ships,  when  we  were 
assured— on  the  authority  of  Mr.  Watts, 
the  late  Chief  Constructor  and  designer  of 
the  Achillea — that  it  could  be  done.  He 
now  had  to  notice  the  contradiction  of  his 
former  statement  by  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty,  and  ho  would  quote  the  follow- 
ing extract  from  the  Report  of  Admiral 
Warden,  which  had  only  appeared  within 
the  past  few  days  :^ 

"  Here,  again,  we  have  the  AchiUet,  one  of  the 
first  iron-clads  built,  distancing,  in  a  run  of  100 
miles,  occupying  eight  hours,  some  of  the  latest 
constructed  ships — containing  generally  the  most 
recent  improyements,  condenser,  dec. ~  in  a  very 
remarkable  manner.  .  .  .  It  is  to  be  borne 
in  mind  that  while  the  engines  of  the  Achilf€t 
doTclope  only  5,700-horse  power  to  drire  6,000 
tons,  those  of  the  BeUerophon,  Lcrd  Warden,  tmd 
Lord  Clyde  derelope  about  6,000  to  drire  4,000 
tons.  It  is  a  result,  I  think,  calculated  to  give 
rise  to  very  serious  reflections." 

It  appeared  from  Admiral  Warden's  Report 
that  the  Achillee  in  the  eight  hours'  trial, 
did  102^  miles,  and  the  Bellerophon  89^, 
the  average  speed  of  the  AcMlUs  being  a 
little  under  thirteen  knots  an  hour,  and  of 
the  Bellerophon  a  fraction  more  than 
eleven  knots  an  hour.  He  had  three 
charges  to  make  against  the  noble  Lord 
tlie  Secretary  of  Uie  Admiralty.  The 
first  was  that  the  noble  Lord  had  impro- 
perly ciiarged  him  on  a  former  occasion 
with  having  made  an  exaggerated  state- 
ment about  these  ships ;  the  second  was, 
certain  observations  said  by  the  noble  Lord 
to  have  been  made  by  a  gallant  Admiral 
with  reference  to  the  iron  fleet,  which  the 
gallant  Admiral  had  fully  denied  ;  and, 
thirdly,  indiscretion  on  the  part  of  the 
noble  Lord  in  publishing  in  that  House  a 
private  letter  he  had  received  from  Admi- 
ral Ryder  from  the  squadron.  Captain 
Coles  had  publicly  stated  that  the  reasons 
why  the  turret  system  was  not  adopted  was 


because  the  Coutroller's  Department  deter- 
mined not  to  adopt  anything  which  did  not 
originate  with  themselves.  Certain  mat- 
ters had  come  to  his  knowledge  which  con- 
firmed the  belief  that  thie  was  the  case 
with  Mr.  Hen  wood's  economic  scheme  for 
converting  our  wooden  line-of-battle  ships 
into  sea-going  Monitors,  It  could  be  proved 
that  the  reports  of  the  Controller's  De- 
partment on  these  plans  were  totally  in- 
correct. This  country,  indeed,  was  in  a 
dangerous  condition  as  regarded  its  mari- 
time defences.  We  were  building  ships, 
costing  about  £500,000,  obsolete  and  use- 
less ^r  the  increased  and  tncreasHig  stee 
of  modern  artillery.  The  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty, it  appeared,  were  guided  solely  by 
the  opinions  of  the  Controller's  Depart* 
ment,  who  were  committed  to  strong  opi- 
nions against  the  practicability  of  building 
sea-going  turret-ships.  He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  was  in 
the  position  of  Sinbad  the  sailor,  who  in 
doing  a  good-natured  action  got  the  Old 
Man  of  the  Sea  on  his  neck  and  slToulders 
who  made  him  obey  his  orders.  Sinbad 
was  relieved  by  plucking  grapes  and 
squeezing  them  into  calabashes,  which, 
when  fermented  into  wine,  made  the  old 
man  drunk  and  fall  off  Sinbad 's  shoulders; 
and  his  (Captain  Mackinnon's)  mission  was 
metaphorically  to  supply  the  calabashes  of 
wine  to  relieve  Sinbad  the  sailor  from  the 
horrible  incubtis  that  was  ruining  our  navy. 
In  the  Report  of  the  Channel  fleet  for  1867, 
the  Controller,  speaking  of  the  Minotaur, 
attributed  her  occasional  heavy  pitching 
to  the  weight  of  the  armour  at  her  bow, 
and  to  cure  the  heavy  pitching  of  this  ship 
he  added  more  weight — namely,  a  fore- 
castle weighing  sixty  to  seventy  tons,  and 
considered  that  this  heavy  forecastle  added 
to  the  extremity  of  the  ship  since  she  was 
designed  was  very  valuable.  One  would 
have  thought  that  adding  more  weight  to 
the  bow  would  have  aggravated  the  evil 
complained  of,  rather  than  have  lessened 
it ;  and  he  believed  that  a  cadet  passing 
his  first  examination  for  midshipman  would 
be  turned  back  by  his  examiners  if  he* 
showed  himself  so  ignorant  of  the  effect 
produced  by  adding  weight  to  the  exttiemity 
of  a  vessel  with  fine  lines.  He  would  now 
turn  to  the  serious  defects  of  the  Inmncible 
class,  six  of  which  were  proposed  to  be 
built.  The  ends  of  the  central  battery 
were  protected  only  by  four  and  ^y/e  inch 
armour  against  a  raking  fire,  and  when 
engaged  bow  on  they  could,  within  an  are 
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of  siitj  degrees,  only  bring  one  300- 
pouuder  gun  to  bear  against  a  conferging 
fire  of  four  GOO-pounders  of  the  competi- 
tive design  by  Messrs.  Laird.  The  main 
deck  outside  the  battery  was  only  plated 
with  iron  5-16ths  of  an  inch  thick,  so  that 
a  single  shot  from  a  turret-ship  with  seven 
degrees  of  depression  would  easily  pene- 
trate the  deck  and  pass  through  her  boilers 
and  sink  her.  This  defect  was  pointed 
out  by  the  Controller  and  Chief  Construc- 
tor [in  their  evidence  on  Captain  Coles's 
turret-ship  in  1865.  The  Controller  said — 
**  A  shot  may  come  in  at  the  top  of  the  armour 
on  one  side,  and  go  right  through  and  strike  the 
armour  on  the  opposite  side ;  and  we  have  every 
reason  to  believe,  from  experiments  made,  that  it 
would  drive  the  armour-plate  off  and  might  de- 
stroy the  ship." 

This  proved  the  very  defective  character  of 
vessels  of  the  Invincible  class.  He  there- 
fore called  on  the  Admiralty  and  on  the 
Hou8e»  in  the  name  of  the  sailors  of  Eng- 
land, to  stop  this  culpable  folly,  this  dan- 
gerous blundering.  It  had  been  well  said 
by  a  high  authority  that  in  some  cases  a 
blunder  was  worse  than  a  crime,  and  the 
•blunders  in  the  case  in  point,  jeopardizing 
as  they  did  the  lives  of  our  sailors,  the 
honour  of  our  navy,  and  the  safety  of  the 
country,  amounted  to  an  enormity  which 
the  definition  '*  criminal  *'  failed  to  de- 
scribe. If  persisted  in  they  would  lead  to 
the  disgrace  of  the  navy  of  England  and 
the  humiliation  of  this  great  nation. 

NAVY— IRON-OLAD  FLEET. 
RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  SEBLY,  in  rising  to  move  That  a 
Scientific  Inquiry  be  instituted  to  take  into 
consideration  the  leading  characteristics 
that  should  be  adopted  in  the  future  Con- 
struction of  the  Vessels  of  the  Navy,  said  he 
did  not  ask  the  House  to  pronounce  an 
opinion  upon  this  question,  but  merely  that 
they  should  inquire  into  the  subject.  During 
the  last  few  years  a  great  controversy  had 
been  going  on  with  respect  to  the  principles 
upon  which  our  vessels  should  be  con- 
structed.  It  was  an  indisputable  fact  that 
£3,500,000  had  been  spent  during  the 
last  five  years  on  broadside  iron-clads,  and 
about  £500,000  on  turret- ships  ;  and  more 
was  still  to  be  spent,  although  the  Ad- 
miralty by  asking  private  builders  to  fur- 
nish designs  for  broadside-ships,  admitted 
that  it  was  still  a  doubtful  question  on  what 
principle  ships  of  war  should  be  constructed. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of 
State  fur  Wor  (Sir  John  Pakington)in  his 
Captain  Mackinnon 


speech  on  the  Navy  Estimates,  in  March, 
1865,  said  that  the  turret  principle  was 
a  great  invention,  and  that  Captain  Coles 
was  entitled  to  the  gratitude  of  his  coun- 
try ;  and  that  the  experiment  ought  to 
be  tried  in  the  best  possible  manner ; 
and  the  present  First  Lord  (Mr.  Corry), 
whose  absence  through  illness  would  doubt- 
less be  admirably  supplied  by  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Henry  Lennox),  said 
in  1866,  that  in  the  present  state  of  un- 
certainty as  to  the  principles  on  which 
our  ships  of  war  should  be  built  he  did 
not  think  they  ought  to  embark  largely 
in  the  construction  of  ships  during  that 
year.  The  amount  asked  for  by  the  Go- 
vernment for  iron-clads  this  year  was 
£700,000,  of  which  £185,000  was  to  be 
devoted  to  turret-ships,  and  £565,000  to 
broadsides.  But  why  such  haste  to  build 
ships  of  doubtful  utility,  when  wo  had  re- 
solved on  non-intervention,  and  were  in  no 
fear  of  attack?  Why,  then,  not  take 
breathing- time  ?  He  asked  the  Admiralty 
to  pause  before  spending  yast  sums  of 
money  on  ships  which  after  all  might  prove 
utter  failures.  The  United  States  were 
selling  their  ships  of  war,  and  had  not  com- 
menced building  any  more.  But  if  they 
were  resoWed  to  build,  let  them  at  least 
build  ships  respecting  which  there  was  no 
controversy.  He  referred  to  the  vessels 
for  coast  defence.  It  would  be  far  better 
to  spend  in  protecting  our  coasts  and  har- 
bours than  in  increasing  the  number  of 
our  cruizing  vessels.  About  seven  years 
ago  the  Defence  Commission  advocated 
vessels  for  coast  defence  rather  than  large 
cruising  ships  of  the  broadside  class.  The 
Admiralty  had  declared  they  were  bound  to 
build  experimental  sea-going  vessels,  but 
the  defects  of  those  they  had  in  hand  were 
well  known,  and  had  not  been  exaggerated 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Rye 
(Captain  Mackinnon).  They  were  un- 
doubtedly weakly  armed  against  guns  of 
the  present  day,  and  it  was  a  question 
whether  fleet  vessels  should  not  be  pre- 
ferred, at  least  while  uncertainty  prevailed, 
to  armour-plated  ships.  Sponsons,  he  con- 
tended, would  cause  rolling,  and  were  un- 
necessary, because  the  Chief  Constructor 
had  admitted  that  an  end-on  fire  could  be 
obtained  another  way.  No  doubt  the 
sponsons  would  be  soon  dispensed  with. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  remarked 
upon  the  InvincihU  class  of  vessels,  and 
had  described  how  a  plunging  shot  would 
penetrate  their  boilers.  On  this  point  he 
would  read  the  evidence  of  the  Controller 
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before  the  Turret-tbip  Committee  in  1866. 
The  Controller  taid — 

'*  In  the  BeUeropikon^  and  in  all  oar  ■bipi  we 
are  now  oonstructing,  we  Btop  the  armour  abort 
of  the  extremities  of  the  ship,  and,  in  order  to 
preTent  a  raking  fire  destroying  yon,  we  pnt 
armour-plated  bulkheads  across  the  ship.  I 
think,  if  that  is  the  box  principle,  it  is  the  best 
principle  which  can  be  acted  upon." 

But  it  was  rather  singular  that  in  1865 
the  Controller  objected  to  Captain  Coles's 
design  in  competition  with  the  Pallets^ 
"on  acconnt,"  said  the  Controller,  "of 
the  unplated  ends  of  the  ship  being  a 
source  of  danger,  and  incapacitating  her 
from  being  really  a  man-of-war."  More 
than  four  years  ago  an  American  Admiral, 
Reporting  Secretary,  American  Nary, 
said — 

'*  The  efBciency  or  intrinsic  worth  of  an  iron- 
clad intended  for  the  ocean  or  for  coast  purposes 
is  to  be  estimated  according  to  her  strength 
throughout  every  part  of  her  hull,  dec." 

Now,  it  was  a  fact  that  the  firm  at  pre- 
sent building  one  vessel  of  the  Invin- 
eihle  class  had  condemned  the  principle  as 
strongly  as  it  could  be  condemned.  How, 
then,  was  their  construction  justified  ?  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  had  said  that 
experienced  naval  officers  were  opposed  to 
the  turret  principle  for  sea-going  vessels. 
Would  the  noble  Lord  condescend  to  say 
who  those  experienced  naval  officers  were  ? 
The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Stam- 
ford (Sir  John  Hay)  who  sat  next  to  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  the  Admi- 
ralty, was,  lie  believed,  in  favour  of  the 
turret  principle.  Admiral  Austin,  Admiral 
Elder,  and  Captain  Burnet  were  all  in  fa- 
Tour  of  that  principle,  and  so  might  Ad- 
mirals Yelverton  and  Warden  be  said  to 
be,  judging  from  their  Eeport.  He  remem- 
bered also  among  its  supporters  the  late 
Mr.  Cobden,  as  well  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Tavistock  (Mr.  Samuda),  the  Messrs. 
Napper,  and  some  of  the  most  eminent 
shipbuilders  in  the  country.  And  what 
was  it  that  the  Admiralty  had  to  oppose 
to  such  a  weight  of  authority.  Why,  the 
simple  assertion  that  they  would  not  try 
the  experiment,  and  the  experience  of  some 
naval  officers  with  whose  names  the  House 
was  unacquainted.  Public  opinion,  in 
short,  approved  the  turret  principle,  and 
against  it  was  arrayed  merely  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Constructive  Department  of 
the  Admiralty.  Under  these  circumstan- 
ces, the  House  had  a  right  to  examine 
into  what  had  been  done  by  that  Depart- 
ment, and  to  pass  in  review  the  vessels 
%bioh  they  had  built.     The  present  Chief 


Constructor  proposed,  in  1862-3,  to 
build  shorter  and  smaller  vessels  than 
those  which  were  being  constructed  when 
he  came  into  Office.  There  were  three 
such  vessels  constructed.  The  first  was 
the  Eesearch,  the  designs  for  which,  as 
well  as  for  that  of  the  sister  ship,  the  En* 
terjprize,  were  submitted  to  the  late  Con- 
structor-in- Chief,  Mr.  Watts,  who  reported 
against  them  ;  notwithstanding  which  the 
Admiralty  determined  to  build  them,  and 
in  consequence  three  of  the  officers  resigned 
their  positions.  The  Research,  having 
been  built,  was  condemned  by  Admiral 
Dacres.  Surely,  then,  the  House  could 
hardly  fail  to  be  of  opinion  that  Mr.  Watts 
was  justified  in  reporting  against  the  de- 
sign. In  1866  the  vessel  had  been  much 
improTed,  but  even  then  it  was  reported 
that  she  was  not  safe  to  go  to  sea  in.  How 
far,  then,  he  should  like  to  know,  did  the 
Research  carry  oat  the  promise  of  the 
present  Chief  Constructor  that  he  would 
build  short,  small  ships  equal  in  all  the 
good  qualities  required  in  sea-going  vessels 
to  those  which  were  being  constructed  ? 
Then,  as  to  the  Pallas,  she  was  designed 
without  an  upper  deck,  and  without  a 
plough-bow,  and  was  meant  to  be  of  ex- 
treme speed  ;  but  Admiral  Yelverton,  in 
his  Report  of  1866,  stated  that  she  had 
only  obtained  a  full  speed  of  11*9  knots, 
her  speed  being  placed  by  Admiral  Warden 
in  1867  at  11*55  knots.  He  would  next 
say  a  few  words  with  regard  to  the  BeU 
lerophoHf  which  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  had  a  few  nights 
before  described  as  the  best  ship  in  the 
navy.  If  that  were  so,  it  was  somewhat 
singular,  he  thought,  that  no  other  ship 
like  her  had  been  built.  She  was  designed 
with  no  upper  deck.  An  upper  deck  had 
been  added  to  her,  and  not  only  had  that 
been  done  at  considerable  expense,  but 
he  was  informed  that  she  now  drew,  when 
fully  laden,  13  inches  more  water  than  was 
first  designed.  The  Achilles  could  take  in 
coals  sufficient  to  propel  her  at  full  speed 
for  1,960  knots  ;  the  Bellerophon  for  only 
778  knots.  The  noble  Lord,  however,  had 
laid  some  stress  upon  the  fact  that  upon 
her  six  hours'  trial  she  had  attained  a 
speed  of  fourteen  knots,  but  it  should  be 
borne  in  mind  that  she  had  been  tried  un- 
der circumstances  very  favourable  for  a 
vessel  of  her  form.  She  had  the  tide  with 
her  the  whole  way.  The  next  class  of 
vessels  to  which  he  directed  the  attention 
of  the  House  was  what  was  called  the  cor- 
tette  or  Amazon  class,  which  were  said 
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to  have  been  built  for  speed,  bat  did  not 
realise  what  was  anticipated  from  them. 
They  were  partly  rams.  Nine  of  them 
were  designed  by  the  Chief  Constmctor, 
and  one  oome  in  collision  with  another 
yessel  and  both  went  down,  though  fortn- 
nately,  no  lifes  were  lost.  The  next  ship 
to  which  he  would  „call  attention  was  the 
Achillea,  which  was  built  with  what  were 
termed  recess  ports,  which  were  condemned 
by  Brasilian  officers  as  a  source  of  danger. 
The  AchilUs  was  designed  before  the 
present  Constructor  came  into  office,  but 
she  was  altered  by  that  officer  from  three 
masts  to  four  masts.  She  was  subsequently 
restored  to  three  masts,  and  Admiral  War- 
den, in  his  Report  of  1867,  stated  that 
the  Achilles  beat  the  Minotaur,  and  that 
be  attributed  her  superiority  to  being 
altered  from  four  masts  to  three.  He 
was  informed  that  to  alter  these  ships 
to  their  original  state  would  cost  £15,000 
for  each  yessel.  Three  heavy  armour 
gunboats  were  designed  by  the  Chief  Con- 
structor—the Viwen,  the  Viper,  and  the 
Waierwitoh.  The  hon.  Member  for  Rye 
(Captain  Mackinnon)  had  furnished  him 
with  reports  with  regard  to  the  first. 
Captain  Brett,  in  reporting  of  her  first 
voyage,  said  she  worked  heavily,  and  her 
rolling  from  stem  to  stern,  was  such  as  to 
place  her  in  the  greatest  peril.  .  He  had 
no  hesitation  in  saying  the  ship  was  a 
mistake.  She  was  positively  unsafe  to 
handle  on  the  high  sea  ;  and  at  present 
she  was  noted  as  unseaworthy.  The  sister 
ship,  the  Vixen,  when  ordered  to  make 
her  first  voyage  from  Portsmouth  to  Ply- 
mouth, proved  equally  unseaworthy.  These 
three  ships,  which  were  complete  failures, 
cost  the  country  upwards  of  £200,000. 
When  the  Admiralty  were  asked  to  build 
turret-ships,  all  they  answered  was  that 
they  would  not  try  experiments,  but  must 
rely  on  their  Constructive  Department. 
That  was  a  sound  rule  under  ordinary 
circumstances,  but  there  were  special  cases 
in  which  it  would  be  wise  to  depart  from 
it.  As  for  the  statement  that  the  Ad- 
miralty would  not  indulge  in  experiments, 
what  had  all  these  vessels  been  from  first 
to  last  but  a  series  of  experiments,  various 
alterations  having  been  made  in  them  at 
diflPerent  times  ?  Upper  decks  had  been 
added,  plough-bows  filled  up,  recessed  ports 
removed,  and  sponsons  added  —  probably 
in  their  turn  to  follow  the  recessed  ports. 
The  large  amount  of  money  expended  in 
shipbuilding  had  lamentably  failed  in  pro- 
ducing satisfactory  results.  The  Controller 
Mr.  800ly 


of  the  Navy  had  stated  that  the  day  of 
battle  must  be  the  proof  of  the  true  merits 
of  the  ships.  Now  Admiral  Warden's 
opinion  was  to  the  effect  that  the  practice 
of  the  broadside-ships  had  been  wild  in  the 
extreme  ;  there  was  not  the  slightest  pro- 
bability of  hitting  an  enemy's  ship  except 
by  accident.  Would  a  turret-ship  of  equal 
sise  have  acquitted  herself  better  ?  There 
were  several  considerations,  in  the  Admiral's 
opinion,  that  led  him  to  answer  that  ques- 
tion in  the  affirmative.  Admiral  Yelverton, 
in  his  Report  of  the  Channel  squadron, 
said  on  one  occasion  during  a  cruize  the 
armour-clad  vessels  were  unable  to  fire 
their  guns,  and  that  the  turret  system  of 
arming  a  ship  had  been  tried  on  that  occa- 
sion. A  single  turret-ship  would  have 
done  the  Channel  fleet  serious  injury.  In- 
deed, she  might  have  taken  them  in  detail 
and  sunk  or  captured  every  one  of  them 
unless  the  mode  of  defence  suggested  by 
the  noble  Lord  of  cutting  and  running  had 
been  adopted.  Admiral  Robinson  said 
that  two  heavy  guns  of  a  turret-ship  with 
their  all-round  fire  formed  a  most  powerful 
weapon  of  offence  ;  and  although  he  added 
that  that  could  only  be  secured  in  the 
Monitor  class  of  ships,  that  remained  to 
be  proved.  It  might  be  the  opinion  of  the 
Controller  and  of  the  Chief  Constructor  of 
the  Navy.  But  they  had  this  fact,  that  a 
turret-ship  placed  broadside  with  an  ordi- 
nory  armour-plated  vessel  would  sink  her 
in  a  very  short  time.  Therefore,  the  only 
question  was  whether  a  turret  cruizing  ship 
could  be  built.  In  favour  of  its  possibility 
they  had  the  opinion  of  Captain  Sherard 
Osborne,  of  Mr.  Samuda,  and  of  the  Messrs. 
Napper  the  builders,  and  they  had  also 
the  express  authority  of  the  late  Chief 
Constructor  of  the  Navy,  Mr.  Watts. 
There  was  a  mass  of  authority  in  favour 
of  the  turret  principle.  He  hoped  that,  in 
answer  to  these  facts,  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Henry  Lennox)  would  give  something  more 
,than  mere  generalities.  He  might  be  told 
lion.  Members  were  not  fit  to  deal  with 
technical  questions,  which  they  did  not  un- 
derstand practically.  The  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty said  they  themselves  were  not  com- 
petent to  deal  with  such  questions,  and 
must  refer  them  to  the  Constructive  De- 
partment. But  the  Constructive  Depart- 
ment had  made  serious  blunders,  and,  the 
opinions  of  the  Controller  and  Constructor 
should  not  weigh  agarast  the  mass  of  evi- 
dence to  which  he  had  referred.  Besides 
though  it  might  be  true  that  the  Hoa8< 
was  not  fit  to  deal  with  technical  qnestiool 
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yet  tbere  were  eertaiii  points  #f  this  oate 
where  even  common  sense  was  of  sooie  use. 
The  noble  Lord  would  not  deny  that  a 
ahip-of-war  ought  to  be  able  to  fire  her 
guns  ;  and  common  sense  told  them  that 
guns  carried  in  the  centre  couki  be  fired 
more  e?enlj  than  guns  carried  on  the 
broadside.  Another  principle  was  that  guns 
ought  to  hit ;  and  common  sense  told  them 
that  the  guns  were  more  likely  to  hit  when 
the  ship  that  carried  them  did  not  roll  than 
when  she  did.  Another  principle  was  that 
a  ship  ought  to  present  as  small  a  target 
as  poasible  ;  and  common  sense  told  them 
that  a  turret-ship  would  present  a  smaller 
target  than  a  broadside.  Then  it  was  de- 
sirable to  plate  a  ship  as  hea?ily  as  pos- 
sible in  order  to  ke^p  out  the  shells  ;  and 
common  sense  told  them  that  the  side  of 
a  ship  six  feet  out  of  the  water  eould  be 
more  heavily  plated  than  the  side  of  one 
that  was  twelve  feet  out  of  the  water.  It 
was  most  desirable  that  the  men  fighting 
the  guns  should  be  protected  ;  and  it  was 
plain  that  the  men  could  be  better  pro* 
tected  in  a  turret  than  in  a  broadside-ship. 
A  broadside-ship  was  constantly  in  the 
face  of  the  enemy,  whereas  the  turret-ship, 
being  always  on  the  inove,  only  presented 
her  porthole  to  the  enemy  in  time  to  fire  the 
shot.  There  was  another  advantage,  which 
had  been  mentioned  by  Admiral  Gordon. 
It  was  admitted  that  they  could  build  a 
turret-ship  at  far  less  cost  with  the  same 
power.  It  was,  therefore,  extremely  de- 
sirable to  inquire  into  this  question.  The 
answer  to  all  this  was  that  the  Admiralty 
did  not  like  the  inquiry,  and  we  should 
have  confidence  in  them.  Now,  the  Board 
of  Admiralty  consisted  undoubtedly  of  very 
•  clever  men.  The  First  Lord  was  a  very 
clever  man  ;  the  Second  Lord  was  yery 
clever  ;  individually  all  the  members  of  the 
Board  were  extremely  clever ;  but  the 
question  was  how  the  six  clever  units 
acted  as  a  Board.  Had  they  displayed 
such  judgment  and  forethought  that  strong 
reliance  must  be  placed  in  them  for  the 
future  ?  He  had  a  right  to  refer  to  the 
past  doings  of  the  Admiralty.  They  had 
gone  on  building  sailiuj?  ships  when  steam- 
ships were  required.  They  began  to  build 
steam  vessels  when  it  was  known  we  must 
have  our  ships  armoured.  The  Admiralty 
persisted  for  a  long  time  in  spending  money 
in  building  unarmoured  ships,  and  within 
the  last  few  years  they  had  been  attempting 
to  dispose  of  them.  Some  of  those  obsolete 
ahipa  which  had  been  built  within  the  last 
ten  Of  fifteen  years,   in  defiance  of  the 


warnings  given,  oost  from,  first  to  last,  per- 
haps, J&  150, 000,  and  they  were  sold  for 
less  than  £10,000.  He  did  not  want  a 
similar  folly  to  be  again  perpetrated.  Tur- 
ret-ships would  bet  the  ships  of  the  future. 
Therefore  he  asked  the  House  for  inquiry 
on  this  subject,  which  was  a  most  im- 
portant one.  He  trusted  that  the  Admi- 
ralty would  consent  to  this  question  being 
inquired  into  by  some  tribunol  composed 
of  men  who  possessed  the  greatest  know- 
ledge upon  the  subject,  and  in  whom  the 
House  and  the  country  would  place  entire 
confidence.  He  begged  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Mr.  SAMUDA  seconded  the  Motion. 
He  thought  that  the  question  ought  to 
be  made  the  subject  of  a  scientific  inquiry. 
He  wished  to  guard  against  it  being  sup- 
posed that  he  desired  in  any  way  to  ob- 
struct the  proceedings  of  the  Admiralty, 
or  to  find  fault  with  the  course  they  had 
adopted ;  but  it  appeared  to  him  that  this 
great  subject  was  one  of  the  highest  na- 
tional importance,  and  ought  to  be  regarded 
from  a  point  of  view  far  beyond  that  which 
was  likely  to  be  taken  of  it  within  the  pre- 
cincts of  a  mere  Department  of  the  State. 
When  a  great  policy  had  been  inaugurated, 
he  could  well  understand  that  a  Depart- 
ment of  the  State  might  efficiently  carry  it 
out;  but  it  was  unlikely  that  such  a  policy 
could  be  initiated  by  a  Government  De- 
partment. The  State,  by  appointing  a 
Commission  of  Inquiry,  could  obtain  the 
assistance  of  men  of  the  greatest  ability, 
experience,  and  knowledge  in  the  kingdom, 
who  would  freely  give  evidence  upon  the 
question  about  to  be  inquired  into;  whereas 
if  the  inquiry  were  placed  in  the  hands  of 
a  Department,  it  would  be  sure  to  languish, 
because  if  the  highest  authority  upon  the 
question  were  converted  into  au  official,  he 
^  would  soon  become  unfitted  for  taking  a 
broad  view  of  it.  It  was  clear  that  little 
or  no  progress  had  been  made  with  regard 
to  this  question  of  armour-clad  vessels  since 
it  had  first  come  before  the  Admiralty,  and 
therefore  it  was  of  great  importance  that 
fresh  minds  and  fresh  modes  of  thought 
should  be  brought  to  bear  upon  the  sub- 
ject. He  regretted  the  absence  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  on  this  occa- 
sion; but  he  would  remind  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Henry  Lennox),  who  would  probably 
reply,  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Corry),  when  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
in  1846,  attempted  to  develop  the  screw 
fleet,  he  found  the  greatest  difficulty  in 
carrying  out  hia  plana  in  consequence  of 
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the  opposition  of  the  officials  of  his  own 
Department;  and  it  was  owing  to  his  right 
hon.  Friend's  foresight  and  perseferanee 
that  they  obtained  that  screw  fleet  several 
years  before  they  would  have  obtained  it 
in  the  ordinary  way.  He  might  add,  with 
regard  to  the  turret  system,  that  the 
highest  authority  on  naval  architecture 
the  world  had  seen  during  the  present  cen- 
tury— the  late  Mr.  Oliver  Lang — had  given 
it  as  his  strong  opinion  that  that  system 
which  the  Admiralty  had  rejected  was  in 
every  respect  better  than  the  broadside 
system  which  they  had  adopted.  But  the 
Admiralty  were  still  pursuing  the  same 
course,  though  they  showed  their  dissatis- 
faction with  their  system  by  continually 
changing  their  types  of  vessels,  until  they 
had  now  eight  different  types  of  armour- 
clad  vessels,  of  2,000  tons  and  upwards, 
which  had  been  introduced  since  the  time 
of  the  re-organisation  of  that  Department 
— a  period  of  about  eight  years.  Besides 
this  there  were  several  different  descrip- 
tions of  unarmoured  vessels.  He  thought 
that  this  fact  alone  went  far  to  prove  the 
necessity  that  existed  for  a  full  scientific 
inquiry  being  instituted  into  the  subject, 
because  if  the  Admiralty  had  been  satisfied 
with  their  work  they  would  have  adhered 
to  it.  The  Controller  of  the  Navy  was  an 
officer  of  very  high  standing  as  a  naval 
officer,  and  he  had  expressed  a  deliberate 
opinion  that  the  head  of  a  vessel  should 
be  protected  especially  from  plunging  shot, 
but  not  a  single  vessel  that  had  been  built 
possessed  that  peculiar  description  of  de- 
fence. Nothing,  in  his  opinion,  could  be  a 
more  fatal  mistake  than  to  put  a  central 
armed  and  protected  box  into  a  vessel 
and  to  leave  the  remaining  two- thirds  of 
the  vessel  unprotected.  It  was  evident 
that  the  Admiralty  did  not  see  their  way 
to  securing  the  two  essentials  of  speed 
and  complete  protection  at  the  same 
time.  But  he  contended  that  the  speed  of 
the  vessel  could  be  maintained  lo  a  great 
extent  even  though  it  was  completely  ar- 
mour-plated at  the  ends  as  well  as  at  the 
sides.  He  urged  this  upon  the  Govern- 
ment, because  they  were  in  danger  of 
allowing  a  foregone  conclusion  to  override 
the  fact.  He  believed  that  all  they  desired 
could  be  accomplished  without  increasing 
the  sixe  of  a  vessel  beyond  what  was  de- 
sirable. He  believed  that  if  the  House 
would  only  boldly  strike  out  a  policy  for 
itself,  we  should  have  vessels  which  could 
keep  out  any  shell  that  had  ever  yet  been 
fired.  The  Admiralty  appeared  to  doubt 
Mr.  Samuda 


this,  because  they  had*  been  told  by  the 
artillerists  that  shell  would  go  through  any 
armour  that  had  ever  yet  been  prc^uced. 
But  that  was  not  the  fact,  because  in  no 
case  hitherto — and  he  hod  carefully  watched 
the  experiments  that  had  been  made — had 
any  shell  gone  through  6-inch  armour  and 
then  acted  as  shell.  It  was  perfectly 
true  that  shells  had  gone  through  that 
thickness  of  armour,  but  they  had  gone 
through  as  shot,  making  a  round  bole, 
and  they  had  broken  in  the  passage,  and 
had  in  no  case  gone  through  in  their  en- 
tirety and  burst  subsequently  as  a  shell 
ought  to  burst,  from  the  effects  of  the 
powder  carried  within  them,  ^  scattering 
death  and  destruction  all  around.  The 
result  of  such  an  inquiry  as  that  advo- 
cated by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln 
(Mr.  Seely)  would,  he  believed,  be  per- 
fectly successful,  and  do  much  towards 
putting  an  end  to  the  vacillating  policy  by 
which,  in  the  absence  of  sound  and  broad 
principles,  the  Admiralty  had  hitherto  been 
guided. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  ''That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  a  scientific  inquiry  be  instituted,  to  take  iuto 
consideration  the  leading  characteristics  that 
should  be  adopted  in  the  future  construction  of 
the  vessels  of  the  Navy,"— (Jfr.  Seefy,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  *'That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  GOLDNBY  said,  he  must  depre- 
cate the  practice  of  bringing  forward  de- 
sultory Motions— be  did  not  mean  to  in- 
clude the  present  under  that  title — on  going 
into  Supply,  when  those  Motions  could  be 
as  well  and  more  advantageously  discussed 
in  Committee,  without  delaying  the  pro- 
gress of  Business  and  protracting  the 
Session.  The  present  Motion,  for  in- 
stance, would  naturally  enough  have 
arisen  when  Vote  10  came  to  be  taken. 
Since  he  had  entered  that  House  the  Naval 
Estimates  had  been  doubled,  the  Army 
Estimates  trebled,  and  the  Civil  Service 
Estimates  quadrupled,  and  the  House  could 
get  no  satisfaction  on  the  subject  beyond 
general  statements.  When  so  much  yet 
remained  to  be  done,  he  thought  hon. 
Members  might  well  restrict  themselves  to 
Motions  which  could  not  be  made  in  Com- 
mittee, in  order  that  the  House  might  have 
an  opportunity  of  getting  to  the  real  Busi- 
ness before  it.     The  result  of  the  present 
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practice  was  that  large  Bums  of  money  were 
Yoted  after  midnight  in  rery  amall  Houses, 
and  amid  pretty  general  slumber.  Hon. 
Members  were  continually  professing  to 
their  constituents  a  desire  to  effect  a  re- 
duction in  the  public  expenditure  of  tliis 
country  ;  but  it  was  impossible  for  those 
who,  like  himself,  were  not  skilled  in  all 
the  details  connected  with  the  Service  to 
move  reductions,  when  the  Motions  which 
would  show  such  reductions  were  advisable 
were  made  without  any  practical  connection 
with  particular  Votes. 

Mr.  graves  said,  he  thought  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Seely)  was 
to  be  congratulated  on  having  secured  so 
favourable  an  opportunity  for  a  Motion  of 
so  much  importance.  No  doubt  thi^  ques- 
tion might  have  been  considered  when  the 
Vote  to  which  it  had  reference  came  before 
them,  but  he  must  remark  that  the  result 
of  the  course  advocated  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down  would  pro- 
bably have  been  to  prevent  this  discussion 
coming  on  before  midnight.  He  regretted 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln  had  not 
stated  whether  the  Inquiry  which  he  advo- 
cated was  to  take  the  place  of  the  Esti- 
mates which  were  to  be  voted  that  niglit, 
or  whether  it  was  to  be  instituted  after 
those  Estimates  had  been  passed.  With 
regard  to  the  Motion  itself,  no  one  admitted 
more  thoroughly  than  he  did  the  existence 
of  the  defects  in  the  navy  to  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded.  But  he  had 
always  believed  that  the  Admiralty  lacked 
practical  rather  than  scientific  knowledge. 
lie  feared,  therefore,  that  the  Inquiry  re- 
commended by  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
have  the  effect,  if  limited  to  a  "  Scientific 
Inquiry,"  of  making  confusion  worse  con- 
founded ;  because  the  Admiralty  could  not 
bnt  regard  the  appointment  of  a  Commis- 
sion for  that  purpose  as  evincing  a  want  of 
confidence  in  its  own  Constructive  Depart- 
ment. The  result,  he  feared,  would  be 
seriously  to  weaken  a  responsibility  which 
rather  required  strengthening.  Now,  from 
time  to  time.  Motions  were  made  for  the 
purpose  of  showing  that  the  expenditure  of 
our  public  money  did  not  lead  to  results 
which  were  satisfactory.  The  vessel  which 
had  been  so  prominently  alluded  to,  the 
Bellerophon,  was  a  vessel  of  no  mean  cha- 
racter. Siie  was  unusually  handy  at  sea, 
but  here  unfortunately  ended  her  superi- 
ority. He  judged  from  the  Reports  that 
she  was  more  unsteady  in  heavy  weather 
than  many  vessels  of  her  class,  but  in  mo- 
derate weather  she  exhibited  greater  com- 
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parative  steadiness.  Since  her  first  trial 
she  had  materially  declined  both  in  speed 
and  power,  though  it  was  but  fair  to  say 
that  she  had  on  a  late  occasion  yielded 
results  equal  to  those  attained  on  her  trial. 
The  Hercules  be  believed  to  be  an  improve- 
ment on  tbe  Bellerophon.  The  Monarch, 
her  sister  vessel,  was  a  turret,  but  a  spoilt 
turret,  and  could  not  be  said  fairly  to  repre- 
sent the  class,  because  she  had  a  wall  side 
which  would  catch  every  shot  and  shell 
that  the  merest  tyro  might  fire  at  her. 
She  had,  in  fact,  all  the  disadvantages  of 
a  broadside.  He  had  examined  tbe  con- 
struction of  the  Invincible  class,  and  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  House  when  in  Committee  on  the 
Vote  for  shipbuilding  to  prevent  any  more 
vessels  of  that  class  from  being  constructed. 
He  believed  no  inquiry  was  wanted  respect- 
ing them.  As  they  rolled  ten  to  fifteen  de< 
grees,  the  enemy's  shot  must  strike  their 
decks,  which  were  only  defended  by  iron 
plates  five-eighths  of  an  inch  thick.  He 
would  much  prefer  turret- vessels  to  them. 
The  amount  of  doubt  in  the  minds  of  the 
Admiralty  on  the  subject  was  shown  by  the 
diversity  of  model  and  design  at  present  in 
favour.  Eight  different  classes  had  been 
mentioned  ;  he  wished  he  could  have  de- 
scribed them  as  eight  successes ;  but  the 
fact  was  that,  while  the  country  was  feeling 
its  way  respecting  turret- vessels,  the  Ad- 
miralty was  wildly  experimenting  and  build- 
ing ships  on  principles  not  based  on  expe- 
rience but  upon  hypothesis.  Monarchs, 
Plovers,  and  Invindbles  had  all  been  laid 
down  without  experiment.  But  the  Cap^ 
tain,  a  turret-ship  built  under  the  force  of 
opinion  in  the  House,  would  prove  a  for- 
midable addition  to  the  navy.  There  were 
fanciful  views  at  the  Admiralty  which 
should  be  ignored,  in  view  of  the  more 
practical  course  taken  by  other  countries. 
When  he  examined  the  Captain  he  saw 
three  vessels  of  the  turret  class  beside  her 
being  oonstructed  for  the  Dutch  Navy,  and 
the  captains  of  those  vessels  expressed 
themselves  in  very  unfavourable  terms  of 
the  way  in  which  we  rejected  the  turret 
principle  for  smaller  ships.  The  Invincible 
class  had  a  double  screw,  but  it  was  not 
known  whether  a  double  screw  would 
answer  with  20-fect  draught.  Officers  of 
the  Dutch  Navy  had  told  him  that  they 
had  a  vessel  of  2,000  tons  and  18-feet 
draught,  but  although  they  could  get  12 
knots  out  of  her  with  steam  they  could 
only  get  2}  under  a  stiff  breeze.  Then,  if 
one  screw  were  injured,  the  ship  would 
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only  tarn  one  way,  and  tbis  in  itself  was 
sufficient  to  condemn   the  priociple.     In 
regard  to  the  Penelope,  he  had  heard  from 
a   distinguished   officer    that   her   defects 
were  so  great  that  he  had  been  asked  to 
report  upon  them  immediately  to  the  Ad- 
miralty.    Surely  that  was  a  reason  why 
they  should  not  go  on  building  others  of 
thai  class.     The  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln 
(Mr.  Seely)  had  asked  why  we  were  build- 
ing ships  at  all.     The  answer,  howeyer,  to 
that  question,  was  very  simple — we  did  so 
because  other  nations  were  doing  it ;   and 
one  country  in  particular,  not  far  distant 
from  our  shores,  had  more  iron-clads  afloat 
or  in  course  of  construction  than  we  had. 
Another  point  which   was  in  danger  ef 
being  lost  sight  of  was  the  lamentable  defi- 
ciency in  means  of  coaling.    Our  iron-clads 
could  not  carry  sufficient  fuel  to  steam  to 
Halifax.     There  was  not  one  which  could 
carry  more  than  would  suffice  for  four  dayei* 
steaming  at  full  speed.     200  tons  of  coal 
on  board  would  be  of  immense  yalue  to  a 
ship  under  some  circumstances — of  more 
ynlue  even  than  armour.     It  was  question- 
able whether  we  were  not  trying  to  com- 
bine too  much  in  one  vessel ;  and  he  much 
douhted  whether  12-inch  armour  was  com- 
patible with  speed.     He  concluded  from 
Returns  which  had  been  supplied  him  from 
a  source  calculated  to  inspire  confidence, 
that  the  vessels  of  the  French  Navy  beat 
ours  in  maintaining  speed.      If  then  the 
Committee  moved  for  were  appointed  he 
hoped  some  really  practical  men  would  be 
nominated  to  serve  on  it — such  men>  for 
instance,  as   the  chief  engineers  of   the 
Cunard  line,  the  Royal  Mail,  the  Inman, 
and  other  lines — that  the  doubt  as  to  whe- 
ther the  engines  of  the  navy  were  inferior 
to  those  of  the  ordinary  steam-packet  might 
be  set  at  rest.     But  the  whole  question  of 
Admiralty  organisation  should  be  put  upon 
its  trial ;    and  he   submitted   whether   it 
would  not  be  wise  to  set  up  some  per- 
manent Committee  of  the  ablest  men  at 
command  to  be  constantly  in  consultation, 
and  to  stand  between  the  Board  and  its 
Constructive  Departments.    He  hoped  that 
next  year  the  question  would  be  taken  up 
in  such  a  manner  that  some  practical  good 
would  result. 

Mb.  O'BEIRNE  said,  inquiry  had  been 
attended  with  the  most  beneficial  results 
in  other  Departments,  and  there  was  reason 
to  believe  that  in  that  of  naval  construc- 
tion its  results  would  be  equally  satisfac- 
tory. He  thought  the  hands  of  the  Admi- 
ralty would  be  strengthened  rather  than 
Mr*  Graves 


otherwii«  by  an  inquiry  whiob  would  elidt 
the  opinions  of  seientifio  and  praetioal  men. 
He  differed  entirely  from  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Tavistock  (Mr.  Samuda) 
on.  the  subject  of  penetration  of  iron  plates 
by  shell.  He  believed  that  on  a  recent 
occasion  plates  of  eight  inches  thick  had 
been  penetrated  by  shells,  which  burst  in- 
side. He  wished  to  know,  he  might  add, 
why  the  Letter  of  Admiral  Warden,  dated 
the  3rd  of  December  last,  was  not  presented 
with  the  Papers  which  had  been  laid  on 
the  table  of  the  House  on  the  5th  of 
March,  and  had  only  been  delivered  to 
Members  last  week  ? 

Mr.  M'LAREN   said,  that  the  Admi- 
ralty seemed  always  in  the  position  of  the 
mole  underground,  blind  to  what  was  pass- 
ing around  them.     They  built  one  class  of 
ships  after  another  that  were  immediately 
found  not  to  be  wanted.     They  ought  not, 
in  his  opinion,  to  be  intrusted  with  this 
irresponsible  power.     Remarkable  circum- 
stances had  been  brought  out  by  the  Com- 
mittee now  sitting,  of  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  be  a  member.     It  appeared  that 
ships  built  at  an  expense  of  £150,000  had 
in  a  few  years  been  sold  for  £10,000.     A 
condition    of    sale    was   that  the   copper 
sheathing  and  copper  bolts  and  iron  should 
be  brought  back  to  the   Admiralty,  and 
purchased    at  a  price   which   was    often 
found  to  be  very  much    larger  than  the 
whole  amount  produced  by  the  sale  of  the 
ship,  so  that  they  actually  made  a  present 
of  the  ship   to    the   purchaser  and   gave 
him  a  sum   of  money  besides.     He  (Mr. 
M*Laren)    had   asked    one   of    the    wit- 
nesses before  the  Committee  respecting  a 
ship  thus  sold  at  Bermuda,  and  obtained 
an  answer  to  the  effect  that  it  would  have 
been  more  profitable,  commercially  speak- 
ing, to  have  burnt  the  ship  on  the  beach, 
for  the  metals  would  have  remained,  and 
cost  nothing  ;    though  as   there  were  no 
tides  at  Bermuda,  this  might  have  been  a 
difficult  operation.     And  though  all  other 
establishments  in   the    world  could  keep 
their  stores  from  being  stolen,  it  appeared 
that  the  Admiralty  could   not.     It   was 
asked  if  the  Admiralty  did  not  pay  about 
£22,000  a  year  for  police  watching  the 
dockyards,  which  was  admitted  ;  but  still 
they  were  afraid  of  the  thieves. 

Mr.  LI  DDE  LL:  I  rise  to  Order.  Is  it 
usual.  Sir,  to  comment  in  this  House  on 
the  proceedings  of  a  Select  Committee 
before  that  Committee  has  reported  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  If  a  Committee  haa 
not  reported  it  is  out  of  Order  to  eommenl 
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in  thu  HoQfle  upon  the  eyidence  taken 
before  it. 

Mr.  M*LAREN  said,  under  those  cir- 
oumBtances*  he  would  content  himself  with 
saying  that  all  he  had  heard  showed  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Seely)  did 
a  very  wise  thing  to  mofe  for  this  Inquiry. 
He  should  cordially  support  the  hen.  Mem* 
ber's  Motion. 

Mb.  laird  said,  that  ^e  question 
was  whether  they  were  to  continue  building 
broadside-ships,  or  go  on  with  the  construc- 
tion of  turret-vessels.  He  had  long  since 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  a  mis- 
take to  build  broadside-ships,  and  his  opi« 
nion  was  more  than  verified  by  the  Reports 
of  Admiral  Warden  and  Admiral  Yelverton 
in  reference  to  the  Channel  Fleet.  Turret- 
ships  had  proved  successful  as  sea-going 
yessets,  and  as  the  Admiralty  possessed 
sufficient  means  for  judging  which  was  the 
best  turret-ship  to  build,  he  saw  uo  utility 
in  the  appointment  of  a  Royal  Commission 
of  Inquiry,  which  might  take  a  long  time 
to  arrive  at  a  decision.  He  would  rather 
that  the  House  shpuld  pronounce  a  decided 
opinion  that  the  construction  of  broadside- 
ships,  which  had  proved  to  be  of  no  value 
whatever  in  a  gale  of  wind,  should  be 
abandoned  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
the  country  with  some  turret-ships. 

Mr.  CANDLISU:  said,  he  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
would  not  resist  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Frieitd,  which  was  conceived  in  no  spirit  of 
hostility  to  the  Board  of  Admiralty.  The 
Board  could  not  be  supposed  to  be  possessed 
of  all  knowledge  as  to  the  best  principles 
of  eonstruction  for  our  ships-of-war.  There 
might  be  outside  the  Admiralty  much  abi- 
lity and  scientific  knowledge,  which  a  coun- 
try like  England  ought  to  avail  itself  of. 

Mr.  LIDDELL  said,  he  must  beg,  as  a 
Member  of  the  Select  Committee,  to  express 
views  quite  in  opposition  to  those  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  M'Laren). 
It  would  appear  from  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member  that  his  impression  from 
what  occurred  before  the  Committee  was, 
that  the  Board  of  Admiralty  was  a  De- 
partment absolutely  unfitted  to  be  entrusted 
with  responsibility.  [Mr.  M'Laren  :  Not 
quite  so  far  as  that.]  The  impression  made 
upon  his  (Mr.  LiddelPs)  mind  by  the 
inquiry  of  the  Committee  was  that  they 
had  in  the  office  of  the  Controller  of  the 
Navy  a  most  conscientious  man,  tho- 
roughly capable  of  performing  the  duties 
of  that  position,  as  alive  as  any  naval 
reformer  in  that   House  to  the  require- 


1126 

ments  of  the  country,  and  as  anxious  as 
any  public  servant  could  be  to  correct 
errors  of  administration,  and  to  provide 
England  with  the  best  possible  navy.  The 
Constructor  of  the  Navy  was  also  a  man 
of  great  ability,  with  an  experience  of  naval 
architecture  possessed  by  few  men  in  this 
country,  and  entitled  thereby  to  the  confi- 
dence of  the  public.  With  regard  to  the 
Motion  before  the  House,  he  admitted  there 
was  a  great  deal  of  weight  in  some  of  the 
arguments  adduced  in  favour  of  bringing  to 
bear  on  discussions  that  might  arise  from 
time  to  time  whatever  talent  existed  out- 
side the  Admiralty  ;  but  there  would  be 
this  great  difficulty  in  opening  their  doors 
to  a  council  of  advice,  that  the  Admiralty 
would  be  beset  by  inventors  of  every  des- 
cription pressing  their  schemes  upon  them. 
The  Admiralty  was  responsible  to  the 
House  for  constructing  the  best  ships,  and 
he  would  remind  the  House  that  although 
they  had  not  adopted  any  distinct  plan 
with  regard  to  any  particular  class  of  ships, 
they  had  been  hurried  forward  in  the  con- 
struction of  vessels  by  external  pressure, 
by  that  desperate  race  of  competition  in 
defences  which  had  been  pressed  upon 
them  by  the  progress  made  by  foreign 
nations.  With  regard  to  shipbuilding, 
England  could  not  allow  herself  to  bo 
outstripped  in  that  respect,  and  he  sug- 
gested that  the  Foreign  Office  ought  first 
to  be  put  in  motion  to  see  if  some  attempt 
could  not  be  made  to  induce  foreign 
nations  to  come  to  an  understanding  to 
suspend  this  tremendously  rapid  progress 
of  shipbuilding  until  something  like  a  fixed 
principle  of  construction  could  be  arrived 
at.  So  long  as  the  present  competition 
went  on  the  Admiralty  could  not  suspend 
shipbuilding  in  our  yards.  A  vast  amount 
of  misapprehension  existed  both  in  the  pub- 
lic mind  and  in  that  House  with  reference 
to  turret-ships.  Within  the  last  few  hours 
he  had  been  informed  by  the  highest  au- 
thority that  no  thoroughly  sen-going  turret- 
ship  had  been  constructed  either  in  tbis  or 
any  other  country  to  which  reference  had 
been  made.  Turret-ships  were  of  inesti- 
mable value  for  harbour  defence,  and  two 
sea-going  vessels  of  this  form  were  actu- 
ally now  in  process  of  completion.  Surely 
then  it  would  be  well  to  suspend  our  judg- 
ment until  a  fair  trial  of  them  had  been 
made  ;  but  it  was  only  fair  that,  as  an  in- 
dependent Member  of  a  Committee  up- 
stairs, when  charges  were  made  against 
Admiralty  administration,  he  should  state 
the  impression  which  had  been  made  in 
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his  mind  in  the  inyestigation  that  was 
going  on,  and  he  hoped  the  House  would 
not  be  too  hasty  in  adopting  the  views  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln.  Shipbuild- 
ing and  the  beist  models  for  fighting  ships 
were  very  difficult  questions,  but  England 
could  not  afford,  and  never  ought  to  allow 
herself,  to  be  left  behind  in  the  general 
race. 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  he 
thought  that  at  this  period  of  the  debate 
it  would  be  well  that  he  should  state  the 
views  which  Government  held  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  proposal  which  had  emanated 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln  (Mr. 
Seeljr),  and  also  give  some  answer,  as  far 
as  he  was  able,  to  the  various  objections 
which  had  been  raised  against  the  policy 
of  the  present  and  preceding  Boards  of 
Admiralty,  and  also  against  the  classes  of 
ships  which  they  had  built.  He  had  to 
thnnk  the  hon.  Member  for  Cashel  (Mr. 
O'Beirne)  for  giving  him  an  opportunity  of 
explaining  a  matter  connected  with  the 
printed  Papers.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Officer  (Captain  Mackinnon)  had  used  epi- 
thets which  he  believed  the  sailors  of  the 
navy  would  be  the  first  to  discountenance 
and  regret,  considering  that  the  charge  of 
wilful  suppression  rested  on  the  First  Lord, 
on  himself,  and  his  hon.  and  gallant  Col- 
leagues. If  it  had  not  been  for  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cashel  he  would  have  passed 
by  in  silence  the  uncourteous  attack  that 
had  been  made  upon  the  Department  to 
which  he  had  the  honour  of  belonging. 
The  original  Return  of  the  Report  of  Ad- 
miral Worden  was  numbered  128,  and 
ordered  on  the  5th  of  March.  It  was 
supposed  to  contain  and  did  contain  the 
despatch  of  the  gallant  Admirol,  the  re- 
marks of  the  Controller  of  the  Navy,  Ad- 
miral Warden's  abstract  with  diagrams  of 
trials  alluded  to  in  the  Report  of  Decem- 
ber drd.  The  Return  took  some  time  in 
printing,  in  consequence  of  the  unusual 
pressure  on  the  Parliamentory  printers.  It 
was  not  till  the  4th  of  May  that  it  was 
printed  and  delivered,  and  then  in  an  in- 
complete form.  The  first  document  was 
omitted,  but  the  Report  on  it  and  the 
abstract  were  printed.  There  could  be 
nothing  wilful  in  the  suppression  of  the 
despatch,  for  the  Controller  of  the  Navy 
in  his  Report  gave  nearly  the  whole  sub- 
stance of  it  to  the  House.  Four  days 
after,  on  the  8th  of  May,  Admiral  Robinson 
the  Controller  of  the  Navy,  finding  the 
Paper  had  been  printed  and  delivered  in 
an  incomplete  state,  oame  over  to  the  Ad- 
Mr.  lAddell 


miralty  and  pointed  out  to  him  that  the 
Report  had  been  left  out,  and  thereupon 
he  made  a  Minute  dated  the  same  day, 
using  these  words— 

*'  This  Report  of  Admiral  Warden  was  aoei< 
dentally  omitted  from  Retam  No.  128,  and  should 
be  added  to  it.    H.  G.  L." 

As  no  fresh  Motion  was  necessary  for  its 
production  it  was  made  to  bear  the  same 
No.  128  as  the  Return,  of  which  it  origi- 
nally formed  part.  On  the  20th  of  May 
the  copy  was  sent  to  Messrs.  Hansard,  and 
it  was  the  10th  of  June  before  the  first 
proof  was  received ;  this  delay  being  owing 
4o  the  plans.  On  the  13th  of  June,  three 
days  afterwards,  the  Report  was  returned 
to  Messrs.  Hansard,  and  on  the  25th  of 
June  the  revise  was  received  ;  on  the  7th 
of  July  it  was  issued  to  Members.  The 
great  delay  that  had  occurred  was  owing 
to  the  increased  demands  upon  the  printer 
and  the  great  labour  involved  in  the  pro- 
duction of  Returns  which  contained  the 
plans  and  diagrams  in  question.  The 
gallant  officer  the  Member  for  Rye  (Cap- 
tain Mackinnon),  not  content  with  making 
this  charge  against  the  Admiralty  of  sup- 
pressing a  despatch,  the  greater  part  of 
which  was  given  by  the  Controller  in  his 
Report,  made  a  personal  charge  against 
him,  and  he  must  say  he  regretted  ex- 
tremely that  after  thinking  it  right  to  in- 
dulge in  the  language  he  used  he  did  not 
wait  to  learn  what  answer  he  would  make. 
In  the  remarks  he  had  made  on  the  BelU* 
rophon  that  gallant  officer  said  he  (Lord 
Henry  Lennox)  had  been  guilty  of  gross 
inaccuracy,  and  that  his  statement  was  the 
correct  one.  He  (Lord  Henry  Lennox) 
had  to  reply  that  the  statements  he  had 
made  with  reference  to  the  BelUrophon 
were  correct  in  every  particular;  and  those 
statements  were  endorsed  in  the  most  exact 
manner.  If  the  gollant  officer  would  only 
do  him  the  favour  to  wait  a  very  few  days, 
an  interesting  document  would  be  laid  on 
the  table  from  those  Admirals  who  had 
been  consulted,  which  would  prove  that 
his  statements  were  quite  correct.  There 
was  another  charge  made  against  him.  If 
he  had  known  that  the  statement  of  Ad- 
miral Ryder  as  to  the  qualities  of  the 
BBllerophon  was  part  of  a  private  letter 
he  should  not  have  read  it  to  the  House 
without  having  first  obtained  the  consent 
of  that  gallant  Admiral  to  his  doing  so. 
The  House  would  remember  that  he  was 
not  aware  until  the  night  before,  that  in 
consequence  of  his  right  hon.  Friend's  (the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty^a)  illneia,  he 
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Bboald  hare  to  move  the  Naval  Estimates. 
He  had  in  oonsequeDce  been  compelled  to 
go  hurriedly  through  a  vast  mass  of  Papers, 
and  he  had  not  time  to  do  more  than  to 
cull  from  them  what  he  thought  were  the 
most  striking  points  to  lay  before  the  Com- 
mittee.     It  was   in   consequence  of  this 
baste  that  he  had  been  led  to  read  the  ex- 
tract in  question,  which  otherwise  he  should 
not   have   made   public   until   the  gallant 
Admiral  had  repeated  his  statement  in  the 
Keport,  which  was  subsequently  published. 
He  was  the  more  anxious  to  state  that  fact 
because  it  appeared  that  some  good  persons 
out-of-doors  had  taken  into  their  heads  the 
extraordinary  notion  that  by  reading  that 
extract  he  had  implied  that  Admiral  Ryder 
was  opposed  to  all  turret-ships,  and  had 
faith  in  the  broadside  system  only.     Their 
minds  must  be  strangely  constituted,  for  it 
BO  happened  that  the  speech  he  had  made 
on  that  occasion  was  the  only  one  which 
bad  been  made  of  recent  times  in  which  the 
turret  system   had  not   been   alluded   to. 
What  Admiral   Ryder    intended    by    his 
statement  was  that  the  Bellerophon  was  a 
most  powerful  and  admirable  armour-clad 
ship  of  war,  and  to  that  opinion  he  still 
adhered.     These  were  the  three  charges 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had 
brought  against  him.     With  reference  to 
the   charges   that    he   or   his    Colleagues 
bad  wilfully  suppressed  the  despatch,  he 
need  only  refer  to  his  career  since  he  had 
entered  that  House  to  convince  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  it  was  impossible  that  he  could 
have  been  guilty  of  being  a  party  to  such 
a  proceeding.     The  hon.  Member  had  at- 
tributed not  only  the  worst,  but  the  most 
stupid  motives  to   him  with   reference  to 
the   accident  that  had   occurred  with  re- 
spect to  this  despatch.     He  did  not  think 
it  worth  while  to  reply  to  such  a  charge, 
but  he  could  not  help  saying  that  when  the 
bon.  and  gallant  Member  used  the  word 
*'  suppressed,"   he  had  gone   beyond   all 
proper  decorum  of  that  House.    He  turned 
with  the  greatest  pleasure  from  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  to  those  of 
the  other  distinguished  authorities  who  ad- 
dressed the  Committee  that  evening  upon 
naval  matters.     There  was  not  a   single 
word  which  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Tavistock,  Lincoln,  Liverpool,  and 
Birkenhead  to  which  he  as  the   organ  of 
the  Admiralty  in  that  House  could  take 
the  least  exception,  although  he  had  listened 
with  the  greatest  attention  and  interest  to 
their   remarks.      The   hon.   Member    for 
Tavistook  (Mr.  Samuda)  had  made  it  matter 


of  complaint  against  the  Admiralty  that 
they  had  now  afloat  so  many  diflPerent  types 
of  vessels.     But  surely  the  hon.  Member 
would  not  say  that  in  this  age  of  continual 
advance  in  science  the  Admiralty  were  to 
adopt  one  fixed  and  unchangeable  type  of 
vessel,   even   though   some   years   ago  it 
might  have  been  the  most  powerful  known  ? 
A  ship  that  was  built  to-day  upon  the  roost 
scientific  principles  would  become  obsolete 
in  a  few  years,  and  it  was,  therefore,  no 
fault  on  the  part  of  the  Admiralty  that  they 
had   endeavoured   to  keep   pace  with  the 
advance  of  scientific  knowledge  by  making 
improvements  in   the  type  of  the  vessels 
they  were  building.    He  would  pass  by  the 
speeches  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  the  Mem- 
bers for  Liverpool  and  Birkenhead,  because 
he  thought  they  could  be  more  conveniently 
answered  in  his  reply  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lincoln.     He    took    it   generally  that 
the    hon.    Members    for    Liverpool    (Mr. 
Graves) *and  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Laird)  were 
in    favour   of  turret-ships.     The   former, 
however,  expressed  a  high  opinion  of  the 
Bellerophon  and  of  the  Hercules,  while  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead   anticipated 
nothing   but  evil   from    them.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Seely)  took  very 
much  the  same  line,  and  he  would  now  address 
himself  to  theobservationsof  that  lion.  Mem- 
ber.    In  the  first  place,  tho  tone  of  the  hon. 
Member's  remarks  was  most  agreeable  to 
him  as  the  representative  of  the  Admiralty. 
From  what  the  hon.  Member  had  said  he 
deduced  the  fact  that  his  constant  inter- 
course with  Admiral  Robinson  during  the 
time  he  presided  over  the  Committee,  had 
produced  in  his  mind  the  conviction  that 
Admiral  Robinson   was  one   of   the  most 
conscientious,  painstaking,  and  energetic  of 
our  public  servants.     The  hon.  Member  in 
the  first  place  objected  to  the  Minotaur 
class  having  ^y^  masts  ;  but  that  rigging 
had  been  given  them  by  the  recommenda- 
tion of  a  Committee  of  naval  ofiicers,  con- 
sisting  of   Admiral    Schomberg,    Captain 
Mends,  and  Captain  Hall,  Superintendent 
of  the  Sheerneas  Dockyard.     If  the  hon 
Member  had  taken  the  trouble  to  inquire 
he  would  have  found  that  he  (Lord  Henry 
Lennox)  had  not  to  defend  the  present  but 
a  former  Board  of  Admiralty  with  respect 
to  them.     With  reference  to  the  AchilleB, 
her  four  masts  were  not  given  her  by  the 
advice  or  the  wish  of  the  Controller  of  the 
Navy.     The  hon.  Member  had  then  pro- 
ceeded to  draw  a  graphic  picture  of  the 
horrors  of  going  to  sea  in  Her  Majesty's 
gunboat  Vixen,     She  was  certaioly  not  a 
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popular  yessel  in  the  service ;  bat  of  her 
Bister  ship,  the    Viper^    her    commander 
had  reported  more  favourably.     It  should, 
howefer,  be  recollected  that  these  yessels 
were  built  for  a  particular  purpose  ;  they 
were  intended  to  be  rery  small,  of  yery 
light  draft  of  water,  to  be  heavily  armour- 
plated,  and  to  carry  the  most  powerful  guns. 
It  was  impossible  that  ships  built  under  such 
conditions  could  be  yery  comfortable  sea- 
going yessels,  although  he  believed  they 
had  been  found  perfectly  efficient  for  the 
purposes    for  which  they  were  intended. 
The  hon.  Member  next  observed  that  we 
had  not  got  an  iron-clad  fit  for  anything--- 
that   not  one  of  them    was  fit  for  ocean 
work.     On  the  contrary,  however,  it  was  a 
fact  that  we  possessed  ironclads,  of  not 
the  most  favourable  type,  which  had  done 
and  were  doing  ocean  work  in  an  admirable 
manner.     The  converted  ship  Ocean,  an 
iron-clad  of  an  old-fashioned  type^  had  met 
with   the    most   terrific    weather   on   her 
journey,  being  caught  in  a  cyclone  of  the 
greatest  violence,  and  yet  had  behaved  ad- 
mirably,  and    had    performed    important 
services  in  distant  seas.     The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman further  objected  to  what  he  called 
the  vacillation  and  the  uncertainty  of  the 
Constructive  Department,  and  had  pointed 
to  three  ships — the  Research,  the  Pallas, 
and  the  Bellerophon  —  as  having  under- 
gone extensive  alterations  since  they  were 
originally  laid  down.     The  Research  was 
the  first  of  the  converted  ships,  and   was 
the  first  attempt  to  build  a  small  iron-clad 
with  a  low  deck,  which  rendered  her  liable 
to  ship  great  quantities  of   water.      She 
was    built  at  the  time  when  turret-ships 
were  coming  into  vogue,  one  of  the  main 
points  of  which  was  the  low  deck,  and  the 
Constructor  of  the  Navy  built  her  with  a 
low  deck  in  order  that  if  she  did  not  answer 
she  might  be  economically  converted  into 
a  turret- ship.     The   Pallas  was  not  then 
fiuished,    but   was   in  the  hands   of    (he 
builders.     He  was  sure  it  was  unnecessary 
for  him  to  point  out   that  it  was  by  no 
means  an  unusual  course,  after  a  new  ship 
had  been  in  commission  and  was  brought 
home,  to  make  alterations  ;  and  the  altera- 
tions made  in  the  PaUas  and  the  Research 
were  not  more  extensive  or  more  expensive 
than  those  usually  made.     The  alterations 
in  the  Bellerophon  were  little  more  than 
alterations  on  paper.     In  answer  to  another 
point  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lincoln  (Mr.  Seely),  he  could  assure  the 
hon.  Member  that  it  was  through  no  want 
of  confidenee  iu  the  Constructive  Depart- 
Lord  Senry  Lennox 


ment  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the.  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  issued  the  circular 
inviting  private  shipbuilding  firms  to  send 
in  designs.     The  reason  of  their  doing  so 
was  that  so  touch  had  been  said  of  the 
superiority    of    the    designs    of   private 
builders  over  those  of  the  Admiralty  that 
the  Admiralty   were   desirous  of    testing 
the  point.      They  were   anxious   to   see 
whether  there  was  anything  in  the  private 
trade  which  could  add  to  the  efficiency  of 
the  ships  of  the  Royal  Navy.     The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  also  alluded   to   what  he 
alleged  was  the  failure  of   the  Amazon 
class.      But   the  hon.  Gentleman  was  in 
error  on  that  point,  for  the  two  sloops  of 
that  class,  which  were  either  leaving  or 
had    left  for  foreign  stations,   had  fully 
realized  the  expectations  which  the  Lords 
of  the  Admiralty  had  entertained  of  them. 
Again  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  asked,  "  If 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  avers  the 
Bellerophon  to  be  perfection,  why  are  not 
more  Bellerophons  built  ?"     The  speech 
of   the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool   (Mr. 
Graves)  supplied  the  answer.     He   must 
remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  had 
never  stated  that  the  Bellerophon  was  the 
perfection  of  a  ship-of-war.     What  he  had 
stated   was   that  she    was    an    excellent 
vessel ;  but  the  fact  was  that  in  the  Her' 
cules  we   had    the    same    class    of   ship 
improved.     The  Hercules  was  an  improved 
Bellerophon,  and  when  she  went  to  sea, 
which  would  be  before  long,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would,  he  believed,  fully  acknow- 
ledge that  she  was  a  most  efficient  ship. 
He  now  came  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lincoln^- 

"  That  a  Committee  of  scientific  men  be  ap- 
pointed to  take  into  consideration  the  leading 
characteristics  that  should  be  adopted  in  the 
futoro  construction  of  the  Vessels  of  the  Navy." 

There  were  several  reasons  why  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  press  his 
Motion  to  a  division.  Two  hon.  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House  had  pointed 
out  that  the  effect  of  granting  such  an 
inquiry  as  that  for  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman asked  would  be  to  diminish  the 
Parliamentary  responsibility  of  the  Board 
of  Admiralty  ;  because  if  such  a  Commis- 
sion were  composed  of  gentlemen  out-of- 
doors  who  were  not  Members  of  that 
House  their  Report  would  be  binding  on 
the  Admiralty,  who  would  consequently 
come  there,  not  to  defend  their  own  ships, 
not  to  defend  their  own  policy,  not  to 
defend  the  acts  of  their  Constructor  or 
Controller,  but  simply  to  say  they   had 
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carried  out  tbe  reoonmendiiioDi  cotttaioed 
in  the  Report  of  tbe  Commission.  But 
another  reason  against  this  Motion  was 
that  the  present  was  an  ezeeedingly  bad 
time  for  arrifi ng  at  a  deeision  on  this 
subject.  He  might  also  point  out  to  the 
bon.  Gentleman  the  difficulty  attendin^^ 
tbe  appointment  of  a  Commission  which 
would  carry  out  the  objects  which  he 
desired,  because  that  Commission  would 
be  utterly  worthless  unless  it  was  so  com- 
posed as  to  gain  for  its  decisions  the 
unifersal  assent  of  public  opinion.  But 
the  bon.  Gentleman  must  recollect  that 
tbe  Commission  would  have  to  decide 
among  other  things  between  the  respecti?e 
merits  of  the  broadside  and  the  turret- 
ships  ;  and,  were  they  to  commence  their 
labours  now,  they  would  bafo  to  decide 
between  practical  experiments  on  the  one 
side  as  against  theoretical  yiews  on  the 
other.  Tbe  Captain,  designed  by  Captain 
Coles,  and  the  Monarch,  the  turret-ship 
built  by  the  Controller  of  the  Navy,  would 
be  completed  during  the  ensuing  winter, 
and  the  trials  of  the  two  yessels  would  be 
made  next  spring,  but  until  that  trial  was 
made  it  would  be  impossible  that  a  decision 
could  be  fairly  armed  at.  He  really  must 
beg  to  correct  tbe  impression  which  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  entertained  —  that  the 
iron-cIad  ships  which  had  been  completed 
had  not  yielded  the  results  which  had  been 
anticipated.  That  that  was  not  the  case 
the  following  statement  would  show  : — 

«  Tbe  eetimsted  speed  of  the  R&yal  Oak  was 
13  knots,  and  the  actual  speed  12*62 ;  of  the 
Rcyal  Alfred  12  knots,  as  against  12*85  ;  of  the 
Caledonia  12*4,  as  against  13*0 ;  of  the  Ocean 
12*4,  as  against  12*8 ;  of  the  Prince  Coneort  12*4, 
as  against  12.77;  of  the  Zealom  12,  as  against 
12-49  ;  of  the  Belierapkon  14,  as  against  14171 ; 
of  tbe  Lord  Clyde  18,  as  against  18-48 ;  of  the 
Lard  Warden  18,  as  against  18*49  ;  of  the  PaUae 
18-8,  as  against  13*05;  of  the  Viper  9-25,  as 
against  9-58 ;  of  the  Viaen  9*25,  as  against  9.02  ; 
of  tbe  Penelope  1200  as  against  12*77." 

He  now  approached  what  really  was  at 
the  bottom  of  tbe  whole  subject  —  the 
question  why  the  Admiralty  did  not  build 
more  turret- ships  ?  The  question  was  asked 
-also  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Tavistock 
(Mr.  Samuda),  who  not  only  implored  them 
not  to  build  more  broadside- ships,  but 
wished  them  to  build  two  more  turret«ships 
during  the  present  year.  But  the  House 
would  not,  he  trusted,  listen  to  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The  Admiralty 
bad  no  plans  for  turret-ships  which  they 
could  conscientiously  recommend  for  adop- 
tion during  the  pretent  year.    Then  there 


1134 

was  tlie  reason  stated  by  the  hod.  Mem- 
ber for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Graves).  It  was 
always  an  invidious  thing  to  refer  in  that 
House  to  tbe  doings  of  foreign  countries, 
and  he  was  the  last  man  who  would  feel 
any  jealousy  or  suspicion  of  the  motives  of 
the  powerful  Sovereign  who  ruled  so  near 
our  shores.  But  we  could  not  shut  our 
eyes  to  the  fact  that  the  French  were  get- 
ting nn  enormous  iron-clad  fleet  together. 
They  were  already  on  an  equality  with 
ourselves,  and  if  the  House  refused  to 
grant  the  two  ships  which  it  was  proposed 
to  build,  they  would  be  superior.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  French  fleet  was  composed 
exclusively  of  broadsides,  for  they  had  not 
embarked  in  turret-ships  at  all.  They 
had  not  spent,  as  we  have  done,  nearly 
£1,000,000  in  making  these  experiments. 
If  tbe  House  would  grant  these  two  ves- 
sels, as  he  hoped  they  would  do  at  his 
solicitation,  we  should  be  building  two 
more  broadsides  to  enable  our  navy  to  bear 
comparison  with  other  navies,  none  of 
which  had  turret-ships.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
had  fondly  hoped  up  to  the  night  before 
last  to  be  able  to  attend  that  evening,  and 
be  enabled,  with  that  deep  knowledge  and 
great  attachment  which  he  had  always  felt 
for  the  Department  over  which  he  now 
presided,  to  give  the  House  the  reasons 
why  be  wished  to  build  these  two  broad- 
side-ships instead  of  turret- ships.  Ho  had 
written  to  him  very  clearly  on  this  point, 
requesting  him  to  say  that  he  was  not 
speaking  as  the  irresponsible  Secretary  of 
the  Admiralty  ;  he  must,  therefore,  be 
accepted  as  the  feeble  mouthpiece  of  his 
right  bon.  Chief,  who  would  be  the  last 
man  to  reject  turret-ships.  Indeed,  so  far 
from  having  any  prejudice  against  them, 
he  had  over  and  over  again  spoken  of  their 
advantages  for  home  defence,  and  of  the 
desirability  of  getting  the  pattern  of  a  good 
sea-going  vessel  of  that  description.  So 
lately  as  1865  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
made  a  speech  to  that  effect,  and  most  of 
his  Colleagues,  he  believed,  were  anxious 
to  find  such  a  model.  There  was,  in  fact, 
but  one  feeling  in  the  Admiralty — namely, 
that  we  are  not  in  possession  of  such  in- 
formation and  such  a  model  as  would  war- 
rant us  in  building  turret-ships  instead 
of  broadsides.  The  opinion  of  Admiral 
Yelverton  had  been  referred  to.  His  gal- 
lant Friend  had  stated  in  his  Report  that 
the  sea  was  so  rough  in  the  Channel  that 
tbe  broadsides  could  not  open  their  ports, 
and    that    the   turret-ships    could    have 
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silenced  all  their  impotent  opponentB.  But 
in  the  same  hreath  the  Admiral  stated 
what  ship  he  would  like  to  see  huilt.  He 
said  that  the  ship  that  he  wanted  was  one 
that  would  ensure  the  comfort  and  health 
of  his  men,  and  he  would  chose  a  fessel 
with  a  freeboard  of  from  12  feet  to  14  feet. 

Mb.  SBELT  asked,  whether  the  Admi- 
ralty did  not  ask  for  a  vessel  ha?ing  her 
guns  12  feet  above  the  water  ;  not  12  feet 
of  freeboard  ? 

Lord  ElENRT  LENNOX  said,  he  would 
read  the  gallant  Admiral's  words — 

**  There  is,  no  doubt,  a  thorough  tea-going  tur- 
ret-ihip,  say  13  feet,  or  14  feet,  out  of  the  water." 

But  with  such  a  freeboard  the  very  first 
principle  of  the  advocates  of  turret-ships 
would  be  transgressed.  A  low  freeboard 
was  always  put  forward  as  the  grand 
charm  of  a  turret-ship,  but  with  12  feet  or 
14  feet  of  freeboard  the  builder  would  im- 
mediately ha?e  to  resort  to  armour.  The 
ship  Captain  had  a  freeboard  of  8  feet ; 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead  (Mr. 
Laird)  proposed  a  ?essel  of  similar  propor- 
tions ;  the  hon.  Member  for  Tiverton  (Mr. 
Samuda)  proposed  a  9  feet  6  inch  free- 
board ;  and  the  turret-ship  launched  the 
other  day  had  been  built  from  designs  by 
the  Chief  Constructor  of  the  Navy,  with  a 
freeboard  of  14  feet.  The  designs  of 
Admiral  Halsted,  which  were  the  admira- 
tion of  everyone  at  the  French  Exhibition, 
presented  a  freeboard  of  16  feet.  It  was 
easy  for  hon.  Members  to  urge  the  Admi- 
ralty to  build  sea-going  turret-ships,  but 
what  sort  of  turret-ship  would  they  agree 
to  recommend?  They  did  not  want  a 
turret-ship  of  the  Miantonomah  class ;  but 
a  vessel  such  as  that  described  by  Lord 
Clarence  Poget,  which  would  go  to  sea, 
keep  at  sea,  and  be  able  to  remain  there 
for  weeks.  He  therefore  asked  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  place  themselves  in  the  position  of 
the  Admiralty,  and  realize  the  difficulties 
of  their  position  when  they  were  asked  to 
decide  what  was  and  what  was  not  a  good 
design  for  a  bond  fide  sea-going  ship-of- 
war.  Kespecting  this,  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  asked  him  to  point  out  that  two  turret- 
ships  designed  for  cruizing  would  be  tried 
in  the  spring.  One  of  them  was  designed 
by  the  arch-priest  of  the  turret  system. 
Captain  Coles  ;  and  in  order  that  the  trial 
might  be  unquestionably  fair,  Captain 
Coles  had  chosen  tonnage,  armour,  and 
builders.  He  had  fixed  on  the  yard  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead— [Mr.  Laird  : 
It's  my  son's  yard]— and  when  that  ship 
Lord  Henry  Lfnnox 
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was  finished  it  would  be  a  model  ship, 
realizing  the  ideal  of  the  projector.  The 
other  was  being  constructed  on  the  plans 
of  the  Admiralty,  with  a  higher  freeboard. 
It  was  for  this,  among  other  reasons,  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  been  induced  to 
go  on  again  with  broadsides,  instead  of 
entering  on  the  construction  of  turret- 
ships.  If  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  any 
prejudice  on  the  subject  it  was  in  favour  of 
the  turret  principle,  and  not  against  it :  he 
felt  that  the  weight  of  opinion  in  the  coun- 
try was  in  its  favour.  So  strongly  had  his 
right  hon.  Friend  been  impressed  by  the 
public  opinion  on  the  subject  that  he  had 
written  to  several  gallant  commanders  of 
the  Channel  Fleet  to  ask  them  whether  they 
thought  the  Admiralty  would  do  well  to 
pause  before  embarking  in  any  more  turret- 
cruisers  until  these  two  vessels  had  been 
tried  ?  The  answers  were  very  brief.  Two 
gallant  officers  were  in  favour  of  turret-shipS| 
but  they  did  not  appear  to  have  much  confi- 
dence in  their  seagoing  properties,  for  they 
remarked,  that  if  they  fail  they  can  be  cut 
down  and  converted  ;  but  of  the  other  opi- 
nions his  gallant  friend  Admiral  Warden 
said — 

**  It  may,  indeed,  be  quite  open  to  doubt  whe- 
ther it  is  wise  at  the  present  time  to  commenoe 
building  two  more  turret-ships  when  there  are 
two  so  near  completion,  and  which  will  be  so  soon 
on  their  triaL" 

Admiral  Telverton,  after  regretting  that 
the  trial  would  not  occur  sooner,  said — 

"  All  things  considered,  I  am  clearly  of  opinion 
that  the  two  turret-ships,  Captain  and  Mcnar^ 
ought  to  be  fairly  tested  as  sea-going  ships  before 
we  venture  on  building  other  vessels  of  the  sort. 
When  the  numerous  advantages  of  the  turret 
system  are  found  to  be  compatible  with  the  many 
and  varied  requirements  of  a  sea -going  ship  in  aU 
weathers,  it  will  be  time  to  depart  from  what  I 
hear  you  now  intend  doing." 

Captain  Foley,  of  the  Cambridge,  lately 
flag  captain  to  Admiral  Telverton,  said — 

''With  regard  to  what  I  think  of  turret-ships, 
and  whether  it  would  be  advisable  to  build  two 
turret  in  lieu  of  two  broadside-ships  during  this 
year,  I  think  it  would  be  extreme  folly  to  do  so 
until  such  time  as  the  Captain  and  Moncuy^  now 
building,  have  had  a  trial  at  sea,  to  test  their  sea- 
going qualities.  Having  had,  during  the  last 
year,  some  experience  in  the  Prince  Albert,  I 
consider  the  low  freeboard  turret-ship  as  useful 
in  the  English  Navy  only  to  protect  the  port  to 
which  she  belongs  as  a  ooast  defence,  and  not  as  a 
trustworthy  soa-going  ship,  from  the  fact  that  in 
rough  weather  the  sea  breaks  over  the  deck  and 
will  cause  the  turret-ship  to  bar  up  her  ports  to 
keep  the  water  out,  which  would  otherwise  pour 
in  ;  besides  other  reasons  which  a  captain  would 
find  out  when  plaoed  in  sooh  a  vessel  in  a  heavy 
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Bea.    For  proteoiion  of  harboun  thej  are  admi- 
rable, and  better  than  forts." 
Captain  Hood,  of  the  Excellent,  was  of 
opiDion  that— 

^*  All  things  considered  with  regard  to  sea-going 
iron-clads,  ships  armed  properly  on  the  broadside 
principle  are  most  decidedlj  to  be  preferred  to 
turret- ships." 

Captain    King    Hall,    Superinlendent    at 
Sheer ness  Dockyard,  said — 

'<  I  take  the  libertj  of  writing  Iranklj  to  yon, 
because  I  deem  it  a  public  duty,  and  seriously 
trust  that  no  pressure  of  irresponsible  opinion 
will  tempt  the  Board  of  Admiralty  to  order  other 
sea-going  turret-ships  to  be  built  until  the  Ifonareh 
and  Captain  hare  been  &irly  and  honestly  tried, 
their  defects  disoofered,  and  improfements  sug- 
gested." 

Captain  Vansittart,  of  the  AehiUes,  was  in 
favour  of  turrets,  but  did  not  beiiere  anj 
deck  above  turrets  could  be  made  strong 
enough  to  stand.  He  would  commence 
building  turrets  at  once,  and  if  not  a  success 
as  sea-going  ships  would  convert  them  into 
harbour  defences.  Captain  Chamberlain, 
of  the  Asia,  was  of  the  same  opinion. 
That,  as  he  had  already  pointed  out  to  the 
House,  was  not  a  policy  which  the  Admi- 
ralty felt  themselves  justified  in  pursuing 
at  the  present  moment,  when  they  were 
anxious  to  increase  the  number  of  their 
iron  clad  ships  to  a  reasonable  proportion, 
as  compared  with  those  of  foreign  Powers. 
Captain  Willes,  of  the  Steam  Reserve, 
Dovotiport,  said — 

"  1  think  the  Admiralty  quite  right  in  not  sub- 
stituting two  turret-ships  for  the  broadside  ones 
in  the  building  progrnmme,  until  the  Captainand 
the  Monarch  have  been  properly  tried  at  sea.  I 
beg  that  it  may  be  distinctly  understood  that  in 
my  opinion  a  turret-vessel  proper,  the  Rof/al 
Sovereign,  has  all  the  elements  necessary  for 
harbour  and  coast  defence." 

Nearly  all  those  gallant  officers  were  in 
favour  of  the  construction  of  turret-ships 
for  the  purposes  of  harbour  and  coast  de- 
fence; but  his  right  hon.  Friend  was  deter- 
mined to  go  on  with  the  building  of  broad- 
side-ships until  the  two  turret-ships  to 
which  he  had  referred  had  been  tried.  He 
might  add  that  his  hon.  and  gallant  Col- 
league, the  Member  for  Stamford  (Sir. 
John  Hay),  had  begged  of  him  to  state 
that,  while  their  views  as  to  the  turret 
system  remained  entirely  unchanged,  they 
roost  cordially  supported  the  line  of  policy 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of 
the  Admiralty  had  deemed  it  right  to 
adopt.  His  right  hon.  Friend,  too,  wished 
him  to  say  that  he  would  do  everything  in 
bis  power  to  hasten  the  trial  of  the  two 
turret-ships  which  were  being  built.     On 


several  occasions,  owing  to  the  admirable 
workmanship  and  great  zeal  displayed 
by  the  firm  with  which  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Birkenhead  was  connec- 
ted, much  more  rapid  progress  had  been 
made  with  those  ships  last  year  than  was 
thought  possible,  and  bis  right  hon.  Friend 
had  lately  written  down  to  ask  whether 
their  completion  might  not  be  still  further 
hastened.  With  respect  to  another  ques- 
tion—the qualities  of  the  Inmncihle  class 
of  ships — it  would  be,  perhaps,  more  con- 
venient to  deal  with  it  when  Vote  10  came 
under  discussion.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Tavistock  (Mr.  Samuda)  had  a  distinct 
Motion  to  make  on  the  subject.  Before 
he  sat  down  he  was  abont  to  take  a  some- 
what unusual  course,  but  he  hoped  that 
under  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the 
case  the  House  would  give  it  its  sanction. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  had  hoped  from  day 
to  day  that  he  would  be  able  to  attend  in 
his  place,  but  being,  owing  to  continued 
illness,  disappointed  in  that  expectation, 
he  had  written  him  a  letter,  which  he 
should  wish  to  read  to  the  House.  In  that 
letter  his  right  hon.  Friend  said  — 

'*  I  have  always  been  most  anxious  to  give  a 
fair  trial  to  turret-ships  at  sea  (and  I  made  a  long 
speech  on  the  subject  in  1865).  and  nothing  I 
could  do  since  I  have  been  in  Office  have  I  neglec- 
ted to  expedite  the  trial  which  will  come  oflf  in  the 
case  of  the  Captain  and  Monarch.  That  trial 
will  come  off  two  years  before  any  new  turret-ship 
laid  down  under  my  authority  this  year  would  be 
ready,  and  I  do  think  it  only  common  prudence  to 
wait  for  the  trials  of  the  Captain  and  Monarch, 
which  will  come  off  in  the  spring,  more  especially 
when  it  is  considered  how  great  is  the  pre- 
ponderance of  naval  opinion  as  to  doubts  attend- 
ing the  turret  system  as  applied  for  sea-going  and 
cruizing  purposes.^ 

In  conclusion,  he  had  simply  to  express  a 
hope  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln 
would  not  press  his  Amendment  to  a  divi- 
sion. He  thought  he  had  said  enough  to 
show  that  in  the  hands  of  the  present 
Board  of  Admiralty  the  turret  system 
would  hare  a  fair  trial,  and  he  would 
merely  add  that  it  was  most  painful  to  the 
members  of  the  Board  to  have  to  dismiss 
80  many  dockyard  labourers  employed  on 
wooden  shipbuilding,  in  order  that  they 
might  devote  the  money  to  the  purpose  of 
laying  down  two  ships  to  be  added  to  the 
strength  of  our  iron-clad  fleet.  He  had  to 
apologise  for  having  trespassed  so  long  on 
the  patience  of  the  House. 

Mr.  GHILDERS  said,  he  was  sure  the 
House  would  feel  that  no  apology  was 
needed  from  the  noble  Lord  for  any  want 
of  efficiency  on  his  part  in  sapplyiog  the 
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plftoe  of  his  Chief  after  the  Tery  clear  and 
fair  explanation  which  he  had  just  made. 
He  bad  in  the  course  of  his  speech  referred 
to  the  gr^at  difficulties  which  the  Board  of 
of  Admiralty  bad  to  encounter  in  dealing 
with  professional  questions  of  the  great  im- 
portance of  that  under  discussion,  and  no- 
body, he  thought,  who  had  watched  the 
Da?al  debates  of  the  last  eight  or  nine  years 
oould  hare  failed  to  perceive  that  those  who 
when  out  of  Office  spoke  somewhat  lightly 
on  the  subject,  and  especially  on  the  merits 
of  turret-ships,  were  disposed  very  much 
to  alter  their  tone  as  soon  as  they  became 
responsible  for  the  management  of  affairs. 
He  (Mr.  Childers)  did  not  suppose  that 
politics  had  anything  to  do  in  influencing 
the  opinions  of  hon.  Members  on  this 
question,  for  he  was  not  aware  that  a 
turret-ship  was  either  a  Tory  or  a  Liberal 
production,  but  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Stamford  (Sir  John 
Hay)  had  been  yery  candid  in  bis  admis- 
sions, and  he  hoped  that  the  change  in 
his  Tiews  would  moderate  the  tone  of 
those  who  were  so  fond  of  dogmatising 
on  this  subject.  His  noble  Fnend  had, 
he  thought,  in  the  present  instance,  given 
good  reasons  why  the  Inquiry  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln  (Mr. 
Seely)  should  not  be  instituted  ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Childers)  could  at  the  same  time 
have  wished  that  the  noble  Lord  had  been 
able  to  lay  before  the  House  some  plan 
which,  without  destroying  the  liberty  of 
action  of  the  Constructive  Department  of 
the  Admiralty,  or  diminishing  its  respon- 
sibilty  for  all  that  was  done  under  its 
superintendence,  would  give  it  the  advan- 
tage of  a  certain  amount  of  scientific  inves- 
tigation and  advice.  That  was  a  policy 
which  had  been  more  than  once  advocated 
by  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Clarence  Paget) 
—and  be  should  like  to  see  some  such 
plan  adopted.  He  endorsed  most  fully 
what  had  been  said  on  both  sides  as  to  the 
great  labour,  pains,  assiduity,  and  public 
spirit  displayed  by  the  Controller  of  the 
Kavy,  and  those  engaged  in  all  matters 
connected  with  the  construction  of  ships 
in  late  years.  He  believed  that  they  had 
in  that  gallant  officer  and  in  Mr.  Beed 
and  the  other  members  of  the  Department 
a  most  efficient  body  of  public  servants. 
The  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lincoln,  whatever  might  be  the  views  of 
those  who  supported  it,  would  have  the 
effect  of  divesting  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
of  a  considerable  amount  of  responsibility, 
and  of  casting  a  reflection  upon  the  ability 
Mr.  Child^B 


of  ecniiieDi  men  who  at  present  advised  the 
Board.  On  that  ground  he  should  feel 
compelled  to  vote  against  the  proposed 
Resolution.  The  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  was  quite  right  in  saying 
that  until  the  Captain  and  the  1/bfkircn 
were  afloat,  and  experience  was  obtained 
of  their  performances,  the  Commission,  if 
appointed,  would  find  itself  for  some 
months  with  practically  nothing  to  do,  and 
he  would  advise  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
by  all  means  to  expedite  the  construction 
of  the  iron-clads  which  they  had  in  hand. 
He  trusted  that  by  next  spring  the Coptom 
and  th^  Monarch  would  have  had  their 
trial,  and  as  he,  for  one,  was  not  an  oppo- 
nent of  the  turret  system,  and  had  more 
than  ones  done  all  in  his  power  to  en- 
courage it,  he  looked  forward  to  the  re- 
sult with  the  greatest  interest  and  confi- 
dence. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided :  —  Ayes  47 ;  Noes 
37:  Majority  10. 

PRINCESS     OF    WALES. 
BEPLT  TO   ADDRESS. 

Vmcoxjnt  ROYSTON  (Controller  of 
the  Household)  reported  Her  Majesty's 
Answer  to  the  Address  [9th  July]  as 
follows : — 

*'  Tour  loyal  and  dutiful  Address  on  the 
Birth  of  the  Princess,  My  Granddaughter, 
has  afforded  Me  much  satisfaction;  and  I 
thank  you  for  the  renewed  assurance  of  your 
attachment  to  My  Person  and  Family.** 

VANCOUVER'S  ISLAND  AND  BRITISH 
COLUMBIA. -QUESTION. 

Viscount  MILTON  said,  he  rose  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  What 
direct  means  of  Postal  or  other  Com> 
munication  exist  between  this  Country 
and  the  above  Colonies?  Although  the 
Postal  JHreetory  announced  mails  three 
times  a  month  to  Vancouver's  Island,  they 
were  forwarded  only  by  the  United  States 
as  far  as  San  Francisco,  where  they 
awaited  the  arrival  of  a  vessel  of  large 
tonnage,  which  was  occasionally  sent  from 
the  Pacific  squadron  for  the  purpose  of 
conveying  despatches  or  mails  to  that 
island  or  British  Columbia.  This  duty 
might  be  performed  by  a  despatch  boat 
at  much  less  expense.  He  wished  to  know. 
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whether  it  was  the  habitaal  practice  of 
Admirals  in  charge  of  large  vesseU  in  Her 
Majesty's  Serrice  to  carry  mails,  and 
whether  despatch  boats  similar  to  those 
used  by  the  Trinity  House  would  not  be 
better  suited  for  the  conveyance  of  mails 
than  ships  like  the  Sutlej  and  the  Zealous, 
which  were  of  3,066  tons  and  3,716  tons 
measurement  respectively  ?  He  wished  to 
know  under  what  head  in  the  Estimates 
the  cost  of  the  occasional  conveyance  of 
the  mails  of  which  he  had  spoken  is 
charged  ? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  noble  Vis- 
count must  confine  himself  to  asking  a 
Question. 

Mr.  SCLATERrBOOTH  said,  that 
having  listened  for  some  time  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  noble  Viscount  he  was  really 
at  a  loss  to  understand  the  object  he  had 
in  view.  He  could  readily  understand 
that  as  the  noble  Viscount  was  interested 
in  the  prosperity  of  Vancouver's  Island  he 
might  feel  it  to  be  a  matter  of  regret  that 
the  colony  should  not  enjoy  postal  com- 
munication with  this  country.  But  that 
was  not  the  only  colony  which  had  to 
forego  that  advantage.  It  was  only  the 
other  evening  that  it  was  stated  that  the  im- 
portant colony  of  Penang  had  been  deprived 
of  such  communication.  He  hoped  the  day 
might  not  be  very  far  distant  when  direct 
postal  communication  might  be  established, 
but  it  must  be  somewhat  remote,  as  the 
expenditure  would  probably  be  not  less 
than  £10,000  a  year  in  addition  to  what 
was  already  paid,  and  the  correspondence 
with  Vancouver's  Island  was  diminishing 
in  amount.  He  believed  the  whole  diffi- 
culty arose  from  this,  that  the  colony  of 
Vancouver's  Island  was  unable  or  un- 
willing to  pay  the  money  that  would  be 
necessary  to  keep  up  a  postal  communica- 
tion with  San  Francisco,  but  was  no  doubt 
very  desirous  that  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment should  be  at  that  expense.  Any  of 
Her  Majesty's  vessels  that  might  happen 
to  stop  at  the  colony  might  carry  the 
mails,  but  that  was  an  act  of  grace ;  there 
was  no  obligation  on  them  to  do  so.  If 
direct  communication  with  this  country 
were  the  object,  it  must  be  effected  by 
means  of  the  Russian  steamers  from  the 
Isthmus  of  Panama  ;  that  would  involve 
very  serious  expense,  and  he  was  not 
aware  of  any  intention  of  incurring  it  at 
present.  It  was  for  the  colony  to  make 
arrangements  for  a  line  of  vessels  between 
itself  and  San  Francisco ;  and  if  that  were 
done  the  communication  might  be  suffi- 


ciently speedy.  The  noble  Viscount  had 
asked  under  what  head  of  the  Estimates 
the  expense  was  charged.  [Viscount 
Milton  :  The  casual  expense.]  Under 
no  head  of  the  Estimates  whatever.  A 
stamp  was  affixed  according  to  what  the 
American  Government  charged,  and  he 
was  not  aware  that  Her  Majesty's  Navy 
if  they  cboee  to  carry  those  mails  would 
reeeive  any  remuneration.  They  certainly 
would  not.  The  noble  Viscount  would 
find  one  or  two  items  in  the  Postal  Esti- 
mates which  might  have  a  bearing  on  this 
question — for  instance,  there  was  an  item 
of  £150  for  a  Post  Office  agent  at  San 
Francisco,  and  another  for  conveyance  of 
maib  by  private  ships ;  and  it  was  a  fact 
that  ships  did  take  out  mails  from  time  to 
time,  but  there  was  no  direct  communica- 
tion with  the  colony.  The  noble  Viscount 
wished  for  all  the  Correspondence  since 
1859,  but  it  would  be  a  waste  of  money 
to  produce  all  that  had  occurred  since  that 
remote  date.  He  was  sore,  however, 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Adderley) 
would  be  willing  to  produce  any  letters 
which  might  bear  on  the  subject,  if  it  were 
not  a  fact  that  the  communications  were 
in  an  altogether  imperfect  state  at  present. 
Remonstrances  had  certainly  come  from 
the  colonial  Government,  but  the  Govern- 
ment at  home  did  not  see  its  way  to  estab- 
lishing this  communication.  He  saw  no 
object  'Jn  producing  the  Correspondence ; 
but  if  the  noble  Viscount  at  a  future  time 
should  move  for  information  in  a  different 
shape,  it  would,  if  possible,  be  produced. 

Mr.  M.  CHAMBERS  said,  that  the 
House  was  very  much  indebted  to  the 
noble  Viscount  for  having  brought  so  im- 
portant a  subject  before  it  as  the  corre- 
spondence between  British  Columbia  and 
this  country.  The  noble  Lord  had  stated 
that  he  was  informed  by  a  publication  from 
the  Post  Office  that  if  he  wished  to  send 
a  letter  to  British  Columbia,  put  it  into 
the  Post  Office,  and  paid  a  certain  sum,  it 
would  arrive  at  a  certain  time,  and,  in  like 
manner,  that  an  answer  would  be  received 
at  a  given  time.  But  it  appeared  from  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Lord  that  there  was 
no  security  whatever  that  the  promise  thus 
given  to  the  public  would  be  kept.  Some- 
thing like  a  deception  was  practised  by 
the  authorities  in  this  country,  in  stating 
through  the  Postal  Directory  that  there 
was  a  weekly  communication  with  Van- 
couver's Island,  when,  in  fact,  such  com- 
munication did  not  exist.  The  Govern- 
ment ought  carefully  to  consider  whether 
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it  would  not  be  cheaper  to  employ  small 
vessels  to  carry  the  letters,  instead  of 
transmitting  them  by  men-of-war.  The 
Commanders  of  the  naval  force  stated  that 
they  were  put  to  great  expense*  and  the 
Admirals  complained  that  they  were  worried 
in  consequence  of  carrying  despatches  and 
letters.  The  answer  which  had  been  given 
was  that  our  young  colonies  must  find  the 
means  to  carry  on  their  postal  communi- 
cation. But  surely  it  would  be  better  to 
give  them  a  small  subsidy.  The  money 
expended  for  coals  for  men-of-war  carrying 
letters,  and  for  agencies,  would  suffice  to 
supply  small  vessels  for  the  service.  It 
was  the  fashion  of  the  day  to  tell  colonists 
that  they  must  do  everything  themselves, 
which  was  grosslv  unfair. 

Mr.  ADDERLBYsaid,  that  at  this  mo- 
ment letters  were  despatched  every  Satur- 
day by  New  York  across  America  to  San 
Francisco,  and  from  San  Fraucisco  by  an 
American  packet  to  Portland  in  Oregon, 
and  80  to  Victoria  and  New  Westminster. 
Up  to  last  year  the  authorities  in  Vancou- 
ver's Island  had  made  their  own  arrange- 
ments, but  the  result  was  a  complete  failure. 
They  got  into  debt  and  were  unable  to  con* 
tinue  the  subsidy.  Since  then  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  been  attempting 
to  make  some  arrangement  for  establishing 
comiuunication  between  San  Francisco  and 
Victoria.  The  negotiations  were  now  going 
on,  and  would,  he  had  no  doubt,  terminate 
satisfactorily.  The  Correspondence  between 
1859  and  1867  would  be  absolutely  use- 
less, as  it  related  to  an  arrangement  which 
had  fallen  to  the  ground,  and  the  colony 
itself  had  changed  its  condition  ;  while  it 
would  be  inconvenient  to  produce  the  sub- 
sequent Correspondence,  because  it  was 
incomplete  at  present,  and  because  it  in- 
volved the  part  which  the  United  States 
Government  were  taking  in  the  negotia- 
tions. This  country  could  not  undertake 
the  communication  by  subsidy.  He  as- 
sured the  House  that  the  matter  was  re- 
ceiving the  most  careful  consideration,  and 
he  hoped  it  would  soon  be  satisfactorily 
settled. 

Main  Question,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  agreed  to, 

SUPPLY— NAVY  ESTIMATES. 
Supply— con<t(26re({  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
(1.)    •687,179,  Victualling    Yards  and 
Transport   Bstablishments  at  Home   and 
Abroad. 

Mr.  M.  Chambn-i 


(2.)  £64,824,  Medical  Establishments 
at  Home  and  Abroad. 

(3.)  £20,709,  Marine  Divisions. 

(4.)  £592,908,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Naval  Stores,  &c. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSE  said,  he  wished 
for  some  explanation  of  the  sale  of  skips 
at  less  prices  than  were  afterwards  given 
by  the  Government  for  the  old  stores  taken 
from  the  same  ships.  One  ship  was  sold 
by  Government  for  £2.600,  and  the  pur- 
chaser received  from  Government  for  old 
materials  £3,477.  Old  ships  ought  to  be 
sold  not  privately  but  publicly  to  the 
highest  bidder.  Sales  of  vessels  by  the 
East  India  authorities  had  been  made  on 
better  terms  than  the  Government  obtained. 

Mr.  M.  chambers  said,  he  feared 
that  when  selling  their  old  ships  the  Ad- 
miralty proceeded  on  false  principles,  and 
that  the  result  was  a  very  serious  loss  to 
the  country.  From  a  pamphlet  which  had 
been  published  in  reference  to  these  matters 
it  would  appear  that  the  Admiralty  did  not 
ask  for  tenders  from  all  the  world  for  those 
ships,  but  invited  one,  two,  or  three  per- 
sons to  send  in  tenders  for  the  purchase. 
It  did  so  happen,  too,  that  the  ships  were 
sold  for  a  third  or  fourth  of  the  sum  at 
which  they  had  been  valued  by  our  own 
valuers.  One  particular  ship  would  appear 
in  the  Estimates  as  having  been  purchased 
for  £34,000,  but  it  would  be  a  very  great 
mistake  to  suppose  that  the  buyer  had 
really  handed  that  sum  to  the  Admiralty. 
In  accordance  with  the  custom,  he  sold 
the  stores  of  the  ship  back  to  the  Admi- 
ralty, so  that  he  had  to  pay  them  only 
about£13,000or  £14,000,  the  ship  having 
been  valued  at  £70,000  or  £80,000  by  our 
own  valuer.  It  was  alleged  —  he  did  not 
say  BO— that  there  was  an  understanding 
between  the  authorities  at  the  Admiralty 
and  those  who  were  invited  to  send  in 
tenders  for  the  purchase  of  ships.  The 
Admiralty  were  discharging  workmen  from 
the  dockyards.  Why  did  they  not  employ 
those  men  in  breaking  up  the  old  ships? 
If  they  adopted  this  plan  they  could  keep 
the  stores  and  merely  sell  the  timbers. 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  that 
the  ship  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  (Mr.  Alderman  Lusk)  had  re- 
ferred as  having  been  sold  at  a  very  low 
price  had  been  so  sold  because  of  the  pre- 
valence of  a  disease  aboard  some  time  be- 
fore the  sale.  The  hon.  Member  had  asked 
why  the  Admiralty  did  not  sell  more  of 
their  old  ships  and  get  good  prices  for 
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them.  They  would  be  rery  happy  to  do 
80  ;  and  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would 
induce  some  of  his  wealthy  oondtituents  to 
eome  forward  as  purchasers.  He  oould 
assure  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Devonport  (Mr.  M.  Chambers)  that  there 
was  no  understanding  of  the  kind  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  be- 
tween the  Admiralty  and  any  tradesmen 
or  any  professional  persons.  He  was  not 
sure  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  concur  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  in  thinking  that  the  country  would 
gain  by  having  the  discharged  dockyard 
men  re-employed  for  the  purpose  of  break- 
ing np  old  ships.  Employment  might, 
however,  be  afforded  to  those  men  by  per- 
sons who  bought  the  ships  to  break  up. 
The  question  of  the  manner  in  which  old 
ships  should  be  disposed  of  was  now  en- 
gaging the  attention  of  a  Committee,  and 
he  did  not  think  it  would  be  respectful  to 
that  Committee  if,  on  the  part  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, he  were  to  pronounce  a  positive 
opinion  on  the  question  at  present. 

Mb.  CANDLISH  said,  that  in  reference 
to  an  observation  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finabury,  to  the  effect  that  the  East  India 
Company  used  to  sell  their  old  ships  at 
better  prices  than  those  now  obtained  hy 
the  Admiralty,  he  wished  to  remind  the 
Committee  that  the  ships  of  that  Company 
had  been  built  for  commercial  purposes. 
Ships  bought  from  the  Admiralty  would 
have  to  undergo  very  considerable  alter- 
ations to  adapt  them  to  commereial  pur- 
poses, and  it  was  well  known  that  the 
sailing  and  managing  the  vessels  as  com- 
mercial ships  which  had  not  been  built  as 
such  was  more  expensive  than  sailing  and 
managing  under  ordinary  circumstances. 
It  was  an  undoubted  fact  that  in  one  ease, 
where  the  vessel  was  sold  for  £2,000, 
the  Admiralty  re-purchased  the  old  copper 
for  £4,000.  He  thought,  however,  that  it 
would  be  as  well  to  postpone  any  searching 
inquiry  into  this  subject  until  the  Report 
upon  it  was  published. 

Mr.  graves  said,  he  wished  to  draw 
attention  to  the  cost  of  coaling  vessels-of- 
war.  The  cost  of  coals  put  on  board  Her 
Majesty's  ships  at  S pithead  was  from  28«. 
to  38#.  per  ton,  whereas  coal  was  delivered 
by  merchant  ships  at  Gibraltar  and  Malta 
at  25i.  per  ton.  He  would  recommend 
that  Portland  should  be  formed  into  a  coal- 
ing station.  They  had  there  a  magnificent 
harbour,  and  at  an  expenditure  of  £10,000 
or  £13,000  they  might  have  a  coaling 
station  in  direct  communication  with  the 


collieries.  The  railways  might  bring  down 
the  coal  from  the  collieries,  and  it  might 
be  at  once  put  on  board  the  vessels — a  plan 
which,  if  adopted,  would  save  30  per  cent 
of  the  coal  now  rendered  useless  for  steam 
purposes  by  breakage.  The  expenditure 
for  this  purpose  he  estimated  would  be 
only  about  £10,000  or  £15,000,  while  the 
yearly  saving  would  be  very  large.  It 
would  be  of  infinite  advantage  to  us  in 
times  of  emergency  if  a  continuous  stream 
of  coal  could  be  relied  upon  for  coaling 
the  ships,  instead  of  their  having  to  wait 
for  a  fortnight  before  they  could  complete 
their  coaling.  He  thought  that  the  sub- 
ject was  one  of  sufficient  importance  to 
justify  the  noble  Lord  and  his  Colleagues 
turning  their  attention  to  it. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  said,  with  refer- 
ence to  his  previous  remarks  in  regard 
to  the  sale  of  old  ships,  he  knew,  not  of 
one,  but  twenty  instances  like  that  he 
had  referred  to,  in  which  ships  had  been 
sold  far  beneath  their  apparent  value. 
He  regretted  that  the  noble  Lord  should 
have  thought  it  consistent  with  his  duty 
to  tell  him  that  he  had  better  go  to  his 
constituents  and  ask  them  to  buy  those 
old  ships.  His  constituents  knew  how 
intelligently  to  do  their  own  business, 
which  was  more  than  the  Admiralty  seem- 
ingly did.  He  recollected  having  been 
told  on  one  occasion,  when  he  had  com- 
plained of  more  anchors  being  asked  for, 
when  there  were  sufficient  in  store  to 
supply  the  Navy  for  twenty-five  years, 
that  they  required  seasoning.  He  hoped 
the  present  Admiralty  were  not,  seeing 
they  were  expending  large  sums  for  Dant- 
zic  deals,  going  to  lay  up  sufficient  for 
twenty-five  years. 

Mr.  LIDDELL  said,  he  thought  the 
difficulties  under  which  the  Admiralty  la- 
boured in  the  sale  of  old  ships  and  the 
criticisms  they  underwent  for  selling  those 
ships  too  cheaply,  and  buying  in  the  old 
copper,  &c.,  in.  them  at  an  unduly  high 
rate,  arose  from  the  restrictions  imposed  by 
Parliament  in  the  Naval  Stores  Act,  and  he 
should  like  to  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  seek  a  repeal  of  that  Act  ? 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  he  was 
anxious  to  assure  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Alderman  Lusk)  that  nothing  was 
further  from  his  wish  than  to  appear  to 
answer  the  Questions  which  were  put  to 
him  in  a  flippant  manner,  but  the  fact  was 
that,  finding  the  discussion  rather  dull,  he 
had  endeavoured  to  promote  the  hilarity  of 
the  evening.     What  he  wishedyJioweyer. 
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to  M J  ttt  •arneti  Wftt  thfti  oftoh  of  ike  oM 
■hips  now  cost  £1,000  per  annnm  in  ship- 
keeping,  and  thafc  it  was  desirable  to  get 
rid  of  them  on  the  best  terms  that  ooald  be 
obtained,  and  he  should  be  glad  if  the  hon. 
Member  would  bring  forward  customers  for 
them.  If  the  ships  were  not  sold  for  what 
they  would  fetch,  they  would  hare  to  be 
broken  up  by  the  shipbuilders  in  the  dock- 
yard at  SheemesSy  which  would  cost  a 
large  sum  of  money.  In  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northumberland  (Mr. 
Liddell),  he  could  not  pledge  himself  to 
recommend  the  Admiralty  to  repeal  the 
Naval  Stores  Act,  which  was  re-enacted 
last  year  at  their  instance. 

Mb.  M.  GHAMBBRS  said,  he  must 
draw  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  not  answered  the  Question  he 
had  put  to  him  concerning  the  sale  of  old 
ships  by  public  tender,  instead  of  by  the 
present  system  of  one  or  two  firms  only 
tendering  for  the  Tessels.  If  they  could 
not  get  a  proper  price  for  the  Tessels  they 
should  break  them  up  themselves. 

LoBD  UENRT  LENNOX  said,  that  the 
latter  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  would 
involve  a  large  expense,  as  it  would  be 
necessary  to  engage  men  to  break  op  the 
ships,  and  their  labour  would  be  just  as 
expensive  as  if  they  were  building  ships 
instead  of  pulling  them  to  pieces.  In  the 
only  instance  in  which  the  plan  of  public 
tender  had  been  tried  the  ships  bad  been 
sold  for  far  less  then  the  price  they  usually 
realized. 

Ma.  GHILDBRS  said,  that  what  Mr. 
Oobden  had  said  was  perfectly  true,  that 
there  should  be  buyers  and  sellers  who 
would  deal  with  these  matters  in  the  ordi- 
nary  commercial  way  of  business.  It  by 
no  means  followed  that  the  system  of  pub- 
lic tender  was  the  best.  Generally  it  was, 
but  not  always. 

Mr.  DU  cane  said,  he  would  beg  to 
state  in  reply  to  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Graves), 
that  the  present  system  of  coaling  vessels- 
of-war  by  means  of  pontoons  was  only  tem- 
porary. They  were  in  hopes  that  an  ar- 
rangement might  be  made  with  the  railway 
companies  for  the  transit  of  coal  between 
Portland  and  the  Welsh  coast.  But  as  it 
would  involve  a  considerable  outlay  to 
adopt  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member, 
they  thought  it  better  to  wait  until  another 
year  before  asking  for  the  sum  necessary 
to  carry  out  any  improvement  upon  the 
present  system. 

Vote  ogtBed  to. 
Lord  Eenry  Lmnots 


(5.)  Motion  Made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £742»500,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  oomplete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Expense  of  Steam  Ma- 
chinery for  Her  Majesty's  Ships  and  Vessels,  and 
for  Payments  to  be  made  for  Ships  and  Vessels 
building  or  to  be  built  by  Contract,  which  will 
oome  in  oourse  of  payment  during  the  year  end- 
ing on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1869." 

Ms.  SAMUDA  said,  he  rose  to  draw 
attention  to  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  sanction  of  the  Committee  to  the 
building  of  two  vessels  of  the  Audaeiow 
class,  the  Triumph  and  the  SunfUure,  was 
asked  for.  Those  vessels  were  of  3.800 
tons  and  SOO-horse  power  each,  and  of 
which  the  House  had  already  sanctioned 
the  building  of  four  vessels  of  that  class. 
He  proposed  that  instead  of  the  building 
of  these  two  being  proceeded  with  two 
turret-vessels  should  be  substituted  for 
them.  A  great  deal  of  valuable  informa* 
tion  might  be  gained  from  two  such  vessels 
as  he  proposed,  although,  of  course,  their 
relative  fighting  powers,  as  compared  with 
those  and  the  broadside-vessels,  could  only 
be  ascertained  after  several  severe  engage- 
ments had  been  fought.  We  should  bo  in 
the  region  of  experiment  for  many  years 
to  come;  and  for  the  Government  to  re- 
fuse experiment  was  to  refuse  all  pro- 
gress. The  Admiral  of  the  Channel  Fleet 
had  expressed  his  opinion  of  our  broad- 
side iron-dads  in  no  measured  terms.  He 
stated  that  they  rolled  to  the  lower  part 
of  their  ports  in  fine  weather,  and  to  the 
upper  part  of  their  ports  in  bad  weather. 
Consequently,  in  moderately  bad  weather 
they  could  not  fight  a  single  gun.  This 
arose  from  the  fact  that  broadside-ships 
were  always  obliged  to  be  placed  in  the 
trough  of  the  sea.  Turret- vessels  oould  be 
fought  head  to  the  wind,  and  rolling  was 
thus  prevented.  Much  had  been  made  of 
alleged  objections  by  Admirals  and  captains 
to  building  turret-ships,  but  he  must  remind 
the  Committee  that  the  opinions  quoted 
were  not  really  against  turret-ships.  The 
commanders  whoso  opinions  were  asked 
had  a  case  put  to  them  in  a  particular 
way,  and  they  answered  it  as  all  prudent 
men  would  have  done.  The  Admiralty 
said,  "We  are  building  two  turret-vessek 
for  sea  ;  we  shall  be  able  to  try  them  very 
soon :  do  you  think  it  will  be  advisable  to 
build  others  now  or  wait  till  we  try  those 
which  we  are  building?''  Of  course  the 
answer  was,  "We  would  prefer  to  wait 
till  we  saw  those  that  are  building  corn- 
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pleied."  Tbat  would  be  a  safe  eioogh  pria- 
ciple  to  go  upon  iF  waiting  inrolved  only 
delay ;  bat  wben  it  inToWed  the  building 
of  another  and  defective  class  of  ship,  he 
said  "  No ;  if  you  must  build,  build  turret- 
Tessels."    Everyone  knew  of  the  advan- 
tages of  turret-ships,  and  it  was  equalfy  well 
known  that  their  possible  disadvantages 
would  be  few  ;  therefore,  the  balance  was 
decidedly  in  their  favour.     To  keep  the 
porta  of  a  broadside-ship  out  of  the  water 
it  was  necessary  to  build  them  high  above 
the  water-line ;    they  presented   a   good 
target  to  the   enemy,  and   unless  loaded 
with  armour  would  be  in  the  utmost  dan- 
ger from   every   shot.      The    alternative 
plan  was  to   plate   the  vessel  heavily  in 
the  centres  and  leave  the  ends  compara- 
tively unprotected.     This   he  condemned 
utterly.    The  French  Navy  had  been  often 
pointed  to  as  a  model,  and  he  could  tell 
the  Committee  that  whatever  armour  it 
WAS   decided   to  put  on   a  vessel  in  the 
French  Navy  was   with  very   few  excep- 
tions  distributed    in    equal  thickness   all 
ever.     That  was  a  much  better  plan  than 
the  one  we  had  tried  of  merely  plating 
the  centre  of  a  ship  heavily  and  leaving 
the  fore  part  and  the  stern  part  unpro- 
tected.    The  plan    could  more  easily  be 
carried   out  in  the   case  of  turret-ships, 
because  from  not  having  any  ports  their 
armour  did  not  require  to  cover  nearly  so 
large  a  surface  and  yet  afforded  complete 
instead  of  only  partial  protection.  The  tur- 
ret-vessel had  thus  two  advantages.     First, 
being  much  lower  in  the  water  it  presented 
a  less  prominent  mark  to  the  enemy's  fire ; 
and  secondly,  what  mark  in  the  shape  of 
hull  did  exist  was  entirely  covered  with 
armour,  and  was    consequently  stronger. 
The   turret  -  ships,    moreover,    were    im- 
mensely superior  as  regarded  their  offen- 
sive power.     The  whole  horizon  could  be 
swept  by  the  guns  of  the  former,  whereas 
the  range  of  the  latter  was  limited  to  some 
60  out  of  the  180  degrees.     The  Govern- 
ment might  say  the  copplete  range  could 
be  gained  by  the  sponsons;  but  that  plan 
was  decidedly  inconvenient.      He  thought, 
therefore,  he  had  given  very  considerable 
reasons  why,  in  the  present  instance,  the 
Admiralty  should  accept  the  view  he  had 
put  before  the  House,  and  why  they  should 
allow  the  experiment  he  advocated  to  be 
tried.  The  advantages  of  the  turret  system 
were  so  great  that  some  allowances  might 
easily  be  made  for  deficiencies.     So  far  as 
as  iron-clads  were  concerned  everything  par- 
took of  the  character  of  an  experiment ; 


but,  seeing  that  so  much  more  could  be 
said  in  favour  of  the  turret-ships  than 
could  be  said  of  the  broadside-ships  it  was 
surely  wiser  to  try  experiments  with  the 
former  than  the  latter.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  of  the  Admiralty  had  told 
the  Committee  that  there  was  no  such 
thing  as  a  sea-going  turret-ship  ;  hut  that 
was  a  mistake.  He  (Mr.  Samuda)  hoped 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead  (Mr, 
Laird)  would  address  the  House,  and 
would  read  an  extract  from  a  communi- 
cation he  had  received  from  one  most  com- 
petent to  judge  on  this  matter.  That  ex- 
tract stated,  on  the  word  of  one  of  the 
best  known  naval  commanders  in  the 
world,  that  a  turret-ship  had  been  tried 
at  sea  in  the  most  unfavourable  weather, 
and  had  proved  equal  to  everything  that 
was  desired  or  expected  of  her.  Much 
was  said  upon  the  point  that  the  turret- 
vessels  were  but  an  experiment;  but  it 
was  to  be  remembered  that  the  same 
remark  applied  to  the  Audacious  class. 
The  noble  Lord  said  the  Admiralty  had 
not  recommended  the  building  of  a  tur- 
ret-ship, because  they  had  not  one  on 
which  they  could  rely  as  a  sea-going  ship. 
But  that  was  not  always  the  opinion  of  the 
Admiralty,  for  in  the  first  copy  of  the  Es- 
timates provision  was  made  for  the  build- 
ing of  a  turret-ship  instead  of  one  of  those 
ships  which  he  now  asked  the  Committee 
to  give  up.  The  House  was  then  asked  to 
build  an  additional  turret-ship  at  Chat- 
ham, to  be  called  the  New  Monarch,  What 
he  asked  was  that  that  ship  should  be  re- 
stored. He  said  at  the  beginning  of  the 
evening  that  he  did  not  wish  to  embarrass 
the  Admiralty,  and  he  would  now  show 
that  he  was  sincere  in  that  expression,  for 
he  proposed  to  omit  from  his  Motion  all 
guggeation  of  the  class  of  ship  they  were 
to  build,  and  leave  it  to  them  to  suggest 
whatever  form  of  turret-ship  they  might 
approve  of,  confining  his  proposal  to  the 
substitution  of  two  turret-ships  in  place  of 
two  broadside- vessels.  He  would  beg, 
therefore,  to,  move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by 
£500. 

Mr.  LAIRD  said  that,  having  been 
personally  referred  to  in  that  discussion, 
he  wished  to  make  a  very  few  remarks. 
It  had  been  alleged  that  there  were  no 
sea-going  turret-ships  now  afloat.  That 
was  not  correct.  He  knew  of  one  sea- 
going turret-ship  of  3,716  tons  which  went 
to  South  America,  and  encountered  very 
bad  weather  in  rounding  Cape  Horn,  in 
which  she  showed  great  sea-going  qualities. 
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Another  tmret-Bhip,  whieh  had  heen  afloat 
for  twelve  months,  had  also  enoonntered  all 
Borts  of  weather  ;  and  with  the  permisgion 
of  the  Committee  he  would  read  first  a 
description  of  one  of  our  hroadside-ships 
in  a  gale  of  wind  in  the  Atlantic,  and  then 
a  description  of  that  turret-TCssel  in  a  gale 
in  the  Baj  of  Biscay.  That,  he  thought, 
would  show  the  Committee  that  a  turret- 
ship.oould  encounter  bad  weather  and  get 
out  of  it  as  satisfactorily  as  a  broadside- 
ship.  Admiral  Warden,  in  his  Report  on 
the  Channel  Fleet  in  1866,  at  Paragraph 
21,  said— 

*'  To  bare  opened  all  the  main  deck  ports,  judg- 
ing by  the  eflSeot  of  opening  onlj  five,  would 
ha?e  been  to  haye  washed  the  men  awaj  from  the 
guns,  and  oonseqaently  they  (the  guns)  would  have 
taken  charge  of  the  deck  by  getting  adrift,  but 
with  what  consequences  it  would  be  utterly  im- 
possible to  predict.  The  most  of  the  cartridges,  if 
not  aU  of  them,  would  have  been  destroyed  in  the 
guns,  and  the  guns  which  could  have  been  got  off 
would  have  hurt  nobody." 

That  was  tlie  account  giyen  bj  a  most 
experienced  naval  officer  of  a  broadside- 
ship  in  a  gale  in  the  Atlantic.  He  would 
now  quote  the  description  given  of  a  turret- 
ship  of  2,000  tons,  with  four  300  pounder 
guns  and  two  turrets  (the  Prim  Hendrik), 
in  a  very  heavy  gale,  by  her  commander. 
Captain  Jansen,  a  distinguished  officer  of 
the  Dutch  Navy,  who  was  known  to  many 
Members  of  that  House.  Captain  Jansen, 
in  his  letter  bearing  date  21st  December, 
1867,  Cherbourg,  wrote — 

**  I  went  to  sea  at  11  a.m.  on  the  2nd  of  Deoem- 
ber,  blowing  hard  from  the  N.W.,  with  heavy 
squalls  of  hail,  which  nearly  prevented  me  going 
through  the  passage  Dufour  out,  from  Brest. 
When  outside  I  found  myself  on  a  lee  shore,  with 
a  furious  storm  from  the  N.W.,  and  a  tremendous 
sea,  enough  to  frighten  an  old  sailor.  The  Pnni 
Bendrik  behaved  nobly  as  long  as  she  was  head 
to  sea.  She  went  six  knots  through  the  sea,  which 
went  over  her  as  high  as  the  chimney,  which  is 
now  still  entirely  white  with  the  crystals  of  salt. 
The  day  after,  although  blowing  hard,  with  a 
more  regular  sea,  we  were  able  to  move  in  all  di- 
rections without  a  heavier  roll  than  15  degrees. 
The  Prim  Bendrik  is  an  excellent  ship,  and  could 
use  her  battery  on  Tuesday  with  great  ease,  when 
all  the  ships  we  met  were  close  reefed,  and  several 
wrecks  that  we  saw  indicated  uncommonly  bad 
weather." 

He  would  put  it  to  the  Committee,  after 
hearing  that  account  of  the  behaviour  of  a 
turret-ship  of  2,000  tons  in  a  heavy  gale 
from  so  good  an  authority,  whether  that 
was  not  a  satisfactory  answer  to  the  state- 
ment made  that  night  that  no  sea-going 
turret-ship  had  yet  been  built  ?  That 
argument  had  been  used  before.  It  had 
been  refuted  twice  to  his  knowledge  in  the 
Mr.  Laird 


instaneei  to  which  he  had  adrerted  ;  and 
although  he  should  not  haTe  been  able  to 
support  the  hon.  Member  for  TaTistock'a 
(Mr.  Samuda's)  Motion,  aa  originally 
framed,  he  was  ready  to  support  it  in  a 
modified  form,  because  he  believed  that 
from  the  esperience  which  the  Admiralty 
had,  or  which  they  could  get  if  they 
chose  to  seek  it,  they  could  give  the  coun- 
try two  turret-ships  of  the  same  tonnage 
as  the  other  ships  that  they  proposed  to 
build,  but  which  would  be  Tery  superior  to 
them  in  every  respect,  and  which  would  do 
much  more  credit  to  the  Admiralty  them- 
selves, while  they  would  be  much  more 
useful  to  the  nation. 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  he  had 
no  reason  to  complain  of  the  remarks  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Tavistock  (Mr. 
Samuda)  in  introducing  his  Amendment. 
Although  misinformed  on  some  of  the 
points  which  he  had  mentioned,  it  was 
natural  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  should 
try  to  press  upon  the  Committee  the  adop- 
tion of  his  favourite  system  of  the  turret. 
The  hon.  Member  said  that  in  the  first 
copy  of  the  Estimates  laid  on  the  table 
there  was  a  turret- ship  to  take  the  place 
of  the  Monarch,  That  would  only  prove, 
if  anything,  the  extreme  good-will  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  Gorry)  towards  the  turret 
system.  [Mr.  Samuda  was  understood  to 
say  that  the  vessel  was  not  the  Monarch 
but  the  Triumph.^  No  ;  the  turret-ship 
that  appeared  in  the  Estimates  was  to  have 
been  of  the  Monarch  class,  which  some 
Gentlemen  had  so  much  decried  ;  but,  for 
reasons  previously  stated,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  could  not  recommend  the  building 
of  that  turret-ship  this  year.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Tavistock  had  dilated  in  glow- 
ing terms  on  the  rolling  propensities  of 
the  broadside  iron-dads  ;  but  rolling,  like 
everything  else,  was  a  matter  of  com- 
parison. The  old  two  and  three-deckers 
were  not  free  from  rolling  propensiiies  in 
bad  weather.  The  hon.  Member  had  pro- 
bably read  with  interest  the  able  Report 
of  Admiral  Dacres  on  the  Channel  Squadron 
in  1865.  That  gallant  Admiral  was  afloat 
in  an  old  two-decker,  and  he  had  two  iron- 
clads, the  Prince  Consort  and  the  War^-iorf 
among  his  ships  ;  and  he  reported  that 
both  of  those  vessels  rolled  less  heavily 
than  he  did  in  his  comfortable  old  two- 
decker.  Therefore  a  sweeping  condemna- 
tion of  the  present  class  of  ships  on  the 
score  of  their  rolling  propensities  was  not 
altogether  fair.     The  hon.   Member  had 
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been  miBinfonned  with  regard  to  the  French 
Navy.  The  French  Navy  had  adopted, 
and  were  now  building,  their  ships  upon 
what  was  familiarlj  called  the  belt  and 
box  principle.  With  regard  to  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead 
(Mr.  Laird),  perhaps  in  the  course  of  his 
remarks  he  (Lord  Henry  Lennox)  had  not 
sufficiently  guarded  himself  on  every  point ; 
but  what  he  had  meant  to  say  was  not 
that  no  turret-ship  had  ever  gone  to  sea, 
but  that  no  model  possessing  the  principal 
attributes  of  the  turret  system  had  ever 
been  submitted  to  the  Admiralty  of  which 
they  could  approve.  The  second  vessel 
alluded  to  was  open  to  the  objection  of  the 
bon.  Member  for  Tavistock,  that  the  ends 
were  nnarmoured,  and  that  a  shot  would 
easily  penetrate  her.  In  fact  there  was 
no  such  thing  as  a  fully  armoured  sea- 
going ship. 

Mr.  laird  said,  the  Zealova,  a  vessel 
of  3,716  tons,  which  went  round  Cape 
Horn,  was  a  fully  armoured  sea-going  ship. 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  that 
was  true,  and  it  was  also  true  that  she 
sailed  nearly  as  well  as  the  Ooean  \  but 
she  was  an  armour-plated  vessel  with  only 
4^  inches  of  armour,  which  would  present 
very  little  power  of  resistance  against 
modern  artillery.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Tavistock  had  objected  very  much  to  the 
sponsons  or  overhanging  deck,  but  in  that 
respect  the  Admiralty  were  for  once  in 
entire  accord  with  the  private  builders.  In 
the  competitions  of  designs  every  one  of 
the  competitors  sent  in  a  broadside  design 
with  an  overhanging  deck  or  sponson,  which 
would  add  to  the  security  and  steadiness 
of  the  vessel.  No  doubt  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  aware  that  the  worst  rollers  in 
the  fleet  were  the  converted  wooden  ships, 
because  in  them  the  centre  of  gravity  was 
lower  than  the  upper  deck.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  was  in  favour  of  turret-ships  in 
general,  and  he  (Lord  Henry  Lennox)  did 
not  deny  that  the  two  Admirals  to  whom 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  were  in 
favour  of  the  principle  of  turret-ships  ;  but 
as  to  whether  the  Admiralty  should  go  on 
with  these  two  vessels  of  the  broadside 
class  he  must  appeal  to  the  two  Admirals 
as  witnesses  in  his  favour,  for  they  had 
stated  in  the  letter  he  had  read  that  it  was 
not  advisable  to  build  any  more  sea -going 
turrets  at  the  present  time.  This  did  not 
arise  from  any  crotchet  or  fancy  of  the 
Controller's  Department ;  but  he  was  autho- 
rised to  say  that  Sir  Alexander  Milne  and 
Sir  Sidney  Daores,  two  good  authoritieSi 

YOL.  CXCIII.    [THZfiB  aB&iss.] 


approved  these  ships,  and  would  regret  if 
anything  interfered  with  their  design.  And 
when  he  had  said  this  he  trusted  he  had 
said  enough  to  induce  the  Committee  to 
support  the  Admiralty  in  the  plans  they 
had  laid  down. 

Mr.  O'BEIRNE  said,  that  the  turret 
principle  had  a  large  number  of  scientific 
men  in  its  favour,  and  a  complete  series  of 
vessels,  forming  a  turret  navy,  by  Admiral 
Halsted,  were  now  exhibited  at  South 
Kensington  Museum.  These  might  super- 
sede the  system  of  building  broadside-ships; 
but  he  thought  that  both  the  broadside  and 
the  turret-ships  were  at  present  simply 
experimental.  If  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tavistock  would  limit  his  Motion  so  as  to 
stay  all  further  expenditure,  until  experi- 
ments had  shown  the  relative  value  of 
turret-ships  and  broadsides,  he  would  sup- 
port him. 

Mr.  GRAVES  said,  that  if  the  Vote 
were  pressed,  and  if  the  House  were  to 
build  two  vessels,  he  must  vote  against  two 
turret- ships  on  a  design  which  had  been 
condemned  by  the  Admiralty.  With  re- 
ference to  the  sponson-ships  proposed  to  be 
built,  they  were  a  great  experiment,  but 
he  did  not  think  it  would  be  successful. 
The  Admiralty  possessed  all  the  informa- 
tion they  required,  and  all  they  had  to  do 
was  to  apply  it.  It  was  professional  and 
practical  rather  than  scientific  and  theoreti- 
cal knowledge  that  was  wanted,  and  there 
was  too  much  science  and  theory.  The  ques- 
tion was,  whether  the  Committee  would  sus- 
pend the  Vote  altogether,  or  whether  the 
Government  would  test  the  opinion  of  the 
Committee  as  to  two  turret- ships  or  two 
sponson-vessels.  He  would  support  the 
Motion  if  it  were  confined  to  staying  any 
further  expenditure  on  experimental  ships 
which,  judging  by  the  past,  would  prove 
failures.  He  believed  there  was  great 
merit  in  Admiral  Halsted's  designs. 

Motion  made  and  Question  put, 
"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £742,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  oomplete  the  turn 
neoessary  to  defray  the  Expense  of  Steam 
Machinery  for  Her  Majesty's  Ships  and  Vessels, 
and  for  Payments  to  be  made  for  Ships  and  Ves- 
sels building  or  to  be  built  by  Contract,  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  81st  day  of  March  1869."~(ifr. 
Samuda,) 

The  Committee  dimded  :  —  Ayes  59  ; 
Noes  92  :  Majority  33. 

Mr.  graves  said,  he  rose  to  call 
attention  to  the  defective  development  of 
steam  in  the  case  of  some  of  the  vessels  of 
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the  Channel-  squadron  last  year.  He  bftd 
some  doubt  as  to  the  preeeni  sjetem  of 
tendering  for  machinery.  The  engines  of 
the  Bellerophon  cost  £71,000,  yet  they 
had  failed  to  exert  the  power  guaranteed 
except  on  flash  trial  trips,  and  those 
of  the  Invincible  and  Audacious  cost 
£103,700,  although  makers  of  the  same 
class  sent  in  tenders  for  £72,200.  He 
contended  that  very  great  injustice  was 
done  by  the  present  irresponsible  mode  of 
tendering,  and  would  on  some  future  occa- 
sion bring  the  whole  subject  before  the 
attention  of  Parliament. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(6.)  £564,237,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  New  Works,  Buildings,  Machinery,  and 
Bepairs, 

Mr.  graves  said,  he  had  intended  to 
propose  a  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £500, 
with  the  view  of  closing  the  Dentford  and 
Woolwich  Dockyards ;  but,  in  the  absence 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  he 
would  not  raise  the  question.  He  was 
glad  to  hear  that  the  Beptford  yard  would 
be  closed,  and  hoped  that  Woolwich  also 
would  shortly  be  given  up. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSE  said,  that  last 
year  much  more  money  was  asked  for  on 
account  of  this  Vote  than  had  been  ex- 
pended. He  wished  to  know  why  that  was, 
and  what  had  become  of  the  excess  ? 

Mr.  DU  cane  said,  he  could  only  an- 
swer that  it  had  not  yet  been  paid  into  the 
Exchequer. 

Vote  agreed  to* 

(7.)  £78,164,  Medicines,  Medical  Stores, 
&c. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  as  this  Vote 
contained  a  charge  of  £12,500  for  carry- 
ing out  the  Contagious  Diseases  Act  in 
arsenals  and  garrison  towns,  the  operation 
of  which  had  been  very  beneficial  both  to 
the  army  and  nayy,  he  wished  to  ask,  whe- 
ther, during  the  coming  Recess,  the  Go- 
Ternment  would  be  willing  to  appoint  a 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  working  of 
the  Act,  with  the  ?iew  of  extending  it  to 
other  parts  of  the  kingdom  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
appoint  a  Commission  to  inquire  into  the 
public  health,  and  he  thought  this  subject, 
to  which  his  bon.  Friend  had  called  atten- 
tion, might  very  well  form  part  of  the  in- 
quiry. 

Vote  agreed  to, 
.    (8.)  £20,365,  Martial  Law. 
Mr*  Qrw$9 


(9.)  £175,800,  Naval  UisoeUaneom 
Senrices. 

Mr.  Alderman  SALOMONS  said,  he 
wished  to  call  attention  to  an  increase  of 
£300  for  advertisements  io  connection  with 
this  Vote.  He  thought  the  matter  required 
explanation. 

Sir  JOHN  HAT  said,  the  increase  was 
due  to  the  greater  degree  of  publicity  whieh 
they  wished  to  be  given, .  in  order  that 
there  might  be  a  larger  competition. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(10.)  £500,166,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Half-pay,  &o.  Navy  and  Royal  Marines. 

(11.)  £400,447,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Military  Pensions  and  Allowances. 

(12.)  £123,498,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Civil  Pensions  and  Allowances. 

(13.)  £200,600,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Freight  of  Ships. 

(14.)  £42,079,  Greenwich  Hospital  and 
Schools. 

Mr.  Aldrrmak  LUSK  asked  that  the 
Vote  might  not  be  brought  on  that  night, 
as  it  was  not  put  down  in  the  Order  for 
the  Day,  and  he  knew  several  Members 
who  were  interested  in  this  Vote,  but  who 
were  absent. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  that  on  Friday 
an  opportunity  would  be  given,  according 
to  the  forms  of  the  House,  for  bringing 
the  subject  under  consideration.  The  hen. 
Member  for  Houiton  (Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane) 
had  left  the  House  on  the  clear  understand- 
ing that  his  Motion  on  the  subject  was  to 
^eome  on  on  Friday.  It  would  be  for  the 
public  convenience  that  this  Vote  should  be 
taken  to- night.  He  therefore  hoped  the 
bon.  Alderman  would  allow  the  Vote  to  be 
taken. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  that  it  might 
be  as  well  to  take  the  Vote  now,  provided 
the  present  proceeding  was  not  to  be  made 
a  precedent.  He  would  like  to  ask  the 
Government  what  was  the  Bosiness  that 
would  be  taken  to-morrow  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  I  do  not  propose, 
Sir,  to  take  any  Estimates  to-morrow 
morning;  but  that  we  should  meet  at  two 
o'clock  to  go  on  with  the  Election  Peti- 
tions and  Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections 
Bill.  To-morrow  evening  I  propose  we 
should  take  a  Military  Estimate,  which,  I 
trust,  will  not  lead  to  much  discussion,  and 
afterwards  the  Civil  Service  Estimates. 
Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  say  with 
reference  to  the  Foreign  Cattle  Market 
Bill  that  I  saidy  in  answer  to  a  Qaestion 
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ei^rly  in  the  ev6iUQ|[f  that  aa  toon  aa  I 
could  tee  mj  way  with  roBpeot  to  Supplj 
and  the  Corrupt  PraeticoB  Bill,  I  should 
atate  what  would  ha  done.  So  far  aa  I 
can  judge  now,  I  hope  that  on  Thursday 
evening  non.  Memhers  will  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  the  question,  and  that 
the  measure  will  he  advanced. 

Mr.  Aldbbmah  LUSE  said,  he  wished 
to  inquire  if  the  Government  intended  to 
go  on  with  Class  II.  to-morrow  evening  ? 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  sain,  that  the 
whole  of  Class  II.  would  be  taken,  and  also 
a  Supplementary  Estimate,  which  would 
be  laid  on  the  table  to-night. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  Tomorrow. 

Committee  to  nt  again  Ib-worroto. 


SIR  ROBERT  NAPIER. 

Resolution  from  the  Committee  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Message  [9th  July]  re- 
ported : 

"That  the  annual  sum  of  Two  Tbooiand 
Pounds  be  granted  to  Her  Majettf,  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fnnd  of  the  United  Kingdom  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  to  be  settled  npon 
Lieutenant  General  Sir  Robert  Napier,  G.C.B., 
and  the  next  surviring  Heir  Male  or  his  Bodj,  for 
the  term  of  their  natural  liTes." 

Resolution  agreed  to,  Nemine  ControMeenU : — 
Bill  ordered iohe  brought  in  by  Mr.  Donioa,  Mr. 
DisaAiLi,  and  Sir  Stamwobb  NoataooTB. 
BUI  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  280.] 


BRISTOL  ELECTION. 

Ordered,  That  the  Evidenoe  taken  be- 
fore  the  Bristol  Election  Committee  hafing 
been  delivered,  Mr.  Speaker  do  not  issue 
his  Warrant  for  a  New  Writ  for  the  City 
of  Bristol  until  three  days'  Notiee  of  a 
Motion  for  the  Writ  shall  have  expired. — 
(Jfr.  Boii.) 


POOB  LAW  BOABD    FBOYISIOKAL  OBDXB  CON- 
FEBMATION   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Michael  Hioxs-Bkaoh,  Bill 
to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order  mftde  by  the  Poor 
Law  Board  under  *'  The  Poor  Law  Amendment 
Act,  1867,"  with  reference  to  the  City  of  Salis- 
bury, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Michail 
IliCKS-BiAOHand  Sir  Jahis  Fieousson. 
Bill  preeenied,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  231.] 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
Two  o'oloek. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS. 
Tuesday^  July  14,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— PuBiJC  Bnxs— Second  Reading^ 
Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  Accounts  Audit* 
{29T^  ;  Assignees  of  Marine  Polices*  (926); 
Poor  Law  and  Medical  Inspectors  (Ireland)* 
(222);  Clerks  of  the  Peace,  dtc.  (Ireland) 
(224);  Petit  Juries  (Ireland)*  (231);  Bank 
Holidays  and  Bills  of  Exchange*  (200); 
DiToroeand  MatrinM>nial  Causes  Court*  (123) ; 
Indorsing  of  Warrants*  (240);  Court  of  Jus- 
ticiary (Scotland)  (232)  ;  Ecclesiastical 
Buildings  and  Glebes  (Scotland)  *  (233). 

ComtniM««— Bankruptcy  Act  Amendment  (208); 
EnUil  Amendment  (Scotland)*  (183-250); 
Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland)*  (213); 
UniTcrsity  Elections  (Voting  Papers)*  (201) ; 
Turnpike  Trusts  Arrangements  *  (206) ;  Re- 
Tcnue  OfScers  Disabilities  Removal*  (214); 
Metropolitan  Police  Funds*  (230);  Fairs 
(Metropolis)*  (223);  Drainage  and  Improve- 
ment of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supplemental  (No.  2)  * 
(207);  Libel  (Ireland)*  (209);  Railways 
(Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  *  (177) ;  Local  Go- 
Tcrnment  Supplemental  (No.  6)*  [1*15)  \  Local 
GoTemment  Supplemental  (No.  3)*  (194); 
Hudson's  Bay  Company*  (244);  District 
Church  Tithes  Act  Amendment  (236-251). 

/2M>or<— Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland)* 
(213);  University  Elections  (Voting  Papers)* 
(201) ;  Turnpike  Trusts  Arrangements  *  (206) ; 
Revenue  OflBcers  Disabilities  Removal*  (214)  ; 
Metropoliton  Police  Funds*  (280);  Fairs 
(Metropolis)*  (223);  Drainage  and  Improve- 
ment of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supplemental  (No.  2)  * 
(207) ;  Libel  (Ireland)*  (209) ;  Railways  (Ire- 
land) Acts  Amendment*  (177);  Local  Govern- 
ment SupplemenUl  (No.  6)*  (175);  Local 
Government  Supplemental  (No.  3)*  (194); 
Hudson's  Bay  Company*  (244). 

Third  Reading—'  Consular  Marriages*  (198) ; 
Lee  River  Conservancy*  (217);  Railway 
Companies*  (226)  ;  Curragh  of  Kildare* 
(195) ;  Renewable  Leasehold  Conversion  (Ire- 
land) Act  Extension*  (184)  tokd passed, 

NEW  PEER  INTRODUCED. 
Alexander  Nelson  Baron  Bridport  of 
that  Part  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  oalled  Ireland,  Major 
General  in  Her  Majesty's  Army,  haying 
been  created  Yiscount  Bridport  of  the 
United  Kingdom  —  Was  (in  the  usual 
Manner)  introduoed. 

BANKRUPTCY  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

(The  Lord  Crantoorih,) 

(no.    208.)      COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  a  Committee  on  the  said  BilL 
read. 

LoED  WE8TBURY  said,  that  from 
auoh  a  hasty  perusal  as  he  had  been  able 
to  giye  to  this  Bill  he  had  come  to  the 
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concIuBion  that  one-half  of  the  clausea 
were  unnecessary,  and  the  other  half  ex- 
tremely inconvenient  if  not  mischievous. 
He  would  appeal  to  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Cran worth)  who  had  charge 
of  this  Bill,  whether  it  was  desirable  to 
proceed  with  it  at  this  late  period  of  the 
Session  ? 

LoBD  ROMILLY  desired  to  join  in  the 
appeal  to  his  noble  and  learned  Friend. 
It  had  been  impossible  to  give  due  con- 
sideration to  the  Amendments,  which 
occupied  three  pages  and  a  half,  and 
were  only  presented  that  morning.  So 
far  as  he  knew,  the  great  commercial 
bodies  were  opposed  to  the  measure  in  its 
form  as  introduced.  He  had  received  se- 
rious representations  from  three  of  the 
great  commercial  bodies  interested,  object- 
ing to  portions  of  the  clauses  as  they 
stood,  and  a  communication  had  been 
placed  in  his  hands  from  the  Incorporated 
Law  Society  in  which  they  objected  to 
legislation  without  due  time  being  allowed 
for  consideration.  The  argument  that  the 
Bill  has  passed  the  House  of  Commons 
in  a  case  of  this  description  is  not  conclu- 
sive. He  remembered  the  late  Mr.  Hume 
in  the  House  of  Commons  saying,  "  Don't 
let  us  waste  time  in  Committee ;  we  are 
incompetent  to  decide  how  it  should  be 
altered;  let  the  Bill  go  up  to  the  House 
of  Lords ;  they  have  judges  amongst 
them,  and  will  do  what  it  is  proper." 
Accordingly,  the  other  House  often 
trusted  to  their  Lordships  to  set  these 
matters  right.  If  so,  they  ought  to  be 
allowed  proper  time  for  this  purpose ;  but 
he  defied  their  Lordships  to  give  due  con- 
sideration to  a  Bill  brought  in  and  passed 
in  so  hasty  a  manner  that  it  was  impos- 
sible to  judge  what  its  eflfect  would  be. 
It  was  not  becoming  the  dignity  of  their 
Lordships'  House  to  pass  a  Bill  in  such 
a  manner  that  next  Session  an  amending 
Act  would  be  necessary.  The  question 
of  bankruptcy  was  one  which  ought  to 
be  considered  a&  a  whole.  This  had  been 
done  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  but  he  had, 
unfortunately,  been  compelled  to  withdraw 
his  Bill  for  the  present  Session.  A  frag- 
mentary piece  of  legislation,  however, 
like  the  present,  was  calculated  to  do  a 
great  deal  of  harm.  He  trusted  that  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  would  not  press 
this  measure  at  this  time;  but  if  he  would 
not  leave  the  law  as  it  now  stood  until 
next  Sessioui  that  he  would  at  least  post- 
pone the  consideration  of  these  Amend- 
ments for  some  days. 
Lord  WeMury 


The  LORD  CHANCELLOR :  If  tiie 
suggestion  I  am  about  to  offer  should  ap- 
pear to  be  opposed  to  the  progress  of  the 
measure,  I  txust  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Lord  Cranworth)  will  give  me 
credit  for  being  quite  disinterested.  Tlie 
Bill  having  been  fixed  for  the  Committee 
to-night,  and  feeling  that  the  main  object 
of  the  Bill  was  desirable,  although  the 
composition  of  the  clauses  was  in  many 
respects  defective,  I  thought  it  my  duty 
to  prepare  for  the  discussion,  and  I  put 
on  the  Paper  the  Amendments  that  were 
in  my  opinion  necessary  to  make  this  a 
good  and  safe  measure.  With  these 
Amendments  the  Bill  is  one  which  I 
think  it  will  be  proper  and  advantageous 
to  pass.  There  are  two  things  to  be  aimed 
at  in  legislation  of  this  kind — first,  that 
any  Bill  that  should  be  passed  should  be 
good  ;  and,  secondly,  that  you  should  be 
able  to  satisfy  the  public  mind  that  it  is 
good,  and  to  take  care  that  those  who  are 
interested  in  the  matter  should  have  suf- 
ficient time  to  lay  their  opinions  before 
the  Legislature.  I  have  observed  that 
various  bodies  have  expressed  their  sur- 
prise that  at  so  late  a  period  of  the  Session, 
after  a  general  measure  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  had  been  abandoned,  one  por- 
tion of  that  measure  should  be  taken  up 
and  pressed  forward  with  the  object  of  its 
becoming  law.  But,  in  regard  to  this 
measure,  representations  from  commercial 
bodies  have  been  made  that  objections 
present  themselves,  and  that  they  have 
not  had  an  opportunity  of  considering 
them.  That  being  so,  your  Lordships 
would  run  some  risk  of  being  accused  of 
hasty  legislation  if,  under  present  oiroum* 
stances,  you  were  to  pass  this  Bill,  and 
although  its  objects  are  good,  and  the 
Bill  would,  I  think,  be  an  improvement 
of  the  law,  I  would  suggest  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  should  either  allow  the 
Bill  to  stand  over  until  another  Session,  or 
that  he  should  allow  at  least  a  week  for 
those  representations  on  the  subject  of  the 
Bill  which  persons  interested  may  desire 
to  make.  I  believe  that  the  adjournment 
of  the  Bill  until  next  Monday  or  Tuesday 
would  be  desirable. 

LoED  CRANWORTH  said,  that  he 
would  postpone  the  Bill  for  a  few  days, 
although  he  thought  time  enough  had  been 
given  for  consideration.  The  Amendments 
to  be  proposed  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  made  a  great 
show  upon  the  Paper,  but  he  should  be 
happy  to  accept  them  with,  perhaps,  one 
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exception.  He  could  not  admit  that  this 
Bill  was  being  pressed  against  the  wishes 
of  the  commercial  community,  for  he  held 
in  his  hand  a  petition  from  the  Leeds 
Chamber  of  Commerce  in  favour  of  the 
measure,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  General 
Association  of  Chambers  of  Commerce  had 
written  to  state  that  he  had  frequently 
heard  the  subject  of  this  small  Bill  dis- 
cussed, and  that  he  was  confident  a  very 
large  majority  of  members  of  the  Chambers 
were  favourable  to  it,  and  expressing  a 
hope  that  it  would  be  passed  into  law.  It 
was  true  it  was  only  a  fragment  of  the 
larger  measure,  dealing  with  deeds  of  ar- 
rangements  only.  The  whole  legal  pro- 
fession were  agreed  that  these  arrangement 
deeds,  sanctioned  under  the  existing  Act, 
had  given  rise  to  the  greatest  frauds, 
there  being  very  imperfect  security  for 
ascertaining  whether  the  persons  executing 
them  constituted  three-fourths  in  number 
and  value  of  the  creditors,  and  whether 
the  whole  of  the  property  was  given  up. 
The  Bill  was  introduced  in  the  House  of 
Commons  a  few  days  after  the  aban- 
donment by  the  Government  of  their  gene- 
ral measure,  and  he  could  see  nothing  in 
the  mode  of  its  introduction,  or  in  its 
fragmentary  nature,  that  should  hinder 
their  Lordships  from  legislating  on  this 
very  small  point  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion. The  Amendments  of  which  Notice 
had  been  given  were  chiefly  verbal,  and 
with  one  or  two  exceptions  he  entertained 
no  objection  to  them.  He  thought  ihey 
might  go  through  the  Bill  in  Committee 
that  evening,  and  discuss  the  Bill  with  the 
Amendments  on  the  Report  on  Monday. 

Lord  ROMILLY  thought  it  would  be 
better  not  to  go  into  Committee  till  Mon- 
day. 

LoBD  WESTBURT  said,  that  if  time 
were  given  to  certain  societies  interested 
in  the  matter  they  would  be  able  to  suggest 
most  valuable  Amendments. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
would  recommend  that  their  Lordships 
now  proceed  with  the  Bill  in  Committee  ; 
and  then  between  this  and  Monday  their 
Lordships  and  the  public  would  see  whether 
there  was  any  valid  objection  to  be  urged 
to  its  provisions. 

House  in  Committee. 

Clause  1  (List  of  Creditors  and  Pro- 
perty). 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  moved  a 
series  of  Amendments  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 


LoED  CRANWORTH  said,  he  should 
oppose  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord. 

LoED  CHELMSFORD  moved  that  the 
House  be  resumed.  He  thought  the  un- 
derstanding had  been  that  only  verbal 
Amendments  should  be  now  introdaced, 
and  that  the  discussion  on  the  clauses 
should  be  taken  on  the  Report. 

On  Question  ?  Beaoked  in  the  Affirma- 
tive. 

House  resumed  accordingly ;  and  to  be 
again  in  Committee  on  Friday/  next. 


CLERKS   OF  THE   PEACE,  Ac.   (IRE- 
LAND)  BILL— (No.   224.) 
{The  Earl  of  Devon.) 

SECOND   BEAniNe. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
— (  The  Earl  of  Devon.) 

The  Eael  op  KIMBERLEY  wished 
for  further  explanation,  deeming  it  a  rather 
strong  measure  to  give  the  Executive  power 
to  fix  a  salary  which  was  to  be  charged 
on  the  borough  rates.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  auy  limit  was  to  be  fixed  on  the 
salary  so  imposed,  and  whether  there  was 
any  precedent  for  conferring  such  a  power 
on  the  Executive  Government  ? 

The  Earl  op  DEVON  said,  the  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  supply  an  omission  in  a 
former  measure,  which  created  an  office 
involving  labour  without  providing  for 
the  payment  of  a  salary.  He  could  not 
quote  any  precedent  for  this  Bill ;  and  he 
would  consider  the  question  of  limitation 
before  the  Bill  passed  its  next  stage. 

The  Eael  op  CLARENDON  was  un- 
derstood  to  take  exception  to  this  mode  of 
imposing  taxes  upon  ratepayers  ? 

The  Eael  of  EIMBERLEY  said»  that 
in  English  boroughs  and  counties  the 
salaries  of  the  clerks  of  the  peace  were 
settled  by  the  magistrates,  and  in  this  case 
it  would  seem  more  rational  that  the  sala- 
ries should  be  settled  by  the  local  authori- 
ties and  approved  by  the  Government.  If 
the  usual  authorities  failed  to  make  provi- 
sion, the  Lord  Lieutenant  might  have 
the  power  to  fix  salaries. 

Motion  agreed  to  :  Bill  read  2*  (accord- 
ing to  Order),  and  ^ommtt^^^^  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Thureday  next. 
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DISTRICT  CHURCH  TITHES  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT   BILL. —(No.    236.) 
{The  Bishop  of  Oxford,) 
COIOQTTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Houae  to  he 
put  into  a  Committee  read. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  said,  the 
Amendment  which  that  Bill  would  effect 
would  he  this — that  under  its  action  all 
heneficed  clergymen  who  were  now  rectors 
would  remain  under  the  appellation  of 
rectors,  and  all  those  who  were  now  vicars 
would  remain  under  the  appellation  of 
vicars ;  while  all  perpetual  curates  would 
become  vicars.  That  was  to  say,  there 
would  henceforth  be  only  two  classes  by 
name  of  beneficed  clergy — namely,  rectors 
and  vicars.  There  was  no  sort  of  use  in 
maintaining  the  three-fold  designation, 
which  was  formerly  a  reality,  but  was  now 
an  unreality,  introducing  confusion  without 
any  countervailing  advantage. 

House  in  Committee;  Amendments  made: 
The  Beport  thereof  to  be  received  on 
Thwriday  next ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as 
amended.  No.  251. 

COURTS  OF  JUSTICIARY  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL.— {No.  232.) 

{The    Lord    Chancellor, 

SECOIO)   BSADIKO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time, 
said,  the  measure  was  occupied  with  de- 
tails in  regard  to  legal  proceedings  in  Scot- 
land on  which  it  would  be  better  to  post* 
pone  comment  until  they  were  in  Com- 
mittee. A  strong  feeling  was  entertained 
in  Scotland  that  a  large  and  comprehensive 
reform  was  necessary  in  respect  to  legal 
proceedings  in  that  country,  which  must 
be  regarded  as  very  cumbrous,  dilatory, 
and  he  was  afraid  very  expensive.  The 
Government  were  about  to  recommend  the 
issue  of  a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  whole  system  of  pleading  and 
practice  in  the  Scotch  Courts,  with  a  view 
to  the  introduction  of  improvements.  The 
inquiry  itself  must  necessarily  occupy  some 
time,  and  the  legislation  consequent  upon 
it  some  farther  time.  It  was  desirable, 
however,  that  the  partial  but  urgent 
Amendments  proposed  by  the  Bill  should 
be  made,  and  there  would  be  an  oppor- 
tunity of  knowing  how  they  would  work. 
The  arrangements  now  proposed,  however. 


were  not  in  any  way  to  supersede  the  in- 
quiry or  the  action  of  the  Commission, 
which  would  deal  with  the  whole  subject 
of  the  pleading  and  praotioe  of  the  Scotch 
Courts  without  reference  to  the  Amend- 
ments  to  be  made  by  that  Bill. 

Movedy  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
{The  Lord  Chanedlor.) 

Lord  WESTBURY  understood  that  the 
Commission  would  embrace  the  subject  in- 
cluded in  the  Bill,  and  that  if  the  measure 
passed  it  would  not  be  made  the  pretext 
for  withdrawing  the  matter  comprised 
within  it  from  the  inquiry  of  tiie  Commis- 
sioners. 

Motion  agreed  to  :  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

Hoofe  adjooraed  at  Seven  o'clock, 

to  Thursday  next,  half  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  July  14,  1868. 

MINUTES.}~SuppLT— <Hm»Mr«r«^  in  CommiUee 
— Civil  Service  Estimates— Class      bj». 

Resolutions  [Julj  131  reported — ^Natt  Estimates. 

Public  Bills  —  JKesolutions  in  Committee-^ 
Colonial  Shipping. 

Ordered — Colonial  Shippinr;  Drainage  and  Im* 
proTcment  of  Lands*  (&eland)  Supplemental 
(No.  4). 

First  Reading  —  Drainage  and  ImproTement  of 
Lands  (Ireland)  Supplemental  (No.  4)  *  [235] ; 
Colonial  Shipping  *  [236] ;  Railway  Companies  * 
[287]. 

Second  Reading  —  Sir  Robert  Napier's  Annuity  * 
[230]. 

Committee  —  Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt 
Practices  at  Elections  (re-comm.)  [63] — b.p.; 
Poor  Relief*  [186J—R.P.  ;  Tithe  CommuUtion, 
4bc.  Acts  Amendment*  [218]  ;  Public  Depart- 
ments Payments*  [212];  General  Police  and 
ImproTcment  (Scotland)  Act  Amendment 
(re-eomm,)^  [226];  Militia  Pay";  Drainage 
and  ImproTcment  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supple- 
mental (No.  3)  [229];  Liquidation*  [220]. 

Report — Tithe  Commutation,  &c.  Acts  Amend- 
ment* [218];  Public  Departments  Payments* 
[212]  ;  General  Police  and  ImproTcment  (Scot- 
land) Act  Amendment  {rC'COmm.)^  [226]; 
Militia  Pay  *  ;  Drainage  and  Improvement  of 
Lands  (Ireland)  Supplemental  (No.  3)*  [229]; 
Liquidation*  [220]. 

Considered  as  amended  —  Turnpike  Acts  Con- 
tinuance, Ac.  •  [149]  ;  Public  Schools  •  [133] ; 
Vaccination  (Ireland)*  [217];  Municipal 
Elections  (Scotland)*  [211]. 
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I%tni  Reading  —  Sanitary  Aot  (1866)  Amand- 

ment  *  [323],  and  va$$ed. 
Withdrawn  —  Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Amendment  * 

ri08];    Non-tradera    Bankruptcy    (Ireland)  • 

The  H0U86  met  at  Two  of  the  oloo^. 

ARMY— INVALID  OFFICE  aS  FROM 
INDIA QUESTION. 

Sra  ROBERT  ANSTRUTHBR  Baid, 
be  would  beg  to  ask  tbe  Secret arj  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  the  trayelling  allowance 
of  Officers  invalided  home  from  Abyssinia 
has  been  disallowed  ;  and,  if  bo,  for  what 
reason  f 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  in 
reply,  that  he  very  much  regretted  the 
terms  in  which  the  Question  had  been 
pat,  because  it  was  calculated  to  mislead 
the  f  ublic  in  two  rery  important  respects. 
Any  person  who  was  not  oonrersant  with 
the  Rules  and  Regulations  of  the  Army 
would  infer  that  officers  inralided  home 
from  Abyssinia  came  home  entirely  at  their 
own  cost ;  and,  secondly,  that  these  offi- 
cers had  been  treated  in  a  different  way  to 
which  officers  who  came  from  any  other 
part  of  the  world  were  treated.  He  must 
protest  against  any  such  inference.  It 
might  also  be  inferred  that  the  War  Office 
had  a  discretion  in  the  matter,  when  the 
truth  was  that  they  had  no  power  in  refer- 
ence to  it.  This  case  came  under  rules 
which  applied  to  all  officers  from  whatcTor 
part  of  the  world  they  came.  Officers  who 
came  home  on  sick  leave  were  landed  free 
of  all  cost  in  their  own  country  ;  and  the 
only  cost  to  which  they  themselves  could 
be  put  were  travelling  allowances  as  af- 
fected by  accidental  delays  upon  the  way 
and  the  expense  of  travelling  to  their  own 
homes  from  the  place  where  they  were 
landed.  He  thought,  however,  that  the 
rule,  restricted  as  he  had  explained,  bore 
hardly  open  some  of  the  officers  who  came 
home  illy  and  that  they  should  be  sent  free 
of  cost  to  their  homes,  wherever  those 
homes  might  be.  On  this  account  they 
were  now  considering  a  new  rule.  The 
rule  had  hitherto  been  that  officers  on 
sick  leave  should  be  considered  in  the  same 
position  as  officers  on  general  leave  ;  but 
the  new  rule  would  be  that  officers  sent 
home  by  a  Medical  Board  should  receive 
all  their  travelling  expenses. 

Sir  ROBERT  ANSTRUTHER  said, 
he  wished  to  know  whether  this  would  be 
prospective  only,  or  whether  it  would 
apply  to  the  officers  whom  he  had  re- 
ferred to  i 


Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  was  uoder- 
stood  to  say  that  he  could  not  answer  thai 
Question. 

"RUNNING  HIS  LETTERS"  IN  SCOT- 
LAND.—QUESTION. 

Sm  ROBERT  ANSTRUTHER  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate, 
What  expense  is  entailed  upon  a  pri- 
soner by  the  process  termed  in  Scotland 
"running  his  letters,"  and  whether  he 
does  not  think  it  advisable  that  this  pro- 
cess should,  in  the  interests  of  accused 
persons  of  small  means,  be  made  as  simple 
and  inexpensive  as  possible  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  stated,  in 
reply,  that  the  process  in  Scotland  termed 
••  running  hie  letters,"  was  one  by  which 
a  criminal  could  have  his  trial  removed 
from  the  prorinces  to  Edinburgh.  The 
expense  was  about  £2  10«.,  and  if  that 
amount  were  diminished,  many  more  pri- 
soners would  be  induced  to  resort  to  the 
process,  which  would  lead  to  as  much  in- 
convenience as  the  removal  in  England  of 
all  criminal  trials  from  the  Circuit  Courts 
to  London. 

ELECTION    PETITIONS    AND    CORRUPT 

PRACTICES   AT    ELECTIONS    [re- 

committed]    BILL— [Bill  68.] 

(Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr,  Secretary 

Oathome  Hardy,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote.) 

COMMITTEE.  IFvogress,  lOth  July,] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  17  (Report  of  the  Judge  as  to 
Corrupt  Practices). 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL :  The  addition 
which  I  propose  to  this  clause  is  one  of 
great  iroportanee,  since  it  raises  the  ques- 
tion of  providing  better  security  against 
corrupt  practices  in  municipal,  as  well  as 
Parliamentary  elections.  No  one  is  likely 
to  deny  that  bribery  in  municipal  elections 
deserves  repression  as  much,  and  is  as 
unfit  to  be  tolerated  or  indulged,  as  bribery 
in  Parliamentary  elections ;  and  the  special 
reason  why  it  should  be  dealt  with  in  this 
Bill  is  that,  as  we  are  told  by  all  who 
know  anything  about  the  matter,  municipal 
bribery  is  the  great  school  of  Parliamentary 
bribery.  Hon.  Members  of  this  House 
have  on  a  former  occasion  testified  to  this 
fact  from  their  personal  knowledge,  and  I 
shall  quote  only  two  authorities  for  it. 
One  is  that  eminent  Consenrattv e  solioitor. 
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Mr.  Philip  Robo,  formerly  as  iDtimately 
known  to  bon.  Gentleman  opposite  as  his 
partner,  Mr.  Spoffortb,  now  is.  Mr.  Rose, 
before  the  Select  Committee  of  this  House 
on  Corrupt  Practices,  in  1860,  expressed 
himself  in  these  words — 

"My  strong  opinion  ii,  that  all  the  efforts 
which  are  now  being  made  to  cheek  bribery  at 
Parliamentary  elections  will  fail,  for  this  reason, 
that  you  do  not  attempt  to  strike  at  the  root  of 
the  offence.  The  real  nursery  for  the  eyil  is  the 
municipal  contests ;  and  those  oft-recurring  con- 
tests have  led  to  the  establishment  of  what  I 
might  almost  term  an  organized  system  of  cor* 
ruption  in  the  municipal  boroughs  throughout  the 
kingdom,  which  provides  a  machinery  r^y  made 
to  hand,  available  when  the  Parliamentary  con- 
test arrives." 

My  next  authority  is  the  Committee  itself, 
before  whom  this  evidence  was  giren,  and 
who  reported — 

'*  That  it  has  been  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of 
your  Committee,  that  an  intimate  connection  ex- 
ists between  bribery  at  municipal  and  Parliamen- 
tary elections,  and  it  is  expedient  that  the  pro- 
visions as  to  punishments  and  forfeitures  for  the 
offences  of  bribery  at  each  such  election  should 
be  assimilated  as  far  as  possible." 

Notwithstanding  this  recommendation  of  the 
Select  Committee,  which  I  hope  that  the 
next  House  of  Commons  will  see  the  pro- 
priety of  adopting  in  its  integrity,  I  have 
not  ventured  to  propose  that  the  present 
Bill  should  provide  a  machinery  for  the 
investigation  and  punishment  of  corrupt 
practices  at  municipal  elections.  But  I  do 
propose,  by  the  present  Amendment,  and 
by  an  additional  clause  which  will  follow  in 
due  course,  that  when  the  machinery  which 
the  Bill  does  provide  for  the  investigation 
of  corrupt  practices  at  Parliamentary  elec- 
tions is  actually  set  in  motion,  the  inquiry 
may  extend  to  municipal  as  well  as  to  Parlia- 
mentary corruption.  If  the  House  adopt 
my  Amendment,  the  Special  Commission, 
which  is  already  empowered  to  inquire  into 
Parliamentary  elections  previous  to  that 
which  caused  the  issue  of  the  Commission, 
will  have  the  power  conferred  on  it  of  in- 
quiring, to  exactly  the  same  extent,  into 
previous  municipal  elections.  By  the  ad- 
ditional clause,  the  Judge  who  tries  an 
Election  Petition,  may  take  evidence  to 
prove  that  an  elector  who  voted  at  the 
Parliamentary  election  had  been  guilty  of 
corrupt  practices  at  any  municipal  election 
within  two  years  previous,  for  the  purpose, 
of  course,  of  showing  that  his  vote  was 
corruptly  influenced  at  the  Parliamentary 
election.  The  period  of  two  years  is  se- 
lected with  reference  to  the  term  fixed  by 
the  56th  clause  of  the  Municipal  Corpora- 
Mr.  J.  Stuart  Mill  ' 


tions  Act;  and  I  confidently  claim,  both  for 
the  Amendment  and  for  the  new  clause,  the 
support  of  all  hon.  Members  who  really 
desire  to  lay  the  axe  at  the  root  of  electoral 
corruption.  The  hon.  Member  moved  to 
add  at  the  end  of  the  clause  the  following  v 
words : — 

**  And  it  shall  be  competent  for  any  such  Com- 
mission to  inquire  into  corrupt  practices  at  pre- 
vious municipal  Elections  within  the  county  or 
borough  as  fully  as  into  corrupt  practices  at  pro- 
vions  Parliamentary  Elections." 

The  chairman  said,  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  was  not  sufficiently 
relevant  to  the  Bill  to  enable  it  to  be  in- 
serted in  the  Bill  in  the  absence  of  a  direct 
Instruction  of  the  House  to  the  Committee 
on  the  subject.  The  Amendment  had 
reference  to  municipal  elections,  and  the 
Bill  referred  only  to  the  elections  of  I^em- 
bers  of  Parliament. 

Mb.  TREEBT  submitted,  that  if  bribery 
at  municipal  elections  tended  to  corruption 
at  Parliamentary  elections,  the  Amend- 
ment was  relative. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  observed,  that,  under 
this  clause  the  whole  practice  would  be 
changed.  The  Judge,  and  not  the  Com- 
mittee, would  have  to  inquire  into  the  seat, 
and  the  alleged  corrupt  practices  at  the 
election.  The  Judge,  and  not  the  Com- 
mittee, would  hear  the  evidence.  The 
Judge,  and  not  the  Committee,  would  re- 
port to  the  House  whether  extensive  cor- 
ruption had  or  had  not  prevailed  among 
the  constituency.  Hitherto  it  had  devolved 
on  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  to  bring 
the  matter  on  the  Report  before  the  House; 
but  on  whom  would  that  duty  devolve  under 
the  new  system  f  On  the  Government  ? 
They  had  already  enough  to  do.  Was  it, 
then,  to  be  left  haphazard  to  any  private 
Member  on  either  side  of  the  House  who 
might  read  the  shorthand  writer's  notes, 
but  who  had  neither  seen  the  witnesses  nor 
heard  their  evidence?  That  would  be  a 
most  lame  and  impotent  conclusion,  more 
likely  to  encourage  party  feeling  and  give 
latitude  to  corrupt  practices  than  the  pre- 
sent system.  The  arrangement  proposed 
would  lead  to  nothing  being  done.  What 
he  suggested  was  that  the  issue  of  the 
Commission  should  depend  on  the  finding 
of  the  Judge,  and  not  on  any  Address 
being  moved.  He  was  prepared  to  move 
the  insertion  of  words  in  this  clause,  making 
the  issuing  of  the  Commission  obligatory 
whenever  the  Judge  stated  in  his  Report 
that  he  had  reason  to  believe  that  corrupt 
practices  had  prevailed  at  an  election. 
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Mr.  J.  STUAET  MILL  obserred  that 
he  had  so  altered  hia  Amendment  as  to 
obviate  the  difficulty  started  by  the  Chair- 
man.    He  proposed  it  should  run  thus— 

*^  And  it  shall  be  oompetent  for  any  inoh  Com* 
mission  to  inquire  how  far  corrupt  practices  at 
any  previous  municipal  Election  may  have  oon- 
duced  to  corrupt  practices  at  the  Parliamentary 
Election." 

The  chairman  felt  bound  to  saj 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Westminster,  eren  as  it  now  stood, 
extended  beyond  the  honA  fide  limits  of 
the  Bill,  and  the  Committee  could  not 
well  entertain  it.  He  would  therefore 
suggest  that  the  hon.  Member  should 
bring  up  a  clause  to  the  effect  stated  on 
the  Report. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  would 
avail  himself  of  that  suggestion. 

Mb.  darby  GRIFFITH  supported 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie)  and  hoped 
he  would  frame  a  clause  such  as  he  had 
described. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
he  thought  that  the  clause  as  it  stood  was 
very  important  and  valuable  in  itself,  and 
that,  therefore,  the  Committee  would  not 
wish  to  get  rid  of  it  altogether.  It  proposed 
to  enact  that  when  the  Judge  should 
report  that  corrupt  practices  extensively 
prevailed  in  a  county  or  borough  the  House 
should  be  placed  in  exactly  the  same  po- 
sition as  it  was  at  present  when  a  Com- 
mittee made  a  Report  to  a  similar  effect. 
The  Amendment  to  be  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Westminster  would,  if 
substituted  for  this  clause,  deprive  the 
House  of  the  discretionary  power  it  had 
hitherto  exercised  upon  the  Report  of  a 
Committee  being  made  to  it  alleging  the 
existence  of  extensive  corrupt  practices  in 
a  county  or  borough.  It  was  the  more 
necessary  that  this  discretionary  power 
should  be  left  to  the  House,  seeing  that 
the  present  Bill  made  the  ratepayers  liable 
for  the  expenses  of  the  Commission.  He 
therefore  hoped  that  the  clause  would  be 
allowed  to  stand. 

Mb.  M.  chambers  said,  he  was 
afraid  that  the  Judges  who  were  appointed 
to  try  these  Petitions  would  be  placed  in  a 
very  awkward  and  unpleasant  position  by 
this  Bill  ;  they  would  first  be  requested 
to  make  a  Report  as  to  whether  or  not 
corrupt  practices  extensively  prevailed  in 
a  borough  or  county,  and  when  they  bad 
made  that  Report  they  were  to  be  told 
that  they  were  not  to  be   believed,  and 


that  the  whole  Inquiry  must  be  gone  over 
again  before  the  House  could  act  in  the 
matter.  He  thought  that  a  Commission 
should  issue  as  a  matter  of  course  upon 
the  Report  of  the  Judge  that  corrupt 
practices  were  extensively  prevalent  in  a 
county  or  borough  being  made.  He  did 
not  think  that  in  one  case  out  of  ten  the 
Judge  would  make  such  a  Report,  as  he 
would  content  himself  with  ascertaining  the 
existence  of  one  or  two  cases  of  bribery, 
and  would  then  make  a  dry  Report  to  the 
effect  that  the  seat  was  vacant  by  reason 
of  bribery  having  been  committed. 

Mb.  NEATE  said,  he  agreed  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  who  had  just 
spoken  that  the  clause  should  either  be 
struck  out  or  considerably  amended.-  He 
was  of  opinion  that  a  Judge  should  not  be 
called  on  to  say  extra  judicially  *'  that  he 
had  reason  to  believe  "  that  bribery  exten- 
sively prevailed. 

Mb.  WHITBREAD  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  House  could  compel  the  Crown 
to  issue  a  Commission  in  these  cases.  The 
best  plan  would  be  to  pass  the  clause  and 
discuss  the  question  in  a  separate  form. 
He  trusted  that  the  Committee  would  be 
allowed  to  make  some  progress  with  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  had  endea- 
voured to  discuss  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
with  a  view  to  rendering  it  more  ejQIcient. 
No  one,  he  thought,  could  accuse  him  of 
trying  in  any  way  to  retard  its  passing. 
[••  Oh  !  "]  He  thought  that  the  course 
now  being  adopted  would  render  cor- 
ruption more  easy,  instead  of  more  diffi- 
cult ;  but,  finding  the  Committee  against 
him,  he  would  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wHMrawn, 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  18  to  22,  inclusive,  offreed  to. 

Clause  23  (Service  of  Petition). 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  wished  to  know 
whether  a  Member  was  to  be  tapped  on  the 
shoulder  and  served  with  an  Election  Pe- 
tition in  the  same  way  that  a  man  was  now 
served  with  a  writ  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
he  had  never  understood  that  tapping  on 
the  shoulder  was  a  necessary  accompani- 
ment to  the  serving  of  a  writ. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  24  and  25  agreed  to. 

Clause  26  (Shorthand  Writer  to  attend 
Trial  of  Election  Petition). 
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Mb.  M.  chambers  said,  he  oljected 
to  the  construction  of  the  clause,  whieb 
would  throw  a  monopoly  of  the  shorthand 
writing  into  the  hands  of  Messrs.  Gomey, 
who  already  enjoyed  the  monopoly  of  the 
shorthand  writing  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.    Without  in  the  slightest   degree 
wishing  to  impugn  the  skill  of  those  gen- 
tlemen and  their  staff  he  thought  that  the 
shorthand  writing  business  arising  out  of 
\  these  Inquiries  should  be  thrown  open  to 
I  the  shorthand  writing  profession  generally. 
XHe  suggested  that  the  shorthand  writer 
)to  attend  these  Inquiries  should  be   ap- 
/pointed   either  by  the  Judge  or  by  the 
/Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. 

Mb.  NBATE  said,  he  would  move  the 
Amendment  of  which  Notice  had  been 
giTon  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hereford 
(Mr.  Clire),  to  leave  out — 

**  On  the  trial  of  an  Eleotion  Petition  under 
this  Act,  the  shorthand  writer  of  the  House  of 
CommoDS,  or  his  deputy,  shall  attend,  and  shall 
be  sworn  by  the  judge  fiiithfully  and  truly  to  take 
down  the  eyidenoe  given  at  the  trial,  d(o." 
and  insert — 

**  On  the  trial  of  an  Eleotion  Petition  under 
this  Act,  a  ihorthand  writer  shall  be  appointed 
by  the  judge  (in  the  manner  hereinafter  provided), 
to  attend,  and  shall  be  sworn  by  the  judge  faith- 
fully and  truly  to  take  down  the  evidence  given 
at  the  trial,  dro." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  should 
I  support  the  clause  as  it  stood,  seeing  that  if 
they  were  to  interfere  in  this  way  with  every 
small  matter  in  the  Bill  they  had  better  at 
once  proceed  to  eonstruet  a  Bill  themselves, 
and  to  treat  the  initiatory  action  of  the 
Government  as  amounting  to  nothing. 
The  shorthand  writing  of  the  House  of 
Commons  as  performed  by  Messrs.  Gurney 
was  incomparably  well  done.  He  had  nerer 
seen  any  operation  of  the  human  mind 
combined  with  that  of  the  hand  that 
appeared  to  him  so  wonderful  as  the  pre- 
cision with  which  the  proceedings  in  the 
Committees  of  that  House,  where  the 
utmost  confusion  frequently  prevailed,  were 
taken  down  and  read  off  fluently  by  the 
shorthand  writer.  If  the  Government 
were  to  announce  that  this  Bill  was  merely 
of  a  temporary  character  the  greater  part 
of  these  discussions  would  at  once  fall  to 
the  ground. 

Mb.  M.  CHAMBERS  observed  that  his 
object  was  merely  to  permit  the  direct 
employment  of  those  who  now  did  the 
work. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  With  the  permission 
of  the  Committee  I  will  take  this  opportu- 


nity of  stating  that  it  is  the  intention  of  | 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  propose  that  t 
this  shall  be  a  limited  Bill,  to  remain  in  \ 
force  for  three  years  only. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn,      j 

Clause  agreed  to,  j 

Clause  27  agreed  to. 

Clause  28  (Practice  of  House  of  Com- 
mons to  be  observed). 

Mb.  MAGUIRE  observed  that  perhaps 
this  would  be  the  proper  time  for  him  to 
move  a  proviso,  to  which  he  believed  the 
Government  would    not  object.     As    the 
Bill  stood  Parliamentary  agents  would  not 
be  entitled    to    appear    professionally   in 
Election   cases  before   the   Judges.     The 
object  of  his  proviso  was  to  provide  that    . 
agents  or  counsel  now  entitled  to  practise    i 
in  the  House  of  Commons  in  respect  of    « 
election   matters,   should    be    entitled    to 
practise  before  the  Judges  in  respect  of 
similar  matters. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  he 
would  make  some  additions  to  the  hon. 
Member's  proviso,  and  bring  it  up  as  a  new 
clause. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  29  agreed  to. 

Clause  30  (Reception  of  Judge). 

Mb.  j.  LOWTHER  said,  he  was  about 
to  propose  the  insertion  of  words  which 
would  throw  the  expenses  of  the  Court 
held  by  the  Judge  upon  the  locality  whose 
misconduct  had  been  the  cause  of  the 
outlay.  He  apprehended  that  the  object 
of  the  House  of  Commons  was  to  educate 
public  opinion  to  bear  against  electoral 
corruption.  With  that  view  he  thought  it 
wonld  be  well  to  make  the  existence  of 
such  corruption  in  any  community  incon 
venient  to  that  community.  The  presence 
of  a  Judge  for  a  short  time  in  a  borough 
was  not  looked  upon  as  either  a  disgrace  or 
an  inconvenience  to  that  borough.  On 
several  occasions  the  House  had  seen  the 
anxiety  displayed  by  communities  to  bare 
their  particular  locality  selected  as  the 
assize  town.  There  were  festivities  of 
various  kinds  —  including  the  "  Assise 
Ball " — during  the  visit  of  a  Judge  to  a 
county  town.  Perhaps  next  year  they 
should  hear  of  <*the  Bribery  Ball."  The 
House  as  much  as  possible  ought  to  avoid 
giving  the  smallest  ground  for  the  supposi- 
tion that  the  visit  of  the  Judge  to  try  a 
ease  onder  this  Bill  was  to  be  an  occasion 
of  merrymaking.     He  had  tliken  the  words 
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of  hit  proviso  from  those  of  a  clause  framed 
by  the  GoTemment,  and  applying  to  the 
expenses  of  a  Commission.  He  was  willing 
to  add  words  providing  that  where  the 
allegations  in  the  Petition  were  found  to  he 
frivolous  and  vexatious,  the  expenses  of 
the  inquiry  should  be  borne  bj  the  Peti- 
tioner. 

Page  10,  line  25,  Amendment  proposed. 
To  leare  out  the  words  '*  by  the  CommiMiooerB 
of  the  Treasury,  oat  of  moDiea  prorided  by  Par- 
liament/' in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  as  if  they 
were  expenses  inonrred  in  the  registration  of 
Toters  for  the  county  or  borough/'--(ilr.  James 
Lowiher,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Thb  solicitor  general  said, 
that  no  one  would  go  further  than  he  was 
ready  to  go  in  punishing  a  oonstitoenej 
found  guilty  of  oorrupt  praotiees  ;  but  the 
House  must  take  eare  not  to  press  that 
principle  too  far.  In  their  anxiety  to  sup- 
press corruption  they  must  not  do  what 
was  unjust.  The  intention  was  that  a 
Judge  should  proceed  to  the  particular  bo- 
rough in  order  to  try  whether  there  had 
been  corrupt  practices  there  or  not.  Now, 
the  Judge  might  arrive  at  the  conclasion 
that  the  charges  were  unfounded,  and  yet 
not  he  preoared  to  hold  that  they  were 
frivolous  and  vexatious.  There  was  a  great 
difiference  between  those  two  findings. 
Again,  the  charge  of  an  undue  return 
might  be  sustained  in  consequence  of  five 
or  ten  persons  in  a  borough  having  taken 
bribes.  The  general  rule  was  that  the 
country  provided  the  expenses  of  judicial 
investigations. 

Question  put,  *'  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  Committee  divided  .'--^Ajes  134; 
Noes  67  :  Majority  67. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  31  to  36,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  37  (Withdrawal  of  Petition  and 
Substitution  of  new  Petitioners). 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  that  nothing  could 
be  so  well  contrived  as  the  clause  to  pre- 
vent  the  presentation  of  Election  Petitions, 
for  which  the  utmost  freedom  ought  to  be 
allowed ;  and  he  moved  the  omission  of  the 
words — 

<*  Subject,  as  aforesaid,  a  substituted  Petitioner 
shall  stand  in  the  same  position  as  nearly  as  may 
be,  and  be  subject  to  the  same  liabilities  as  the 
original  Petitioner." 

The  SOLICITOR  general  observed 
that  it  was  only  where  the  Judge  was  of 


opinioci  that  the  withdrawal  of  a  Petition 
was  the  result  of  a  oorrupt  bargain,  and 
that  the  first  surety  was  a  party  to  the 
corruption,  that  in  case  another  Petitioner 
eame  forward  to  prosecute  t)ie  inquiry, 
the  old  sureties  vroald  remain  liable.  He 
thought  that  a  very  proper  provision. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  explained  that  the 
Committee  intended  by  this  clause  to  pre- 
vent the  withdrawal  of  bond  fide  Petitions; 
and  with  this  view  where  the  Judge  was 
satisfied  that  a  corrupt  bargain  existed  for 
the  withdrawal  of  a  Petition  the  clause 
provided  that  the  £1,000  lodged  by  the 
first  surety  should  be  impounded  and  ap- 

{)Ued,  so  far  as  it  would  go,  to  pay  the 
egitimate  expenses  of  the  inquiry. 

Amendment  neg^xthed, 

Mb.  LOWE  observed  that  the  sureties 
were  required  by  the  clause  to  guarantee 
that  tl»e  prosecution  of  the  Petition  should 
be  effective,  and  not  merely  that  the  ex* 
penses  should  be  paid. 

Thi  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  object  of  the  clause  was  to  pre- 
vent the  Petition  being  withdrawn  from 
corrupt  motives. 

YisoouNT  AMBERLET  thought  that 
the  Petition  should  not  be  allowed  to  be 
withdrawn  under  any  circumstances. 

Sib  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  he  could 
not  see  how  the  Judge  was  to  ascertain 
whether  the  withdrawal  of  the  Petition  was 
owing  to  corrupt  motives.  If  he  endea* 
voured  to  cross-examine  the  Petitioner  the 
latter  might  refuse  to  answer  on  the  ground 
that  he  declined  to  criminate  himself,  or 
else  one  or  two  witnesses  might  be  brought 
forward  who  had  no  evidence  to  give,  and 
it  might  be  said  that  the  case  had  broken 
down,  as  in  either  of  these  eases  the  Judge 
would  be  helpless. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  object  of  the  clause  was  to  pre- 
vent Petitions  being  withdrawn  in  pur- 
suance of  corrupt  arrangements.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Baronet  who  had  just  spoken 
had  shown  how  it  was  possible  for  the 
ends  of  justice  to  be  defeated,  and  the 
present  clause  only  endeavoured  to  meet  a 
certain  number  of  the  contrivances  that 
might  be  adopted  with  that  view.  A  for- 
mer clause  provided  for  this  difficulty,  be- 
cause under  it  the  Judges  were  enabled 
from  time  to  time  to  prescribe  rules  under 
which  Petitions  might  be  withdrawn.  He 
did  not  mean  to  say  that  there  could  be  no 
evasions  of  the  Act ;  but  if  they  desired 
to  prevent  the  corrupt  withdrawn)  of  Peti 
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tioDB  it  was  worth  their  while  to  try  whe- 
ther the  machinery  now  devised  would  not 
effect  that  result. 

Sib  GEORaB  BOWYER  said,  he  was 
of  opinion  that  the  only  remedy  would  be 
found  in  the  appointment  of  a  public  pro- 
secutor. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  38  to  40,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  41  (Respondent  not  opposing  not 
to  appear  as  Party  or  to  sit). 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  called  attention  to 
the  fact  that  there  were  no  means  by  which 
the  House  could  be  officially  informed  of 
the  steps  taken  from  time  to  time  affect- 
ing seats,  and  consequently  a  Member 
whose  seat  had  been  declared  vacant  might 
still  take  part  in  these  proceedings,  and  vote 
in  important  divisions. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  re- 
marked that  the  means  of  information 
were  just  as  great  as  they  were  at  present. 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  replied  that  at  pre- 
sent the  proceedings  before  Committees 
needed  no  notification  to  the  House,  be- 
cause the  deliberations  and  duties  of  Com- 
mittees were  really  deliberations  and  duties 
of  the  House;  but  in  this  case  they  were 
constituting  a  new  tribunal,  with  which 
they  would  have  no  connection  whatever. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  say  anything  impertinent, 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  re- 
member that  the  proceedings  of  the  Court 
would  not  be  transacted  in  a  cellar. 

Mb.  LOWE  remarked,  that  the  objec- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Bouverie)  ought  to  be  removed  by  a  pre- 
Tious  portion  of  the  Bill,  where  the  de- 
termination of  the  Court  was  ordered  to  be 
reported  to  the  Speaker. 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  moved  the  addition  of 
the  following  words:  — 

"  The  court  or  judge  ihall,  in  all  oasei  where 
Buch  notice  has  been  given,  in  the  prescribed  time 
and  manner,  report  the  same  to  the  Speaker  of 
the  Hoase  of  Commons." 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  he  thought  there 
was  an  important  omission  in  the  clause, 
because,  if  the  person  petitioned  against 
did  not  choose,  from  want  of  means  or  anj 
other  reason,  to  defend  his  seat,  nobody 
else  could  come  forward  to  rebut  the 
charge  of  bribery  and  corruption  made 
against  the  borough. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Henley) 
The  Attorney  General 


r  clause^ 
to.      I 


would  find  that  that  difficulty  had  already 
been  provided  for  by  an  earlier  clause^ 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  \ 

Clause  42  agreed  to. 

Clause  43  (General  Costa  of  Petition).  A 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  proposed,  in 
page  14,  line  11,  to  insert  after  "  on  the 
whole  successful  "  the  words-— 

"  And  In  the  case  of  any  such  Petition  where 
any  corrupt  practice  is  charged  to  have  taken 
place,  and  where  the  court  or  judge  has  decided 
that  any  corrupt  practice  has  been  proved,  the 
court  or  judge  shall  have  power  to  order  any  por- 
tion or  the  whole  of  the  costs,  charges,  and  ex- 
penses to  be  defrayed  by  any  party  or  parties  who 
may  hare  been  proved  guilty  of  corrupt  practices, 
or  by  the  county  or  borough,  in  the  same  manner 
as  expenses  incurred  in  the  registration  of  voters 
for  the  county  or  borough,  regard  being  had  to 
the  importance  of  securing  the  best  efforts  of  the 
oounty  or  borough  for  repression  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices. 

"  In  the  case  of  any  Petition  complaining  of 
general  or  extensive  prevalence  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices, if  the.  court  or  judge  shall  be  of  opinion  that 
there  was  reasonable  and  probable  ground  for  its 
allegations,  the  petitioner  or  petitioners  shall  be 
relieved  of  all  costs,  charges,  and  expenses  in- 
curred in  and  about  the  inquiry,  and  it  shall  be 
in  the  power  of  the  court  or  judge  to  distribute 
the  said  costs,  charges,  and  expenses  in  such  pro- 
portions as  it  or  he  may  think  fit  between  parties 
who  shall  have  been  found  guilty  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices, or  who  shall  have  caused  expense  by  vexa- 
tious conduct,  unfounded  allegations,  or  un- 
founded objections,  and  the  county  or  borough,  as 
the  case  may  be,  the  expenses  charged  on  the 
county  or  borough  to  be  defrayed  in  the  same 
manner  as  expenses  incurred  in  the  registratioa 
of  voters  for  the  oounty  or  borough." 

The  principle  of  this  Amendment  is  that 
to  bring  to  light,  and  prosecute  to  convic- 
tion, acts  of  bribery  or  other  corruption  at 
elections,  is  a  public  service  ;  and  that, 
being  a  public  service,  those  who  are  judi- 
cially decided  to  have  performed  that  ser- 
vice ought  not  to  be  required  to  pay  the 
expenses  of  it  from  their  private  purse. 
It  is  enough  that  they  take  upon  them- 
selves the  risk  of  failing  to  establish  the 
charge,  which,  we  all  know,  may  easily, 
and  does  frequently,  happen  when  it  is 
perfectly  notorious  that  the  charge  is  true, 
but  when  it  has  been  proved  true,  and  is 
judicially  declared  to  be  so  proved,  I 
maintain  that  the  Petitioners  have  a  clear 
moral  right  to  be  indemnified  for  the  ex- 
pense. Their  first  claim,  no  doubt,  is  upon 
the  parties  who,  through  their  instrumen- 
tality, have  been  found  guilty  ;  but  the 
Judge  may  not  always  think  fit  to  inflict 
even  upon  proved  corruption,  so  heavy  a 
penalty  as  the  entire  expenses  of  the  Peti* 
tion ;    and  it  will  often  happen  that  the 
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parties  hare  not  the  meani  of  paying  it. 
I  propose,  therefore  that  the  Judge  should 
have  the  power  of  apportioning  the  expense 
in  whaterer  manner  he  deems  most  just, 
hetween  the  persons  conTicted  of  corrupt 
practices,  and  the  county  or  horough. 

Mr.  ATRTON  remarked,  with  reference 
to  the  earlier  part  of  the  clause,  that,  as 
persons  would  be  less  able  to  inform  them- 
•elres  of  their  grounds  of  action  through 
the  shortening  of  time  during  which  a 
Petition  could  be  presented,  a  prorision 
making  the  payment  of  costs  depend  upon 
the  erent  would  almost  entirely  prerent 
Petitions  being  presented. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
the  Petitioner  did  not  pay  costs  unless  the 
Committee  decided  his  proceedings  had 
been  Tezatious.  The  Committee  desired 
on  the  one  hand  to  put  an  end  to  corrupt 
practices  ;  but  at  the  same  time  to  pro- 
tect a  Member  from  improper  Petitions. 
The  Judge  was  Tosted  with  a  discretion 
as  to  awarding  costs. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  he 
hoped  the  Amendment  would  not  be  pressed, 
and  he  did  not  belicTe  the  hon.  Member 
would  press  it  when  he  understood  what 
it  comprehended.  It  actually  gave  the 
Judge  power  to  award  costs  against  any 
man  whom  another  might  hate  charged 
with  bribery  under  circumstances  in  which 
he  could  offer  no  defence.  Any  roter 
might  go  before  the  Judge  and  say,  with- 
'  out  the  least  foundation,  "  Such  a  one 
offered  me  a  sum  of  money."  He  was 
sure,  too,  the  latter  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment went  far  beyond  the  intention  of  the 
hon.  Member. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  asked,  whe- 
ther  since  Judges  could  he  trusted  to  de- 
cide cases  of  political  importance,  the 
Attorney  General  believed  they  could  not 
be  trusted  to  exercise  proper  caution  in 
awarding  costs  f 

Mr.  LOWE  thought  costs,  properly  so 
called,  could  only  fall  on  persons  who,  as 
parties  to  the  suit,  could  be  heard  ;  here, 
bowerer,  was  a  proposal  to  impose  an 
arbitrary  fine  on  persons  not  parties  to  a 
•nit,  and  having  no  power  to  make  them- 
selves heard.  The  same  remark  applied 
to  the  borough  or  county  as  to  persons, 
and  the  only  possible  precedent  which 
oould  be  quoted  in  support  of  either  case 
was  that  of  making  an  attorney  pay  costs 
for  improper  conduct  in  a  suit. 

Amendment  n^gatiioed,      j 

Clause  a^Md  to.  / 


Clause  44  agreed  to. 

Clause    45  (Punishment  of  Candidate  I 
guilty  of  Bribery).  ' 

Mr.  POWELL  observed  that  there  was 
surplusage  in  the  use  of  the  word  *'  per* 
sonally,'  as  referring  to  the  person  guilty 
of  bribery. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  moved,  in 
page  14,  line  35,  to  leave  out  the  word 
'•  bribery,"  in  order  to  insert  the  words 
"  corrupt  practice  "  in  its  stead.  **  Corrupt 
practice  *'  were  the  words  used  generally 
throughout  the  Bill  as  a  description  of  the 
offence  with  which  the  measure  dealt.  His 
object  was  to  extend  the  operation  of  the 
clause  to  persons  guilty  of  treating  or  of 
intimidation. 

Page  14,  line  32 : — Amendment  pro- 
posed, to  leave  out  the  word  "bribery," 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  *' any  corrupt 
practice,"— (J/r.  Mill,) — instead  thereof. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  Amendment  would  effect  a  very 
important  change  in  the  Bill.  The  ques- 
tion raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
minster had  been  very  fully  discussed  and 
considered  by  the  Select  Committee,  and 
that  Committee  thought  it  would  be  going 
too  far  to  exclude  a  man  from  the  House 
of  Commons  for  seven  years  because  he 
had  been  found  guilty  of  treating  or  guilty 
of  intimidation.  That  penalty  was  by  the 
clause  now  under  discussion  inflicted  on 
any  person  found  guilty  of  bribery. 

YisoouNT  AMBERLEY  observed  that 
treating  was  bribery  by  means  of  eating 
and  drinking,  and  therefore  it  was  morally 
as  bad  as  bribery  by  payment  of  money. 

Mb.  Serjeant  GASELEE  said,  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  not  assent  to 
the  proposed  Amendment.  He  did  not 
think  that  a  punishment  which  was  almost 
as  bad  as  transportation  for  seven  years 
should  be  inflicted  merely  for  giving  a  man 
half-a-crown  to  get  something  to  drink. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Westminster  would  persevere  with 
his  clause. 

Mb.  CLAT  thought  that  intimidation 
was  even  worse  than  bribery. 

Question  put,  '*  That  the  word  *  bribery ' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  175; 
Noes  80 :  Majority  95. 

Mr.  POWELL  proposed  to  leave  out 
in  page  14,  line  3/,  the  words  "  during 
the  seven  years"  to  the  end  of  the  clause, 
with  the  view  of  adding  the  words  '*  or 
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I  titting  in  ParliameiU  Imp  Moh  ooonty  or 
borough  during  the  Parliament  then  in 
ezisteace."  He  obserTod  that  the  Bill  as 
now  drawn  did  not  retain  the  proTifiion 
that  a  candidate  found  guilty  of  malprac- 
ticea  by  himself  or  his  agents  should  be 
incapable  of  sitting  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons during  the  then  existing  Parliament 
for  the  same  constituency.  He  thought 
that  a  just  and  wise  provision.  Else  a 
candidate  unseated  on  Petition  might  at  a 
subsequent  election— that  election  being  a 
pure  election,  and  therefore  free  from  at- 
tack— be  returned  by  force  and  by  Tirtue  of 
that  very  corruption  which  had  vitiated 
\the  former  return.  The  Amendment 
jraised  the  whole  of  the  large  question 
/whether  a  single  Judge  sitting  alone  with- 
/  out  a  jury  should  have  the  power  of  de- 
{  priving  a  citizen  of  his  civil  rights.  A  man 
80  charged  was  entitled  to  a  trial  by  jury. 
Before  a  citizen  was  found  guilty  of  such 
an  offence,  and  was  subjected  to  such  a 
punishment,  his  trial  should  proceed,  not 
on  a  collateral  and  accidental  issue,  but  oo 
a  fair  issue  fairly  raised,  and  the  verdict 
should  be  arrived  at  after  careful  investiga* 
tion  by  a  jury  under  the  guidance  of  a 
Judge  in  reference  to  the  apecial  and 
individual  case.  It  was  not  necessary  for 
him  to  enlarge  on  the  horrible  nature  of 
the  punishment  which  sent  a  man  forth 
into  the  world  deprived  of  all  that  made 
life  worth  having,  by  rendering  him  in- 
capable of  sitting  in  Parliament  for  seven 
years.  It  had  been  found  that  extreme 
severity  of  punishment  defeated  its  own 
object,  and  he  was  of  opinion  that  an 
English  citizen  should  not  be  liable  to 
suffer  this  punishment  by  the  sentence  of 
a  Judge  sitting  without  a  jury.  He  there- 
fore proposed  to  omit  from  the  clanse  the 
words  rendering  the  candidate  with  whose 
knowledge  and  consent  bribery  had,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Judge,  been  committed, 
*'  incapable  of  being  elected  to  and  of 
sitting  in  the  House  of  Oommons  during 
the  seven  years  next  after  the  date  of  his 
being  found  guilty  ;"  and  to  substitute  for 
them  a  provision  rendering  such  candidate 
incapable  "of  sitting  in  Parliament  for 
such  county  or  borough  during  the  Parlia- 
ment then  in  existence." 

Amend  dent  proposed, 

In  line  37,  to  leave  oat  from  the  word  "  Oom- 
mons "  to  the  end  of  the  GUnse,  in  order  to  add 
the  words  "or  sitting  in  Parliament  for  such 
eountj  or  borooffh  during  the  Parliament  then 
in  existenoe,"— (^.Powtf,) 
— instead  thereof. 
Mr.  Pwf$U 


Sib  ROUNDBUi  PAUIEB  aaid»  that 
the  observations  of  the  bon.  and  learned 
Member  directed  attention  to  a  matter 
which  it  was  necessary  should  be  properly 
understood.  It  was  desirable  to  know 
whether  it  was  intended  by  the  clause  to 
repeal  altogether  the  present  law,  which 
declared  that,  if  a  candidate  were  found 
guilty  of  bribery,  treating,  or  undue  in- 
fluence, by  himself  or  his  agents,  he  ahould 
be  incapable  of  sitting  in  the  House  of 
Commons  during  the  Parliament  then 
existing.  The  Committee  would  observe 
that  agency  was  not  mentioned  in  the  pre- 
sent clanse,  and  that  omission  would  have 
the  effect  of  operating  as  a  very  great 
stimulus  and  encouragement  to  bribery  in 
those  cases  where  the  present  law  dis- 
couraged such  offences.  The  unpopularity 
of  the  persons  who  spent  large  sums  of 
money  in  corrupt  practices  was  not  so  great 
as  the  advocates  of  purity  of  election  might 
desire,  and  if  a  candidate  who  liad  com- 
mitted bribery  were  allowed  to  stand  again 
for  the  same  place  where  the  bribery  had 
been  practised,  it  would  be  ten  to  one  in 
many  cases  that  he  would  be  returned.  In  ] 
abolishing  Election  Committees  it  was 
manifest  that,  if  the  House  intended  to 
retain  the  substance  of  the  existing  law, 
some  words  must  be  introduced  into  the 
Bill  to  make  the  present  consequences  of 
agency  applicable  to  a  person  convicted  by 
a  Judge. 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  stated 
that  the  intention  of  the  Bill  was  that  the 
penalty  in  the  case  of  a  candidate  per- 
sonally guilty  of  bribery  should  be  more 
severe  than  at  present ;  but  it  was  not 
intended  to  alter  the  law  applicable  to 
candidates  guilty  of  bribery  by  their 
agents,  and  he  would,  in  order  to  preclude 
all  doubt  on  the  point,  undertake  to  bring 
up  a  clause  relating  to  the  matter  upon 
the  Report. 

Mb.  LOWE  thought  that  the  olauae 
seemed  framed  with  undue  severity.  An 
immense  penalty  was  annexed  to  the 
offence  mentioned  in  the  clause,  and  they 
were  obliged  to  exaggerate  the  character 
of  the  offence  before  they  could  bring 
themselves  to  assent  to  the  penalty.  The 
clause  stated  that  where,  by  the  report  of 
a  Judge  upon  an  Election  Petition,  it  should 
be  found  that  bribery  had  been  committed 
with  the  knowledge  or  consent  of  a  candi- 
date, such  candidate  should  be  deemed  to 
have  been  personally  guilty  of  bribery. 
They  might  say  that,  but  their  saying  so 
did  not    make  the  candidate  personallj 
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guilty,  though  hj  the  use  of  Iboto  words 
they  might  Beek  to  exeofie  thennelfee  fof 
providing  so  heary  a  penalty.  In  the  case 
of  murder  they  might  say  that  any  person 
with  whose  consent  or  knowledge  murder 
was  committed  should  be  deemed  person- 
ally  guilty  of  murder ;  hut  that  was  not 
law.  Such  a  person  was  not  a  prinoipal, 
but  an  accessory.  This  constrained  coo- 
Btruetion  heing  put  on  the  Act  mentioned 
in  the  clause,  the  penalty  imposed  was 
seren  years'  exclusion  from  the  House  of 
Commons.      The  penalty  here   would  he 

(worse  than  transportation  for  life  to  some 
persons.  It  would  be  extremely  wrong  to 
put  this  tremendous  power  into  the  hands 
of  a  single  Judge.  They  would  defeat 
their  own  object,  for  no  Judge  would  ever 
take  on  himself  the  responsibility  of  say- 
ing what  he  might  think  in  his  own  mind, 
because  he  would  shrink  from  the  conse* 
quences  it  would  involve.  But  let  them 
look  at  the  matter  with  reference  to  politi- 
oal  expediency.  They  were  not  saying  that 
every  man  who  had  done  this  must  be  dealt 
with  after  a  certain  manner,  but  everyone 
who  had  been  proved  to  have  done  it. 
There  was  the  difiBcoUy  of  deciding  what 
was  true  and  false  on  such  testimony  as 
was  given  in  these  cases  ;  it  was  not  on 
the  fact  of  a  man  having  done  it,  but  of 
the  witnesses  being  able  to  impress  the 
mind  of  a  Judge  that  he  had  done  it,  they 
were  proceeding.  There  were  Gentlemen 
sitting  in  that  House  whose  presence  there 
was  most  important  to  the  interests  of 
party  and  the  interests  of  the  nation  ;  and 
there  was  hardly  anything  that  might  not 
be  contrived  by  wicked  and  unscrupulous 
persons  to  procure  their  absence.  Tet  their 
absence  during  the  past  seven  years,  and 
Btill  more  during  the  next  seven  years, 
would  revolutionize  and  alter  the  whole 
history  of  the  country.  Everything  would 
depend  on  the  presence  or  absence  of  those 
two  Gentlemen ;  and  would  they  leave  so 
tremendous  an  issue  to  be  decided  in  this 
manner  ?  He  could  not  reconcile  his  mind 
to  such  a  conclusion.  He  did  not  stand 
there  as  an  advocate  of  those  who  gave  or 
took  bribes  ;  but  by  such  arbitrary  and 
harsh  constructions  they  strained  the  laws 
into  what  they  were  not ;  and  their  penal- 
ties, being  utterly  wild,  violent,  and  extra- 
vagant, would  not  check  bribery,  but  rather 
enable  many  to  escape  the  stigma  justly 
due  to  their  misconduct.  They  would  act 
much  more  wisely  by  leaving  these  matters 
to  be  dealt  with  as  they  had  been  already 
—not  to  outrun,  but  trusting  to  the  foroe 


of  public  opinion  to  put  down  this  offsDoe. 
He  was  quite  sure  that  here,  as  in  all 
other  eases,  laws  too  severe  and  extrava* 
gant  had  only  a  tendency  to  defeat  them- 
selves. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  he  thought  the 
observations  of  the  right  hon.  Gent^man 
(Mr.  Lowe)  struck  at  the  root  of  the  whole  , 
Bill.  Observations  very  much  to  the  same 
effect  had  been  made  on  many  of  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill ;  but  it  was  only  now 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  arrived  at 
a  eonclusion  as  to  the  real  character  of  the 
Bill,  and  denounced  it  as  a  most  deplorable 
ealamity.  They  were  attempting  to  com- 
bine a  civil  and  criminal  suit  —  to  blend 
two  very  different  things,  and  involving  I 
such  tremendons  penalties  as  seven  years'  t 
ostracism  from  the  House  of  Commons.  \ 
But  the  objection  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman came  somewhat  late.  After  con- 
structing the  most  excellent  tribunal  they 
could  by  possibility  devise,  and  entitled  to 
every  con6dence,  they  suddenly  turned 
round,  and  would  not  allow  justice  to  take 
its  course.  He,  on  the  other  hand,  main* 
tained  they  were  bound  to  accept  the  le- 
gitimate consequences  of  what  they  had 
done  in  the  penal  character  of  the  clause. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  found  that  the  clause  now 
under  discussion  was  accepted  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Corrupt  Practices  Bill  last 
year  nrnn.  con.  Seventeen  Members  were  • 
present,  and  fifteen  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee voted  for  it,  among  whom  was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Calne. 

Mb.  LOWE  :  I  did  not  vote  for  it. 

Thu  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  The  Motion  was  made  and  the 
Question  put — 

"  That  it  is  desirable  that  persons  fband  gailtf 
of  bribery  or  reported  by  the  Judge  or  Commis- 
sioners as  having  been  guilty  of  bribery  should, 
notwithstanding  any  indemnity,  be  for  seven  years 
incapacitated  from  being  elected  as  Members  of 
Parliament,  or  voting  for  Members  of  Parliament, 
or  holding  municipal  otBoes,  or  being  included  in 
a  Commission  of  the  Peace." 

That  question  was  put  at  the  instance  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Russell  Gumey),  and  agreed  to.  Of  course 
he  was  not  able  to  say,  from  the  report  of 
the  proceedings,  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  before  then  left  the  room. 

Mb.  LOWE  :  I  did  leave  the  Com- 
mittee-room. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  oi  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
there  immediately  before. 
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Mb.  LOWE  :  I  wm. 

The  chancellor  ow  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: No  Member  of  the  Committee 
took  exeeptioD  to  the  Resolution.  Of 
eourse.  it  was  open  to  any  Member  of  the 
Committee  to  cbang^e  his  mind. 

Mb.  LOWE :  I  did  not  change  mjmind 
on  that  matter. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER did  not  say  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  changed  his  mind.  But  he 
did  not  record  his  Tote  against  the  propo- 
sition. With  regard  to  the  question  whether 
it  was  desirable  to  have  such  a  proTision  he 
would  say  a  few  words.  Why  was  money 
•pent  in  bribery  ?  The  object  to  be  attained 
was  a  seat  in  that  House  ;  and  if  it  were 
provided  that  on  Members  being  convicted 
of  spending  money  illegally  in  order  to 
obtain  a  seat  in  Parliament  that  object 
would  be  defeated,  very  strong  discourage- 
ment would  be  given  to  bribery.  No  doubt 
there  might  be  combinations  and  conspira- 
cies to  prove  distinguished  Members  of  the 
House  guilty  of  bribery  ;  but  they  must 
trust,  as  in  other  cases,  to  the  acumen 
of  the  tribunal  to  detect  and  defeat  those 
conspiracies. 

Mb.  CLAT  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
Gbvernment  would  not  be  induced  to  con- 
,  sent  to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Cambridge(  Mr.  Powell), 
which  proposed  to  place  the  man  who  was 
cognisant  of  bribery  being  committed  for 
him  with  the  individual  who  was  so  unfortu- 
nate as  to  have  over-aealous  friends  who 
bribed  on  bis  behalf,  but  without  his  know- 
ledge. He  doubted  whether  seven  years' 
exclusion  was  a  sufficient  punishment  for 
those  who  had  been  guilty  of  bribery. 

Mr.  PAULL  said,  he  was  afraid  that 
the  words  of  the  clause  would  not  carry  the 
punishment  intended. 

Mb.  WHITBREAD,  as  a  Member  of 
the  Committee,  explained  that  the  penal 
clauses  had  been  very  much  discussed,  and 
that  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Calne  voted 
with  the  minority  against  them.  The  best 
course  would  be  to  withdraw  the  penal 
clauses,  and  to  leave  the  law  upon  the 
point  as  it  now  stood. 

Mr.  SANDFORD  said,  he  thought  it 
was  not  just  to  treat  an  accessory  in  the 
same  manner  as  a  principal,  although  it 
appeared  the  hon.  Member  for  Hull  (Mr. 
Clay)  was  incapable  of  understanding  the 
distinction. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,   he  thought    the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Powell),  both  on  grounds  of  justice 
2^  Chancellor  ofth§  Ssp^hegimr 


and  expediency,  was  a  good  one.  After 
the  stigma  had  been  cast  upon  a  man,  all 
the  witnesses  might  admit  that  they  had 
made  a  mistake,  or  might  be  convicted  of 
perjury,  yet  there  would  be  no  means  of 
setting  him  right  for  seven  years.  He 
should  like  to  know  how  long  such  a  regu- 
lation would  remain  in  force  after  one  of 
the  Leaders  of  that  House  was  excluded 
under  this  provision.  The  best  way  would 
be  to  leave  the  period  of  exclusion  in  the 
discretion  of  the  Judges  who  tried  the 
Petition. 

Mb.  RUSSELL  GURNET  said,  he 
thought  the  stigma  resulted  from  the  con- 
viction of  the  offence,  and  not  from  the 
punishment  inflicted  by  the  tribunal.  The 
real  foundation  of  all  who  spoke  against 
the  clause  was  want  of  trust  in  the  tribunal. 
He  did  not  include  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Calne  in  the  number,  for  he  had 
been  all  along  in  favour  of  the  tribunal. 
The  Amendment  did  not  provide  against 
the  candidate  trying  his  fortune  in  another 
borough  or  county;  for  it  might  happen 
that  the  reputation  which  a  candidate  had 
acquired  in  this  respect  would  tell  in  his 
favour  in  a  locality  where  bribery  was 
valued. 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  197  ; 
Noes  26:  Majority  171. 

VisoouNT  AMBERLEY  moved  that  the 
Chairman  report  Progress. 

Mr.  monk  asked  whether  the  Bill 
would  be  taken  as  the  first  Order  on  re- 
suming Business  this  evening  ? 

Mb.   DISRAELI   said,  he   hoped   the 
noble    Lord   (Yiscouiit   Amberley)   would 
withdraw  his  Motion  that  the  clause  might    / 
be  agreed  to. 

YisoouNT  AMBERLEY  said,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  46  (Penalty  for  employing  cor*     | 
rupt  Agent). 

Mb.  POWELL,  said,  he  wished  to  limit 
the  words,  to  prevent  candidates  from  being 
entangled  by  acts  of  which  they  were  not 
conscious.  Under  the  clause  it  might  be 
considered  that,  by  the  most  casual  pro- 
ceeding, a  candidate  had  engaged  a  person 
to  act  for  him.  He  therefore  proposed  to 
insert  after  the  word  "  engagea,"  the 
words  *'  as  an  agent." 
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Mb.  OANDLISH  moTed  that  the  Chair- 
man report  Progress. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Thunday,  at  Twelre  of  the  clock. 

SUPPLT.—REPORT. 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  sUted  that, 
through  the  wrong  Paper  heing  placed  in 
the  Chairman's  hands,  a  mach  smaller  sum 
was  Toted  for  Greenwich  Hospital  last 
night  than  was  actually  required,  that 
being  the  last  Vote  that  was  taken.  In 
order  to  remedy  this  he  would  move  that 
the  Report  of  Supply  take  precedence  of 
the  other  Orders. 

Resolutions  reported  : 
First  Thirteen  Resolutions  read  a  second 
time,  and  agreed  to. 

Fourteenth  Resolution  read  a  second 
time,  and  re-eommitted  to  the  Committee 
of  Supply. 

SUPPLY. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair.'' 

OIVIL    SERVICE    ESTIMATES. 
0B8ERTATI0KS. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  rose  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  extent, 
cost,  and  classiBoation  of  the  Civil  Service. 
Premising  that  on  account  of  the  late 
period  of  the  Session,  to  which,  in  order 
that  certain  Returns  might  be  prepared, 
the  question  had  been  deferred,  he  was 
nnwilliiig  to  delay  the  progress  of  the  Esti- 
mates, and  should  not  therefore  address  the 
House  at  so  great  a  length  as  he  had  origi- 
nally intended,  he  remarked  that  although 
there  had  recently  been  debates  upon  par- 
ticular portions  of  the  Civil  Service,  the 
entire  subject  of  its  organiaation  had  not 
been  discussed  for  some  time  past.  The 
present,  he  thought,  was  an  appropriate 
time  for  considering  it,  for  this  was  the 
end  of  a  Parliament  and  of  an  elec- 
toral system,  and  the  impending  change 
would  undoubtedly  lead  to  considerahle 
alterations  in  the  manner  of  dealing  with 
the  public  expenditure  and  public  De- 
partments. He  was  anxious,  too,  at  a 
moment  when  our  finances  were  not  in  a 
condition  to  afford  any  increase  in  these 
charges,  to  strengthen  the  hands  of  the 
Government ;  for  an  increase  had  unfortu- 
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nately  of  late  been  the  rule.  Moreover, 
the  new  system  of  examinations,  whether 
competitive  or  test  examinations  •— the 
result  of  the  labours  of  two  very  valuable 
civil  servants  some  years  ago — had  been 
in  operation  long  enough  to  show  what  its 
effect  had  been  upon  the  service,  and 
whether  any  amendment  was  required. 
Another  reason  for  considering  the  ques- 
tion at  the  present  time  was  that  whereas 
some  years  since  only  a  fraction  of  our  civil 
expenditure  was  included  in  the  Estimates 
— owing  to  the  charges  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  the  Civil  List,  and  various  fee  and 
other  funds  not  coming  directly  under  the 
cognizance  of  Parliament — we  had  gradu- 
ally brought  the  whole  of  it,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  Court  of  Chancery  and  one 
or  two  minor  Departments,  and  the  charges 
of  the  Judges  and  great  Officers  of  State, 
within  the  annual  Votes.  The  House  was 
thus  able,  on  the  face  of  the  Estimates,  to 
ascertain  the  charge  of  the  Civil  Service, 
and  to  deal  with  it  as  a  whole.  In  the 
suggestions  and  criticisms  he  was  about  to 
offer,  he  wished  it  to  be  understood  that  he 
did  not  wish  to  interfere  with  any  existing 
vested  interests,  or  with  the  fair  claims  of 
any  member  of  the  service  ;  for  he  thought 
the  inadvertent  neglect  of  this  rule  when 
making  great  changes  had  had  a  mischiev- 
ous effect.  His  principle,  too,  in  dealing 
with  these  great  establishments  would  be 
to  economise,  not  by  here  and  there  cutting 
£50  or  £100  off  salaries,  but  by  endea- 
vouring to  reduce  the  numbers  where  the 
charge  was  too  great  ;  and  he  thought  he 
should  be  able  to  show  that  there  was  an 
excellent  opportunity  for  an  enterprising 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of  making 
such  reductions.  He  would  proceed  to  give 
the  House  some  figures  as  to  the  expense 
and  condition  of  the  Civil  Service,  mean- 
ing by  that  term  the  body  of  persons 
employed  in  the  Government  service  in 
civil  capacities,  and  charged  directly  or 
indirectly  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  or 
the  Votes  of  Parliament — including  mem  • 
bers  of  the  Judicial,  Legal,  and  Police  estab- 
lishments, the  Revenue  Departments,  and 
the  civilians  employed  in  the  army  and 
navy,  but  excluding  all  officers,  whether 
combatants  or  non-combatants,  provided 
for  in  the  Votes  for  the  Army  and  Navy. 
He  would  now  give  to  the  House  the  pre- 
sent charge  and  the  present  number,  as 
accurately  as  he  had  been  ahle  to  obtain 
them.  And  here  he  would  say  that  he  had 
to  thank  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Ezchequeri  who  with  great 
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kindnets  bad  placed  at  bis  disposal  the 
resources  of  tne  Treasury,  and  enabled 
him  to  obtain  those  figures,  if  not  qoiie 
accaratelj,  jet  as  nearly  so  as  it  was 
possible  to  do  in  the  ease  ef  saeh  test 
establishments.  The  state  of  things  was 
this  —  The  salaries,  wages,  payments  for 
serrieesj'n  the  shape  of  remuneratioD,  sti- 
pends, or  whatever  else  it  might  be  called, 
in  the  Civil  Service  proper  amounted  alto- 
gether to  £1,855,000  a  year.  The  similar 
payments  in  our  Judicial  and  Police  estab- 
lishments amounted  to  £2,833.000.  The 
payments  in  our  Revenue  Departments  for 
the  same  services  amounted  to  £3,280^000 
a  year;  and  the  payments  of  civilians, 
strictly  so  called,  in  the  Naval  and  Military 
Departments,  or  in  other  words,  in  the 
War  OfiBce,  the  Admiralty,  and  the  Dook- 
jards,  amounted  to  £2,868,000  a  year. 
The  House  was  therefore  dealing  with  no 
less  a  sum  than  £10,839,000  a  year  in 
respect  of  the  civil  expenditure  of  the 
country.  The  House  would  be  interested 
in  comparing  that  sum  with  the  strictly 
Military  Votes  or  the  Votes  for  the  pay 
and  allowances  of  the  combatant  and  non* 
combatant  forces  of  the  army  and  navy. 
Separate  Votes  were  taken  in  the  Army 
and  Navy  Estimates  for  the  pay  and  pro- 
Tisions  of  the  officers  and  men  of  the  two 
forces  ;  and  these  together  made  up  a 
sum  of  £8.785,000.  Therefore,  the  ex- 
penditure for  what  were  strictly  speaking 
civil  salaries  and  wages  exceeded  by  no 
less  than  £2,000,000  the  entire  annual 
charge  for  pay  and  allowances  of  the 
officers  and  men  of  the  army  and  navy. 
[Qeneral  Peel  asked  the  number  of  men 
included  in  the  Returns.]  He  was  on  the 
point  of  giving  this  information.  There 
were  650  persons  in  the  higher  grades 
of  the  four  divisions  of  the  Civil  Service 
who  received  annual  salaries  to  the  amount 
in  aU  of  £1,092,000  a  year.  Of  course, 
he  excluded  from  this  the  officers  near 
the  person  of  the  Sovereign  charged  on 
the  Civil  List.  There  were  364  clerks  re- 
ceiving altogether  as  salaries  £368,000, 
and  here  he  was  only  taking  clerks  of 
the  highest  grade,  with  salaries  of,  or 
above,  £800  a  year.  Then  there  were 
13,808  clerks  and  others  receiving  sala- 
ries under  £800  a  year,  which  made  a 
sum  of  £3,369,214 ;  so  that  there  were 
altogether  in  the  Civil  Service  14,822  per- 
sons emploved  receiving  salaries  to  the 
extent  of  £4,830,392.  Then  there  were 
on  wajpfes  79,554  persons  who  receired 
£4,448,106.  Both  olasfes  made  a  total 
Mr.  Ch%lder9 


of  94,376  persons,  who  received  firoiii  the 
SUte  £9,278.498.  In  addition  to  that 
the  State  had  to  pay  for  clerical  assistance 
a  sum  of  £154,131,  and  for  salaries  and 
allewanees  to  persons  not  entirely,  but 
only  partially,  paid  from  Imperial  funds 
£1,406,392.  The  sum  total,  therefore, 
amounted  to  £10,839,021.  But  we  not  only 
paid  this  large  sum  to  our  sivil  servants, 
but  we  allowed  in  the  shape  of  cItII  pensions 
and  superannuations  a  Tory  large  sum  be- 
sides. There  was  for  this  purpose  a  charge 
on  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  £352,000 ; 
Civil  Votes  for  Polioe,  £118,000;  for 
others,  £255,000  ;  Law  Funds,  £50,000; 
Revenue  Votes,  £468,000  ;  Army  Votes, 
£135,000  ;  Navy  Votes,  £223,000;  mak- 
ing  a  total  of  £1,601,000,  which,  added 
to  the  charge  for  salaries,  dec,  gave  a 
grand  total  of  £12,440,000.  He  did  not 
think  there  was  any  country  in  the  world 
in  which  so  large  an  expenditure  was 
made  in  the  Civil  Senrice  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  It  was  exceedingly  difficult  to 
make  a  comparison  in  this  respect  with 
foreign  countries.  In  the  case  of  France, 
as  the  House  well  knew,  the  whole  expen- 
diture of  the  Administration,  with  very 
slight  exceptions  indeed,  was  charged  upon 
the  public  Revenues,  not  as  in  this  country, 
in  which  the  charge  to  a  very  great  extent 
was  borne  on  the  county,  borough,  and 
other  local  rates.  He  had  said  that  he 
could  not  make  a  complete  oomparison 
of  our  civil  expenditure  with  the  civil  ex- 
penditure of  France ;  but  be  had  taken 
some  pains  to  compare  the  cost  of  one 
branch — that  of  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice^in  both  countries.  The  items  of  coat 
for  the  administration  of  justice  in  France 
was  as  follows  : — Salaries — Department, 
£23,000  ;  Cour  de  Cassation,  £47,000 ; 
Cours  Imperiales,  £279,000;  Cours  d'As- 
sises,  £6,000 ;  Tribunaux  de  Premiere 
Instance,  £410,000  ;  Tribunaux  de  Com- 
merce, £7,000 ;  Tribunaux  de  Police, 
£3,000  ;  Juges  de  Paix,  £315.000— 
£1,090,000;  other  expenses,  £245,000 
— toUl,  £1,335,000.  The  cost  of  the 
administration  of  justice  in  England  was 
as  follows :— Chancery,  £180,000  ;  Com- 
mon Law,  £182,000  ;  Probate  and  Admi- 
ralty, £106,000;  Bankruptcy,  £120,000 ; 
County  Courts,  £491,000  ;  Police  Courts, 
£41,000;  all  other  Courts,  £33,000; 
prosecutions,  £212,000  ;  sundry  expenses, 
£50,000 ;  total  for  England,  £1,415,000. 
In  Scotland—Courts,  £205,000.  In  Ire- 
land—Courts £244,000;  prosecutions, 
£18,000;    sundry,    £82,000;    total  fb 
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Ireland,  £294,000.  Totol  for  the  UDitsd 
Kingdom,  £1»924,000  ;  and  if  the 
£315,000  (the  salaries  of  the  Jnges  de 
Paix),  was,  as  in  fairness  it  odght  to  he, 
deducted  for  the  purposes  of  eomparison 
from  the  French  Estimate,  the  result  was, 
that  oar  Estimate  was  nearly  £1,000.000 
in  excess  of  that  of  France.  Now, 
what  were  the  real  facts  as  to  our  ciril 
expenditure?  There  was  no  doubt  that 
within  the  last  twenty  or  twenty-five  years 
that  expenditure  had  greatly  increased.  It 
had  not  increased  in  the  years  from  1861 
to  1865,  hot  it  had  gone  on  increasing 
within  the  last  two  or  three  years.  He 
did  not  say  that  at  the  present  time  by 
way  of  reflection  on  anyone,  bnt  it  was  im- 
possible to  deny  that  the  tendency  for  the 
last  twenty-fife  years  had  been  in  the 
direction  of  a  steady  increase  in  our  civil 
charges.  He  had  tried  to  compare  Eng- 
lish with  foreign  expenditure,  and  also  the 
expenditore  of  particular  Departments  at 
home  with  one  another.  It  was  exceed- 
ingly diffieolt  to  do  so,  because  the  sys- 
tem had  altered  yery  much  of  late  years. 
There  were  Departments,  howoTcr,  as  to 
which  you  could  legitimately  compare  their 
state  in  1853  and  their  state  now.  For 
example,  the  Foreign  Office,  in  1853, 
employed  fifty-one  persons  ;  it  now  em- 
ployed eight  jr- five.  In  1853  the  Colonial 
Office,  before  the  great  colonial  changes, 
which  one  would  hare  thought  would  have 
reduced  the  staff  there,  employed  thirty- 
seten  persons  ;  now  it  employed  fifty- 
three.  The  Department  of  Works  then 
employed  thirty-seven  persons ;  now  it 
employed  eighty-four.  Again,  in  1853,  the 
expenditure  of  the  Admiralty  Office  proper 
was  £122,000 ;  it  was  now  £182,000, 
showing  an  increase  of  £60,000.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  Treasury,  where  eighty- 
four  persons  were  employed  in  1853,  now 
had  eighty-five ;  and  in  the  Pay  Office  at 
both  periods  there  were  seventy- three  per* 
sons.  It  was  not  therefore  impossible  in 
some  Departments  to  keep  down  this  in- 
crease of  numbers  and  of  expense.  In  the 
other  cases  mentioned,  to  his  mind  the  in- 
crease was  such  that  nobody  could  wonder 
if  the  Civil  Service  Estimates  showed  the 
effects  of  it.  It  was  impossible,  without 
an  immense  amoont  of  tronble  and  of 
official  knowledge -^  which,  of  course,  at 
the  pesent  moment  he  did  not  possess — 
to  compare  the  total  expenditure  in  the 
Civil  Service  at  the  two  periods,  because 
there  had  been  so  many  transfers  of  charge 
from  the  Consolidated  Fund  to  the  Votee, 


and  from  the  Naval  and  Military  Votes  to 
the  Civil  Votes,  and  so  on,  that  the  mere 
figures,  if  quoted,  would  only  deceive  the 
House.  But  he  had  adduced  facts  which 
could  be  substantiated,  and  those  facta 
evidently  deserved  the  attention  of  the  Go* 
Tcmment.  One  of  the  principal  evils  in 
the  Civil  Service,  as  at  present  constituted, 
sprung  from  the  entire  want  of  systematic 
classification  in  the  different  salaries  of 
public  servants.  There  were  not  two  De- 
partments in  which  civil  servants  of  the 
same  class  had  the  same  rates  and 
augmentations  of  salaries.  When  he  was 
at  the  Treasury  he  examined  into  this 
question  in  reference  to  one  Department 
^-  the  warehousing  Department  of  the 
Customs — and  there  he  found  not  less  than 
eighteen  varieties  of  classification,  with 
different  minimums,  different  maximums, 
different  augmentations,  and  diffarent  pro- 
portions of  salary,  so  that  an  officer  had 
eighteen  different  sets  of  chances  with 
reference  to  his  promotion.  The  same 
system  prevailed  in  other  Departments. 
Now,  he  did  not  mean  to  say  that  the 
whole  service  should  be  classified  in  the 
same  way  ;  but  at  present  there  was  an 
entire  want  of  system,  in  spite  of  the 
exertions  of  the  Treasury.  Such  a  state 
of  things  produced  the  worst  results,  be- 
cause it  led  to  constant  complaints  and 
grumbling  on  the  part  of  the  officers  ;  and 
when  complaints  and  grumbling  prevailed 
the  public  service  could  not  be  satisfac- 
torily carried  on.  The  next  evil  was  the 
want  of  a  sufficient  distinction  between 
officers  who  worked  with  their  brains  and 
officers  who  worked  with  their  hands.  One 
common  word  "  clerk "  was  applied  to 
gentlemen  of  the  highest  education,  whose 
information  and  ability  rendered  immense 
service  to  their  country,  and  men  who 
were  well  paid  at  £100  or  £150  a  year 
for  the  merest  routine  work.  This  want 
of  a  distinction  between  brain  and  hand 
work  was  a  greater  cause  of  difficulty  than 
that  to  which  he  had  just  alluded.  And 
he  would  give  a  practical  illustration  of  the 
mistakes  made  even  recently  in  not  recog- 
niaing  this  distinction.  There  were  for- 
merly in  the  Customs  two  distinct  classes 
of  officers — the  one  known  as  landing 
waiters  and  gangers,  men  of  considerable 
education,  who  rose  to  £400  or  £500  a 
year,  and  even  to  the  highest  posts  in  the 
Cnstoms  ;  and  below  them  were  weighers, 
tidewaiters,  and  inferior  officers.  For  a 
reason  which,  he  admitted,  possessed  con- 
siderable weight,  these  two  olasses  had 
2  Q  2 
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been  practically  amalgamated.  Too  now 
had  the  landing  officers,  who  were  the 
old  landing  waiters  and  gangers,  and 
the  out-door  officers*  who  were  the  weigh- 
ers and  tide  waiters  ;  and  all  appoint- 
ments to  the  superior  were  made  from 
the  inferior  class,  so  that  no  landing  wait- 
ers could  obtain  employment  unless  they 
had  passed  through  the  inferior  class  of 
out-door  officers.  The  result  was  that  you 
had  far  too  good  men  as  out-door  officers, 
and  you  would  find  a  difficulty  by-and-by 
in  obtaining  sufficiently  good  men  as  land- 
ing officers.  There  was  a  story— he  did 
not  know  whether  it  was  anything  but  a 
story— that  a  high  wrangler  at  Cambridge, 
who  might  have  been  a  Fellow  at  one  of 
the  small  Colleges,  was  to  be  found  among 
those  doing  the  duty  of  weighers,  because 
be  hoped  by-and-by  to  become  a  landing 
waiter,  with  a  superior  salary.  The  efifect, 
also,  of  the  competitive  system  of  exami- 
nation was  gradually  to  raise  the  standard, 
and  thus  to  give  you  too  high  a  class  of 
men  for  the  simple  duties  which  inferior 
officers  had  to  perform.  He  was  in  favour 
of  competitive  examination  for  the  class 
of  persons  for  whom  it  was  originally  in- 
tended ;  but  he  thought  that  in  the  case  of 
minor  appointments,  from  which  there  was 
no  promotion  to  the  establishment,  it  should 
be  left  to  the  heads  of  Departments  to  en- 
gage or  dismiss  upon  their  own  responsi- 
bility. At  present  you  got  men  who  were 
above  their  work  and  were  always  asking 
for  increase  of  pay.  Examination  and  even 
competitive  examination  was  very  well  in 
the  right  place  ;  but  he  was  not  for 
competitive  examination  run  mad,  and  he 
feared  that  the  system  was  tending  in  that 
direction.  Another  evil  was  the  want  of 
any  systematic  control  over  the  expenditure 
of  Departments  and  over  the  salaries  and 
numbers  of  public  servants.  What  was 
the  case  with  regard  to  our  legal  Depart- 
ment ?  Who  was  responsible  for  the  legal 
arrangements  of  the  country  ?  The  Trea- 
sury knew  nothing  about  them  until  an 
application  was  made  ;  the  Home  Office 
would  repudiate  all  responsibility  ;  the 
Attorney  General  was  overwhelmed  with 
work,  and  did  not  attempt  administrative 
functions ;  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  no 
charge  in  the  matter,  and  thus  there  was 
nobody  who  was  responsible  for  the  financial 
arrangements  of  our  Courts  of  Justice. 
The  result  was  an  exnenditure  of  from 
£300,000  to  £500,000  more  than  was 
necessary  ;  and  if  we  had  a  Minister  upon 
whom  we  could  call  to  redress  abuses  these 
Mr.  Childer9 


things  might  be  remedied.  With  a  re- 
sponsible Minister  for  instance  there  could 
hardly  have  been  such  a  scandal  as  the 
Middlesex  Eegistry  and  its  three  sinecures 
created  since  the  so-called  reform  of  the 
Law  Departments.  An  evil  which  it  was 
delicate  to  allude  to  was  the  absence  of 
interference  on  the  part  of  the  House.  In- 
stead of  endeavouring  to  repress  extra- 
vagance, hon.  Members  were  perpetually 
urging  greater  expenditure  at  the  instance 
of  individuals  or  Departments  ;  thus  the 
Treasury  had  to  do  that  which  the  House 
ought  to  do  ;  and,  in  the  absence  of  pro- 
per Parliamentary  interference  and  sup- 
port, the  Treasury  was  becoming,  as  a 
Department,  unpopular  with  the  other  De- 
partments, and  much  of  its  time  expended 
on  contests  with  other  offices,  to  the  detn~ 
ment  of  its  efficiency  as  the  highest  au- 
thority on  general  questions  of  finance.  He 
therefore  ventured  to  say  that  the  House 
ought  to  interfere  to  a  greater  extent  than 
it  did 'in  the  direction  of  enforcing  economy 
in  the  public  Departments.  Another  evil 
in  the  Civil  Service  which  must  be  looked 
into  before  long  was  unnecessary  super- 
annuation. The  object  of  superannuation 
was  two-fold.  One  was  to  retain  valuable 
public  servants  and  not  expose  them  to 
the  temptation  of  more  remunerative  em- 
ployment, and  the  other  to  provide  in 
old  age  for  those  who  might  have  given 
more  time  to  the  public  than  to  their  own 
affairs  and  so  prevent  them  being  turned 
out  as  beggars  into  the  streets.  Of  the 
two  objects  the  former  was  of  course  the 
more  important ;  and  the  latter  would  be- 
come insignificant,  as  the  facilities  for 
making  provision  for  old  age  through 
companies  or  the  Government  annuity 
system  became  better  known.  But  we  ap- 
plied the  system  to  a  mass  of  public  ser- 
vants as  to  whom  it  was  a  matter  of  com- 
parative indifference  whether  they  left  the 
service  or  not.  The  practical  effect  was 
we  did  not  get  those  servants  for  any  less 
pay  than  we  should  get  them  for  if  there 
were  no  superannuation  ;  and  the  very 
fact  of  its  being  looked  forward  to  as 
a  sort  of  vested  right  did  harm  instead 
of  good,  because  it  led  us  to  retain  in- 
efficient public  servants.  We  ought  to 
confine  superannuation  to  the  higher  ranks 
of  the  service — to  those  working  with  the 
brain.  In  the  other  ranks  it  would  be  de- 
sirable to  introduce  the  system  of  deduc- 
tions from  salaries,  the  amount  paid  in  to 
be  returned  with  interest  when  a  man  left 
the  service*     To  add  the  right  of  super- 
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annaatioD  to  a  Balary  when  the  office  could 
be  adequately  filled  frithout  the  soper- 
annnuation  was  to  a  great  extent  to  throw 
money  away.  He  now  came  to  the  re- 
medies he  would  propose.  First,  he  would 
pre  aU  public  servants  to  understand  that 
if  they  could  reduce  their  numbers,  the  re- 
duction should  be  taken  into  account  in 
dealing  with  their  salaries.  He  believed 
that  if  this  were  done,  in  many  instances 
two  public  servants  would  be  able  to  do 
work  which  now  required  three.  Next  a 
clear  distinction  should  be  drawn  between 
clerks  and  writers,  between  brainwork  and 
handwork.  In  the  clerical  part  of  the  ser- 
vice we  should  extend  the  system  adopted 
in  the  Admiralty  and  Customs  of  em- 
ploying an  inferior  class  of  men  as  writers, 
and  paying  them  by  the  day,  without  any 
right  to  superannuation,  and  with  power  to 
discharge  them  if  their  services  were  not 
satisfactory.  We  might  certainly  carry 
out  this  plan  much  further  than  we  did  in 
the  Military  and  Naval  Departments,  and 
he  should  like  to  see  soldiers  employed 
upon  work  for  which  we  paid  at  the  rate  of 
three  or  four  times  as  much  as  a  soldier's 
pay.  The  third  remedy  he  proposed  was 
simplification  of  class.  It  was  possible  by 
degrees  to  lay  down  a  rule  as  to  classifica- 
tion, which,  of  course,  would  not  apply  to 
all  Departments  equally,  but  still  one  which 
would  prevent  enormous  additions  to  our 
expenditure.  Fourthly,  for  the  future  when 
persons  as  to  whom  we  did  not  require  the 
present  system  of  superannuation  entered 
the  service,  he  would  give  them  no  right  to 
Buperannuation  ;  but  would  treat  them  as 
we  treat  a  large  number  of  persons  in 
the  dockyards,  in  fact  all  the  officers  and 
men  in  the  factories,  who  remained  in 
the  service  just  as  much  as  they  would 
if  they  were  entitled  to  superannuation.  In 
this  way  we  should  in  process  of  time  save 
between  £750,000  and  £1,000,000.  The 
last  remedy  be  would  propose  was  that 
the  House  should,  by  its  own  efforts,  en- 
deavour to  increase  the  control  of  the 
Treasury,  and  enable  them  to  carry  out 
those  financial  reforms  which,  if  they  were 
well-treated  by  this  House  he  knew  the 
Treasury  was  capable  of  carrying  out.  In 
making  these  suggestions  he  meant  to  con- 
rey  no  reflection  upon  right  boo.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  It  was  not  a  party  but  an 
economical  question  which  was  involved ;  it 
was  simply  how  the  House  could  best  dis-^ 
charge  one  of  its  most  important  functions; 
aad  if  he  had  done  no  more  for  the  pre- 
aent  than  direct  the  attention  of  some  hon. 


Members  to  the  subject  his  object  would 
have  been  gained. 

DEPARTMENTS  OF  PUBLIC  HEALTH,  <bo. 
RESOLUTION. 

Sir  J.  CLARKE  JERVOISE  rose  to 
move — 

<'  That  it  is  expedient  that  the  Departments  of 
Public  Health,  Cattle  Plague,  and  Quarantine 
should  cease  to  exist  as  Establishments,  due  regard 
being  had  to  all  personal  interests  and  to  all  in- 
diyidual  claims." 

He  reminded  the  House  that  this  was  no 
new  subject  with  him.  He  had  addressed 
the  House  more  than  once  on  the  subject 
of  the  public  health,  though  he  had  not 
been  able  to  make  himself  intelligible  to 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Depart- 
ment (Lord  Robert  Montagu)  who  fancied  on 
one  occasion  that  in  referring  to  the  illness 
of  the  Minister  for  War,  he  was  referring 
to  his  official  conduct.  The  case  of  the 
Minister  for  War  or  of  Prince  Arthur 
proved  that  the  remedies  of  the  noble  Lord 
were  of  no  avail.  It  was  not  from  faulty 
vaccination,  for  it  might  be  said  of  them, 
what  Hood  said  of  Miss  Kilmansegg — 
**  In  short  she  was  bom,  and  bred,  and  nurst. 

And  dressed  in  the  best  from  the  yery  first. 
To  please  the  genteelest  censor ; 

And  then,  as  soon  as  strength  would  allow, 

Was  vaccinated,  as  babes  are  now. 

With  Tirus  taken  from  the  best  bred  cow 
Of  Lord  Althorp's,  now  Lord  Spencer." 
The  failure  of  the  precautions  in  the  case 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  illus- 
trious Prince  was  a  proof  of  the  practical 
inutility  of  the  Department.  He  contended 
that  the  whole  of  the  establishments  refer- 
red to>ere  based  upon  a  theory  which  was 
easily  refuted  by  the  Sixth  Report  of  the 
Medical  Officers  of  the  Privy  Council,  and 
a  vast  eipense  had  been  incurred  without 
any  corresponding  results.  Some  time  ago 
it  was  determined  to  employ  special  convey- 
ances for  persons  taken  to  the  hospitals;  but 
the  very  first  one  that  refused  to  employ 
them  was  the  Smallpox  Hospital.  Passing 
from  that  point  to  the  cattle  plague,  he 
contended  that  the  employment  of  special 
railway  cars  had  failed,  because,  it  was 
not  in  the  cars  but  in  the  conveyance  of 
cattle  that  the  so-called  infection  lay.  Ho 
denied  altogether  that  the  cattle  plagae 
had  been  communicated  by  infected  cattle 
imported  from  abroad.  The  doctrine  of 
the  Privy  Council  was  not  founded  on 
scientific  grounds.  [•'  Agreed  ! "]  As  for 
quarantine,  the  Vice  President  of  Coun- 
cil on  Education  had  stated  that  it  was 
not    established    for    sanitary    purposes. 
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When  tbe  EstimateB  were  brought  forvf «rd 
he  should  move  that  the  expense  charged 
for  these  Departments  should  be  disallowed 
and  the  estabb'shments  luppresied. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  had  failed  to  observe  the 
hon.  Baronet's  Notice  on  the  Paper ; 
otherwise  he  would  have  risen  immediately 
after  his  hoq.  Friend  the  Member  fpr 
Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers)  bad  oon^luded 
hit  speech.  With  regard  to  the  observa- 
tions of  the  hon.  Baronet,  he  understood 
that  for  some  time  the  Treasury  had  been 
considering  the  question,  whether  there 
might  not  be  a  further  reduction  in  the 
Veterinary  Department  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil. He  believed  that  if  the  provisions  of 
the  Metropolitan  Cattle  Market  Bill  should 
be  carried  out  it  would  enable  the  Trea- 
sury to  effect  a  considerable  reduction  in 
the  expenses  of  that  Department.  But, 
apart  from  the  question,  whether  that 
should  be  carried  or  not,  the  Treasury  were 
considering  whether  a  reduction  could  not 
be  made.  With  regard  to  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Pontefract,  (Mr.  Childers) 
he  thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  done 
good  service  in  calling  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  regulations  with  respect  to 
the  Civil  Service.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  referred  to  the  large  aroounf  of  sala- 
ries and  pensions,  and  the  6gurei  to  which 
he  had  called  the  attention  of  the  House, 
showed  that  this  was  a  matter  of  no  little 
importance.  He  had  compared  the  number 
of  persons  employed  at  the  present  day 
in  the  different  Departments  of  the  Civil 
Service  with  the  number  employed  some 
years  ago  ;  but  he  had  himself  admitted 
most  candidly  that  that  comparison  would 
be  imperfect  unless  you  went  into  all  the 
causes  of  increase,  and  into  the  different 
duties  assigned  to  the  Departqients  now 
in  contrast  with  the  duties  assigned  then. 
Anyone  who  had  followed  the  course  of 
legislation  for  the  last  few  years  must  be 
aware  that  the  tendency  had  been  to  re- 
quire a  much  greater  supervision  over  dif- 
ferent branches  of  trade,  of  agriculture, 
and  of  the  other  descriptions  of  employ- 
ment in  which  the  population  of  this  coun- 
try was  engaged,  than  had  been  required 
formerly.  There  was  now  a  close  inspec- 
tion of  the  factories  in  which  young  per- 
sons and  children  were  engaged  in  manuo 
facturing  operations.  Now,  such  super- 
vision required  an  increased  number  of 
civil  servants  and  an  enlarged  organisation. 
Again,  there  had  been  a  rapid  progress  in 
luxury  and  refinements.  Persons  were 
Sir  J.  Clarke  J§rvou$ 


^o^ent  %  few  yeM*i  ago  to  live  in  a  mqeh 
n)ore  ^gal  way  than  they  did  now.  Per- 
sons now  required  luxuries  and  refinementi 
which  a  few  years  ago  were  only  ergoyed 
by  those  in  a  higher  grade  than  they  oo« 
oupied.  All  those  circumstances  tended  to 
increase  the  expenditure  for  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice. He  was  not  at  all  sure,  either,  whe- 
ther those  additional  luxuries  did  not  make 
persons  in  the  Civil  Service  think  that  the 
hours  formerly  spent  in  public  offices  were 
too  long,  that  so  constant  an  attention  to 
business  as  bad  formerly  been  paid  to  it 
was  irksome,  and  that  they  ought  to  be 
afforded  more  frequent  opportunities  of 
absenting  themselves  from  duty.  In  fact, 
there  was  much  greater  luxury  in  every 
department  of  life  now  than  there  had  been 
in  the  days  of  our  fathers.  There  waa 
more  luxurious  living  and  a  greater  num- 
ber of  hours  and  days  were  spent  in  plea- 
sure ;  and  the  effect  was  felt  in  increased 
demands  on  the  public  purse.  He  thought 
all  that  must  be  taken  into  account.  Not 
only  had  the  salaries  of  different  officers 
been  raised,  but  more  persons  were  re- 
quired to  do  the  work.  He  thought  it 
probable  that  something  might  be  done  in 
the  way  of  reducing  the  number  of  persons 
employed  in  the  public  service  ;  but,  as 
regarded  salaries,  he  could  assure  the 
House  that  the  Treasury  was  the  great 
keeping  down  Department.  He  had  heard 
it  alleged  that  the  Treasury  was  the 
spending  Department ;  but  it  was  in  the 
other  Departments — more  particularly  the 
War  Department  and  the  Admiralty— the 
great  expenditure  took  place.  If  any  hon. 
Gentlemen  attended  even  for  one  day  in 
the  Treasury  he  would  hear  there  the 
constant  cries  of  '*  Give,  give,  give,*'  and 
'*  Lend,  lend,  lend/'  followed  on  the  part 
of  the  Office  by  the  reply,  •*  No,  no,  no.*' 
But,  with  great  respect,  he  must  say  that 
in  its  efforts  to  keep  down  tN  public 
expenditure,  the  Treasury  was  not  always 
backed  up  by  the  House  of  Commons*  It 
was  true  that  in  Parliament  loud  com- 
plaints were  made  of  the  amount  of  that 
expenditure ;  but  when  pensions  and  sala- 
ries were  brought  under  the  notice  of  hon. 
Members  the  tendency  of  the  House  was 
to  increase  those  charges.  His  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Queen's  County  constantly  blamed  the 
Treasury  for  refusing  to  make  certain 
payments — [General  Dunkb:  Hear,  hear  I] 
—but  it  was  his  belief  that  if  hon.  Mem- 
bers supported  the  Treasury  in  its  attempts 
to  keep  down  the  pqblio  expenditurei  thej 
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would  4o  muah  mor^  jjopd  (b^i^  ihpj  pQql(] 
possibly  do  by  m^^ing  abstract  speecbes 
and  80  forth.  His  bon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Pontefraol  had  compared  the  ex- 
penses oonn0oted  with  the  a^ministri^lion 
of  justiee  here  with  the  expenses  oonneoted 
with  the  adRiinistration  of  justice  in 
France.  He  had  said  be  possessed  no 
means  of  making  a  comparison  between 
aqy  other  itama  in  the  Civil  Service  ex* 
penditureof  the  two  countriea.  Now,  he  did 
not  go  so  far  as  his  bon.  Friend,  because  he 
thought  he  h^d  no  means  of  making  a  com^ 

Sanson  between  the  two  iten^i  compared 
y  his  bon.  Friend,  He  believed  that  the 
administration  of  justice  in  this  country 
apd  the  administration  of  justice  in  France 
proceeded  Qu  di^eren^  principles.  He 
thought  it  quite  likely  that  under  a  system 
by  which  the  administration  of  justice  was 
90  much  centralized  that  administration 
might  coat  much  less  than  it  did  in  our 
country,  where  to  a  very  great  extent  it 
was  localised.  But  that  which  satisfied 
France  might  not  satisfy  England.  It  was 
of  the  last  importance  that  a  country  should 
be  satisfied  with  the  system  under  which 
justice  waa  administered  to  its  people,  and 
therefore  this  was  one  of  the  things  in 
respect  of  which  we  most  have  regard  to 
quality  as  wejl  as  to  quantity.  He  con- 
fessed that  to  a  great  extent  he  went  with 
his  bon.  Friend,  as  regarded  the  compe- 
titive system.  He  believed  that  when  we 
carried  it  into  the  very  low  branches  of  the 
Civil  Service  we  made  a  mistake.  In  these 
branches  our  object  was  to  get  mep  of  good 
character,  and  trustworthy.  Of  course  it 
was  necessary  that  they  should  have  a 
certain  amount  of  education  to  enable 
them  to  perform  their  duties  ;  but  the  ef- 
feet  of  going  too  low  with  competitive  ex- 
aminations was  to  get  men  who  were  above 
their  work.  A  man  who  passed  a  compe- 
tittve  examination,  and  was  thea  appointed 
to  a  humble  position,  said — "  I  have  passed 
an  examination  and  obtained  so  many 
marks.  I  am  entitled  to  something  better 
tban  this."  The  consequence  was  that  he 
beeame  a  discontented  man.  He  was  not 
content  to  give  his  services  for  the  salary 
which  had  been  paid  to  the  man  who  had 
preceded  him.  He  believed  that  the  feel- 
ing to  which  he  had  just  referred  was  at 
the  bottom  of  a  good  deal  of  the  discontent 
in  the  Civil  Service.  Therefore,  while  ad- 
mitting the  utility  of  competitive  examina- 
tions in  the  higher  branches,  he  did  not 
think  they  should  run  the  system  too  far. 
Hia  bon.  Friend  bad  spoken  of  the  want 


of  okssificatioD.  A  good  deal  might  be 
said  on  that  score  ;  but  he  did  not  know  a 
more  diflSoult  question  with  which  the 
Treasury  had  to  deal  than  that  of  the  ad- 
justment of  the  duties  and  the  salaries  of 
officers  in  the  Civil  Service.  The  matter 
was  one  on  which  scarcely  any  two  persons 
could  be  found  to  agree.  The  classifica- 
tions of  Departments  and  of  ranks  on  some 
general  principle  was  matter  to  which  he 
had  been  turning  his  attention  for  a  long 
time  ;  but  though  in  theory  such  a  classifi- 
cation was  one  which  recommended  itself, 
in  practice  it  presented  serious  difficulties. 
It  could  not  be  started  without  leaving 
vested  interests  untouched.  In  almost 
every  Department  a  place  had  to  be  made 
for  some  person,  who,  though  not  properly 
coming  within  it,  was  really  indispensable 
to  the  office.  It  would  be  almost  impossible 
to  lay  down  any  rule  to  which  there  would 
be  no  exceptions.  If  a  uniform  system 
were  established,  and  regard  were  had  to 
vested  interests,  the  rule  so  established 
could  not  be  carried  out  for  a  century,  or 
for  fifteen  or  twenty  years  at  least ;  and 
before  then,  some  new  notion  might  spring 
up,  which  would  make  another  change 
absolutely  necessary.  Those  were  very 
considerable  difficulties  in  a  practical  point 
of  view ;  and  although  the  theory  might 
do  very  well  if  they  were  starting  with  a 
tdhula  rcua  in  a  new  society,  yet,  in  an  old 
country  like  this,  with  different  Depart- 
ments which  had  grown  up  from  time  to 
time,  and  where  the  existing  staff  had  had 
their  salaries  fixed  with  reference  to  their 
special  duties,  the  difficulties  in  establishing 
such  a  system  would  almost  appal  anybody 
who  attempted  it.  At  all  events,  it  could 
only  be  done  by  means  of  a  Commission, 
going  not  only  into  the  question  of  the 
salaries  of  the  different  Departments,  but 
also  into  the  duties  of  almost  every  officer, 
and  certainly  of  every  class  of  officer  in 
them.  The  subject  was  really  one  of  vast 
dimensions,  and  he  confessed  that  he  al- 
most thought  it  would  be  better  to  leave 
pretty  well  alone  than  to  embark  upon  an 
unknown  sea.  At  that  hour  of  the  night 
he  would  not  trespass  further  on  the  time 
of  the  House,  as  he  wished  to  get  into 
Committee  ;  but  the  question  was  one  on 
which  it  was  possible  to  speak  at  almost 
any  length  ;  and  if  he  did  not  follow  the 
bon.  Member  further  into  it,  it  was  from 
no  disrespect  towards  him,  nor  firom  any 
want  of  appreciation  of  the  importance  of 
the  subject.  He  thanked  him  for  bringing 
the  question  forward,  and  he  hoped  that 
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the  hon.  Hember'i  remarki  would  not  be 
without  their  eflfeot  on  the  House  when 
they  were  considering  questions  of  salaries 
and  pensions. 

Motion  negatived. 

COURTS  OF  APPEAL— ASSESSED  TAXES. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  TREEBT  begged  to  inquire  of  the 
Seoretarj  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  has 
directed  his  attention  to  the  Return  which 
he  had  brought  under  the  Notice  of  the 
House  last  night,  on  the  subject  of  Courts 
of  Appeal  in  cafes  of  ARsessed  Taxes  ? 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  he  was 
exceedingly  sorry  that  he  was  unable  to 
reply  to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  statement 
last  night.  His  attention  had  been  called 
to  the  Return  for  which  the  hon.  Member 
nio?ed  some  months  back,  and  which  had 
been  laid  on  the  table.  That  Return  showed 
that  throughout  the  country  there  were  a 
great  number  of  towns,  containing  a  con- 
siderable population,  which  were  situated 
more  than  four  miles  distant  from  a  Court 
of  Appeal  for  Assessed  Taxes.  Considering 
the  great  amount  of  apparent  inconfenience 
which  that  must  occasion,  it  was  surprising 
that  the  complaints  of  the  taxpayers  were 
not  more  frequent  or  more  bitter  than  they 
were  on  that  account  He  could  only  say 
that,  having  made  inquiry  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Inland  Refenue,  he  was  in- 
formed it  was  very  rarely  that  serious 
complaints  were  made  to  them  of  the 
inconveniences  which  must  undoubtedly  ex- 
ist, and  that  practically  they  found  little 
difficulty,  when  complaints  were  made,  in 
getting  the  Local  Commissioners  to  ap- 
point more  confenient  places  for  holding 
the  appeals.  Still  the  subject  was,  no 
doubt,  one  requiring  consideration  with  a 
view  to  the  provision  of  a  remedy.  That 
was  only  one  instance  among  many  of 
what  the  people  of  this  country  were  will- 
ing to  bear  in  order  to  enjoy  the  advan- 
tage of  a  tribunal  which  was  independent 
of  the  Government.  The  Local  Commis- 
sioners were  generally  country  gentlemen, 
and  were  entirely  unpaid.  He  would  take 
care  that  inquiries  should  be  made  into 
the  extent  to  which  those  difficulties  pre- 
vailed, and  hoped  in  the  course  of  the  Re- 
cess to  be  able  to  inform  himself  whether 
legislation  on  the  matter  was  necessary,  or 
whether  it  was  possible  by  other  means  to 
remove  great  part  of  the  inconvenience  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred. 
Ths  OhmeeUor  of  the  Mfeheguer 


CIRCULAR  DELIVERY  COMPANY  AND 

THE  COMMISSIONAIRES. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  WYLD  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
the  Post  Office  authorities  are  aware  that 
the  Circular  Delivery  Company  (Limited) 
was  a  strictly  co-operative  Company,  de- 
livering documents,  newspapers,  and  cir- 
culars for  their  own  members  only  by  their 
own  servants ;  and,  whether  it  is  their  in-> 
tention  to  press  for  the  penalties  in  the 
case,  as  it  appears  that  the  proceedings  of 
the  Company  in  question  have  been  strictly 
within  the  provisions  of  the  Post  Office 
Act ;  and,  whether  it  is  intended  to  pro- 
secute the  body  of  Commissionaires,  who 
have  been  for  years  employed  publicly  in 
doing  precisely  the  same  kind  of  work;  and, 
if  the  Post  Office  authorities  do  not  intend 
to  prosecute  in  that  case  what  are  the  rea- 
sons for  the  exemption,  and  how  the  Com- 
missionaires can  legally  do  that  which  the 
Circular  Delivery  Company  (Limited)  is 
prosecuted  for  doing  ? 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  prevented  by 
the  rules  of  the  House  from  speaking  again; 
but  if  it  had  been  otherwise,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  not  have  been  able  to  answer 
the  question  put  by  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
because  the  matter  to  which  it  related  waa 
at  the  present  moment  before  a  Court  of 
Law. 

IRELAND— ROYAL  IRISH  ACADEMY. 
0B8EBYATI0N8. 

Mb.  GREGORY  said,  he  rose  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Government  to  the 
present  condition  of  the  Royal  Irish  Aca- 
demy, owing  to  the  operations  of  the  Irish 
Board  of  Works.  There  were  three  dif- 
ferent operations  carried  on  under  one  De- 
partment in  Ireland,  and  the  result  was 
mismanagement,  confusion,  and  expense. 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER :  The  threefold  operations  just 
named  have  been  brought  to  a  termina- 
tion. 

Mb.  GREGORY  said,  he  was  extremely 
glad  to  receive  this  assurance.  The  Royal 
Irish  Academy  possesses  the  most  remark- 
able collection  of  Scandinavian— he  meant 
Celtic  antiquities  ;  and  this  vast  collection 
is  shut  up  in  boxes  scattered  here,  there, 
and  everywhere.  He  wished  to  know, 
Whether  anything  is  going  to  be  done  to 
enable  the  Royal  Irish  Academy  to  exhibit 
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its  Husenm  to  tbe  public?  Large  sums 
have  been  contribated  bj  tbe  publiCy  and 
the  collection  ought  to  be  open  to  the 
pnblic. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  would  remind 
the  hen.  Gentleman  that  there  was  a 
Commission  appointed  to  inquire  into  all 
the  Art  Institutions  in  Ireland,  and  he 
hoped  tbe  result  of  their  labours  would  be 
to  terminate  the  abuses  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  referred. 

Motion,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
tbe  Chair,"  (Agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

SuFPLT— conititfred  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(I.)  £35,609,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Treasury. 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  ezceeding  £28,000,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  turn  neoesiary  to 
defray  tbe  Charge  which  will  come  in  coarse  of 
payment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day 
of  March  1869,  for  Her  Majesty's  Foreign  and 
other  Secret  Seryioes." 

Mb.  Alderman  LUSE  said,  that  this 
Vote  had  gone  unchallenged  since  he  had 
the  honour  of  a  seat  in  that  House.  In 
this  country  it  was  part  of  our  creed  that 
public  matters  should  be  discussed  in  the 
light  of  daj.  Open  doors  and  full  news- 
paper reports  were  advocated  as  necessary 
to  political  health,  and  he  could  not  under- 
stand why  there  should  be  a  Vote  of  this 
kind.  He  had  been  informed  that  part  of 
the  money  asked  was  not  for  the  purest 
objects,  and  unless  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  could  assure 
him  that  none  of  this  money  went  for 
base  and  corrupt  political  purposes,  he 
should  moTO  that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by 
£10,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  a  sam,  not  exceeding  £18,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sam 
necessary  to  defray  the  G  barge  which  will  come 
in  coarse  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  on 
the  81st  day  of  March  1869,  for  Her  Minesty's 
Foreign  and  other  Secret  Serrices.''— ( Jfr.  iMth*) 

Sir  JOHN  GRAT  agreed  that  the 
Committee  ought  to  know  what  was  done 
with  this  secret  serfice  money.  It  might, 
for  all  they  knew,  be  employed  for  base 
purposes,  as  in  the  payment  of  informers 
and  spies.  If  they  were  told  what  the 
secret  serfice  money  was  wanted  for  they 
would  Tote  it  freely. 


Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  sud,  it  was 
obvions  that  no  detailed  explanation  could 
be  giTcn  of  the  destination  of  secret  senrice 
money.  It  hsd  been  the  practice  of  the 
House  for  many  years  to  entrust  tbe  Go- 
vernment with  the  distrihution  of  this  sum, 
no  part  of  which  went  in  "  base  or  political 
purposes. "  Almost  the  whole  of  the  amount 
was  disbursed  by  the  Foreign  Office,  and 
none  of  it  went  to  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  Aldbrhan  SALOMONS  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  explanation  would  be  satis- 
factory to  the  worthy  Alderman  (Mr.  Al- 
derman Lusk). 

Mr.  Aldebhan  LUSK  said,  it  was 
hardly  so  explicit  and  to  the  purpose  as 
he  could  have  wished  ;  but,  under  tbe  cir- 
cumstances, he  would  not  press  his  objec- 
tion. 

Motioiii  hy  leayci  v>UKdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(3.)  £56,410,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Home  Office. 

Mr.  OHILDERS  said,  there  was  an 
understanding  that  the  expenses  of  the 
Fisheries  Commission  should  not  he  in- 
creased, and  he  therefore  regretted  to  see 
an  addition  of  fife  persons  connected  with 
the  Commission. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  said,  there  was 
an  increase  of  £5,600  in  this  Vote.  There 
was  now  no  need  for  some  of  the  In- 
spectors, as  the  Act  under  which  seyeral 
were  appointed  in  Scotland  had  been  done 
away  with. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  he  could  not  under- 
stand how  the  traTclling  expenses  of  the 
Inspectors  were  always  the  same  fixed  sum. 
Was  it  done  by  contract  ? 

General  DUNNE  wished  to  know  when 
the  present  system  would  cease  ? 

Mr.  WALDEQRAVE-LBSLIE  said, 
he  thought  the  fees  to  surgeons  in  the 
Factory  Department,  which  had  increased 
from  £1.550  to  £2,000,  ought  to  be  paid 
by  tbe  factory  owners  themselves,  and  not 
by  the  Government.  The  salaries  of  the 
Local  Government  Act  Office  had  increased 
by  £1,000.  He  thought  that  fees  to  cover 
the  expenses  of  this  Office  ought  to  be 
charged  to  those  towns  which  employed  its 
agency. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDT  said,  there 
had  been  a  considerable  increase  in  the 
number  of  Inspectors  of  late  years,  and  if 
tbe  House  passed  Acts  which  required 
Inspectors  to  carry  them  out,  they  must 
not  be  surprised  if  this  Vote  showed  an 
increase.    The  Fisheries  Commission  was 
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beiog  woaiid  up,  aod  an  additional  Gem- 
musioner  was  appointed  to  bring  the  nukUer 
to  a  oonolution.  Tboat  in  Sootland  were 
paid  10  mneh  a  daj  while  actuallj  em*- 
plojred.  The  fees  paid  to  eertifying  sur« 
geons  under  the  Factory  Acts  were  for 
examining  children  to  see  that  thej  were 
of  age  to  be  employed,  and  the  House  could 
not  expect  this  expense  to  be  paid  by  the 
factory  owners. 
Vote  agreed  to, 

(4.)  £52,453,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Foreign  Office. 

Ub.  Aldebm4|i  I^USK  Mked  for  an 
explanation  of  die  increased  number  of 
clerks  employed,  and  the  large  augmen* 
tation  of  this  Vote  year  after  year. 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  stated  that 
the  arranging  of  ^  large  accumulation  of 
papers  in  the  Library  had  necessitated  a 
temporary  increase. 

Ms.  NEIATE  wished  to  know  who  were 
employed  in  making  the  translations^  which 
were  often  very  slovenly  and  incorrect  ? 

Colonel  Sl^KES  said,  he  thought  there 
was  mystificntion  in  these  ^counts.  Item* 
were,  bandied  about  frgm  one  Department 
to  another,  and  it  was  imppsaible  to  detect 
where  the  items  of  the  net  increase  were 
to  be  found. 

Mb.  SCLATEB- booth  said,  he 
thought  the  hpn.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
should  not  object  to  the  introduction  of  a 
better  classification*  He  presumed  that 
all  the  clerks  in  the  Foreign  Office  were 
acquainted  with  modern  languages,  and 
were  therefore  intrusted  with  translations. 

CoLONBL  SYKBS  said^  he  objected,  not 
to  an  improved  classification,  but  to  con- 
stant alterations. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(5.)  £19,990,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Colonial  Office. 

(6.)  £65,726,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Board  of  Trade. 

Mb.  Aldebmak  LUSE  remarked  that 
the  expenses  of  this  Department  were 
eontinusUy  increasing.  He  thought  that 
some  of  those  Inspectors  who  were  con- 
sidered necessary  to  be  employed  to  look 
after  difi'erent  branches  of  trade  should  be 
paid  by  those  for  whode  benefit  they  were 
appointed. 

Sib  J.  CLARKE  JBRVOISE  inquired 
as  to  the  Inspectors  of  lime^ice,  whose 
payment  was  included  in  the  Vote? 

Mb.  OHILDBRS,  with  reference  to  an 
increase  in  the  number  of  temporary  derka 
Mr.  Qathome  Sardif 


frotti  iHj'QSie  te  aiity,  and  of  the  junioi 
clerks  from  twenty-four  to  thirty-one, 
suggested  that  temporary  and  supplement- 
ary clerks  should  be  abolished,  and  thai 
persons  of  the  class  of  writer  should  be 
employed  whose  nambers  might  Tsry  with 
the  amount  of  bosioess  which  had  to  be 
got  through. 

Mb.  WALDBaRAVE-LBSLIE  thought 
that,  instead  of  employing  sixty  temporary 
clerks,  persons  who  had  been  superseded 
and  pensioned  for  reasons  difficult  to 
understand  might  he  utilized.  He  was  sur- 
prised that  more  notice  had  not  been  taken 
of  the  large  nember  of  able-bodied  officials 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  who  had  been  pen- 
sioned off  at  large  retiring  allowances,  to 
make  room  for  new  appointments. 

Mb.  HETQATB  inquired  whether  the 
present  system  of  collecting  agricultural 
statistics  wap  to  be  continued,  or  whether 
a  better  had  been  de?ised  ? 

Mb.  read  remarked  that  the  ex- 
pense of  these  statistics  had  increased  by 
£4,500.  I^  1866  the  3um  was  £10,000 
for  two  Returns;  whereas  it  was  now 
£14,500:  last  year  it  was  £18,000,  and 
only  one  Return  was  collected. 

Colofel  SYKES  said,  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Read)  was  mu taken,  there  being  a 
decrease  and  not  an  increase  of  £4,500. 
He  helieted  these  statistics  would  prove  of 
very  great  value  as  the  system  became 
better  organised,  and  the  prejudices  of 
the  agriculturists  disappeared. 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVE  stated,  in 
answer  to  the  remarks  of  his  hon.  Friend 
opposite  (Mr.  Childers),  that  supplementary 
clerks  were  extinct  as  a  class,  there  being 
only  a  few  left,  and  no  others  being  ap- 
pointed. The  temporary  clerks  were  exactly 
the  class  whose  employment  his  hon.  Friend 
had  suggested,  they  being  taken  on  when 
wanted  on  weekly  wages,  and  discharged 
when  the  occasion  for  their  services  ceaMd. 
This  was  a  better  plan  than  the  employ- 
ment of  law  stationers'  clerks,  who  were 
of^en  of  a  class  which  rendered  it  unde- 
sirable that  they  should  mix  with  the  other 
clerks.  The  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
(llr.  Alderaian  Lusk)  had  noticed  the  in- 
creasing expenses  of  the  Board  ;  but  he 
must  be  aware  that  the  increase  had  been 
caused  by  various  Yotes  pf  the  House, 
imposing  upon  the  Board  many  duties 
which  they  were  by  no  means  anxious  to 
undertake,  and  this  accounted  for  the  aug- 
mented number  of  junior  clerks.  Inspection 
of  gaa  oompaniea  had  been  thrown  on  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  next  year  his  hon. 
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Friend  would  see  an  inerease  of  charge  on 
that  account.     The  inspection  of  lime  juice 
also  was  one  of  those  things  which  had 
been  forced  upon  the  Department.  Medical 
officers  had  declared  that  lime  juice  was 
the   proper    preTentiti?e  against    scurvy. 
The  QoTcrnment  knew,  however,  that  the 
juice  which  had  hitherto  been  served  out  to 
merchant  vesaels  was  very  bad.    It  was, 
in  faet,  not  lime  juice  at  all,  hot  was  com- 
posed   of    nitric    instead  of  citric    acid. 
The    country   demanded    that    remedies 
should  he  taken  against  the  scurvy,  lime 
juice  was  the  best  remedy,  and  therefore 
the  Government  were  compelled  to  appoint 
ail  inspector   of  that  juice.     Then  there 
was  an  inspection  of  oyster  fisheries  and 
also  of  cables  and  anchors,  both  of  which 
measures    were    carried    in    that    House 
against  the  wish  of  the  late  Government, 
and  he  feared  he  was  himself  instrumental 
in  carrying  them.     And   so  it  was,  hon. 
Gentlemen  in  the  beginning  of   the  year 
perhaps  urged  the  Government  to  under- 
take such  and  such  a  duty,  and  afterwards 
when  they  saw  the  Estimates  complained 
of  increase  of  charge.-   But    new    duties 
could  not  be  undertaken  by  any  Depart- 
ment without  entailing  additional  expense. 
With  regard  to  the  inspection  of  ships  he 
had  to  say  that  he  had  always  resisted  the 
movement  in   that  direction,  because   he 
believed  it  would  add  enormously  to  the 
Votes.      The    same    remark    applied    to 
training  ships  and  sailors'  homes.     As  an 
instance  of  the  kind  of  pressure  to  which 
the  Board  of  Trade  was  subjected  he  might 
mention  that  only  that  very  day  he  had  re- 
ceived a  deputation,  urging  upon  his  De- 
partment to  undertake  the  responsibility  of 
seeing  that  railways    were  possevsea  of 
proper  stations  and  level  crossings.     With 
regard  to  what  had  been  said  about  super- 
annuation, it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that 
there  was  a  tendency  to  have  senior  clerks, 
who  from  various  circumstances  were  not 
quite  capable  of  performing  their  duties. 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Pon- 
tefract  (Mr.  Childers)  that  the  system  of 
competitive  examination,  though  very  bad 
as  regarded  the  lowest  class,  would  do  away 
with  much  of  the  evil  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred.    There  were  some  cases,  however» 
in  which  it  was  better  to  get  rid  of  a  man 
by  giving  him  a  retiring  allowance  than  to 
continue  him  in  office.     With  regard  to 
agricultural  statistics  he  might  express  the 
hope  that  they  were  year  byyear  becoming 
more  and  more  correct.    He  trussed  th^ 
would  become  still  more  accurato«    They 


were  practically  becoming  less  expei^ive 
so  far  as  collection  was  concerned,  and 
would  in  time  work  more  smoothly  than  at 
present.  He  believed  that  many  of  the 
higher  classes  and  of  the  landlords  them- 
selves had  need  of  education  on  the  sub- 
ject. It  was  only  the  other  day  that  he 
got  a  letter  from  a  gentleman  of  high  po- 
sition, who,  in  answer  to  a  circular  asking 
for  agricultural  statistics,  declined  to  give 
them,  alleging  that  this  was  a  legacy  which 
the  present  Government  had  inherited  from 
the  inquisitorial  Whigs.  He  had  answered 
all  the  questions  that  had  been  put  to  blip, 
and  had  only  to  say,  in  conclusion,  that  the 
heads  of  Departments  were  all  most 
anxious  to  economise  as  much  as  possible. 

Mr.  read  inquired  whether  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  at  any  future 
time  to  have  horses  included  in  the  Re- 
tnms? 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  he  agreed 
with  bis  hon.  Friend  that  the  number  of 
horses  in  the  country  would  be  an  extremely 
valuable  addition  to  the  Returns ;  but  as 
the  Returns  were  entirely  voluntary,  they 
must  wait  for  a  short  time  before  they 
could  ask  people  to  make  any  addition  to 
them. 

Mr.  WALDEGRAVE-LBSLIB  wished 
to  know  in  what  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom the  foreshores  were  situated  which  were 
alluded  to  in  the  blue  book  ?  Where  they 
in  Scotland  or  in  the  South  of  England  ? 

Mr.  STEPHEN  OAYE  said,  he  could 
not  answer  the  question.  Applications 
were  constantly  being  made  to  tne  Board 
of  Trade  to  arrange  disputes  with  regard 
to  foreshores  in  various  partu  of  the  king- 
dom. 

Mr.  HETGATE  said,  he  thought  the 
answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  with 
regard  to  agricultural  statistics,  was  satis- 
factory. He  hoped  the  experiment  would 
be  persevered  in. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(7.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'*  That  a  sum,  not  ezoeeding  £3,176,  be  granted 
to  Her  MaJAstj,  to  oomplete  the  sam  neoessary  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  oome  in  course  of 
payment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  Slit  day 
of  Maroh  1869,  for  the  Salaries  of  the  O0oers 
and  Attendants  of  the  Household  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  and  other  Expenses." 

CoLOKEL  FRENCH  bore  his  testimony 
to  the  admirable  manner  in  which  the  pre- 
sent Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  discharged 
the  dirties  of  his  Office,  apd  expr^sod  his 
belief  that  an  addition  should  be  made  t^ 
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hiA  allowaDoe.  In  case  of  a  change  of 
GoTernroent,  no  future  Viceroy  would  be 
likely  to  maintain  the  dignity  of  the  Office 
with  the  splendour  with  which  it  had  been 
maintained  by  Lord  Abercorn  on  the  sum 
now  allowed. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  that  the  Commit- 
tee should  not  contemplate  anything  so 
distressing  as  the  retirement  of  Lord 
Abercorn  from  his  present  Office  ;  and  he 
thought  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man had  proved  that  it  was  not  in  the  inte- 
rest of  the  Gofemment  to  increase  the 
salary  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  moved  the 
omission  from  the  Vote  of  the  sum  of 
£1,574,  appropriated  to ''  Queen's  Plates" 
in  Ireland.  He  saw  no  reason  why  the 
State  should  contribute  to  the  maintenance 
of  racing  and  modern  racing  practices. 
If  gentlemen  wished  to  hunt  or  to  run 
racehorses  they  might  do  so,  but  should 
not  ask  the  public  to  pay  for  prices  for 
such  questionable  objects  as  the  latter. 
Modern  racing  had  degenerated  into  some- 
thing like  the  lowest  description  of  trading; 
and  when  they  saw,  as  they  might  do  by 
a  reference  to  the  public  prints  and  to 
police  Courts,  that  many  of  high  and  low 
position  in  society  were  ruined  by  follow- 
ing such  pursuits,  he  strongly  protested 
against  the  House  being  a  party  to  these 
proceedings. 

Motion  made»  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  the  Item  of  £1,574  6#.  2d,  for  (Queen's 
Plates  to  be  ran  for  in  Ireland,  be  omitted  from 
the  proposed  vote."— (Jfr.  Luth,) 

Colonel  FRENCH  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  never  succeeded  in  reducing  any 
Vote,  often  as  he  had  attempted  to  do  so. 
This  question  had  been  so  often  discussed 
that  it  was  not  worth  while  to  debate  it 
now.  He  felt  surprised  at  finding  an 
Alderman  of  the  City  of  London,  the  Cor- 
poration of  which  had  always  been  so 
strongly  supported  in  that  House  by  the 
Irish  party,  opposing  a  grant  of  that  de- 
scription. It  should  be  remembered  that 
a  much  larger  sum  was  contributed  from 
the  Civil  List  to  racing  purposes  in  this 
country.  In  London  when  a  mob  levelled 
the  Park  railings  they  were  re-placedat  the 
public  expense,  and  it  was  hard  to  object 
to  an  item  of  this  kind  affecting  Ireland. 
The  hon.  Member  ought  not  to  break  the 
contract  between  the  Irish  Members  and 
the  Liberal  party  on  so  trifling  a  Vote. 

Thb  O'CONOR  don  said,  he  wished 
to  know  on  what  principle  the  Plates  were 
Oohml  French 


allocated.  If  the  object  were  the  improve- 
ment of  the  breed  of  horses,  the  Plates 
ought  not  to  be  given  to  one  locality  only* 
but  ought  to  be  distributed  to  various  parts 
of  the  country. 

General  DUNNE  also  thought  the 
Plates  should  be  more  fairly  divided. 

The  Earl  of  MATO  said,  that  the 
races  and  the  conditions  under  which  they 
were  run  were  regulated  by  Her  Majesty's 
Master  of  the  Horse,  who  was  quite  ready 
to  attend  to  any  suggestion.  The  condi- 
tions under  which  the  Queen's  Plates  were 
to  be  run  for  in  future  had  been  altered 
recently,  with  the  view  of  promoting  im- 
provement in  the  breed  of  horses.  He 
was  sure  that  the  representations  of  those 
who  were  most  interested  would  be  readily 
attended  to ;  but  he  believed  the  general 
opinion  was  that  the  running  for  the  Plates 
was  most  useful  at  the  Cnrragh,  because 
more  horses  were  trained  there  than  any- 
where else.  The  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  (Mr.  Alderman  Lusk)  had  referred  to 
facts  which  everybody  must  deplore  ;  but 
the  Irish  turf  was  entirely  free  from  the 
scandals  alluded  to. 

Colonel  STEES  wished  to  know  what 
were  the  duties  of  the  Gentlemen-at- Large? 

The  Earl  of  MATO  said,  a  Viceroy 
must  have  a  Household,  and  it  could  hardly 
be  said  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  over- 
supplied  with  attendants. 

Mb.  Alderman  LUSK  said,  he  would 
this  Session  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mtkdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(8.)  £14,927,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Chief  Secretary,  Ireland,  Offices. 

(9.). £12,646,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Paymaster  General's  Office. 

(10.)  £4,136,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Queen's  and  Lord  Treasurer's  Eemem« 
brancer,  &c. 

(II.)  £22.700,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty's  Works, 
England. 

Mb.  Alderman  LAWRENCE  asked 
why  the  property  connected  with  metro- 
politan improvements  made  under  the  di- 
rection of  this  Department  had  not  beea 
sold,  and  the  accounts  completed  ? 

Mr.  WALDEG rave- LESLIE  ob- 
served  that  during  the  time  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  had  been  in  Office  no 
Royal  Arms  were  allowed  to  be  nut  on  the 
metropoUlan  or  provincial  branohes  of  the 
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Post  Office.  He  hoped  the  nohle  Lord  would 
inquire  into  the  matter.  As  the  nohle  Lord 
was  a  memher  of  the  Constitutional  party,  this 
eonduct  mnst  he  lerj  painful  to  his  feelings. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(12.)  £17,546,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Board  of  Works,  Ireland. 

(13.)  £36,354,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
House  of  Commons'  Offices. 

(14.)  £28,585.  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Prifj  Council  Office. 

(15.)  £1,918,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Privy  Seal  Office. 

(16.)  £6,407,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Ciril  Service  Commistion. 

(17.)  £25,500,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Exchequer  and  Audit  Department. 

(18.)  16,958,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Office  of  Woods,  Forests,  and  Land  Reve- 
nues,  dec. 

Mft.  Aldermak  LAWEENCE  com- 
plained that  all  the  charges  were  not  in* 
sorted  in  the  account,  and  asked  for  an 
explanation.  He  also  called  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  road  through  Kensington 
Palace  Gardens  to  Bayswater  was  closed 
to  puhlic  cahs,  notwithstanding  that  to  a 
great  extent  it  was  maintained  out  of  the 
public  funds. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  that  the 
accounts  furnished  to  the  Treasury  by  the 
Office  of  Woods  were  net  accounts,  after 
making  certain  deductions.  They  were 
accounts  such  as  would  be  furnished  by  an 
owner  of  an  estate,  after  making  yarions 
allowances.  '  The  Woods  and  Forests  had 
DO  option  in  the  matter  of  the  road  referred 
to  ;  but  he  would  make  inquiries  on  the 
subject. 

Sib  JOHN  QRAT  thought  that  the 
closing  of  the  road  against  the  public  was 
a  yery  questionable  proceeding. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(19.)  £14,926,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Public  Record  Office. 

(20.)  £140,183,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Poor  Law  Commission. 

(21.)  £30,820,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Hint. 

(22.)  £13,294,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Copyhold  Inclosure  and  Tithe  Commission. 

(23.)  £7,200,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Inclosure  and  Drainage  Acts;  Imprest 
Expenses. 

(24.)  £27,961,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
General  Register  Office. 

(25.)  £11,132,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
National  Debt  Office. 


(26.)  £3,429,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Public  Works  Loan  Commission,  dec. 

(27.)  £2,820,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Lunacy  Commission. 

(28.)  £1,449,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Registrars  of  Friendly  Societies. 

(29.)  £12,438,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Charity  Commission. 

(30.)  £19,071,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Patent  Office,  dec. 

(31.)  £215,909,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Printing  and  Stationery. 

(32.)  £11,867,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Scotland. 

(33.)  £4,608,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Qeneral  Register  Office,  Scotland. 

(34.)  £3,206,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Lunacy  Commission,  Scotland. 

(35.)  £9,223,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Fishery  Board,  Scotland. 

(36.)  £2,296,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Public  Record  Office,  Ireland. 

(37.)  £63,267,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Ireland. 

(38.)  £14,722,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
General  Registrar  Office,  &c.  Ireland. 

(39.)  £250,  Boundary  SurTcy,  Ireland. 

(40.)  £1,188,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Charitahle  Donations  and  Bequests,  Ire- 
land. 

Re-eommitted  Resolution,  reported  this 
day,  read,  as  folio  we  th  : — 

"That  a  sum,  not  ezoeeding  £48,079,  be 
franted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expenses 
of  Greenwich  Hospital  and  SohooU,  whicn  will 
oome  in  ooarse  of  payment  durinff  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1869.'^ 

Whereupon — 

(41.)  R€9ohed,  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£137,600,  he  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Expenses  of  Greenwich  Hospital  and  Schools, 
which  will  come  in  coarse  of  payment  during  the 
year  ending  on  the  dlst  day  of  March  1869. 

(42.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'^That  a  snm,  not  exceeding  £30,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  daring  the 
year  ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of  March  1869,  for 
the  Compensation  granted  to  the  Portpatriok 
Railway  Company  in  consequence  of  the  Ahandon- 
ment  of  Mail  Communication  hetween  Donaghadee 
and  Portpatrick." 

Mr.  NEATE  moTod  that  the  Chairman 
report  Progress,  as  they  had  now  oome  to 
the  Supplementary  Estimates,  and  the 
House  had  received  no  information  upon 
them. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Chairman  do  report  rrogress, 
and  ask  leaie  to  sit  again.^' — (Mr,  ^eate,) 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1211 


B^ipptjh^OMX 


{OOlfMOlf  S I  Bi^vi^  jEUtmMi0i.  1813 


Mr.  SOLATBR-BOOTH  mMI,  thii  inb- 
jeot  had  been  ditousted^  and  the  Tote  had 
met  with  the  appro?al  of  th«  Hotite. 

Mr.  GANDLISH  said,  thtre  were  onljr 
three  or  four  more  Yotei  to  eolnplete  the 
EBtimates  for  the  year,  and  thjOj  ovght  to 
finiih  the  Supply  to-night. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  reminded  the  Honse 
they  had  only  sat  eince  nine  o'clock.  Time 
was  now  Tery  valuable,  and  he  wished  to 
get  through  Supply  to*night  that  they 
might  proceed  on  Thuraday  morning  with 
the  Corrupt  Practices  Bill. 

Captain  VIVIAN  obserred  that  there 
was  likely  to  be  a  discussion  on  a  post- 
poned Army  Vote. 

Mr.  DISRABLI  said,  that  the  Gorern- 
ment  were  ready  to  take  the  diseussion 
that  night.  If  it  did  not  come  on  now^  it 
must  take  precedence  of  the  Corrupt  Prac^ 
tiees  Bill  on  Thursday. 

Sir  JOHN  PAEINGTON  said^  that  be 
had  postponed  the  Army  Vote  in  order 
that  a  Paper  which  he  had  presented 
might  be  printed.  The  Paper  was  not  yet 
in  the  handft  of  Members  i  but  he  hoped 
the  House  woold  be  content  to  pass  the 
Vote. 

CoLOim.  JBRVIS  said,  that  they  had 
been  waiting  for  months  for  this  particular 
Paper,  and  without  it  they  could  not  de- 
termine whether  the  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee  or  the  proposal  of  the  right 
honi  Gentleman  in  respect  to  a  certain 
scheme  of  retirement  should  be  considered. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  siiid,  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  laboured 
under  a  complete  misapprehension.  The 
House  had  never  waited  for  the  Paper, 
which  he  only  mentioned  a  few  days  ago. 
The  Paper  contained  no  scheme  of  any 
reform,  nor  had  he  any  scheme  to  propose. 

Colonel  JERVIS  stated  that  for  months 
the  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr. 
Childers)  refrained  from  pressing  this  ques- 
tion because  it  was  clearly  understood  that 
the  War  Office  had  a  scheme  to  propose. 

Mr.  childers  observed  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  on  two  occasions 
stated  that  he  was  preparing  a  sehemoi 
and  be,  in  consequence,  asked  for  the 
production  of  the  Paper  in  connection 
with  it. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  had 
never  made  any  promise  to  produce  any 
scheme.  The  Report  to  be  produced  was 
simply  that  of  the  actuaries  on  the  scheme 
of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  childers  said,  he  had  no  in- 

tention  to  charge  his  right  hon.  Friend 

Mr.NeaU 


trith  any  brMeh  of  faith.  It  wtts  qnit^ 
clear  if  there  waH  to  be  any  discussion  on 
this  sobjecti  it  conld  not  be  to-night. 

Ma.  Alderman  LUSE  said,  he  trusted 
they  would  be  allowed  to  pass  the  two 
additional  Votes  on  the  Paper,  and  thns 
facilitate  Business. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdraum* 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to* 

(43.)  £7,000,  CompenMtion,  Explosion 
at  Clerkenwell. 

The  chancellor  op  tHE  EXCHE- 
QUER explained  that  the  sum  collected 
in  local  subscriptions  had  been  expended 
in  providing  medicines  and  sustenance  for 
the  sufferers  during  the  time  they  were 
incapacitated  for  work,  and  in  the  case  of 
those  permanently  injured  towards  pro- 
viding them  with  pensions  to  insure  them 
against  dependence  on  parochial  relief.  In 
some  cases,  also,  it  had  been  applied  in 
the  purchase  of  tools  to  workmen  where 
their  tools  had  been  destroyed.  Certain 
furniture  also  had  been  provided  ont  of  the 
fund.  The  yoluntary  efforts  of  that  Com- 
mittee had  been  of  great  assistance  to  the 
sufferers,  and  the  benevolent  persons  en- 
gaged were  deserving  of  every  commenda- 
tion for  their  admirable  exertions.  The 
Committee  had  represented  to  the  Govern- 
ment that  they  were  entirely  unable  to 
give  compensation  to  those  whose  property 
had  been  destroyed*  Some  of  the  parties 
had  been  advised  that  they  had  a  remedy 
against  the  Hundred  as  in  the  case  of  a 
riot ;  but  that  had  been  trie'd,  and  it  was 
decided  that  the  diabolical  proceeding  was 
not  in  the  nature  of  a  riot,  but  an  attempt 
to  rescue  from  prison  a  prisoner  who  had 
committed  an  offence  against  the  State. 
Under  these  circumstancea  it  was  thought 
the  Government  ought  to  make  some  com* 
pensation  to  those  who  had  suffered  by  the 
destruction  of  their  property.  Thev  had 
therefore  sent  a  proper  person  to  make  in- 
quiry, and,  although  they  had  not  yet  got 
a  detailed  Report,  it  was  believed  the  sum 
now  taken  would  be  sufficient  for  the  pur- 
pose. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  he  thought  the  Trea- 
sury occupied  a  most  unenviable  position 
in  allowing  that  to  be  done  by  private  in- 
dividuals which  ought  to  hate  been  done 
by  the  State. 

Mb.  WYLD  eulogized  the  charitable 
and  public- spirited  efforts  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister  at  the  time  of  the  explo* 
sion  to  assnage  the  sufferings  of  those  who 
were  wounded  by  the  explosion,  and  men* 
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tlooed  that  A  defnitotioii  htkl  ettlled  on  hiM 
to-day  to  request  bim  to  state  to  the 
House  how  bighlj  the  inhabitants  of  the 
neighboorhood  approTed  the  spirit  thns 
displajed  bj  the  QoTOtufneni. 

MR.  Aldbbxak  LU8K  also  thanked 
the  Gofernment  and  the  House  for  the 
generous  manner  in  which  they  had  ren- 
dered aid  to  some  of  his  constituents  who 
were  innoeent  vietiros  of  this  deplomble 
and  wicked  pieoe  of  madness. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(44.)  £10,000,  Registration  Bipenses. 

^  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"*  That  a  mm,  not  ezoMdioff  £889,800,  ba 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  (in  addition  to  the  tarn 
of  £81,000  already  Toted  on  aooonnt),  towards 
delihiying  the  Charge  for  Pnll  Pay  of  Rednoed  and 
Retired  OlBeen,  and  Half  Pay,  Whieh  will  eome 
in  eonrse  of  payment  from  the  first  day  of  April 
1868  to  the  81st  day  of  Mareh  1869,  inolnsiTe.^' 

Colonel  JERYIS  moted  that  Progress 
be  reported. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  expressed  a  hope  that 
thejr  should  be  able  to  dispose  of  this  Vote 
on  Thursday,  as  well  as  of  the  Corrupt 
Practices  at  Elections  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  *'  That  the 
Chairman   do  report   ProgVess,    and   ask 
leave  to  sit  again,— ( Colonrf  Jervie,) 
— put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  reittmed. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow  i 
Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit  again 
TO'tnorro0. 


OOLOHIAL  SHI^PIirO  BlUt. 

Contideredin  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

lUiolved.  Hiat  the  Chairman  be  direoted  to 
moTe  the  House,  that  leave  be  giren  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  regis- 
tration of  Ships  in  British  Possessions. 

Resolution   reported :  —  Bill   ordered  to   be 
brought   in   by    Mr.    Stbphbn   Cays   and  Mr. 
Abdsblit. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  286.] 

DBAIVAeB    AHB     IXPBaTBMSRT    OV    LUrM 

(ISBLAIO))  SUPPLEMENTAL  (kO.  4)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  SoLAisR-BootB,  Bill  to  oon- 

firm  a  Provisional  Order  under  the  Drainage  and 

ImproTement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Act,  and  the 

Acts  amending  the  same,  ordered  to  be  brought 

in  by  Mr.  SoLATsa-BooiB  and  The  Earl  of  Mato. 

BUlpresenUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  235.] 

House  adjourned  at 
Two  o'olock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Wedneeday^  July  15,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  —  Supply  —  eontidered  in  Com* 
miUee — Beeohdione  [July  14]  reporied-^OtriL 
SuTioB  EsTDiAne— Class  IL 

PoBuo  Bills — Seeofid  Reading — Poor  Law  Board 
Provisional  Order  Confirmation  *  [231] ;  Dnun- 
age  and  ImproTemeot  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Sup- 
plemental (Ifo.  4)  •  [236]. 

C^cwMmMe^— Inrestment  of  Trust  Funds  Supple- 
mental [1641*  negatived ;  Sale  of  Poisons  and 
Pharmacy  Act  Amendment  [181];  Titles  to 
Land  Coneolidation  (Sootland)  (re-^omm,)^ 
[151];  Sir  Robert  Napier's  Annuity  [230]. 

i2d0or<— Sale  of  Poisdns  and  Pharmacy  Act 
Amendment  [181-238]  ;  Titles  to  Land  Con- 
solidation (Scotland)  (re-eomm.)^  [151];  Sir 
Robert  Napier's  Annuity  [230]. 

ConiideredaiCKnended-^PuWc  I>epartments  Pay- 
ments* [212]. 

Third  iS^aA'n^^Publio  Schools*  [135];  Tithe 
'  Commutation,  So,  Acts  Amendment*  [218]  ; 
Vaccination  (Ireland)  *  [217] ;  Municipal  Eleo* 
tions  (Scotland)*  [211];  Militia  Pay*; 
Drainage  and  Improrement  of  Lands  (Ireland) 
Supplemental  (No.  3)*  [229];  Liquidation* 
[220],andiHi«i^. 

IRELAND— ROTAL  IRISH  INSTITtfTE. 
QUEsnoir. 

Sir  PATBICK  O'BRIEN  Mdd,  he 
would  beg  to  Mk  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
£xohequer,  If  the  onanimoos  Reiolutioa 
of  the  Corporation  of  Dublin  in  favour  of 
the  purchase  of  the  site  of  the  Exhibition 
Palace  for  the  Royal  Irish  Institute  has 
been  reoeiyed;  and  whether  the  Goyem- 
ment  intend  to  accede  to  its  prayer  f 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  repUed 
that  the  Resolution  had  been  receiyed, 
and  that  due  weight  would  be  giyen  to  it. 
There  was  a  Commission  sitthig  on  the 
subject,  and  until  their  Report  had  been 
taken  into  consideration  it  would  be  pre- 
mature on  the  part  of  the  Goyemment  to 
announce  whftt  course  they  proposed  to 
take  with  respect  to  it. 

SALE     OF    POISONS   AND    PHARMACY 
ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL— [XmZf.] 

[bill  181.]      OOKMITTBB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Bill  eoneidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clauses  1  to  8  agreed  to. 
Clauses  4  and  6  omitted. 
Clauses  6  to  15,  indusiye,  agreed  to. 
Clause  16  (Reserying  Rights  of  certain 
Persons). 
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Mb.  LOWE  moyed»  in  line  6,  after  the 
word  "dealing,"  to  leave  out  "nonrith 
the  retailing  of  arsenic,  oxalic  acid,  cyanide 
of  potassium,  or  corrosive  sublimate  for 
use  in  manufactures." 

Page  6,  line  6— 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  word 
*•  dealing,"  to  leave  out  the  words  "  nor 
with  the  retailing  of  arsenic,  oxalic  acid, 
cyanide  of  potassium,  or  corrosive  subli- 
mate for  use  in  manufactures."  —  (Mr, 
Lowe,) 

LoKD  EGBERT  MONTAGU  said,  the 
Pharmaceutical  Society  did  not  wish  to 
retain  the  words,  and  they  were  not  ori- 
ginally in  the  Bill. 

Lord  ELCHG  said,  he  objected  to  the 
omission  of  those  words,  which  would 
unnecessarily  limit  the  retail  of  common 
articles  of  household  use.  The  clause  which 
he  proposed  to  substitute  for  the  1 7th  clause 
in  the  Bill,  would  in  the  way  of  regulation 
give  as  much  security  as  could  reasonably 
be  expected  against  the  careless  sale  or 
wrong  use  of  ordinary  poisons. 

LoBD  EGBERT  MGNTAGU  said,  he 
only  desired  that  poisons  should  be  bought, 
sold,  and  kept  in  bottles  or  wrappers  pro- 
perly labelled;  so  that,  if  possible,  no 
mistakes  should  occur  in  their  use. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  80; 
Noes  67  :  Majority  27. 

LoED  RGBERT  MGNTAGU  said,  he 
would  beg  leave  to  move,  at  the  end  of  the 
clause,  to  add — 

*'  Prorided  always  that  registration  under  this 
Act  shall  not  entitle  any  person  to  registered  to 
practice  medicine  or  surgery,  or  any  branch  of 
medicine  or  surgery." 

Proviso  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  17  (Poisons  to  be  distinctly 
labelled). 

LoBD  ELCHG  proposed  that  thi6  clause 
should  be  struck  out. 

Mb.  LGWE  proposed  that  the  clause 
should  be  amended.  There  were  two 
Amendments,  in  fact,  before  the  Commit- 
tee. The  noble  Lord  proposed  to  substi- 
tute a  new  clause,  and  he  (Mr.  Lowe) 
would  amend  the  present  clause.  The 
Committee  would  have  to  decide  which 
was  the  preferable  alternative.  He  ad- 
mitted that  the  clause  proposed  by  the 
noble  Lord  was  a  considerable  improvement 


on  the  present  state  of  things ;  but  there 
was  a  good  many  objections  to  it.  The 
noble  Lord  proposed  that  poisons  should 
be  divided  into  two  classes,  but  both  were 
to  remain  in  one  Schedule,  and  to  be  dis« 
tinguished  only  by  asteridu.  Now,  that 
was  a  most  inconvenient  way  of  dealing 
with  the  subject.  The  noble  Lord  pro- 
posed:— 

"  It  shall  be  nnlawfhl  to  sell  any  poison  what- 
soeTer  to  a  person  unknown  to  the  seller,  unless 
he  gives  eridenoe  that  he  requires  it  for  a  legiti- 
mate purpose,  and  is  aware  of  the  uses,  danger, 
and  proper  dose,  as  the  case  may  be,  of  such 
poison." 

What  chance  was  there  that  these  require- 
ments, if  of  any  value,  would  be  complied 
with  by  the  little  shopkeepers  throughout 
the  country  ?  How  was  the  "  evidence  " 
that  the  person  "  required  it  for  a  legiti- 
mate purpose'*  to  bie  given?  He  might 
want  it  **  for  a  legitimate  purpose,''  but 
he  was  not  to  have  it  unless  he  was  weU 
read  up  in  public  and  forensic  medicine. 
And,  then,  who  was  to  be  the  judge  of  all 
this?  Perhaps  some  old  woman.  This 
seemed  to  him  a  very  inadequate  way  of 
dealing  with  the  subject.  What  he  pro- 
posed was  this — They  had  already  the 
precedent  of  t)xe  Arsenic  Act,  which,  al- 
though it  dealt  with  only  one  poison,  was 
a  most  salutary  Act,  and  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  proper  course  would  be  to  place  all 
ordinary  poisons  under  the  same  restric- 
tion. With  this  view  he  begged  to  move 
in  line  18,  before  "  It,"  to  insert — 

"Of  poisons  which  are  not  articles  in  the 
British  Pbarmaoopcsia,  none  shall  be  sold  except 
under  such  conditions  as  are  prescribed  in  regard 
of  Arsenic  by  sections  first  and  second  of  the  Act 
fourteenth  and  fifteenth  Victoria,  chapter  thirteen, 
intituled  '  An  Act  to  regulate  the  Sale  of  Arsenic,' 
which  sections  for  this  purpose  shall  be  read  as  if 
the  word  '  poison  '  were  throughout  substituted  in 
them  for  the  word  *  arsenic ; '  and  of  poisons  which 
are  articles  in  the  said  Pharmaoopcoia,  none  shall 
be  sold  otherwise  than  under  the  same  conditions 
as  aforesaid,  or  else  under  the  written  order  of  a 
legally  qualified  medical  practitioner,  unless  it  be 
prepared  as  an  ointment  or  liniment  or  otherwise 
for  external  use,  or,  if  for  internal  use,  be  in 
quantity  not  exceeding  one  ordinary  medicinal 
dose  of  the  article ;  and  " 

in  line  22,  after  '•  any,'*  leave  out 
•'seller  of  any  poison  not  so  distinctly 
labelled,"  and  insert  •*  person  selling 
poison  otherwise  than  as  herein  provided." 
LoKD  ELCHO  observed  that  the  incon- 
venience of  **  asterisks  "  might  be  cot  rid 
of  by  having  two  Schedules.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  had  admitted  that  the  clause  which 
he  proposed  to  bring  up  was  an  improve- 
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ment  on  the  Bill  as  originally  drawn. 
The  clause  embraced  all  the  regulations 
whioh  the  Pharmaceutical  Society — a  body 
of  gentlemen  in  daily  practice,  and  to 
whom  the  public  were  under  great  obliga- 
tions— considered  requisite,  establishing, 
as  it  did,  the  proper  medium  between 
drawing  the  law  so  tightly  that  it  must 
break  in  their  hands  and  that  laxity  which 
would  be  prejudicial  to  the  whole  com- 
munity. He  was  informed  that  the  Arsenic 
Act  was  too  stringent,  and  was  practically 
a  dead  letter.  He  objected  to  the  pro- 
posed Amendment. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  he 
wished  to  know  how  a  seller  of  poison 
was  to  ascertain  the  truth  of  a  customer's 
assertion  that  he  required  the  poison  for 
destroying  rats  ?  He  should  support  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  M.  chambers  said,  the  clause 
would  compel  the  homoeopathist  to  put 
the  word  "  poison"  upon  all  his  bottles. 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  the  answer  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member's  observation 
was  that  a  whole  bottle  of  homoeopathic 
medicine  would  not  amount  to  a  dangerous 
dose.  The  difference  between  his  clause 
and  that  of  his  noble  Friend  was  that  by 
his  clause  the  buyer  of  poison  must  be 
introduced  to  the  seller,  whereas  by  his 
noble  Friend's  clause  the  buyer  might  be 
a  person  unknown  to  the  seller. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  that  his  clause  re* 
quired  that  the  buyer  should  satisfy  the 
seller  that  he  required  the  poison  for  a 
legitimate  purpose. 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  that  would  leave  the 
decision  to  the  conscience  of  the  seller, 
who  had  an  interest  in  selling. 

Amendment  nsgatived. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreod  to. 

Clause  18  struek  out. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Lord  ELCHO  moved,  in  place  of  Clause 
4,  which  had  been  omitted,  to  insert  a  new 
clause — 

'*  Any  person  who  at  the  time  of  the  pasBing  of 
this  Act  shall  be  of  full  age,  and  shall  prodaoe  to 
the  registrar  on  or  before  the  thirty-first  day  of 
December,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
seyenty,  certificates  according  to  Schedule  (E)  to 
this  Act,  that  he  had  been  actually  engaged  and 
employed  in  the  dispensing  and  compounding  of 
prescriptions  as  an  assistant  to  a  Pharmaceutical 
chemist  or  to  a  chemist  and  druggist,  as  defined 
by  Clause  three  of  this  Act,  shall,  on  passing 
such  a  modified  examination  as  the  Council  of 
the  Pharmaceutical  Society,  with  the  consent  of 

YOL.    OXCni.  [XHISD  SSBIES.] 


the  Priyy  Council,  may  declare  "[to  be  sufficient 
evidence  of  his  skill  and  competency  to  conduct 
the  business  of  a  chemist  and  druggist,  be  regis- 
tered as  a  chemist  and  druggist  under  this  Act." 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  he  would  submit  that 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  being  to  require 
education  on  the  part  of  those  who  sell 
poisons,  the  clause  was  wholly  indefensible 
in  making  the  distinction  of  a  modified 
examination.  It  is  urged  that  these  per- 
sons have  a  vested  interest.  A  vested 
interest  in  what?  A  vested  interest  in 
ignorance — in  not  knowing  enough  to  pass 
the  examination  usually  required. 

LoKD  ELCHO  said,  he  thought  it  would 
be  very  hard  upon  those  now  dispensing  me- 
dicines if  they  had  to  pass  the  same  exami- 
nation as  apprentices  entering  the  business. 
A  modified  examination  in  their  case  would 
give  the  requisite  protection  to  the  public. 

Mb.  THOMAS  CAVE  called  attention 
to  the  fact  that  many  of  the  present  assist- 
ants had  been  in  business  and  failed,  and 
others  were  married.  It  would  be  very 
hard  upon  them  to  insist  on  their  passing 
a  stringent  examination. 

Clause  read  a  second  time. 

Mb.  THOMAS  CAVE  suggested  the 
insertion  in  the  fourth  line  of  the  words 
"  for  not  less  than  four  years." 

LoBD  ELCHO  said,  he  was  willing  to 
modify  his  clause  to  the  extent  suggested 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Barnstaple  (Mr. 
T.  Cave)  ^namely,  that  the  assistants 
must  have  been  actually  engaged  in  the 
dispensing  of  medicines  for  four  years. 

LoBD  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  he 
assented  to  the  clause  on  the  understand- 
ing that  the  assistants  affected  by  it  should 
have  been  engaged  in  the  dispensing  of 
medicines  for  four  years,  and  should  be 
registered  assistants  nnder  the  Pharmacy 
Act. 

Mb.  Aldebicak  LXJSK  said,  he  would 
suggest  that  the  term  should  be  reduced 
to  three  years. 

LoBD  ELCHO  said,  he  was  willing  to 
adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury,  and  to  reduce  the  period  of 
service  required  to  three  years. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Mb.  LOWE  proposed,  in  place  of  Clause 
5,  to  insert  a  new  clause  (Registration  of 
Chemists  and  Druggists),  by  which  che- 
mists and  druggists  shoidd  be  entitled  to 
be  registered  under  the  Act  without  pay- 
ing any  fee. 

Clause  (yrssd  to,  ^  t 
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LoBB  ELCHO  proposed  a  clause  in  lieu 
of  Clause  17,  rendering  it  unlawful  to  sell 
certain  poisons  marked  with  an  asterisk  in 
Schedule  (A)  to  persons  unknown  to  the 
seller,  laying  down  certain  regulations 
respecting  the  registration  of  the  sale,  and 
imposing  penalties  for  breaches  of  such 
regulations. 

Mb.  LOWE  said,  he  objected  to  making 
a  dintinction  between  poisons  which  a  man 
might  sell  and  poisons  which  he  might 
not  sell  to  unknown  persons.  He  con- 
tended that  those  poisons  referred  to  in 
the  Schedule  as  poisons  which  ought  not 
to  be  sold  to  persons  unknown  were  really 
not  more  used  for  criminal  purposes  than 
other  poisons.  The  asterisk  would  apply 
to  arsenic,  prussic  acid,  cyanide  of  potas- 
sium, strychnine,  and  corrosive  sublimate; 
but  oxalic  acid,  chloroform,  aconite,  bella- 
donna, essential  oil  of  almonds,  and  such 
things,  do  not  fall  within  the  provision. 

LoBD  ELCHO  said,  the  reason  why  was 
that  these  latter  are  used  in  the  common 
purposes  of  life.  He  would  suggest  that  the 
Schedule  should  be  divided  into  two  parts 
^-one  containing  poisons  in  common  use 
for  ordinary  purposes,  and  the  other  those 
of  a  more  subtle  character,  and  generally 
selected  for  criminal  purposes. 

Mb.  LOWE  submitted  that  the  distinc- 
tion utterly  fails. 

The  distinction  between  the  poisons  in 
the  Schedule  was  omitted  from  the  clause  ; 
and — 

Mb.  LOWE  then  moved  that  poisons 
should  not  be  sold  to  persons  unknown, 
unless  such  persons  were  introduced  by  a 
person  known  to  the  seller. 

Mb.  Sebjeaitt  GASELEE  thought  that 
such  a  provision  would  lead  to  a  system  of 
touting. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  BRUCE  moved,  that  in  the  case 
of  the  sale  of  poison  the  name  and  resi- 
dence of  the  introducer  of  a  purchaser 
should  be  entered  in  the  book  of  the 
seller. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  proposed 
an  Amendment  to  the  effect  that  no  poison 
should  be  sold  unless  a  purohaser  could 
satisfy  the  vendor  that  he  really  required 
it  for  medioinsd  purposes. 

Mb.  LOWE  pointed  out  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  already  agreed  that  no  poisons 
should  be  sold  to  persons  unknown.  To 
pass  this  Amendment  would  render  legal 
the  sale  of  poisons  to  any  one. 

LoBD   ROBERT  MONTAGU  aiked  in 

I 


what  position  a  person  would  be  if  in  a 
strange  place  where  he  was  unknown  he 
required  to  purchase  a  poisonous  drug? 
Suppose,  for  instance,  he  was  in  Birming- 
ham, and  wanted  a  dose  of  laudanum 
to  cure  the  toothache,  how  was  he  to 
get  it  ? 

Mb.  Sebjeaitt  GASELEE  said,  the 
chemist  might  think  the  noble  Lord 
wanted  to  destroy  himself. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

New  clauses  added. 

House  reiumed. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Friday^  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  288.] 

MINES  ASSESSMENT  BILL— [Bni.  231.] 

(Mr,  Percy  WyndJkam,  Mr.  Cavendiih  BewUnek, 

Mr,  Eenderton,) 

CONSIDEBATIOK. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now  taken 
into  Consideration." 

Sir  ROBERT  COLLIER  said,  he  was 
not  a  Comishman,  and  had  no  direct  inte- 
rest in  this  matter.  He  accepted  the 
principle  laid  down  by  the  House,  that 
the  law  of  rating  should  be  applied  to 
all  mines.  It  would  be  very  difficult, 
however,  to  apply  it  to  the  Cornish  mines, 
unless  special  provisions  were  introduced, 
in  consequence  of  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances and  conditions  of  that  business. 
It  was  impossible  to  determine  who  was 
to  be  looked  upon  as  the  owner  or  occupier 
of  such  mines.  The  subject  had  been 
considered  by  a  Select  Committee  last 
year,  which  recommended  certain  clauses 
that  would  have  effected  the  object  in 
view.  But,  instead  of  being  agreed  to, 
those  clauses  had  been  swept  dean  away 
at  the  last  Wednesday's  sitting.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets (Mr.  Ayrton)  oame  to  the  table,  and 
performed  the  unprecedented  feat  of  con- 
oocting  a  Bill  that  was  altogether  new  in 
five  minutes.  They  had  heard  of  the 
"Ten  Minutes  Bill;"  but  that  was  no- 
thing to  the  legislative  performance  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets. 
He  felt  confident  that  its  provisions  would 
be  found  not  to  work.  The  yield  being 
precarious  it  would  b«  impossiUe  to  a«cer« 
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tain  the  annual  yalne«  Then  the  Bill 
said  the  mine  was  to  be  rated ;  but  the 
mine  could  not  be  rated  ;  they  must  deter- 
mine on  some  particular  person  who  was 
to  be  rated.  If  the  woixl  occupier  was 
taken,  and  nothing  more,  then  no  one 
could  doubt  that  both  the  landlord  and 
the  lessees  would  be  liable.  In  cases  of 
limited  liability,  all  the  partners  would  be 
occupiers.  The  only  effect  of  the  measure 
would  be  to  puszle  all  the  overseers  in 
Cornwall,  put  a  large  amount  of  money 
into  the  pockets  of  the  lawyers,  and  cause 
a  vast  amount  of  confusion  to  ererybody. 
The  Bill  would  be  altogether  inoperative 
except  for  the  benefit  of  the  legal  profes- 
sion. It  was  beyond  the  ingenuity  even 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets to  solve  in  five  minutes  a  question 
which  had  puzzled  lawyers  and  the  Le- 
gislature for  two  years.  He  had  had  ya- 
rious  communications  ftrom  attorneys  and 
others  in  Cornwall,  all  agreeing  that  under 
the  present  clauses  it  could  not  be  deter- 
mined who  was  to  be  rated,  or  on  whom  a 
distress  was  to  be  levied.  It  would  be 
impossible  to  leave  the  Bill  in  its  present 
condition.  The  Bill  must  be  altogether 
re-drawn  and  re*considered.  He  believed 
it  would  be  necessary  to  revert  substan- 
tially to  the  provisions  recommended  by 
the  Select  Committee,  which  he  thought 
might  be  adopted  with  some  modification. 
As  it  was  manifest  that  the  Bill  would  not 
work,  he  thought  it  ought  not  to  be  pro- 
ceeded with  ^rther  during  the  present 
Session.  Precipitate  legislation  would 
not  promote  the  object  in  view,  and  he 
therefore  begged  to  move  that  the  further 
consideration  of  the  Bill  be  postponed  to 
that  day  fortnight. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  *'now,''  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this 
day  fortnight,"— (/Sw*  Bohsrt  Collier.) 

Mb.  PERCY  WTNDHAM  said,  he 
regretted  that  the  clauses  framed  by  the 
Select  Committee  were  not  discussed  last 
Wednesday,  but  hoped  the  provision  con- 
tained in  them  would  be  brought  forward 
again  and  fully  considered.  He  thought 
the  objections  to  the  clauses  were  quite 
secondary  to  the  affirmation  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill.  Amendments  might 
be  introduced  to  meet  the  objections  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Plymouth 
(Sir  Kobert  Collier).  As  to  the  clause  for 
dividing  the  rate  between  the  landlord 
and  the  occupier,  two  distinguished  lawyers 


had  stated  their  opinion  to  be  that  it 
would  have  that  effect..  Mines  were 
already  rated  in  many  parts  of  the  coun- 
try, and  he  did  not  believe  that  the  Bill 
would  cause  the  Cornish  mines  to  be  rated 
in  an  objectionable  or  oppressive  manner. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  his 
constituents  were  so  much  interested  in 
this  matter,  that  he  must  be  permitted  to 
speak  on  their  behalf.  He  did  not  speak 
in  virtue  of  his  office.  Unless  the  greatest 
care  was  taken  in  the  mode  of  rating 
Cornish  mines,  that  industry  must  come 
to  an  end.  The  Bill  as  it  now  stood,  he 
took  to  be  nothing  more  than  a  pointed 
sarcasm  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton). 
The  hon.  Member  doubtless  judged  from 
the  discussion  which  had  already  taken 
place,  that  there  was  no  likelihood  of 
bringing  the  question  to  a  practical  issue, 
and  in  the  yein  of  which  he  was  a  mas- 
ter, he  suddenly  drew  up  a  bald  clause, 
which  he  offered  ifi  the  Committee  as  a 
solution  of  the  difficulties  of  the  case 
which  had  perplexed  all  parties  for  years, 
and  this  clause  the  Committee,  weary  of 
the  discussion,  had  suddenly  adopted.  It 
could  not  possibly  work.  To  pass  the 
Bill,  therefore,  as  being  a  measure  which 
dealt  with  all  the  difficulties  of  rating 
would  not,  he  thought,  redound  to  the 
credit  of  the  House.  The  subject  re- 
quired  further  consideration.  He  could 
not  help  thinking  that  under  these  circum- 
stances the  House  would  do  well  to  post- 
pone legislation  on  this  subject  till  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament. 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL-HXJGESSEN  said, 
that  this  was  a  question  of  Cornwall 
against  all  England.  The  Committee  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  mines  in  Corn- 
wall as  well  as  elsewhere  should  be  rated; 
and  he  was  sure  that  if  the  general  law  of 
rating  were  applied  to  Cornish  mines,  the 
local  authorities  would  carry  it  out  in  a 
fair  manner.  If,  however,  difficulties 
arose,  they  could  come  to  Parliament  and 
ask  for  their  remoTal.  If  the  Bill  was 
unworkable  there  were  a  sufficient  number 
of  Gentlemen  of  the  long  robe  in  the  House 
to  suggest  such  alterations  as  would  make 
it  workable.  Some  new  clauses  had  been 
given  Notice  of,  and  he  trusted  the  House 
would  proceed  to  consider  them,  so  that 
legislation  might  not  be  postponed  till  next 
Session,  there  having  already  been  too 
much  delay. 

Mb.  LIDDELL  said,  he  felt  bound  to 
inform  the  House  that  hia^^nstituents 
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viewed  with  great  dissatisfaction  the  course 
which  had  heen  taken  with  regard  to  this 
Billy  since  it  did  not  attempt  to  redress 
the  anomalies  under  which  coal  mines 
laboured.  He,  however,  thought  it  due  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton)  to  state  that 
what  was  done  on  a  former  occasion  was 
to  avoid  laying  down  any  hard  lines  of 
assessment.  The  House  sanctioned  the 
principle  that  the  exemption  of  mines 
other  than  coal  mines  ought  to  be  remoyed. 
Considering  that  a  Law  Officer  as  well  as 
an  ex-Law  Officer  of  the  Crown  had  pro- 
nounced this  measure  to  be  unworkable, 
he  thought  that  the  only  course  which 
the  House  could  pursue  was  to  postpone 
the  further  consideration  of  the  matter, 
and  to  throw  on  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment the  task  of  saying  how  the  difficulty 
was  to  be  got  over,  and  of  bringing  in  a 
Bill  next  Session  providing  for  the  proper 
assessment  of  mines.  The  coal  mine  in- 
terest would  be  sorry  to  see  the  anomalies 
under  which  they  suffered  extended  to  all 
other  mines. 

Mb.  BEUCEsaid,  that  though  interested 
in  coal  mines,  he  thought  that  great  ques- 
tion had  properly  been  excluded  from  the 
present  Bill.  He  wished  to  ascertain  from 
disinterested  parties  whether  the  objec- 
tions raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Plymouth  (Sir  Bobert  Collier)  were 
well-founded  ?  It  had  been  said  that  the 
Bill  would  not  work.  In  that  case,  it 
should  be  re-committed. 

Ms.  DKN^MAN  said,  that  having  care- 
fully examined  the  clause,  he  was  of  opi- 
nion that  the  wording  of  it  was  so  vague 
that  it  would  not  properly  work ;  and  he 
recommended  the  hon.  Member  for  "West 
Cumberland  (Mr.  Percy  Wyndham)  to 
adopt  the  suggestion  which  had  been 
thrown  out,  and  to  allow  time  for  the 
further  consideration  of  the  matter. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  that 
what  he  understood  the  House  to  mean 
was  that  all  the  mines  in  iESngland  should 
be  rated  on  the  same  principle  as  far  as 
possible,  and  that  clauses  were  to  be 
brought  up  at  the  present  stage  to  render 
the  measure  workable.  But  on  looking 
at  the  clauses  on  the  Paper,  he  considered 
the  objections  of  the  hon.  and  learned  (^n- 
tleman  opposite  (Sir  Robert  Collier)  per- 
fectly valid.  He  therefore  thought  it  de- 
sirable not  to  proceed  further  with  the 
Bill  during  the  present  Session.  He 
thought  that  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Cumberland  (Mr.  Percy  Wyndham)  having 
JUr.  Liddell  I 


obtained  a  decision  from  the  House  in 
favour  of  the  rating  of  mines,  should  rest 
satisfied  with  that,  and  postpone  further 
legislation  on  the  subject  till  another 
opportunity.  He  was  himself  very  anx- 
ious that  there  should  be  legislation  on  the 
subject,  and,  though  it  would  not  come 
within  his  Department,  he  earnestly  hoped 
that  the  question  would  be  disposed  of 
next  Session. 

LoBD  GEORGE  CAYENDISH  said,  ho 
would  also  join  in  the  appeal  to  the  hpn. 
Member  for  West  Cumberland  (Mr.  Percy 
Wyndham)  to  postpone  the  fuither  consi- 
deration of  the  Bill.  He  knew  that  the 
hon.  Member  would  feel  disappointed  at 
not  being  able  to  pass  the  Bill ;  but  it  had 
been  shown  that  it  would  cause  great 
doubt  and  uncertainty,  and  the  hon. 
Member  would  be  much  more  disappointed 
if  it  were  to  give  rise  to  dissatisfaction 
among  the  mining  classes. 

Mb.  ayrton  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  had  obtained  a  clear  expression  of 
opinion  on  two  points — that  all  mines  at 
present  exempted  should  in  future  be 
rated,  and  that  there  should  be  no  special 
mode  of  rating.  Without  assistance  from 
the  Government  the  hon.  Member  could 
not  hope  to  pass  the  Bill,  and  he  would  do 
well  to  withdraw  it  for  the  pr^ent. 

Mr.  PAIJLL  said,  he  must  oppose  the 
Bill  as  one  that  would  involve  the  mining 
interests  in  ruinous  complications.  The 
mining  interests  of  Cornwall  were  not  op- 
posed to  the  principle  of  rating  mines  ; 
but  they  insisted  that  if  a  measure  were 
passed  to  assess  mines,  it  should  be  a  well* 
considered  one,  which  would  deal  fairly 
with  all  parties, 

Mr.  PERCY  wyndham  said,  after 
the  appeal  to  him  by  several  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  both  sides  of  the  House,  he  would 
withdraw  the  Bill. 

Question,  "  That  the  word  « now '  stand 
part  of  the  Question,''  put  and  n$gaiwed. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred  till 
Wednesday,  29th  July. 
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SIR  ROBERT  NAPIER'S  ANNUITY  BILL. 

(Mr,  Vodson,  Mr.  DitraeU,  Sir  Stafford 

NartheoU,) 

[bill  230.]      COinOTTEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Mb.  Sebjbant  GASELEE  said,  he  de- 
sired to  take  that  opportunity  of  express- 
ing his  opinion  that  it  would  he  more 
useful  to  Sir  Robert  Napier  and  his  family 
to  give  him  a  lump  sum  of  £50,000  in- 
stead of  the  proposed  annuity.  Besides, 
the  giving  of  a  lump  sum  would  be  to 
throw  all  the  burthen  on  ourselves, 
whereas  this  pension  would  throw  a  bur- 
then on  posterity.  He  very  much  re- 
gretted that  Her  Majesty  had  not  been 
requested — if  it  would  not  be  interfering 
with  Her  Majesty's  Prerogative — to  make 
Sir  Robert  Napier  a  Peer  for  life,  instead 
of  conferring  upon  him  a  hereditary  dig- 
nity. He  felt  certain  that  the  decision  of 
the  Lords  on  the  question  of  life  peei^es 
would  have  to  be  re-considered.  The 
introduction  of  such  peerages  would  be 
one  of  the  greatest  improvements  that 
could  be  made  in  the  House  of  Lords. 

House  resumed ;  Bill  reported^  without 
Amendment;  to  be  read  the  third  time 
TiMnorrow. 

HouM  adjourned  at  Ato  minutM 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   LOEDS, 
Tkursdoff,  July  16,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— SsLBOT  CoMMxrm— OiBce  of  the 
Clerk  of  the  'ParliamenU  and  Office  of  the 
Gentleman  Uiber  of  the  Black  Rod — ^The  Lord 
WUlooghbjr  de  Eresbj  added, 

PcBuo  Bills  —  Fini  Reading  —  Sanitary  Act 
(1866)  Amendment*  (252);  Turnpike  Acta 
Continuance*  (258);  Public  ScbooU  *  (262) ; 
Tithes  Commutation,  Ac.  Acts  Amendment* 
(256);  Vaccination  (Irebind)  *  (254);  Muni- 
cipal Elections  (Scotland)*  (268);  Militia 
Pay  * ;  Draiuage  and  Improrement  of  Lands 
Ireland)  Supplemental  (No.  8)  *  (255)  ; 
Public  Departments  Payments*  (264). 

Second  Beadmg^QoTkikgiO}XM  Diseases  Act  (1866) 
Amendment*  (185);  Court  of  Session  (Scot- 
land)* (246);  Portpatrick  and  Belfast  and 
County  Down  Railway  Companies*  (288). 

Committee — Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  *  (221- 
259);  Lunatic  Asjlums  (Ireland)  Accounts 
Audit*  (287) ;  Assignees  of  Marine  Policies* 
(225) ;  Poor  Law  and  Medical  Inspectors  (Ire- 
land)* (222);  Clerks  of  the  Peace,  Ac.  (Ire- 
Und}*    (224-261);    PeUt   Juries   (Ireland)* 
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(281) ;  DiToroe  and  Matrimonial  Causes  Court  * 
(128);  Indorsing  of  Warrants*  (240);  Court 
of  Justiciary  (Scotland)*  (282)  ;  Ecclesiastical 
Buildings  and  Glebes  (Scotland)*  (233). 

Report — West  Indies*  (249);  Entail  Amend- 
ment (Scotland)*  (183);  Assignees  of  Marine 
Policies  *  (225-260) ;  Poor  Law  and  Medical  In- 
,  specters  (Ireland)*  (222);  Petit  Juries  (Ire- 
land)* (231) ;  Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes 
Court*  (123);  District  Church  Tithes  Act 
Amendment*  (251);  Indorsing  of  Warrants* 
(240). 

Third  Readina — Land  Writs  Registration  (Soot- 
land)*  (213);  UniTersity  Elections  (Voting 
Papers)*  (201);  Turnpike  Trusts  Arrange- 
ments *  (206) ;  Metropolitan  Police  Funds  * 
(230);  Fairs  (Metropolis)*  (223);  Drainage 
and  Improvement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supple- 
mental (No.  2)*  (207);  Libel  (Ireland)* 
(209);  Railways  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment* 
(177);  Local  GoTcmment  Supplemental 
(No.  8)*  (194);  Hudson's  Bay  Company* 
(2*4). 

Royal  Aseent  —  Reformatory  Schools  (Ireland) 
[31  ds  32  Viet.  c.  59] ;  Renewable  Leasehold 
CouTersion  (Ireland)  Act  Extension  [31  A  32 
Vict,  0.  62];    Registration   [31  A  32  Viet.  c. 


58] ;  Bank  of  Bombay  [31  A  32  Vict,  c.  63] ; 
Consular  Marriages  [31  A  32  Vict,  c.  61 J ; 
Curragh  of  Kildare  [31  A  32  Vict,  o,  60]. 


PRIVATE    BILLS— RAILWAY    BILLS— IN- 
CREASE   OF    RATES. 
STANDING   OKDEB. 

LoBD  REDESDALE  said,,  that,  while 
he  agreed  in  the  principle  of  the  Resolu- 
tion passed  by  their  Lordships  a  few  even- 
ings  ago  on  the  Motion  of  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Taunton),  yet  it  required 
some  little  modification.  The  alteration 
he  proposed  was  principally  coDfined  to 
the  addition  that  the  Report  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  should  be  made  *'  after  the  Bill 
had  been  read  a  first  time  in  this  House." 
With  regard  to  the  policy  of  increasing 
the  fares  and  rates  on  railways*  a  parallel 
case  would  be  the  tolls  on  turnpike  roads. 
In  the  case  of  turnpike  trusts,  money  had 
been  borrowed  and  roads  had  been  made, 
many  of  which  had  been  ruined  by  the 
railways.  The  policy  of  Parliament  in 
such  cases  had  been  not  to  increase  the 
tolls,  but  to  reduce  the  interest,  in  order 
that  the  debt  might  be  paid  off.  He  was 
more  strongly  than  ever  of  opinion  that 
no  separate  increase  of  tolls  should  be 
granted  to  any  railway  company.  No 
doubt  peculiar  circumstances  might  arise, 
but  they  would  be  such  as  to  apply  to  all 
railways,  and  not  to  any  one  in  particular. 
If  Parliament  once  admitted  the  principle 
that  when  a  railway  by  its  mismanage- 
ment and  improvidence  had  brought  itself 
into  difficulties  it  might  come  and  ask  for 
an  increase  of  fares,  there  would  be  no  end 
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to  such  oases.  The  Legislaiiire  would,  in 
fact,  be  offering  a  premium  upon  railway 
mismanagement. 

Standing  Order  No.  179.  amended  by 
inserting  after  Seotion  8.  the  following 
Section : — 

Section  4.  That  no  601  which  proposes  to  in- 
crease the  Rates  now  payable  on  the  Conyeyance 
of  Goods  or  Passengers  on  any  Railway  shall  be 
read  a  Second  Time  until  a  Report  from  the 
Board  of  Trade  on  the  Sabject,  made  after  the 
Bill  has  been  read  a  First  Time  in  this  House, 
ihaU  hare  been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Standing  Order, 
as  amended,  he  printed, 

PROMISSORY  OATHS  BILL~(N0.  843.) 
( Tha  Lord  ChaneeUor.) 

Oommons'  Amendments  considered  (ac- 
cording to  Order). 

The  Duke  op  KICHMOND  moved 
that  the  Amendments  made  by  the  Com- 
mons in  this  Bill  be  agreed  to. 

The  Eael  of  SHAFTESBURY  said, 
that  there  was  a  misapprehension  abroad 
as  to  the  8  th  olause.  There  was  a  notion 
that  the  clause  as  it  stood  went  so  far  as 
not  only  to  repeal  the  Oath  of  Supremacy, 
but  to  exon^ate  the  clergy  altogether  fVom 
any  obligation  to  recognize  the  Supremacy 
of  the  Crown.  He  believed  that  was  a 
totally  erroneous  idea  ;  but,  as  the  matter 
was  one  of  very  great  importance,  he  had 
spoken  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  about  it, 
and  he  wished  to  know  from  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  what  his  opinion  was 
npon  the  subject  ? 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR:  My 
noble  Friend  has  beefi  good  enough  to 
inform  me  beforehand  of  his  intention  to 
ask  this  Question.  I  own  that  I  am  my- 
self very  glad  that  the  noble  Earl  has 
mentioned  this  subject  to  your  Lordships, 
because,  judging  from  obseryations  made 
elsewhere,  there  does  appear  to  be  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  misunderstanding  as 
to  the  Oath  of  Supremacy,  and  as  to  the 
consequences  of  any  repeal  of  that  Oath. 
There  can  be  no  greater  mistake  than  to 
suppose  that  the  Oath  of  Supremacy  and 
what  I  may  term  the  law  and  doctrine  of 
the  Queen's  Supremacy  are  the  same 
thing,  or  that  they  have  been  in  recent 
times  co-extensive.  In  point  of  fact,  from 
circumstances  which  can  be  easily  ex- 
plained, the  Oath  which  has  been  called 
the  Oath  of  Supremacy  has  for  a  long  time 
—  for  nearly  two  centuries  —  ceased  to 
express  in  any  shape  or  form  the  doctrine 
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of  the  Supremacy  of  the  Sovereign.  The 
Supremacy  of  the  Sovereign  depends  upon 
a  sanction  very  much  higher  than  the 
obligation  of  an  oath.  Sir  Matthew  Hale 
and  Lord  Coke  both  say  that  the  Royal 
Supremacy  rests  on  the  Common  Law  and 
requires  no  statute  to  support  it.  The 
three  main  statutes  which  relate  to  the 
Royal  Supremacy  are  the  24,  25,  ft  26 
Henry  VIII,  I  will  not  trouble  your 
Lordships  by  quoting  at  length  from  tiiese 
statutes ;  but  I  will  mention  the  words  of 
one  of  them — the  25  Menry  VIII. — from 
which  your  Lordships  will  see  the  form  of 
legislation  then  adopted  with  r^^ard  to 
the  Supremacy  of  the  Crown.     It  says — 

"This  jour  Grace's  realm,  rec<^iziDg  no 
saperioritj  under  God  but  onlj  joar  Grace,  hath 
been  and  is  fee^  from  anj  subjeotiou  to  anj  man's 
laws;  bat  onlj  to  such  as  have  been  devised, 
made,  and  ordained  within  this  realm,  for  the 
wealth  of  the  same,  or  to  such  other  as  by  suffer- 
ance of  jonr  Grace  and  your  progenitors  the 
people  of  this  your  realm  have  taken  at  their  free 
liberty,  by  their  own  consent  to  be  used  among 
then^  and  have  bound  themselves  by  long  use  and 
custom  to  the  observance  of  the  same,  not  as  to 
the  observance  of  laws  of  any  foreign  Prince, 
Potentate,  or  Prelate,  bat  as  to  the  customed  and 
ancient  laws  of  this  realm,  originally  established 
as  laws  of  the  same,  by  the  said  suffBrance,  oon- 
sents,  and  custom,  and  none  otherwise." 

And,  further,  the  24  Senry  VIII.  states 
that— 

**  Whereby  divers  sundry  old  authentic  histories 
and  chronicles  it  is  manifestly  declared  and  ex- 
pressed, that  this  realm  of  England  is  an  empire, 
aud  so  hath  been  accepted  in  Uie  world,  governed 
by  one  sapreme  head  and  King,  having  the  dig- 
nity and  Koyal  estate  of  the  Imperial  Crown  of 
the  same ;  unto  whom  a  body  politick,  compact 
of  all  sorts  and  degrees  of  people,  divided  in  term, 
and  by  names  of  spirituality  and  temporality, 
been  bounden  and  owen  to  bear,  next  to  God  a 
natural  and  humble  obedience  ;  he  being  also 
institate  and  furnished,  by  the  goodness  and  suf- 
ferance of  Almighty  God,  with  plenary,  whole  and 
entire  power,  pre-eminence,  authority,  preroga- 
tive, and  jurisdiction,  to  render  and  yield  jostioa 
and  final  determination  to  all  manner  of  folk, 
resiants,  or  subjects  within  this  his  realm  in  all 
causes,  matters,  debates,  and  contentions  hap- 
pening to  occur,  insurge,  or  begin  within  the 
limits  thereof,  without  restraint  or  provocation 
to  any  foreign  Princes  or  Potentates  of  the 
world." 

That  was  the  form  in  which  the  Supre- 
macy of  the  Sovereign  in  matters  temporal 
and  eoclesiastioal  stood  in  the  reign  of 
Henry  YIII.  As  a  matter  of  history, 
your  Lordships  will  remember  that  sol 
these  Acts  were  repealed  in  the  reign  of 
Mary,  but  were  re-enaoted  in  the  1st  of 
Elizabeth ;  and  you  may  take  as  one  of 
the  most  condensed  explanations  of  the 
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legislation  of  the   let  of  Elizabeth   the 
statement  of  Mr.  Hallam,  who  says — 

**  The  two  statutes  enacted  in  the  first  year  of 
Elizabeth,  commonly  called  the  Acts  of  Supre- 
macy and  Uniformity,  are  the  main  links  of  the 
Anglican  Church  with  the  temporal  Constitution, 
and  establish  the  subordination  and  dependency 
of  the  former." 

Now,  these  statutes  of  Elizabeth  contiaue 
to  the  present  day  ;  they  are  the  statutes 
which  are  the  full  and  broad  expression  of 
the  Keyed  Supremacy;  they  are  binding 
upon  every  subject  of  the  realm,  whether 
a  layman  or  a  clergyman;  and  so  far  as 
the  declaration  of  the  law  and  the  strin- 
gency of  the  law  go,  that  law  would 
remain  binding  upon  every  subject  of  the 
Crown,  whether  he  did  or  did  not  take  any 
Oath  or  make  any  declaration  respecting 
it.  But  now,  as  regards  the  case  of  the 
clergy,  before  coming  to  the  Oath  of  Su- 
premacy, as  it  is  somewhat  inaccurately 
called — the  clergy,  independently  of  all 
statutes  and  of  all  rules,  are  in  a  position 
essentially  differing  from  the  laity  in  this 
respect — that  they  subscribe,  among  other 
things,  the  37th  Article  of  Religion,  and 
declare,  on  ordination  and  on  taking  pos- 
session of  any  benefice,  that — 

"  The  Queen's  Majesty  hath  the  chief  power  in 
this  Realm  of  England  and  other  her  Dominions, 
unto  whom  the  chief  Go^ernmeDt  of  all  estates  of 
this  Realm,  whether  they  be  Ecclesiastical  or 
Civil,  in  all  causes  doth  appertain  ;  and  is  not, 
nor  ought  to  be,  subject  to  any  foreign  Jurisdic- 
tion." 

Therefore,  in  addition  to  the  general  laws 
which  bind  all  the  subjects,  there  is  this 
specific  declaration  signed  by  all  clergymen 
at  their  ordination,  which  has  a  peculiar 
operation  on  their  consciences  from  the 
form  of  expression  used.  That  is  the  state 
of  the  case  as  to  the  law  of  Supremacy ; 
but  as  to  the  Oath  of  Supremacy,  the  his- 
tory of  it  is  a  very  singular  one.  Origi- 
nally, the  Oath  of  Supremacy  was  passed 
in  the  reign  of  Elizabeth,  and  it  really  was 
what  its  name  professed  to  be  ;  it  was  an 
expression  of  the  law  and  doctrine  of 
Supremacy  in  all  its  breadth — 

"I,  A.  B.,  do  utterly  testify  and  declare  in  my 
conscience  that  the  Queen's  Highness  is  the  only 
Supreme  Gorernor  of  this  Realm,  and  of  all 
other  Iter  Highnesses  Dominions  and  countries, 
as  well  in  all  spiritual  or  ecclesiastical  things  or 
causes  as  temporal  ;  and  that  no  foreign  Prince, 
Person,  Prelate,  State,  or  Potentate,  hath,  or 
ought  to  have  any  jurisdiction,  power,  superiority, 
pre-eminence,  or  authority  ecclesiastical  or  spiri- 
tual within  this  Realm ;  and,  therefore,  I  do  ut- 
terly renounce  and  forsake  all  foreign  jurisdictions, 
powers,  superiorities,  and  authorities,  and  do 
promise  that  from  henceforth  1  shall  boar  faith 
and  true  allegiance  to  the  Queen's  Highness,  her 
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heirs  and  lawful  successors,  and  to  my  power  shall 
assist  and  defend  all  jurisdictions,  pre-eminenoes, 
privileges,  and  authorities  granted  or  belonging  to 
the  Queen's  Highness,  her  heirs  and  successors, 
or  united  and  annexed  to  the  Imperial  Crown  of 
this  Realm." 

Your  Lordships  will  observe  that  that  was 
an  Oath  which  had  both  an  affirmative  and 
a  negative  part.  The  affirmative  part 
testified  to  the  existence  of  the  Royal 
Supremacy  in  all  matters  ecclesiastical  and 
temporal ;  the  negative  part  disowned  the 
jurisdiction  of  any  foreign  Prince.  The 
second  form  in  which  the  Oath  passed  was 
after  the  Revolution  in  the  reign  of  William 
and  Mary,  when  a  remarkable  change  was 
made  in  it :  the  affirmative  part  of  the 
Oath  was  omitted,  and  it  became  a  nega- 
tive Oath  only — 

'*  1,  A.  B.,  do  swear  that  I  do  from  my  heart 
abhor,  detest,  and  abjure,  as  impious  and  heretical, 
that  damnable  doctrine  and  position,  that  Princes 
excommunicated  or  deprived  by  the  Pope,  or  any 
authority  of  the  See  of  Rome,  may  be  deposed  or 
murdered  by  their  subjects,  or  any  other  whatso- 
ever. And  1  do  declare  that  no  foreign  Prince, 
Person,  Prelate,  State,  or  Potentate,  hath  or 
ought  to  have  any  jurisdiction,  power,  superiority, 
pre-eminence,  or  authority,  ecclesiastical  or  spiri- 
tual, within  this  Realm." 

There  is  no  doubt  it  continued  to  be 
called  the  Oath  of  Supremacy,  but  it  ut- 
terly foiled  to  express  a  large  part  of  the 
doctrine  of  Supremacy.  It  denied  the 
supremacy  of  any  foreign  prince  or  poteu- 
tate,  but  it  failed  to  affirm  the  Supremacy 
of  the  Sovereign  in  matters  ecclesiastical 
and  temporal.  That  was  the  second  form 
of  the  Oath.  The  third  Oath,  adopted  in 
1858,  still  continued  simply  a  negation; 
and  the  Act  of  185tt  used  these  words — 

"  Instead  of  Oaths  of  Allegiance,  Supremacy, 
and  Abjuration,  when  the  same  are  now  by  law 
required  to  be  taken,  and  taken  and  subscribed 
respectively,  the  following  Oath  shall  be  taken 
and  subscribed." 

I  should  have  imagined  from  these  words 
that  the  intention  was  that  the  name  of 
the  Oath  of  Supremacy  should  cease. 
However  that  may  be,  the  only  words 
again  touching  the  Supremacy  in  this  Oath 
are  as  follows :  — 

"I  do  declare  that  no  foreign  Prince,  Person, 
Prelate,  State,  or  Potentate  hath,  or  ought  to 
have,  any  jurisdiction,  power,  superiority,  pre- 
eminence, or  authority,  ecclesiastical  or  spiritual, 
within  this  Realm ;  and  I  make  this  declaration 
upon  the  true  foith  of  a  Christian." 

Your  Lordships  will  see  that  this  was  still 
a  negative  Oath  without  any  affirmative 
words.  The  fourth  time  that  the  Oath 
was  dealt  with  was  in  1865  by  the  Clerical 
Subscription  Act,  which  enacted  that— 
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"  Ererf  person  about  to  be  ordained  prieet  or 
deacon  shall,  before  ordination,  in  the  presence  of 
the  Archbishop  or  Bishop  by  whom  be  is  about  to 
be  ordained,  at  such  time  as  he  may  appoint,  make 
and  sabscribe  the  declaration  of  assent,  and  take 
and  sabscribe  the  Oath  of  Allegiance  and  Supre- 
macy according  to  the  form  set  forth  in  the  Act 
of  18fi8." 

Therefore,  before  the  present  Bill  was 
brought  into  Parliament,  the  law  of  Su- 
premacy continued  without  any  change. 
The  clergy  subscribed  the  37th  Article, 
which  affirmed  that  law  in  all  its  breadth, 
and  they  took  in  addition  what  was  palled 
rather  improperly  the  Oath  of  Supremacy, 
which  was  nothing  more  than  a  negation 
of  the  supremacy  of  the  Bishop  of  Rome. 
This  Bill  does  not  alter  in  any  way  the 
doctrine  or  the  law  of  Supremacy,  which 
is  left  exactly  as  it  stood.  Every  clergy- 
man is  under  the  same  obligation  as  before 
to  subscribe  the  Thirty-nine  Articles,  in- 
duding  the  37th.  All  that  the  Bill  does 
is  to  terminate  that  Oath  of  negation 
which,  as  regards  a  clergyman,  is  per- 
fectly unnecessary,  because  it  is  contained 
in  the  37th  Article ;  and  as  regards  all 
the  other  subjects  of  the  Crown,  it  is 
unnecessary  too,  because  the  subject-mat- 
ter of  that  Oath  of  negation  is  regulated 
by  the  general  law  of  the  country,  whether 
the  Oath  continues  or  not.  I  think,  there- 
fore, your  Lordships  will  be  of  opinion 
that  ihere  is  really  no  ground  for  any  of 
the  apprehensions  that  have  been  enter- 
tained that  the  law  or  doctrine  of  Supre- 
macy is  in  any  way  interfered  with  by 
this  Bill. 

Lord  WESTBURY:  As  one  of  the 
Members  of  the  Select  Committee  to  which 
this  Bill  was  referred,  I  beg  leave  to  be 
allowed  to  make  a  few  observations  re- 
specting it.  Notwithstanding  what  has 
fallen  from  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(the  Lord  Chancellor)— which  in  law  and 
good  sense  too,  is  perfectly  correct— I  very 
much  regret  that  we  permitted  this  Bill 
to  come  down  with  one  form  of  expression 
which  is  contained  in  it.  For  although 
to  persons  conversant  with  the  subject  that 
form  of  expression  cannot  create  any  error 
or  lead  to  misconception,  yet  to  the  gene- 
rality of  persons  I  am  afraid  it  will  give 
rise  to  considerable  difficulty.  The  form 
of  expression  I  allude  to  is  that  contained 
in  the  8th  section,  whereby  it  is  proposed 
to  enact  that — 

**  'I'he  form  of  the  Oath  of  Allegiance  provided 
hj  thi»  Act  shall  be  deoraod  to  be  substituted  in 
the  case  of  the  Clerical  Subscription  Act,  IS06, 
for  the  form  of  the  Oath  of  AUegiance  and  Supre- 
macy therein  referred  to." 
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This  mode  of  expression  seems  to  import 
that  the  Oath  of  Supremacy  shall  hence- 
forth  be  annulled,  and  the  simple  Oath  of 
Allegiance  substituted  for  it.      Now,  it  is 
perfectly  true,  as  the  Lord  Chancellor  has 
said,  that  it  does  not  in  the  smallest  de- 
gree a£fect  the  obligations  of  the  clergy  or 
the  obligations  of  the   laity.      Supreme 
jurisdiction  in  ecclesiastical  matters  in  all 
cases  ecclesiastical  or  spiritual  is  the  es- 
sence of  the  Supremacy  of  (he  Crown.  The 
Crown  has  not  supremacy  in  any  matter 
of  doctrine,  nor  any  authority  whatever  to 
assert  anything  with  respect  to  doctrine 
except  the  meaning  of  the  written  law. 
The  Supremacy  of  the  Crown  is  this^that 
all  jurisdiction  proceeds  from  the  Crown, 
and  must  be  exercised  by  virtue  of  ap- 
pointments made   by  the   Crown.      The 
final  jurisdiction  in  all  matters  ecclesias- 
tical and  spiritual  is  centred  in  the  Crown. 
Now,  your  Lordships  will  be  good  enough 
to  observe  that  I  use  the  word  "jurisdic- 
tion," and  not  **  authority."     There  may 
be  spiritual  authority  and  pastoral  autho- 
rity ;  but  jurisdiction,  which  is  the  right 
ju9  dieendi,  is  vested  in  the  Crown,  and 
can  only  be  exercised  by  authority  of  the 
Crown.     This  was  the  prerogative  of  the 
Kings  of  England  even  before   the  Re- 
formation.    At  the  time  of  the  Reforma- 
tion the   Supremacy  of  the   Crown   was 
finally  asserted  and  established  in  this — 
that  there  should  be  no  appeal  to  Rome, 
but  that  the  ultimate  decision  of  all  eccle- 
siastical cases  should  centre  in  the  Crown, 
and  in  persons  appointed  for  that  purposo 
by  the  Crown.      My  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack  has  stated  what 
is  the  true  idea  of  the  Supremacy  of  the 
Crown.     It  is  also  given  in  the  right  form 
in  the  words  by  which  the  clergy  bid  us 
pray  for  the  Queen  as  being  '4n  all  matters 
eoclesiastical  and  spiritucd  within   these 
her  dominions  supreme."     Supreme,  as  I 
have  already  observed,  for  the  purpose  of 
finally  declaring  the  law  upon  these  sub- 
jects.    The  37th  Article  also  contains  a 
correct    expression    of    the    positive    or 
affirmative  doctrine  of  the  Supremacy  of 
the  Crown,  and,  after  laying  this  down, 
it  proceeds  to  give  a  more  express  defini- 
tion.    It  says — 

**  The  Quo4«n's  Majesty  hath  the  chief  power  in 
this  Realm  of  England  and  other  her  Dominions, 
unto  whom  the  chief  Government  of  all  Estates  in 
this  Realm,  whether  thej  be  Ecclesiastical  or 
Civil,  in  aU  causes  doth  appertain  ;  and  is  not, 
nor  ought  to  be,  subject  to  any  foreign  Jurisdic- 
tion. When  we  attribote  to*  the  Queen's  Ma- 
jestj  the  chief  Qovernment,  bj  which  Titles  we 
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that  could  have  been  selected.    Sir  Henry 
Storks  entered  on  his  duties  on  the  1st 
of  January ;  and  the  question  now  was 
what  was  to  be  the  practical  result  of  that 
appointment,  and  what  steps  were  to  be 
taken  to  promote  the  union  of  the  separate 
Departments,   as  recommended  by  Lord 
Strathnaim's  Committee.  It  was  not  until 
the  month  of  June,  however,  that  any  in- 
formation was  given  or  any  discussion  took 
place  as  to  the  results  of  Sir  Henry's  ap- 
pointment.    At  that  time  there  was  laid 
before  the  other  House  of  Parliament  the 
Correspondence  which  had  passed  between 
the  Treasury  and  the  War  Department. 
When  the  Correspondence  first  appeared 
he  (Ewl  de  Grey)  turned  to  it  with  much 
interest,  in  the  hope  that  it  would  afford 
a  clear  explanation  of  the  position  which 
Sir  Henry  Storks  was  to  occupy  in  the 
War  Department  as  ControUer-in-Chief, 
likewise  of  the  duties  which  he  was  to 
discharge,  and  of  the  steps  taken  with  the 
view  of  carrying  out  the  amalgamation 
during  the  six  months  which  had  elapsed 
since  his  appointment.    He  regretted  to 
say,  however,  that  after  a  carehil  perusal 
of  the  Correspondence  he  could  not  find  in 
it  that  full  and  clear  information  which  he 
trusted  would  have  been  afforded,  and  con- 
sequently he  had  felt  it  his  duty  before 
this  Session  closes  to  ask  the  noble  Earl 
opposite,  the  Under  Secretary  of  State,  to 
supplement  the  information  contained  in 
the  Correspondence,  and  to  clear  up  seme 
points  which  were  obscure.  Now,  in  order  - 
that  he  might  make  clear  to  the  noble  Earl 
and  to  their  Lordships  his  object  in  asking 
the  Question  of  which  he  had  given  Notice 
he  must  in  the  first  place  remark  that  he 
was  strongly  convinced  that  one  of  the 
most  important  reforms  in  connection  with 
our  military  Departments  was  that  closer 
union  of  the  various  civil  Departments  of 
the  army  —  the  Commissariat,  Purveyors, 
Transport,   and    Barrack    Departments — 
which  formed  the  basis  of  the  recommen- 
dations of  Lord  Strathnairn's  Committee. 
He  believed,  indeed,  that  the  present  state 
of  these  Departments  was  so  unsatisfactory 
that  if  we  were  to  engage  in  a  European 
war  we  should  at  the  outset  of  such  an 
undertaking  find  ourselves  involved  in  se- 
rious difficulties.    Therefore,  as  he  under- 
stood the  matter,  the  first  and  principal 
duty  of   the  ControUer-in- Chief  was  to 
effect  a  complete  amalgamation  of  those 
Departments,  giving,  of  course,  due  con- 
sideration to  existing  interests.    It  was, 
however,  a  great  mistake  to  suppose  that 
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understand  the  minds  of  some  sUnderoiis  folks  to 
be  offended,  we  giye  not  to  our  Prinoee  the  minie- 
tering  either  of  God's  Word  or  of  the  Sacraments, 
the  which  things  the  Injunctions  also  se^  forth  bj 
Elisabeth  oar  Queen  do  most  plainly  testify,  but 
that  onlj  Prerogatiye  which  we  see  to  hare  been 
giren  always  to  ail  godly  Princes  in  Holy  Scrip- 
ture by  God  himself;  that  is,  that  they  should 
rule  all  Estates  and  Degrees  committed  to  their 
charge  by  God,  whether  they  be  Eoclesiastical  or 
Temporal,  and  restrain  with  the  civil  sword  the 
stobbom  and  evil  doers.  The  Bishop  of  Rome 
hath  no  jurisdiction  in  this  Realm  of  England." 

The  temporal  sword  and  the  spiritual 
sword  are,  for  the  purposes  of  ruling  all 
estates  and  degrees,  constitutionally  vested 
in  the  Sovereign,  but  the  office  of  the 
clergyman  is  not  interfered  with. 

In  answer  to  an  observation  of  the  Earl 
of  Habbowby, 

Lord  WESTBUBY  said,  that  if  he  had 
observed  the  form  of  expression  contained 
in  the  Bill,  he  would  have  suggested  the 
propriety  of  altering  it. 

The  LOKD  CHANCELLOE  said,  that 
the  history  of  the  legislation  on  the  subject 
was  not  creditable  in  respect  of  the  way 
in  which  Acts  of  Parliament  were  drawn. 
The  Act  of  1865  was  drawn  at  a  late 
period  of  the  Session,  and  an  Amendment 
was  inserted  introducing  the  term  '*  Oath 
of  Supremacy  and  Allegiance  "  contained 
in  the  Act  of  1858:  and  that  error  had 
been  perpetuated  in  the  present  BilL 

Commons,  Amendments  agreed  to. 

THE  WAR  OFFICE— DEPARTMENT  OF 
CONT  ROL.— QUESTION. 

Eabl  DE  GEEY  and  RIPON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
the  Arrangements  for  the  Establishment 
of  the  new  Department  of  Control  in  the 
War  Office  and  for  the  closer  Union  of 
the  Civil  Departments  of  the  Army  are 
completed ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
state  the  general  Mature  of  those  Arrange- 
ments ?  Their  Lordships  were  no  doubt 
aware  that  the  evidence  taken  by  Lord 
Strathnaim's  Committee  aflforded  con- 
viucing  proof  that  the  existing  arrange- 
ments in  regard  to  the  administration  of 
the  civil  branch  of  the  army  were  highly 
unsatisfactory.  Those  who  took  an  interest 
in  the  subject  had  watched  carefully  what 
had  gone  on,  and  he  believed  everyone 
who  took  any  interest  in  the  army  heard 
with  satisfaction  in  November  last  of  the 
appointment  to  the  office  of  Controller  of 
Sir  Henry  Storks.  He  (Earl  de  Grey] 
ftiUy  approved  the  step,  and  he  believed 
that  Sir  Henry  was  the  very  fittest  man 
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snoh  a  duty  eould  be  effeetually  performed 
in  a  short  time.  The  task  was,  in  faoti  a 
most  arduous  one,  and,  he  believed  it 
would  test  all  the  administratiye  ability 
even  of  so  experienced  a  man  as  Sir  Henry 
Storks.  At  any  rate  he  felt  oonfident  it 
was  an  undertaking  which  oould  not  be 
carried  to  a  satisfactory  issue  if  the  officer 
charged  with  it  in  the  first  instance  were 
merely  empowered  to  lay  down  general 
regulations  for  the  guidance  of  the  De- 
partments and  to  frame  the  rules  which 
were  afterwards  to  be  followed.  It  was 
also  necessary  that  he  should  see  those 
rules  carried  into  effect,  and  that  he  should 
not  relinquish  his  post  until  the  new  De- 
partment was  in  a  position  to  run  trtone — 
if  he  might  use  the  expression.  Such 
being  his  opinion  he  not  unnaturally  re- 
ferred to  the  Papers  in  order  to  ascertain 
what  was  the  precise  position  in  which 
the  Controller-in-Chief  had  been  placed, 
but  he  confessed  there  was  much  ob8cu>> 
rity  on  that  point.  He  was  unable  to 
make  out,  for  instance,  whether  Sir  Henry 
Storks  had  been  appointed  Controller-in- 
Chief  with  the  intention  that  he  should 
hold  the  office  as  long  as  his  doing  so 
might  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  public 
service,  and  as  long  as  it  might  be  neces- 
sary for  him  to  hold  it  in  order  thoroughly 
to  carry  out  the  work  on  which  he  was 
engaged ;  or  whether  it  were  merely  in- 
tended that  he  should  hold  it  only  a  short 
time  for  the  purpose  of  laying  down  ge- 
neral regulations  under  which  the  contem- 
plated reforms  were  to  be  accomplished. 
Sir  Henry  Storks  had  been  appointed  Con- 
troller-in-Chief, with  a  salary  of  £2,000 
a  year,  and  with  a  position  equal  in  all 
respects  to  that  of  a  permanent  Under 
Secretary  of  State.  This  was  clear  from 
the  commencement  of  the  Correspondence; 
and  yet  Sir  Henry's  position  was  de- 
scribed in  the  last  letter  from  the  Trea- 
sury as  a  provisional  arrangement  entered 
into  with  a  view  to  his  framing  regu- 
lations, carrjring  out  the  impending  changes 
in  the  War  Office,  and  bringing  the  es- 
tablishments into  working  order.  For  his 
own  part,  he  should  not  have  contemplated 
that  the  Controller-in-Chief  would,  as  a 
rule,  be  in  the  position  of  an  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State,  nor  was  it  as  a  rule  neces- 
sary that  he  should  be  so.  But  when  he 
saw  Sir  Henry  Storks  placed  in  that  posi- 
tion he  concluded  that  that  step  had  been 
taken  because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  War  Depart- 
ment felt  it  was  only  right  tluit  00  dis- 
Earl  De  Orey 
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tingniBhed  an  officer  should,  while  he  held 
the  post  of  Controller,  have  the  official 
rank  asd  status  of  an  Under  Secretary. 
He  should  deeply  regret  if,  for  the  sake  of 
saving  £500  a  year  by  reducing  the  salary 
from  £2,000  to  £1,500,  any  risk  should 
be  run  of  losing  the  advantage  of  Sir 
Henry  Storks'  services  as  the  head  of  the 
Control  Department,  eren  for  a  single  day, 
before  he  had  completed  the  work  which  he 
had  undertaken  to  perform.  He  trusted 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Longford)  would 
give  a  distinct  explanation  as  to  l^e  real 
position  which  Sir  Henry  Storks  now  oc- 
cupied. This  letter  from  the  Treasury 
went  on  to  state  what  were  the  relative 
positions  of  the  Department  of  Control  and 
the  other  Departments  of  the  War  Office^  ' 
particularly  the  Finance  Department.  The 
Treasury  appeared  to  apprehend  that  there 
would  be  a  collision  between  those  two 
Departments  ;  but  he  confessed  he  did  not 
share  in  that  apprehension.  It  seemed  to 
be  intended  that  the  Account  or  Finance 
Department  should  freely  lay  before  the 
Secretary  of  State  their  comments  on  the 
proposals  of  all  the  other  Departments,  as 
far  as  expenditure  or  financial  affairs  were 
concerned.  He  quite  concurred  in  the 
propriety  of  such  an  intention,  and  he 
should  eren  hesitate  to  place  any  narrow 
interpretation  on  the  phrase  "financial 
affairs."  Whenever  an  increase  of  ex- 
penditure, either  actual  or  perspective, 
was  involved,  it  ought  to  be  the  duty  of 
the  Finance  Department  to  state  their 
views  on  the  subject  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  his  consideration.  On  that  point, 
therefore,  he  had  no  issue  to  raise.  He 
should,  however,  like  to  know  the  precise 
interpretation  which  the  noble  Earl  placed 
upon  that  sentence  in  the  letter  which 
related  to  the  compilation  of  the  Estimates. 
It  was  laid  down  that  it  should  be  the 
duty  of  the  Financial  Department  to  com- 
pile the  Estimates  for  all  army  expendi- 
ture. Now,  the  Estimates  went  through 
various  stages  in  the  course  of  their  pre- 
paration. In  the  first  instance,  they  were 
prepared  by  the  branches  intrusted  with 
the  administration  of  the  various  Depart- 
mentsi  and  then  s^it  to  the  Finance  De- 
partment, where  they  were  brought  to* 
gether  and  checked  one  with  another,  and 
also  considered  in  their  general  financial 
bearings.  He  hoped  it  was  not  now  in- 
tended to  take  the  first  preparation  of  the 
Estimates  from  the  various  administrative 
branches;  and  furtiier  he  hoped  the  noble 
Eail  would  be  Me  to  show  that  the  re- 
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sponsibility  for  the  Estimates  and  for  every 
one  of  their  details  wonld  still  rest  on  the 
Secretary  of  State  alone.  The  Acconnt 
or  Finance  branch  was  a  Department  of  the 
War  Office  precisely  like  the  other  branches. 
It  was  responsible  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  to  him  alone  ;  it  took  its  orders  from 
him,  and  from  him  alone.  He  did  not  wish 
to  under-rate  the  importance  of  the  duties 
of  the  Account  or  Finance  Department ; 
he  believed  they  were  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance. He  only  desired  to  make  it 
clear  that  its  duties  were  entirely  conducted 
under  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  under  a  responsibility  to  him 
and  to  him  alone.  So  far  was  he  from 
being  disposed  to  undervalue  the  impor- 
tance of  that  Department,  that  it  had  more 
than  once  crossed  his  mind  whether  ad- 
vantage would  not  be  derived  from  placing 
the  chief  superintendence  of  financial 
business  in  the  War  Office  —  of  course 
under  the  Secretary  of  State — in  the  hands 
of  a  Parliamentary  officer  somewhat  ana- 
logous to  a  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
He  did  not  give  that  as  a  positive  opinion, 
but  wished  merely  to  show  that  in  holding 
that  that  Department  was  not  outside  of 
the  War  ^Office,  but  was  one  under  the 
Secretary  of  State,  his  remarks  did  not 
proceed  from  any  desire  to  depreciate  that 
Department,  but  from  a  desire  that  all 
those  Departments  should  be  kept  in  due 
subordination,  so  that  the  authority  and 
the  responsibility  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
should  not  be  weakened  or  over-shadowed. 
He  looked  upon  it  that  the  real  and  im- 
portant duty  which  Sir  Henry  Storks,  or 
whoever  might  be  the  Controller-in-Chief, 
had  to  perform  was  to  re-organize  upon  a 
thoroughly  efficient^ basis  the  civil  Depart- 
ments of  the  army  outside  the  War  Office. 
They  should,  as  far  as  possible,  assimilate 
their  arrangement  so  that  their  army 
should  be  managed  at  home  in  the  same 
manner  as  it  was  managed  abroad,  and 
and  also,  that  as  far  as  practicable — of 
course,  with  the  necessary  diflferences— it 
should  be  administered  in  time  of  peace  in 
the  same  manner  as  in  time  of  war.  It 
was  obvious  that  that  was  the  only  means 
by  which  they  could  really  get  the  ad- 
ministrative branches  of  the  army  into  a 
proper  state  for  the  outbreak  of  hostilities; 
and  that  the  more  closely  they  could 
assimilate  their  Departments  in  time  of 
peace  to  the  sjrstem  requisite  for  a  time  of 
war  the  more  they  would  be  prepared  for 
war.  And  it  was  because  he  knew  the 
imsatisfisuitory  condition  of  those  Depart- 


ments at  present,  and  because  he  felt  that 
a  grave  and  serious  responsibility  would 
rest  on  any  Government  that  delayed  the 
re-organization  of  those  Departments  on 
such  a  basis,  that  he  trusted  he  should 
hear  that  evening  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  was  fully  ^ive  to  the  importance  of 
the  subject,  and  also  that  Sir  Henry  Storks 
was  now  about  to  set  himself  to  work  in 
carrying  on  outside  the  War  Office  that 
re-organization  of  the  civil  Departments  of 
the  army  which  he  believed  to  be  one  of 
the  most  important  reforms  of  our  military 
system. 

The  Eabl  of  LONGFORD  said,  that 
this  was  a  subject  which  had  on  various 
previous  occasions  occupied  the  attention 
of  Parliament.  In  1859  or  1860  the 
House  of  Commons  appointed  the  Com- 
mittee on  Army  Organization;  and  in 
1861  the  late  Lord  Herbert  of  Lea  took  up 
the  question  and  proposed  to  the  Treasury 
a  rerorm  somewhat  of  the  nature  of  that 
now  under  consideration.  The  course  of 
events  in  the  five  following  years  was  not 
favourable  to  the  consideration  of  the  pro- 
posed changes,  and  nothing  was  done  until 
1 866,  when  the  project  was  revived.  The 
year  1866  and  a  great  nart  of  1867  was 
occupied  by  the  most  valuable  Inquiry  of 
Lord  Strathnairn's  Committee,  whose 
valuable  Report  was  presented  in  the  sum- 
mer of  1867.  At  the  end  of  the  same  year 
Sir  John  Pakington  proposed  to  the  Tfirea- 
sury  the  appointment  of  Sir  Henry  Storks 
as  Chief  Controller,  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  into  effect  the  contemplated  re- 
forms. The  appointment  was  concurred  in 
by  the  Treasury^  and  Sir  Henry  Storks 
at  once  assumed  his  office  to  prepare  for 
the  execution  of  the  scheme  of  re-organi- 
zation of  which  he  was  to  have  the 
direction.  In  the  following  March  his 
proposals  were  submitted  to  the  Treasury, 
who  in  April  asked  for  further  informa- 
tion, which  was  immediately  afforded 
them.  Then  followed  some  correspondence 
respecting  the  Royal  Warrant  for  the 
constitution  of  the  new  Department,  and 
on  the  28th  April  the  Royal  Warrant  was 
issued.  On  the  29th  of  June  the  Trea- 
sury wrote  expressing  their  views  as  to 
the  arrangements  then  contemplated,  and 
suggesting  various  modifications  in  those 
arrangements ;  and  a  day  or  two  later  Sir 
John  Pakington  substantially  accepted  the 
modified  terms  proposed  by  the  Treasury ; 
and  now  there  remained  several  points  to 
be  considered.  That  was  the  position  in 
which  the  matter  at  present  stood  ;   and 
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he  hoped  that  in  a  very  few  days  they 
would  commence  to  hring  the  new  ar> 
rangemenU  into  gradual  operation.  It  was 
true  that  the  discussions  between  the 
yarious  Departments  of  the  army  hitherto 
had  been  rather  complicated ;  that  their 
harmonious  action  had  been  somewhat 
oyerlooked  in  their  original  constitutions ; 
and  that  they  were  not  so  designed  as  to 
work  together  well  on  the  occasion  of  a 
great  strain.  That,  howcTer,  would  now 
be  remedied,  and  the  Chief  Controller 
would  be  the  sole  authority  at  the  War 
Office  to  govern  Departments  and  Staffs 
which  had  hitherto  been  under  four  or  five 
different  heads.  The  illustrious  Duke 
(the  Commander-in-Chief),  on  a  former 
occasion  when  that  subject  was  men- 
tioned, appeared  to  fear  that  the  Chief 
Controller  would  have  too  much  power, 
and  that  it  would  be  difficult  to  control 
that  officer  himself ;  but  he  (the  Earl  of 
Longford)  trusted  the  illustrious  Buke 
would  find  that  any  objection  on  that 
ground  had  been  obviated.  One  of  the 
causes  which  had  tended  rather  more  than 
another  to  delay  the  preparation  of  the 
scheme  was  a  little  OYcr-anziety  on  the 
part  of  the  Treasury  to  secure  to  them- 
selves sufficient  financial  control  against 
the  presumed  tendency  of  tbe  Secretary  of 
State  towards  extravagance.  But  on  that 
point  the  Treasury  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  had,  he  thought,  now  come  to  an 
understanding,  and  he  trusted  that  there 
was  now  no  risk  of  collision  between  the 
two  Departments.  The  scheme  was  now 
BO  far  organized  that  its  gradual  adoption 
would  be  immediately  proceeded  with. 
Bather  an  exaggerated  importance  out-of- 
doors  had  been  given  to  that  reform,  which 
was  a  re-distribution  that  would,  he  trusted, 
effect  certain  improvements  in  the  Depart- 
ments ;  but  the  new  Controller  would  not 
not  be  a  magician,  who  by  a  wave  of  his 
wand  could  prevent  the  possibility  of 
future  delay  or  disappointments.  He 
hoped  the  public  service  would  gain  greatly 
by  the  adoption  of  the  scheme ;  but  the 
measure  should  be  taken  for  what  it  was 
— an  important  interior  re-arrangement, 
and  not  a  panacea  against  all  future  short- 
comings. There  would  still  be  some  red- 
tape  and  a  considerable  amount  of  corres- 
pondence connected  with  the  Administra- 
tion, and  there  would  also  still  be  preju- 
diced persons  ready  to  circulate  and  to 
listen  to  any  story  against  the  War  Office. 
Kevertheless,  he  hoped  the  scheme  would 
result  in  great  advantage  to  the  country. 
I^  Earl  of  Longford 


The  Duke  of  CAMBEIDGE:  The 
subject  of  the  noble  Earl's  (Earl  De 
Grey's)  Question  is  one  of  such  vast  im- 
portance to  the  service  that  I  feel  bound 
to  express  my  great  satisfaction  that  it 
has  been  brought  before  your  Lordships' 
House  ;  because  certainly  since  this  Trea- 
sury Minute  has  been  published  and  cir- 
culated there  has  been  such  a  variety  of 
opinion  as  to  the  meaning  of  that  Minute 
that  it  is  extremely  difficult  for  an  out- 
sider to  understand  what  its  effect  is.  I 
trust  we  shall  get  that  information  to- 
night— although  I  do  not  think  we  have 
yet  obtained  all  we  could  wish.  It  is  one 
of  the  most  singular  documents  I  ever 
read.  Its  intention  appears  to  tide  over 
any  difficulties  and  make  everything 
smooth  and  easy ;  but  I  cannot  help  think- 
ing that  it  puts  the  War  Office  in  an  un- 
desirable position.  I  do  not  see  how  two 
bodies  can  be  placed  on  an  equal  footing 
and  yet  both  have  the  opportunity  of  re- 
ferring to  the  Secretary  of  State,  without 
there  being  continual  collision  between 
them,  and  without  the  Secretary  of  State 
being  kept  in  a  state  of  perpetual  hot 
water  between  the  two.  I  understand 
that  this  is  not  the  intention,  but  that 
what  has  hitherto  been  the  practice  shall 
continue  to  be  followed.  I  most  sincerely 
hope  that  this  will  be  so ;  for  one  of  the 
most  essential  points  in  our  military  or- 
ganization is  to  bring  matters  into  some 
sort  of  ship-shape  in  the  War  Office.  We 
are  perpetually  told  that  our  military  or- 
ganization is  so  defective  that  it  will 
break  down  on  the  first  emergency.  No 
doubt  a  great  deal  is  wanted,  and  I  can- 
not help  feeling  that  on  all  sides,  and 
without  reference  to  one  side  of  the  House 
or  the  other,  that  the  modifications  re- 
quired for  the  War  Office  are  so  important 
that  they  cannot  be  delayed  a  single  day 
longer.  I  understood  that  my  gallant 
Friend  Sir  Henry  Storks  was  wisely, 
prudently,  and  judiciously  selected  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  to  be  Con- 
troUer-in-Cbief,  and  I  presume  that  it  was 
on  account  of  the  high  position  which  he 
would  fill  that  it  was  thought  inconve- 
nient and  improper  to  offer  him  this  post 
without  at  the  same  time  giving  him  the 
rank  and  position  of  an  Under  Secretary 
of  State.  It  might  have  been  expected 
that  after  Sir  Henry  Storks  had  been  se- 
lected for  this  post  he  would  have  been 
placed  in  a  position  to  deal  with  the  du- 
ties of  the  office.  But  what  has  been  done  ? 
Immediately  Sir  Henry  Storks  wished  to 
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take  his  place  and  perform  the  funotionB 
of  his  office,  difficulties  arose.  It  was  dis- 
covered that  the  office  of  Controller  was 
of  so  important  a  character  that  he  ought 
to  he  controlled.  Objections  were  raised 
from  a  variety  of  quarters,  which  pro- 
duced this  extraordinary  Treasury  Letter, 
and  which  for  the  future  considerably  mo- 
difies the  position  of  Sir  Henry  Storks. 
I  hope  that  whatever  may  be  hereafter 
the  decision  with  regard  to  Sir  Henry 
Storks  one  thing  will  be  clearly  under- 
stood, and  I  shall  be  glad  of  some  assur- 
ance from  my  noble  Priend  after  I  have 
sat  down  that  he  will  be  left  in  the  posi- 
tion for  which  he  has  been  selected  until 
he  has  not  only  been  able  to  carry  out  the 
reforms  recommended  by  himself,  but  until 
he  has  seen  that  the  whole  system  works 
efficiently  and  well.  It  is  not  enough  that 
he  should  always  be  there  to  indicate 
what  ought  to  be  done,  but  he  ought  to 
be  continued  in  that  position,  irrespective 
of  whatever  other  arrangements  may  be 
made,  until  he  has  seen  the  working  of 
the  new  system  and  satisfied  himself  that 
it  would  produce  good  results.  He  opght 
also  to  satisfy  the  Secretary  of  State  that 
matters  were  in  such  a  state  that  his  suc- 
cessor would  follow  in  his  footsteps  and 
carry  out  the  duties  of  the  office  so  that 
they  would  work  smoothly  and  well.  If 
that  is  to  be  the  effect  of  the  Letter,  and 
if  my  noble  Friend  will  give  me  an  as- 
surance that  this  is  the  feeling  of  the 
War  Office,  the  effect  which  this  Treasury 
Minute  has  produced  upon  me  will  be 
greatiy  relieved.  There  is  another  obser- 
vation I  wish  to  make  on  this  remarkable 
document,  and  on  which  I  feel  very 
strongly.  It  contains  a  most  singular 
paragraph,  in  which,  among  other  recom- 
mendations, it  is  stated  that  there  should 
be  an  additional  Under  Secretary  appointed 
to  assbt  the  Secretary  of  State  on  military 
matters,  who  shall  generally,  if  not  al- 
ways, be  a  military  man.  I  apprehend 
that  the  meaning  of  that  is  that  this  offi- 
cial shall  give  military  advice  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  on  points  connected 
with  the  working  of  the  office.  If  that 
is  the  intention  my  mind  is  greatiy  re- 
lieved, for  I  regard  this  as  a  wise  and 
prudent  arrangement.  But  it  appears  to 
me  that  the  effect  of  the  Minute  is  to  make 
this  officer  supersede  all  other  military 
advisers,  including  the  Commander-in- 
Chief,  who  has  hitherto  been  considered 
the  military  adviser  of  the  Secretary  of 
State,  whatever  political  party  he  might 


be  connected  with.  Providing  that  this 
arrangement  does  not  place  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief in  an  inferior  position  to 
that  of  the  Under  Secretary— who  need 
not  be  a  militaiy  man  at  all — and  provided 
also  that  military  advice  is  to  be  given 
by  the  Commander-in-Chief,  and  that  the 
advice  given  by  the  Under  Secretary  shall 
be  confined  to  points  connected  with  the 
office,  X  shall  be  quite  satisfied;  but  I 
should  like  to  have  some  assurance  on 
that  subject  from  my  noble  Friend.  I  am 
delighted  to  hear  from  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  De  Qrey)  that  the  responsible  finan- 
cial officer  of  the  War  Office  is  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War.  There  can  be  no 
other  authority.  He  may  take  any  officer 
of  his  Department  to  advise  him  on  special 
or  confidential  matters,  to  whom  he  may 
refer  those  matters  which  are  essential  for 
the  proper  working  of  the  office;  but  I 
contend  that  what  is  called  the  compilation 
of  the  Estimates,  though  made  by  the 
various  Departments,  should  be  made  under 
the  direct  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
State,  who  should  be  controlled  exclusively 
by  the  Treasury.  I  am  delighted  to  hear 
that  there  is  not  to  be  a  smaller  Treasury 
in  the  War  Office.  The  Treasurer  of  the 
War  Office  is  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  and  the  only  controlling  power  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  is  the  Treasury 
itself.  Another  point  of  importance  is 
the  preparation  of  the  Estimates  in  the 
various  Departments.  The  Estimates  to 
be  of  any  value  in  a  large  office  like  the 
War  Office  can  only  be  prepared  by  the 
heads  of  the  several  Departments.  They 
should  then  be  corrected  and  adopted  by 
the  Secretary  of  State.  But  if  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  in  his  individual  capacity,  or 
the  Government  as  a  body,  should,  after 
the  preparation  of  the  Estimates  make  a 
considerable  reduction  in  them,  I  contend 
that  it  is  the  province  of  the  various  heads 
to  propose  their  own  reductions  in  those 
Departments,  and  that  it  should  not  be  left 
in  the  hands  of  a  financial  officer  who  may 
know  nothing  of  the  individuality  of  the 
Departments,  and  who  has  only  to  deal 
with  the  results.  It  is  true  that  after  the 
question  has  been  considered  by  the  De« 
partments  the  whole  question  must  go 
back  to  the  financial  officer,  who  will  re- 
port to  the  Secretary  of  State ;  but  that  is 
a  very  different  thin^  from  having  a 
financial  officer  to  decide  upon  his  own 
ipse  dixity  and  to  say  what  ought  to  be  the 
reduction  in  the  various  items.  Upon  that 
point  there  seems  to  be  a  want  of  clearness 
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in  what  fell  fhnn  the  nohle  Earl  who  spoke 
last  (the  Earl  of  Longford),  and  I  hope 
that  he  will  he  ahle  to  give  us  some  fur- 
ther explanation  on  this  point.  I  hope 
there  will  he  no  delay  in  going  on  with 
such  reforms  as  are  eontemplated,  for  your 
Lordships  may  rest  assured  that  the  un- 
certainty that  hangs  oTer  offices  when 
changes  are  intended  to  he  made  is  ex- 
tremely inoouTenient  and  misehievous  hoth 
inside  and  outside  the  office.  It  is  essen- 
tial it  should  he  clearly  understood  that 
wheneyer  changes  are  thought  desirable  and 
are  determined  upon  they  should  he  at 
once  commenced  ;  although  they  should 
he  carried  out  no  doubt  with  the  greatest 
forbearance  and  consideration  for  those 
concerned,  but  yet  with  as  little  delay  in 
carrying  out  a  great  measure  of  reform  as 
possible.  There  is  no  point  of  military 
interest  on  which  the  country  has  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  more  strongly  than  the 
desirability  of  some  regular  system  which 
should  avoid  confusion  and  tend  to  con- 
firm the  wise  and  prudent  arrangements 
which  have  been  made  from  time  to  time 
by  the  various  military  Departments.  I 
hope  that  the  result  of  to-night's  conver- 
sation will  be  to  satisfy  Sir  Henry  Storks 
that  no  intention  is  implied  in  this  Minute 
of  removing  him  from  the  important  post 
for  which  he  is  so  well  fitted,  and  the  du- 
ties of  which  I  feel  sure  he  will  discharge 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  country,  and  to 
the  great  simplification  of  the  general 
arrangements  of  the  War  Office. 

LoBD  NORTHBEOOE:  said,  that  no  one 
could  have  held  office,  as  he  had  done, 
in  the  War  Department  without  feeling 
the  necessity  of  extensive  but  judicious 
changes.  The  explanation  of  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Longford)  must  have 
greatly  increased  the  apprehensions  of  his 
noble  Friend  (Earl  de  Grey) ;  for  though 
the  noble  Earl  deprecated  the  importance 
attributed  to  the  matter,  and  represented 
the  re-organization  of  the  Department  as 
a  very  ordinary  proceeding,  the  correspon- 
dence on  the  subject  was  of  a  very  extra- 
ordinary character.  In  December,  1867, 
the  War  Office  applied  to  the  Treasury  for 
the  appointment  of  a  Con troller-in- Chief, 
with  a  position  equivalent  to  that  of  Under 
Secretary  of  State,  and  with  a  salary  of 
£2,000  a  year ;  but  in  the  following  June 
the  Treasury  proposed  the  appointment  of 
a  Controller  without  the  rank  of  Under 
Secretary,  and  at  a  salary  of  £1,500,  and 
likewise  of  a  principal  Financial  Officer 
with  a  salary  of  £1,600,  and  with  a  deputy. 
I^  Duke  of  C(mbrid^$ 
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The  latter  appointment  had  not  been  asked 
for ;  but  the  very  next  day  the  War  Office 
aeoepted  the  proposal  of  the  Treasury  with 
the  exception  of  some  details.  Discussions 
must  evidently  have  oocurred  between 
December  and  June,  but  no  light  had  been 
thrown  on  them — though  the  remarks  of 
the  noble  Earl  seemed  to  imply  that  the 
Treasury  objected  to  the  original  scheme 
because  they  wished  to  secure  eflScient 
finandal  control.  The  Treasury,  indeed, 
had  of  late  years  shown  a  disposition,  as 
well  in  the  case  of  the  Admiralty  as  of  the 
War  Office,  to  set  up  little  Treasuries  in 
the  various  Departments,  so  as  to  hold 
communications  with  subordinate  officers 
in  them  without  the  intervention  of  the 
heads.  The  question  was  whether  the 
principal  Financial  Officer  and  his  deputy 
were  to  be  the  officers  of  the  Treasury  or 
of  the  War  Office— for  this  was  the  gist  of 
the  whole  question.  If  the  intention  was 
that  every  proposal  connected  with  expen- 
diture should  go  from  the  Con  troller-in- 
Chief  to  the  now  Financial  Officer,  how 
was  the  business  of  the  former  to  be 
carried  on  ?  It  must  not  be  supposed  that 
this  would  be  a  mere  form,  for  the  fault  of 
the  War  Department  was  that  it  was  given 
to  endless  correspondence  and  delay,  and 
he  could  conceive  no  proposal  more  calcu- 
lated to  increase  the  evils  already  existing. 
Moreover,  to  take  off  the  responsibility 
from  the  shoulders  of  the  officer  of  prac- 
tical knowledge  and  transfer  it  to  an  offi- 
cer not  having  such  knowledge  was  likely 
to  encourage  the  former  to  be  reckless  in 
his  recommendations  as  to  expenditure, 
since,  whether  they  were  accepted  or  re- 
jected,  the  responsibility  would  not  rest 
with  him.  As  to  the  preparation  of  the 
Estimates,  the  Secreta^  of  State,  as  the 
illustrious  Duke  had  remarked,  was  the 
person  responsible,  and  unless  he  was 
brought  in  contact  with  the  officer  of  prac- 
tical knowledge  there  was  little  chance  of 
efficiency  or  economy.  The  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Longford)  had  not  given  a 
full  explanation  on  this  point.  As  a  civilian 
he  must  protest  against  that  portion  of  the 
scheme  which  implied  that  no  military 
man  was  fit  to  be  the  Financial  Officer,  for 
he  had  found  military  men  quite  as  anxious 
for  economy  as  civilians,  and  men,  more- 
over, who  from  their  professional  know- 
ledge were  much  more  fitted  than  civilians 
to  offer  excellent  suggestions  with  a  view 
to  economy.  Indeed,  at  the  time  the 
Treasury  put  forward  their  scheme  the 
offiee  of  permanent  Under-^ecretanr  was 
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held  by  a  oiTilian.  When,  too,  the  gigantic 
expenditure  attendant  upon  the  Indian 
mutiny  was  brought  down  to  something 
like  a  peace  expenditufe,  it  was  military 
men  who  did  it,  General  Balfour  being 
one  of  the  most  distinguished.  Ee  hoped, 
therefore,  that  so  unwise  a  rule  would  not 
be  laid  down.  He  should  like  some  further 
ejfplanation  as  to  the  position  of  Sir  Henry 
Storks — whether  he  was  to  remain  Con- 
troller-iu'  Chief  with  the  salary  and  position 
originally  proposed,  or  with  the  less  re- 
sponsible position  suggested  by  the  Trea- 
sury. In  conclusion,  he  b^^ed  to  say 
that  this  matter  was  one  of  very  great 
national  importance,  and  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  been  induced  to  give  way 
to  the  Treasury,  he  hoped  they  would 
retire  as  quickly  as  possible  by  a  change 
of  position  from  the  place  which  they  now 
occupied,  and  he  had  no  doubt  the  country 
would  support  them. 

The  Eakl  of  LONGFORD,  in  erpla- 
nation,  said  that  there  was  no  intention  of 
interfering  with  the  functions  of  the  illus- 
trious Buke  or  the  Horse  Guards  as  they 
were  at  present  exercised.  It  was  the 
most  earnest  wish  of  the  Department  that 
Sir  Henry  Storks  should  continue  to  hold 
the  position  of  Controller- in- Chief.  The 
illustrious  Duke  had  spoken  of  the  Esti- 
mates. It  had  been  his  intention  to  ex- 
plain that  the  Estimates  would  be  framed 
yery  much  as  at  present,  and  would  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War.  The  Financial  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  would  be  consulted,  but  not 
exclusively.  The  illustrious  Duke  was 
also  anxious  that  no  time  should  be  lost 
in  proceeding  with  the  arrangements, 
which  were  entirely  in  accordance  with 
the  wish  of  the  War  Office.  But  the  delay 
had  been  very  much  occasioned  by  another 
matter,  to  which  the  illustrious  Duke  had 
referred — namely,  the  necessity  of  consult- 
ing the  vested  interests  of  the  numerous 
officers  employed  in  the  different  Depart- 
ments. He  quite  concurred  wi&  what 
had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
l^^orthbrook),  that  it  was  not  impossible 
that  military  men  might  be  found  quite 
competent  to  conduct,  as  financiers,  the 
military  finances  of  the  accounts  of  the 
War  Office. 

Lord  STRATHNAIRN  said,  that  the 
real  question  now  before  the  House  was, 
he  ventured  to  think,  whether  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  over  which 
he  had  presided  should  be  carried  out  or 
net.    In  order  to  earry  those  reoommcBda- 


tioui  into  effect  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  had  adopted  two  very  important 
measures — he  had  selected  an  officer  of 
acknowledged  ability  and  tried  experience 
to  preside  over  the  organization  of  the 
new  system,  and  he  had  given  that  officer 
the  high  appointment  of  Under  Secretary 
of  State  with  a  proportionate  salary.  Un- 
fortunately, however,  the  Letter  of  the 
Treasury  bearing  date  the  29th  of  June— 
the  last,  he  believed,  of  the  Correspondence 
which  had  been  laid  before  the  House— 
had  nullified  the  advantages  of  that  ap- 
pointment of  Sir  Henry  Storks  as  Under- 
Secretary,  and  was  opposed  to  the  tenour 
and  spirit  of  the  most  important  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  over  which 
he  had  presided.  It  was  evident  that  an 
officer  in  Sir  Henry  Storks*  position  re- 
quired all  the  assistance  he  could  get  in 
carrying  out  a  difficult  task.  It  was 
equally  evident  that  the  announcement  in 
the  Treasury  Letter  of  the  date  which  he 
mentioned  must  have  very  materially  in- 
terfered with  that  influence  which  was  so 
necessary  for  Sir  Henry  Storks'  success. 
There  was  another  point  in  the  Treasury 
Letter  to  which  he  wished  to  refer,  and 
that  was,  the  association  of  an  Officer  of 
Finance  with  the  Controller-in-Chief  on 
equal  terms.  In  other  words,  the  Treasury 
proposed  to  associate  two  officers  with 
wholly  different  objects,  and,  he  must  say 
from  past  experience,  he  feared  antago- 
nistic views.  Speaking  briefly,  the  Chief 
Controller  might  be  said  to  represent  ex- 
penditure, while  the  Financial  Officer 
represented  economy.  There  would  there- 
fore be  a  perpetual  jarring  between  the 
two  Departments.  That  association  of 
incoherent  elements  was  entirely  opposed 
to  the  most  essential  recommendations  of 
the  Committee,  which  were  that  the  ad- 
ministrative or  civil  Departments  of  the 
army,  now  disconnected,  should  be  brought 
into  unity  of  action  with  the  regimental 
Departments,  under  one  authority,  one 
head ;  the  Controller-in-Chief  representing 
the  authority  and  duties  of  the  Secretary 
for  War  and  those  of  the  Commandef-in- 
Chief.  He  thought  the  House  was  largely 
indebted  to  his  noble  Friend  on  the  oppo- 
site Benches  (Earl  De  Grey)  for  the  zeal 
and  ability  with  which  he  had  a  second 
time  brought  this  question  before  the 
House.  He  entirely  agreed  with  the 
illustrious  Duke  as  to  the  vital  importance 
of  this  matter.  Their  Lordships  might 
be  surprised  to  hear  that  one  of  the  great 
diffieultiei  w hioh  Sir  Robert  ITapier  had 
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lately  to  encounter  wai  a  total  disorgani- 
sation of  the  transport  for  the  Abyssinian 
campaign.  That  disorganization  of  the 
transport  system  at  Bombay  had  been  the 
cause  of  the  delay  of  the  operations  for 
one  month.  It  was  really  no  easy  matter 
to  describe  all  the  difficulties  that  had 
occurred.  Hundreds— he  might  say  almost 
thousands — of  mules  were  landed  on  the 
seashore,  and  there  was  no  one  to  take 
care  of  them.  They  ate  up  fifteen  fathoms 
of  rope  to  which  they  were  attached,  they 
were  badly  tethered,  and  the  whole  ar- 
rangements were  so  bad  that  the  officer  in 
command  was  obliged  to  name  an  officer 
from  the  3rd  Dragoon  Guards  in  order  to 
have  the  commonest  attention  paid  to  the 
animals  in  the  general  pursuit  of  them 
along  the  coast.  He  could  only  join, 
therefore,  in  the  wish  expressed  by  the 
illustrious  Duke  that  no  time  might  be 
lost  in  giving  fall  effect  to  the  recommen- 
dations df  the  Committee.  In  associating 
the  Gontroller-in-Ghief  with  the  prinoiped 
Financial  Officer  the  Treasury  had  lost 
sight  of  a  condition  to  which  the  Commit- 
tee attached  the  greatest  importance,  and 
which  they  constantly  and  earnestly  advo- 
cated as  a  guarantee  of  the  success  of  the 
organization — that  was,  that  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  should  undertake  no 
army  measure  without  the  concurrence,  if 
possible,  or  at  any  rate  the  knowledge  and 
adyice,  of  the  Commander-in-Chief.  Now 
he  would  be  very  sorry  that  it  should  be 
supposed  that  he  was  a  partizan.  So  little 
was  he  affected  by  partizanship  that  when 
Her  Majesty's  Gt>yemment  established  the 
office  of  Secretary  of  State  for  War — 
under  the  influence,  certainly,  of  a  loudly 
expressed  public  opinion  —  he  (Lord 
Strathnaim)  at  once  stated  that  every 
military  authority  in  this  country — even 
the  Commander-in-Chief  himself— must  be 
under  the  influence  of  the  superior  autho- 
rity vested  in  tiie  new  Secretary  of  State 
for  War.  But,  while  he  said  that,  he 
must  also  say  that  there  was  no  view 
which  presented  itself  so  frequently  and 
in  such  different  forms  to  his  mind  as  this 
— that  the  greatest  harm  would  be  done 
to  the  military  service  by  the  non-recogni- 
tion of  this  great  principle — that  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  while  the 
supreme  military  authority,  should  under- 
take no  military  measure  without  the 
knowledge  and  advice,  and,  if  possible,  the 
concurrence  of  the  Commander-in-Chief. 
HouBe  adioarned  at  a  quarter  before 
Eight  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 
half  paat  Eleven  o'olook. 
Lord  SWf^hmim 
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MINUTES.]  —  Nxw  Mimbu  Swobh  • 

AnbetOD,  eiqaire, /or  Clitberoe. 
Wati  and  Mbanb — comidered  in  Committee — 
SvTTVt^'Contidered  in  CcmmUUe — Armt  Ebti- 

ICATU. 

PuBUC  Bills — Rewlution  in  Committee — Arti- 
saoB  and  Labourers  Dwellings  [Stamp  Duty}. 

Ordered — Expiring  Laws  Continuance  •  ;  Woods 
and  Game  Assessment. 

Firtt  Readinp^^u^non'B  Bay  Company*  [240] ; 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance*  [241];  Woods 
and  Oame  Assessment*  [242]. 

Second  Reading  —  Colonial  Shipping  [236]  ;  Ad- 
miralty Suits*  [284];  Railway  Comfuuiies* 
[2871. 

Speciai  Report  of  Select  Committee  —  Electric 
Telegraphs*  [No.  485]. 

Committee — Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market 
{re-comm.)^  [189]— b.p.  ;  Poor  Law  Board 
Provisional  Orider  Confirmation  *  [281] 

Report  —  Electric  Telegraphs  •  [82-289] ;  Poor 
Law  Board  Prorisional  Order  Confirmation* 
[281] 

Considered  a»  amended — Titles  to  Land  Con- 
solidation (Scotland)*  [151];  General  Polioe 
and  Improvement  (Scotland)  Act  Amendment  * 
[226]. 

Third  Reading  —  Titles  to  Land  Consolidation 
(Scotland)*  [151]  ;  General  Police  and  Im- 
provement fS^tland)  Act  Amendment  *  [226] ; 
Sir  Robert  Napier's  Annuity*  [280],  andjMU««if. 

The  Hoase  met  at  TireWe  of  the  clock. 


SOUTH-EASTERN  AND  LONDON.  BRIGH- 
TON,  AND  SOUTH  COAST  RAILWAY 
COMPANIES'  BILL-(6y  Order). 

lords'  amendments. 

Lords'  AmeDdments  Gon$%dertd  ;  Beyeral 
agreed  to. 

Mb.  WATEIN  moved  that  thej  should 
disagree  with  one  of  such  Amendments, 
and  reminded  the  House  that  the  interests 
of  about  5,000  persons  were  infolred  in 
this  matter.  His  object  was  to  get  restored 
to  the  Bill  a  clause  which  their  Lordships 
had  struck  out,  and  which  clause  gave  the 
shareholders  power  to  difide  their  stock 
into  two  classes,  preferred  and  deferred 
stocky  and  this  had,  in  other  instances, 
been  found  to  be  a  most  conyenient  course. 
One  great  advantage  was,  that  it  dis- 
couraged those  speculators  who  endea- 
voured to  keep  down  the  price  of  stock  ; 
and  another  was  that  it  gave  large  holders 
a  very  valuable  mode  of  distributing  their 
property  in  the  stocks.  The  South-Eastem 
Railway  Company  now  wanted  to  raise 
£400,000  for  the  purpose  of  constructing 
a  railway  to  Woolwich  and  elsewhere,  and 
they  would  have  considerable  difficulty  in 
raising  the  money  unless  thb  power  were 
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granted.  There  were  numerout  precedents 
for  granting  it,  especially  in  the  case  of 
the  Great  Northern  and  in  the  strictlj 
analogous  case  of  the  East  Anglian.  The 
Railway  Commissioners  in  their  Report  said 
that  the  shareholders  ought  to  he  permitted 
to  arrange  these  things  for  themselves,  and 
Lord  Redesdale»  in  his  model  Railway  Bill, 
had  inserted  a  clause  giving  the  power. 
No  one  in  the  other  House  had  objected 
to  the  power  being  in  the  present  Bill  ex- 
cept the  Chairman  of  Committees,  who 
carried  his  point  by  a  small  majority,  and 
in  so  doing  he  (Mr.  Watkin)  must  express 
his  opinion  that  the  noble  Lord  had  been 
eminently  inconsistent  and  eminently  un- 
just, and  therefore  he  proposed,  in  no  spirit 
of  offence  to  their  Lordships,  that  the  House 
disagree  to  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVE  :  I  should  be 
sorry  to  make  any  attack  on  the  noble 
Lord  the  Chairman  of  Committees  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  I  have  never  found  him 
wanting  in  courtesy,  and  I  believe  him  to 
have  frequently  done  excellent  service  in 
protecting  the  interests  of  the  public.  In 
this  instance  I  regret  that  a  personal  at- 
tack upon  me  by  the  noble  Lord  obliges 
me  to  say  a  very  few  words.  The  noble 
Lord,  in  complaining  of  railway  influence 
at  the  Board  of  Trade,  is  reported  to  have 
said  in  reference  to  a  similar  clause  to 
that  of  which  I  have  given  notice  in  the 
Railways'  Regulation  Bill — 

**  In  all  probabilitj  the  imprudence  of  the  Vioe 
President  will  impose  upon  your  Lordships  the 
necessity  of  reversing  a  decision  of  the  other 
House."— [8  Hamara,  oxoiii.  1078.] 

As  to  railway  influence  at  the  Board  of 
Trade,  I  do  not  care  to  say  anything.  The 
opinions  expressed  to  me  by  the  railway 
interest  in  this  House  in  reference  to  this 
very  Bill  do  not  lead  me  to  think  that 
they  share  in  that  opinion.  With  reference 
to  the  charge  against  myself  I  have  three 
remarks  to  make.  In  the  first  place,  that 
it  is  somewhat  strong  ground  to  take,  that 
a  collision  between  the  two  Houses  is  pro- 
voked by  the  introduction  into  a  public 
Bill  of  a  provision  rejected  in  the  House 
of  Lords  chiefly  because  it  was  not  in  a 
public  but  in  a  private  Bill.  Secondly,  it 
would  seem  somewhat  unusual  to  discuss 
**  elsewhere "  an  Antendment  which  is 
merely  on  the  Notice  Paper  of  this  House, 
and  has  never  been  brought  forward. 
Lastly,  that  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  is  responsible  for  the  conduct  of 
the  Department.  He  is  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Lords.     Surely,  then,  the  noble 
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'  Lord  ouffht  to  have  called  him  to  account, 
and  not  nave  attacked— as  I  understand, 
in  the  temporary  absence  of  the  noble  Duke 
— his  representative  in  this  House,  who 
acts  of  course  under  his  direction  in  these 
matters.  I  venture,  therefore,  to  think  that 
the  term  "imprudence"  may  be  more 
justly  applied  to  the  remarks  of  the  noble 
Lord  than  to  the  conduct  of  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade.  I  shall  not 
speak  or  vote  in  reference  to  this  Amend- 
ment, as  I  shall  be  prepared  to  support  it 
to-morrow  when  it  comes  before  the  House 
in  Committee  on  the  Railways  Regulation 
Bill. 

Amendment  disagreed  to. 

Committee  ajMmnted, "  to  draw  up  Reasons  to 
be  assigned  to  The  Lords  for  disagreeing  to  the 
Amendment  to  which  this  House  hath  disagreed  :" 
— Mr.  MiLNiR  GiBsoK,  Mr.  Linro,  Mr.  Lixmak, 
Mr.  WATKur,  and  Mr.  Knatobbull-Huoxssxn  : — 
To  withdraw  immediatelj ;  Three  to  be  the 
quorum. 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."  , 

PETITION  OF  S.  A.  GODDARD. 

OBSEBTATIONS. 

Mb.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  rose  to  call 
attention  to  the  Petition  of  Mr.  Samuel 
Aspinwall  Goddard,  merchant  and  gun- 
maker  of  Birmingham  [presented  24th 
April],  stating  his  claims  for  inventions  and 
improvements  in  the  construction  of  breech- 
loading  cannon.  The  hon.  Member  said, 
that  some  years  ago  the  Government  had 
challenged  the  inventive  power  of  the  coun- 
try to  solve  the  problem  as  to  having 
breech-loading  cannon  ;  and  Mr.  Goddard 
was  one  of  the  earliest  to  come  forward, 
and  he  succeeded  in  making  a  breech - 
loading  cannon.  The  weapon  was  handed 
over  to  the  Select  Committee  on  Ordnance, 
that  they  might  test  its  powers.  The 
Members  of  that  Committee  made  various 
suggestions,  and  the  result  was  that  Mr. 
Goddard  manufactured  several  other  breech- 
loading  cannon  and  sent  them  to  the  Go- 
vernment ;  and  at  last  he  invented  a  gun 
which  was  said  by  the  Government  and  by 
the  Select  Committee  to  be  as  perfect  a 
gun  as  could  at  that  time  be  found.  Mr* 
Goddard  thought  that  having  found  out 
what  was  wanted  he  was  in  a  position  to 
command  the  attention  of  the  Government. 
He  offered  to  the  GoTemment  that  they 
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should  take  the  gun  to  ShoebnrjnesB  and 
fire  500  rounds  from  it  without  cleaning, 
the  only  condition  being  that  thej  should 
put  a  wet  sponge  down  it.  Mr.  Goddard 
described  the  merits  of  his  invention  in 
the  Petition^  from  which  he  would  read  the 
following  passage : — 
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**  This  oannon  wm  taken  to  Shoebur/nesf,  Ge- 
neral Cator,  the  president,  and  Colonel  W.  H. 
Pickering,  the  secretary,  and  other  Hetnbers  of 
the  Select  Committee  attending,  and  that  it  was 
then  and  there  loaded  and  fired  860  or  870  times 
sucoetsiyely  without  sponging  or  cleaning,  and 
without  any  appliance  whatever,  not  even  the  in- 
sertion of  the  wet  sponge,  as  had  been  stipulated 
for.  That  these  facts  are  in  substance  recorded 
in  the  Minutes  of  the  Seleot  Committee ;  that 
this  cannon  has  met  and  satisfied  the  essential  re- 
quirements of  a  breech- loading  cannon ;  and  that 
the  qualities  which  it  possesses  are  permanent  and 
not  transitory,  and  may  be  copied  and  extended 
to  other  cannon  indefinitely.  That  General  Cator, 
on  the  conclusion  of  the  trial,  declared  that, '  the 
oannon  worked  well;'  that  neither  he  nor  the  other 
members  of  the  Committee  then  present  could  see 
any  fault  in  it,  but  that  *  all  that  he  and  the  Com- 
mittee could  do  was  to  commend  it  to  the  Goyem- 
ment,  which  they  would  do/  That  soon  after  this 
Report  was  sent  in,  petitioner  was  instructed  by 
the  War  Department  to  get  up  a  d2-pounder  upon 
a  similar  construction,  which  was  done,  and  the 
cannon  was  delivered  at  Woolwich,  where  it  was 
proved,  with  three  several  charges  of  18,  18,  and 
20  pounds  of  powder  and  ball,  after  which  it  was 
taken  to  Shoeburyness,  and  loaded  and  fired  many 
times,  several  times  with  56  lb.  oblong  shot,  with- 
out any  obstruction  arising  and  without  exhibiting 
any  defect.  That  this  32-pounder  was  mounted 
upon  a  carriage  invented  by  petitioner,  combining 
an  inclined  plane  upon  which  the  recoil  took  plaoe, 
the  force  of  which  was  retarded  by  strong  india- 
rubber  belts,  which  also  drew  it  back  into  posi- 
tion, efifecting  the  double  object  of  preventing 
shock  by  recoil,  and  of  placing  the  cannon  in  posi- 
tion, without  the  intervention  of  much,  if  any, 
manual  labour,  which  plan  of  carriage,  though  it 
may  not  be  brought  literally  into  tise,  suggests 
valuable  ideas  to  artillerists  in  Iler  Migesty's  ser- 
vice, and  these  inventions  have,  as  your  petitioner 
believes,  been  to  some  extent  applied.  That  Mr. 
Armstrong's  cannon  was  accepted,  and  that  of 
your  petitioner  put  aside,  the  small  one,  which 
had  been  so  successful,  being  placed  in  the  Arsenal 
at  Woolwich,  where  it  remains  at  the  present 
time.  That  after  a  large  number  of  Armstrong 
cannon  had  been  manu&otured,  including  1,000 
lOO-pounders,  either  finished  or  in  process  of  ma- 
nufacture, and  a  very  large  sum  of  money  had 
been  expended,  and  aifter  they  had  proved  defec- 
tive in  service  in  China  or  Japan,  as  was  reported. 
Her  Majesty's  Secretary  of  War  desired  petitioner 
to  go  to  Woolwich,  and  see  if  he  could  alter  to  his 
plan  the  100-pounder  Armstrong  guns  which  were 
in  preparation.  That  petitioner  did  go  to  Wool- 
wich, and  found  that  his  breech-loading  oannon, 
which  had  been  lying  at  Woolwich,  had  been  got 
out  and  put  in  order,  and  examined  by  the  Select 
Committee  of  the  Honourable  Board  of  Ordnance, 
and  your  petitioner  humbly  represents  that  the 
request  of  the  Minister  of  War  to  your  petitioner 
Mr,  S.  B.  Sheridan 


to  go  to  Woolwich  and  see  if  he  ooold  not  alter 
the  Armstrong  gun  to  his  plan,  after  such  exami- 
nation by  the  Select  Committee  had  been  made, 
was  very  oonolusive  evidence  of  its  possessing 
substantial  merits,  and  a  very  high  compliment  to 
his  invention.  That,  in  examining  the  butts  pre- 
pared for  the  Armstrong  lOO-pounders,  petitioner 
reported  to  the  Select  Committee  that  they  could 
be  finished  on  his  plan,  but  would  not  be  perfect 
guns,  inaamuoh  as  that  they  were,  in  his  opinion* 
already  weak  where  they  should  be  strong,  while 
the  alteration  would  make  them  still  weaker ;  but 
that  there  were  at  the.  Arsenal  some  70-pounder 
butts  of  a  construction  well  adapted  to  the  object. 
That  the  War  Department  accepted  this  Report* 
and  requested  petitioner  to  provide  working  draw- 
ings, and  give  such  instructions  to  the  Superin- 
tendent at  Woolwich  as  would  enable  him  to  get 
up  a  70-pounder  on  the  proposed  model.  That 
petitioner  considered  such  request  in  the  nature 
of  a  command,  and  did  provide  the  drawings,  and 
attended  with  his  machinist  at  Woolwich  on  seve- 
ral occasions  to  give  instructions  for  getting  up 
the  cannon  and  to  examine  the  execution  of  the 
work.  That  the  difQculties  which  presented  them- 
selves at  the  outset  in  the  construction  of  breeeh- 
loading  eannon  were,  first,  a  mode  of  closing 
the  breech ;  and,  second,  a  nu>de  of  preventing 
the  escape  of  gas  upon  the  discharge,  both  of 
which  are  completely  overcome  in  the  oannon 
produced  by  your  petitioner ;  the  fbrmer  accom- 
plished by  two  wedges  acting  in  connection  and 
nearly  simultaneou  Jy,  and  the  latter  by  an  aotion 
to  compensate  for  the  stretching  or  expanding  of 
the  iron  upon  a  discharge,  in  proof  of  the  impor- 
tance of  which  your  petitioner  has  a  written  com- 
munication from  the  late  Secretary  of  War,  stat- 
inff  that  the  two  inventions  for  eflfooting  these 
objects  were  considered  by  the  Department  valua- 
ble. That  petitioner  has  devoted  to  this  invention 
some  portion  of  valuable  time  during  a  period  of 
fourteen  years  ;  that  he  has  expended  a  sum  of 
mo&ey  which,  with  interest,  amounts  to  more  than 
£5,000 ;  that  he  has  placed  in  the  possession  of 
Her  Migesty's  Government  most  valuable  inven- 
tions ;  and  that  he  has  had  no  expectation  of  pro- 
fit or  recompense  from  any  other  than  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government." 

The  War  Department  continuing  to  refuse 
to  make  Mr.  Qoddard  any  remuneration 
for  the  £5,000  he  had  expended  in  what 
might  he  called  the  service  of  the  Gofern- 
ment,  or  for  the  valuahle  time  he  had  given 
to  perfecting  hreech-loading  cannon,  he 
applied  for  remuneration  for  the  use  of  his 
invention  in  a  gun  called  the  "wedge-gun/* 
which  had  heen  got  up  at  Woolwich  to 
supersede  the  Armstrong  "hollow  screw 
gun,"  whereupon  Mr.  Goddard  was  asked 
to  fio  to  Woolwich  and  examine  that  gun 
ancT  point  out  definitely  wherein  his  inven- 
tion had  heen  appropriated.  Mr.  Goddard 
accordingly  did  go  to  Woolwich  and  exa- 
mine the  wedge-gun,  and  found  that  the 
compensating  oouche,  or  gas  check,  had 
been  adopted  without  any  change,  and  that 
the  principle  of  the  double  wedge  had  been 
adopted  with  modifications.     Several  of 
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Mr.  Ooddard*8  minor  oOMiriftneea  had  dso 
been  appropriated.  In  order  not  to  be  de* 
oelyed  bj  his  own  judgment  in  eiamining 
the  wedge  gun  Mr.  Goddard  took  with  him 
to  Woolwich  a  maehiniat  of  great  praotieal 
ability  to  in6pect  the  gun,  and  to  make  a 
report  thereon,  of  which  the  following  is  a 
copy : — 

« I,  John  Hvggint,  of  Birmingham,  maohiniit, 
at  the  request  of  Samuel  Aipinwall  Goddard, 
owner  and  proprietor  of  the  breech-loading  gun 
now  lying  at  Woolwich  Arsenal,  and  known  by 
the  name  of  the  Ghnrch  and  Goddard  gun,  and  of 
the  inrentions  appertaining  thereto,  went  to 
Woolwich  to  inspect  the  64-pounder  wedge-gon, 
permiMion  haying  been  obtained  for  that  purpose, 
in  order  to  ascertain  in  what  respect,  if  anj,  it 
embraced  the  inventions  comprised  in  the  said 
Church  and  Goddard  gun,  and  haying  carefhlly  ex- 
amined the  said  64-pounder  wedge-gun,  make  the 
following  report,  y\i, : — 1.  I  find  that  the  sliding 
hcuelie  or  ring  in  the  Goddard  gun  is  adopted  in 
the  wedge-gun  without  anj  modification,  with  the 
exception  that  the  bcTil  on  the  front  interior  of 
the  hcuehe  iz  omitted,  which  bevil  was  not  neces- 
sary to  the  iuTention,  but  was  adopted  simply  as 
a  precautionary  measure  to  insure  the  more  cer- 
tain action  of  the  bouehe.  This  mode  of  closing 
the  breech,  so  as  to  prevent  the  escape  of  gas  on 
a  discharge  of  the  gun,  I  consider  a  most  valu- 
able invention,  and  I  know  of  no  other  mechanical 
mode  by  which  this  indispensable  object  can  be 
accomplished.  2.  I  find  that  the  double  wedge  of 
the  Goddard  gun  is  applied  to  the  wedge-gun,  but 
in  a  modified  form,  and  in  my  opinion  in  a  greatly 
inferior  form,  inasmuch  as  that,  among  other  dis- 
advantages, its  manipulation  in  the  act  of  loading 
and  firing  would  require  double  the  time  occupied 
by  the  Goddard  gun  in  that  performance;  the 
principle,  however,  of  the  double  wedge  is  fully 
adopted  and  applied.  These  two  main  features  of 
the  Church  and  Goddard  gun — vii.,  the  compen- 
sating bouehe  and  the  double  wedge— constitute 
the  main  features  of  the  wedge-gun." 

The  remainder  of  the  Report  was  imma- 
terial. That  Report  was  sent  to  the  Mi- 
nister of  War,  who  had,  howe? er»  declined, 
or  rather  neglected,  to  make  any  compen- 
sation to  him  for  the  trouble  and  expense 
to  which  he  had  been  put  in  aiding  (he 
GoYornment  in  their  endeavour  to  perfeot 
a  breech-loading  cannon.  Mr.  Goddard 
said  that  the  grounds  for  refusal  by  the 
War  Deparment  to  make  him  any  compen- 
sation were,  first,  that  he  had  no  legal 
claim;  secondly,  that  much  money  had  been 
expended  of  er  another  breech-loading  can- 
non with  an  unsatisfactory  result ;  thirdly, 
that  there  was  no  immediate  necessity  for 
a  breech-loading  cannon  ;  fourthly,  pro- 
bably that  his  did  not  meet  every  require* 
ment.  With  respect  to  the  first  of  these 
grounds,  Mr.  Goddard  submitted  that 
claims  in  equity  might  be  as  strong  as 
claims  in  law ;  with  respect  to  the  second 
and  third,  that  he  ought  not  to  suffer  be- 


cause other  inventions  had  failed ;  that 
although  there  might  be  no  immediate  oc- 
casion for  a  perfect  breech-loading  cannon, 
yet  that  all  the  reasons  in  favour  of  a 
breech-loading  cannon  which  induced  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  spend  a  large 
sum  of  money  in  producing  them  still  re- 
mained in  full  force,  and  that  the  time 
might  come  when  the  want  of  them  might 
be  urgent,  perhaps  indispensable.  While, 
with  respect  to  the  fourth,  it  might  be 
said  that  if  his  gun  was  not  perfect,  it  was 
either  the  first  or  second  best  that  had  been 
offered  to  the  Government.  No  doubt  the 
War  Department  was  mudh  troubled  with 
useless  inventions  ;  but  in  the  present  in- 
stance a  really  valuable  invention  had  been 
offered  to  them  and  had  undoubtedly  re- 
ceived their  approbation.  The  Govern- 
ment should  treat  inventors  like  Mr. 
Goddard  with  liberality,  in  the  same  way 
as  they  had  done  inventors  of  small-arms. 

Sm  JOHN  PAKINGTON  asked  the 
hon.  Member  how  long  it  was  since  Mr. 
Goddard' s  claim  had  been  preferred  at  the 
War  Department. 

Mb.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  said,  that  it 
was  very  likely  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  not  in  Office  when  the  last  ap- 
plication on  Mr.  Goddard's  behalf  had 
been  made.  Mr.  Goddard's  services  had 
extended  over  a  period  of  fourteen  years. 
He  (Mr.  Sheridan)  should  be  perfectly  satis- 
fied if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  read 
over  Mr.  Goddard's  petition  and  take  the 
matter  into  consideration.  As  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  John  Pakington)  had 
intimated  to  him  that  he  would  refer  to  the 
matter  presently,  he  (Mr.  Sheridan)  would 
not  make  a  formal  Motion. 

ARMY— EOYAL  GUN  FACTORIES. 
MOTION  FOB  A   OOMUITTBB. 

Majob  ANSON,  referring  to  certain 
oom plaints  he  had  made  about  a  fortnight 
ago  against  the  Manufacturing  Depart- 
ments in  the  War  Office,  said  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  in  replying  on  that  occa- 
sion, had  stated  that  his  charges  were 
vague  and  indefinite,  whereas,  on  the  con- 
trary, they  were  specific  and  even  minute 
in  their  details.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  further  stated  that  he  had  received 
no  Notice  of  the  charges  he  had  brought 
against  those  Departments ;  but  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  about  to 
bring  forward  the  Army  Estimates  in 
AprS  last  he  informed  him  that  he  had  a 

2  S  2  Digitized  by  Google 


1255 


Army^Rayal 


{COMMONS) 


ChmFactwi09. 


1256 


Motion  on  the  Paper  dealing  with  tboae 
Departments^  against  which  he  had  Tory 
serions  charges  to  bring.  He  had,  how- 
OTer,  postponed  bringing  forward  these 
charges  until  the  officers  of  those  Depart- 
ments had  had  time  to  ioTCStigate  them. 
He  had  then  written  a  letter  to  the  War 
Department,  containing  the  charges  he 
had  referred  to,  and  he  held  in  his  hand 
the  reply  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
that  commnnication.  It  was  impossible, 
after  such  a  communication,  it  could  be 
said  that  he  had  not  giren  fair  Notice  of  the 
charges  he  was  about  to  make.  It  was 
no  pleasure  to  Him  to  make  charges  against 
a  public  Department,  and  he  did  so  simply 
from  a  sense  of  duty.  It  was  unnecessary 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  have  got 
up  the  other  e?ening  and  spoken  of  the 
injured  feelings  of  distinguished  officers 
to  whom  his  charges  did  not  in  any  respect 
apply.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  an- 
other part  of  his  speech  assumed  that  he 
(Major  Anson)  had  been  posted  up  in 
those  charges  by  some  outsider.  He  had 
undoubtedly  gone  to  Major  Palliser  for 
information  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  equally  inspired 
by  the  Royal  Gun  Factories.  Major  Pal- 
liser had  a  right  to  ha?e  his  case  heard  in 
that  House,  seeing  that  he  was  a  most 
distinguished  man,  and  that  his  inyentions 
had  saved  the  country  many  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  pounds.  He  should  conclude 
by  moYing  for  a  Committee. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaTe  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  **  a 
Committee  of  Fire  Membert  be  appointed  bj  the 
Committee  of  Selection  to  inquire  into  the  follow- 
ing allegations  :— That  in  1864  the  Royal  Gun 
Faotoriei,  on  being  applied  to  bj  the  Ordnance 
Select  Committee  for  Estimates  for  cheaper 
0-inch  guns  than  those  that  were  being  made  at 
that  time,  sent  in  erroneous  comparatiTC  Esti- 
mates, on  the  strength  of  which  the  Ordnance 
Select  Committee  decided  in  favour  of  the  gun 
proposed  by  the  Royal  Gun  Factories ;  that  a 
sample  0-inch  gun  was  then  made  by  the  Royal 
Gun  Factories,  the  details  of  the  cost  of  which, 
on  being  compared  with  the  details  of  the  cost  of 
similar  guns  manufiictnred  two  years  afterwards, 
show  great  and  apparently  inexplicable  discre- 
pancies ;  and  that  like  errors  have  been  made 
by  the  Royal  Gun  Factories  with  regard  to  the 
comparatiTC  cost  of  new  wrought-iron  and  con- 
Tcrted  guns,  thereby  entailing  a  heavy  and  unneces- 
sary expense  upon  the  country," — (Major  An$<m.) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  *'That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mafor  AnBon 


Captain  YIYIAN  mored  an  Amend- 
ment to  add  the  words — 

"  That  Sir  John  Pakington  and  Higor  Anson 
be  added  to  the  Committee,  for  the  purpose  of  ex- 
amining witnesses,  and  taking  part  in  the  pro- 
ceedings, but  without  the  power  of  voting.** 

He  said  that  he  was  couTinced  that  his 
hon.  Friend  would  not  hare  brought  for- 
ward this  matter  unless  he  had  been 
thoroughly  conTinced  of  the  truth  of  what 
he  had  stated ;  and  it  would  be  Tery  unfair 
if  his  hon.  Friend,  and  also  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  had  not  the  means  of  cross-ex- 
amining the  witnesses  who  would  appear 
before  the  Committee.  If  the  Inquiry 
were  entered  upon  at  all  it  should  be  fully 
and  fairly  carried  out. 

Colonel  STKBS  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment, of  which  he  heartily  approved,  con- 
sidering that  it  was  for  the  interest  of  the 
Royal  Gun  Factories  themseWes  that  this 
investigation  should  take  place,  with  a 
view  to  the  removal  of  the  suapicion  which, 
no  doubt,  at  present  existed. 

Mb.  SPEAKER  ruled  that  the  original 
Motion  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
(Major  Anson)  must  be  carried  before  the 
addition  could  be  put  to  the  House. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he 
regretted  the  aggrieved  tone  assumed  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Lichfield 
(Major  Anson),  because  there  was  already 
enough  of  unpleasantness  connected  with 
the  subject  to  make  it  adyisable  that  in  the 
House  at  least  it  should  be  approached  as 
calmly  and  deliberately  as  possible.  His 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  commenced  his 
speech  by  a  complaint  which  had  already 
been  answered  by  the  statement  of  fact 
that  he  had  given  no  Notice  of  his  inten- 
tion to  bring  charges  against  the  oflBcers  of 
the  Qun  Factory.  He  (Sir  John  Pakington) 
was  sorry  to  say  he  could  not  retract  a 
word  he  had  uttered  in  that  respect.  The 
proof  of  Notice  now  was,  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  had  some  communication 
with  him  (Sir  John  Pakington)  in  April 
last,  in  which  he  intimated  that  he  had  a 
series  of  charges  to  bring  against  this  De- 
partment ;  but  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber must  forgive  him  if  he  did  not  at  that 
time  bear  in  mind  a  communication  made 
to  him  in  last  April.  Then  he  referred  to 
a  letter  and  an  answer  ;  but  the  letter  was 
not  directed  to  him,  but  to  Major  Palliser. 
He  thought  that  a  letter  written  with  bis 
(Sir  John  Pakington 's)  authority,  in  April 
last,  to  Major  Palliser,  could  hardly  be 
considered  a  notice  of  the  speech  that  the 
hon.   and  gallant  Member  was  gobg  to 
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make  in  July.  On  Hondaj  week  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  made  a  very  important 
Motion  consisting  of  three  parts,  eTory 
one  of  which  deserred  serious  considera- 
tion, but  the  Notice  of  Motion  contained 
no  intimation  of  the  serious  charges  ad- 
yerted  to  by  him  in  April,  nor  that  he  was 
going  to  make  those  charges  a  portion  of 
his  speech  in  July  ;  and  therefore  ho  (Sir 
John  Pakington)  adhered  to  the  statement 
that  be  had  no  warning  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  was  going  to  adfert  to  the 
subject.  The  details  of  those  accusations 
were  exceedingly  difficult  to  follow  ;  but 
there  was  no  doubt  that  the  speech  con- 
veyed serious  accusations,  not  only  against 
the  acts  done  in  the  Gun  Factory,  but 
against  the  motires  of  the  officers,  and  the 
noble  Lord  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
said  that  the  charges  were  so  serious  that 
they  were  bound  in  fairness  to  make  them 
the  subject  of  inquiry.  Considering  what 
had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Haddingtonshire,  he  had  certainly  ex- 
pected some  definite  Notice  would  ha?e 
been  given ;  indeed,  without  wishing  to 
introduce  any  asperity  into  the  discussion, 
he  was  bound  to  say  he  had  reason  to  com- 
plain of  the  course  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  took.  The  Notice  had  first  ap- 
peared last  Wednesday  for  the  following 
Friday  ;  but  its  terms  were  very  vague, 
and  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  failed  to 
persevere  with  it.  On  Monday,  a  week 
after  the  accusations  had  been  made, 
another  Notice  appeared  on  the  Paper  ; 
but  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  did  not 
persevere  with  that,  and  a  third  Notice 
stood  on  the  Paper  for  Tuesday  last; 
again,  notwithstanding  he  was  present  to 
meet  the  charge,  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  did  not  appear.  Thus,  after  no 
less  than  three  distinct  Notices  of  Motion 
had  passed  by,  the  House  was  on  Thurs- 
day called  on  to  consider  the  accusation 
made  last  Monday  week.  Respecting  the 
substance  of  the  Motion  he  had  no  objec- 
tion to  offer  ;  he  was  quite  ready  to  assent 
to  the  appointment  of  the  Committee  in 
whatever  shape  might  appear  best  to  the 
House.  He  could  not,  however,  refrain 
from  reminding  the  House  that  the  terms 
of  the  Motion  did  not  touch  the  gravest 
point  of  the  accusations  made  on  Monday 
week  ;  he  trusted  those  allegations  would 
be  considered  by  a  Committee,  and  he  felt 
very  confident  the  officers  concerned  would 
be  able  to  give  a  satisfactory  answer  to 
every  one  of  them.  The  gallant  officers 
ooneemed  now  stated  that  those  imputa- 


tions could  be  explained  in  the  fullest  and 
most  satisfactory  manner.  What  they 
complained  of  was  the  imputation  of  un- 
worthy motives.  His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  imputed  motives  which  they  con- 
sidered to  be  most  dishonourable.  One  of 
their  imputations  was  understood  to  be 
that  when  the  gentlemen  referred  to  found 
there  was  a  desire  to  employ  the  trade 
they  immediately  altered  their  prices. 
There  was  another  allegation  which  had 
reference  to  a  particular  gun  ;  but  he  ob- 
ser?ed  that  this  allegation  was  not  included 
in  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend.  His  Motion  did  not  touch  it,  and 
he  hoped  he  was  not  going  too  far  when 
he  said  that  in  his  opinion  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  must  allow  him  to  consider 
those  parts  of  his  allegations  which  were 
not  included  in  his  Motion  as  practically 
and  intentionally  withdrawn.  The  feelings 
of  honourable  men  were  very  much  hurt 
at  those  imputations.  His  noble  Friend, 
the  Member  for  the  East  Riding  (Lord 
Hotham),  to  whom  all  in  that  House  were 
so  much  indebted,  thought  there  was  an 
objection  to  ha?ing  the  proposed  Committee 
nominated  by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 
That  being  so,  he  felt  it  right  to  inform 
the  House  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Lichfield  (Major  Anson)  was  in  no 
way  responsible  for  that  mode  of  nomina- 
tion. He  himself  must  take  that  responsi- 
bility ;  and  his  reason  for  suggesting  that 
the  Committee  of  Selection  should  nomi- 
nate in  this  case  was  his  strong  feeling 
that  as  the  Inquiry  was  to  be  in  the  nature 
of  a  judicial  one,  there  should  be  no  room 
for  the  slightest  suspicion  that  there  was 
anything  like  party  or  bias  in  the  Com- 
mittee. However,  in  respect  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  Committee  should  be 
pamed,  he  was  in  the  hands  of  the  House. 
With  respect  to  the  addition  to  the  Com- 
mittee proposed  by  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Truro  (Captain 
Vivian),  he  must,  for  himself,  beg  to 
decline  to  be  put  on  the  Committee.  In 
the  first  place,  his  numerous  engagements 
would  interfere  with  his  serving  on  the 
Committee ;  and,  in  the  next  place,  he 
should  prefer  not  to  do  so  in  consequence 
of  his  impressions  on  the  subject  itself. 
Then,  he  thought,  it  would  be  difficult  for 
him  to  find  any  Member  of  that  House  to 
conduct  the  case  on  the  other  side  who 
had  gone  so  fully  into  the  subject  and  was 
in  possession  of  so  many  of  the  details  as 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Lichfield. 
That  duty  might  be  discharged  by  Colonel 
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Campbell ;  but  as  that  gallant  officer  was 
not  a  Member  of  the  House,  be  did  not 
know  whether  he  would  be  competent  to 
propose  Colonel  Campbell  as  one  of  the 
Committee.  His  own  opinion  was  that 
five  Members  of  that  House,  carefully  and 
impartiallj  selected,  would  be  quite  com- 
petent to  gi?e  a  satisfactory  decision  in  the 
case. 

Lord  HOTHAM  begged  to  be  under- 
stood as  not  wishing  to  offer  the  slightest 
opposition  to  the  proposed  inquiry  when  he 
expressed  a    hope    that    the   Committee 
would  not  be  nominated  in  the  way  pro- 
posed by  the   hon.  and   gallant   Member 
( Major  Anson).     When  the  Committee  of 
Selection  had  to  nominate  a  Committee,  it 
was  their  duty  to  find  Members  free  from 
any  connection  with  the  subject  to  be  in- 
vestigated.     It  might  so  happen,  there- 
fore, that  the  Members  appointed  were  en- 
tirely ignorant  of  the  subject ;  but  it  must 
be  their  own  fault  if  they  remained  long  so, 
because,  on  entering  the  Committee-room, 
they  found  themseWes  confronted  by  nu- 
merous counsel  whose  duty  it  was  to  bring 
forward  the  facts  on  both  sides.     But  in 
the  case  of  the  Inquiry,  as  proposed  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Lichfield  it 
would  be  quite  different.    If  five  Gentlemen 
entirely  unconnected  with    and    knowing 
nothing  of  the  subject  were  selected  there 
would  be  no  counsel  or  no  agents  to  bring 
the  matter  before  them.      The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Truro  (Captain  Vivian) 
proposed  an  attempt  to  remedy  that  incon- 
venience by  mofing  that  two  Gentlemen 
should  be  appointed — one  to  represent  one 
side  and  the  other  to  represent  the  other 
side — who  should  take  part  in  all  the  pro- 
ceedings, but  abstain  from  voting.     From 
his    own    experience  in  other  cases,    he 
was  of  opinion  that  a  Committee  formed 
in  that  way  was  a  Committee  of  the  worst* 
possible   kind  for   investigating  a  matter 
requiring  examination.     He  thought  that 
no  Member  should  be  placed  on  a  Com- 
mittee to  take  part  in  its  proceedings,  and 
at  the  same  time  to  be  relieved  from  the 
responsibility    of    voting.      The  proposed 
Committee  was  to  investigate  a  subject  of 
great  public  importance,  and  he  could  not 
see  why  it  should  not  be   selected  by  the 
House  in  the  usual  manner    In  this  way  a 
Committee  might  be  selected  to  conduct  the 
Inquiry  fairly  and  impartially.    Necessarily 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Lichfield 
would  be  nominated  on  one  side,  and  he 
could  not  but  think  that  his   right   hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  Sute  for  War 
Sir  John  PakinyUn 
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would  be  able  to  name  a  Member  to 
whom  such  information  might  be  supplied 
from  the  War  Office  as  would  enable  him 
to  see  justice  done*  He  begged  to  add 
that  he  thought  a  Committee  of  seven 
would  be  quite  large  enough,  and  that  the 
sittings  of  the  Committee  ought  to  be 
continuous  pending  the  Inquiry. 

Lord  ELCHO,  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Lichfield,  who 
could  not  speak  again,  explained  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  waited  for  a 
day  or  two  in  order  to  see  whether  the  In- 
quiry would  be  proposed  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  having  made  the  charges  thought 
the  investigation  ought  to  be  originated  by 
the  War  Department.  As  regarded  the 
imputation  of  motives,  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  entirely  eschewed  the  accuracy  of 
the  view  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  of 
what  he  had  said  ;  but  he  was  content  to 
leave  the  question  of  motives  to  be  decided 
by  the  Committee.  His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  had  brought  no  charges  against  any 
individual,  but  only  generally  against  the 
system,  and  he  was  quite  prepared  to  have 
his  allegations  thus  tested  before  a  Commit- 
tee. As  regarded  the  trial  of  this  question 
he  (Lord  Elcho)  confessed  that  the  course 
suggested  by  his  noble  Friend  opposite 
(Lord  Hotham)  appeared  to  be  the  right 
one. 

Sir  JOHN  PAEINGTON  expressed 
his  readiness  to  act  upon  the  suggestion 
which  had  been  thrown  out  by  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Hotham). 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toUhdrawn. 

Another  Amendment  proposed. 

To  leavo  out  from  the  word  <<That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  "a 
Committee  of  Seven  Members  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  following  allegations  : — ^That  in 
1864  the  Royal  Gun  Factories,  on  being  applied 
to  by  the  Ordnance  Select  Committee  for  Esti- 
mates for  cheaper  9-inch  guns  than  those  that 
were  being  made  at  that  time,  sent  in  erroneous 
comparative  Estimates,  on  the  strength  of  which 
the  Ordnance  Select  Committee  deci&d  in  feivoar 
of  the  gun  proposed  by  the  Royal  Gun  Factories  ; 
that  a  sample  9-inch  gun  was  then  made  by  the 
Royal  Gun  Factories,  the  details  of  the  cost  of 
which,  on  being  compared  with  the  details  of  the 
cost  of  similar  guns  manufactured  two  years 
afterwards,  show  great  and  apparently  inexplica- 
ble discrepancies ;  and  that  like  errors  have  been 
made  by  the  Royal  Gun  Factories  with  regard  to 
the  oomparatiTS  cost  of  new  wrongbt-iron  and 
converted  guns,  thereby  entailing  a  heavy  and 
onneoesiary  expense  upon  the  ooontry :"— ^Hfli^ 
Ansotk) 
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Question^  **  Thai  tho  words  profiled  to 
be  leflt  out  sUnd  part  of  the  QueetiQD/* 
put,  and  negating. 

Words  added. 

Main  QuesUoD^  as  aoiendedt  pot,  and 
€igrud  to. 

Ordered,  That  a  Committee  of  Seven  Members 
be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  following  alle- 
gations : — That  in  1864  the  Royal  6qn  Factories, 
on  being  applied  to  by  the  Ordnance  Select  Com- 
mittee for  Estimates  for  cheaper  9-inch  guns  than 
those  that  were  being  made  at  that  time,  sent  in 
erroneous  oomparatiye  Estimates,  on  the  strength 
of  which  the  Ordnance  Select  Committee  decided 
in  fibTOur  of  the  gun  proposed  by  the  Royal  6nn 
Factories ;  that  a  sample  9-inch  gun  was  then 
made  by  the  Royal  Gun  Factories,  the  details  of 
the  cost  of  which,  on  being  compared  with  the 
details  of  the  cost  of  similar  guns  manufactured 
two  years  afterwards,  show  great  and  apparently 
inexplicable  discrepancies;  and  that  like  errors 
haTo  been  made  by  the  Royal  Oun  Factories  with 
regard  to  the  comparatiTe  cost  of  new  wrought- 
iron  and  converted  guns,  thereby  entailing  a  heavy 
and  unnecessary  expense  upon  the  country. — 
{M<;^<yr  Anson.) 

And,  OQ  July  18,  Select  Committee  nominaUd 
as  follows  : — Major  Anson,  Mr.  Baooallat,  Mr. 
Howxs,  Mr.  SoouHPiBLD,  Mr.  SAMimA,  Mr. 
Baxlxt,  and  Mr.  Laibd  :— Three  to  be  the  quorum. 

Me8olf>ed,  That  this  House  will  im- 
mediately resol?e  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  Supply. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  Hr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 


ARMY— SOLDIERS'  ORPHANS. 
MOTION  FOB  AN  ADDRBSS. 

Colonel  NORTH  rose  to  mo?e  ao 
humble  Address  to  Her  Majesty — 

'*  That  She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to  direct 
that  an  Institution  shidl  be  established  to  receive 
and  educate  the  Orphan  Daughters  of  Non-com- 
missioned Officers  and  Soldiers  of  our  Army." 

The  hon.  and  gallant  Memher  referred  to 
tlie  Chelsea  Asylum,  which  was  established 
by  his  Royal  Highness  the  Doke  of  York 
in  1801.  The  rules  laid  down  for  the  ad- 
mission of  children  into  that  asylum,  in 
aeeordanee  with  the  Royal  Warrant  of  the 
26tfa  of  April,  1805,  were  as  follows  :— 

"  In  the  selection  of  children  preference  shall 
be  given  in  general— first,  to  orphans  ;  secondly, 
to  those  whose  fathers  have  been  killed  or  haTe 
died  on  foreign  serriop;  thirdly,  to  those  who 
have  lost  their  mothers  and  whose  Others  are 
absent  on  senrioe  abroad ;  fourthly,  toUiose  whose 
&tbers  are  ordered  on  foreign  service,  or  whose 
pareaU  test  other  chikbraB.''^ 


The  neit  Warrant  was  that  of  1809,  which 
was  to  the  following  effect  :— 

"  Whereas,  from  the  extent  of  our  army  and 
the  great  proportion  thereof  usually  employed  on 
foreign  serrice,  it  is  become  highly  expedient  to 
make  a  further  provision  for  the  maintenance  and 
education  of  distressed  children  of  non-commis- 
sioned officers  and  soldiers  belonging  to  our  re- 
gular forces,  our  will  and  pleasure  is  that  the 
number  to  be  admitted  into  our  said  asylums 
shall  be  extended  to  792  boys  and  348  girls, 
making  in  the  whole  1,140  children." 

Now,  at  that  time  our  army  numbered 
216,179  men,  including,  however,  a  large 
number  of  foreign  subsidies,  while  our  pre- 
sent force  amounted  to  204,037.  The  next 
Warrant  was  that  of  1811,  which  said— 

"  By  his  Royal  Highness  the  Prince  Regent  of 
the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, our  will  and  pleasure  is,  in  the  name  and 
on  behalf  of  His  Majesty,  that  the  number  to  be 
admitted  into  the  said  asylum  shall  be  extended 
to  800  boys  and  400  girls,  making  In  all  1,200 
children,  exclusive  of  the  infimt  establishment  in 
the  Isle  of  Wight." 

The  question  was  brought  before  the  House 
on  the  4th  of  Maj,  1854,  when  the  late 
Lord  Herbert  wss  Secretary  for  War.  The 
complaint  then  made  was  that  120  orphan 
boys  had  been  taken  from  Chelsea  Asylum 
for  the  purpose  of  making  room  for  the 
schoolmasters  of  the  army,  and  the  moment 
the  House  of  Commons  became  aware  that 
the  fact  was  so  he  ordered  the  schoolmasters 
to  be  removed  and  the  120  hoys  restored 
to  the  asylum.  He  wonld  read  an  extract 
from  the  speech  which  was  made  on  that 
occasion  by  Lord  Herbert.     He  said*— ' 

"  About  860  children  were  now  received  within 
the  walls  of  the  asylum ;  while  at  a  former  period, 
when  there  was  also  a  similar  establishment  at 
Southampton,  it  had  accommodated  1,222.  It 
had,  however,  been  found,  both  here  and  at 
Greenwich,  that  the  experiment  of  educating  a 
large  number  of  girls  together  had  proved  a 
complete  fitllnre,  so  fiir  as  regarded  their  future 
course  of  life.  The  experiment  had  consequently 
been  abandoned,  and  he  should  feel  great  hesita- 
tion in  renewing  it.  With  regard  to  boys,  the 
case  was  different."— [3  Baneard,  cxxxii.  1280.] 

The  answer  which  he  had  returned  at  the 
time  to  that  statement  was  that  he  was 
not  aware  that  soldiers'  daughters  were 
more  likely  to  turn  out  ill-conducted  in 
after-life  than  any  other  portion  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects,  and  that  if  they  had 
turned  out  badly  it  must  be  owing  to  the 
grossest  negligence  on  the  part  of  those 
who  had  charge  of  them.  Now^  what  he 
had  then  said  he  believed  to  be  perfectly 
true,  and  he  had  himself  for  many  years 
been  a  subscriber  to  an  asylam  the  suecesf 
of  which  corroborated  that  view,  althouf 
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his  attention  had  never  heen  suffioientlj 
directed  to  the  admirahle  manner  in  which 
it  worked  until  this  year.  The  establish- 
ment to  which  he  referred  was  called  the 
Soldiers'  Dauf(hters'  Home.  It  was  in- 
stituted in  1855  by  Major  the  Hon.  Powys 
Keck,  at  the  termination  of  the  Crimean 
war.  General|6oi1eau  was  Chairman  of  the 
Committee.  460  had  been  admitted;  176 
were  now  in  the  house,  and  146  had  been 
placed  in  domestic  serfice.  A  price  was 
gifen  to  girls  who  remained  two  years  in  the 
same  situation  ;  ninety-two  entered  service 
prior  to  1866,  of  whom  forty-seven,  or 
nearly  one  in  every  two,  have  had  prizes. 
Girls  who  had  left  the  asylum  since  1866 
were  not  yet  eligible  to  receive  the  prize. 
Besides  the  girls  placed  in  service  three  had 
been  trained  as  schoolmistresses,  and  two 
obtained  Queen's  Scholarships  by  competi- 
tion. It  was  supported  by  voluntary  con- 
tributions, and  there  were  thirteen  endowed 
scholarships— eight  of  the  Royal  Artillery 
Crimean  Fund,  two  of  the  Crimean  Endow- 
ment Fund,  and  three  of  the  Havelock  Me- 
morial Fund,  for  one  girl  each  from  the 
5th,  64th,  and  84th  Regiments.  The  first 
two  were  perpetual ;  the  third  expired  in 
1882.  Was  not  the  success  of  the  Estab- 
lishment, as  shown  by  those  figures,  a 
proof,  he  would  ask,  of  the  justice  of  his 
reply  to  the  statement  of  Lord  Herbert 
that  if  the  girls  had  turned  out  badly  under 
the  charge  of  the  Government  it  was  owing 
to  some  negligence  on  the  part  of  those 
whose  duty  it  was  to  look  after  them  ?  He 
hoped  that  under  these  circumstances  his 
right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  War 
Department  would  be  disposed  to  view  the 
Motion  which  he  was  about  to  make  with 
favour.  Some  time  must  of  course  elapse 
before  the  institution  required  could  be 
satisfactorily  established;  but  might  it  not, 
in  the  meantime,  be  possible  to  grant  a 
sum  of  money  to  such  an  institution  as 
that  which  he  had  just  mentioned  on  the 
understanding  that  it  should  receive  a 
certain  number  of  children  until  another 
asylum  for  them  could  he  provided  ?  There 
were  a  great  number  of  vacancies  in  the 
institution,  because  its  funds  did  not  per- 
mit of  the  admission  of  more  girls.  There 
was  an  amount  of  £29,000  of  prize  money 
arising  from  the  Crimean  War  which  had 
not  been  distributed  to  the  troops  owing 
to  the  smallness  of  the  sum;  but  it  was 
as  much  their  right  as  their  pay,  and  he 
would  suggest  that  part  of  this  sum  might 
be  granted  to  this  institution. 

Colon$l  North 


Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  *'  That "  to  the  end 
of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the  words  "an 
hamble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Maiesty, 
praying  that  She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to 
direct  that  an  Institution  shall  be  established  to 
receive  and  educate  the  Orphan  Daughters  of 
Non-commissioned  Officers  and  Soldiers  of  our 
KTmj;*'-{Co1mel  North.) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  fully 
appreciated  the  excellent  motives  which 
induced  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
(Colonel  North)  to  make  the  present  pro- 
posal ;  but  he  appeared  to  have  forgotten 
the  establishment  at  Wandsworth,  in  full 
operation  under  the  Patriotic  Fund  Com- 
missioners. Past  experience  threw  doubts 
on  the  success  of  such  experiments  ;  but 
he  had  reason  to  suppose  that  the  estab- 
lishment at  Hampstead  was  successful, 
and  he  believed  also  that  the  one  at 
Wandsworth  would  prove  successful.  The 
Duke  of  York's  Scho(|),  which  was  re- 
moved to  Southampton,  was  afterwards 
broken  up,  in  consequence  of  the  girls 
from  it  turning  out  badly  ;  and  they  had 
similar  experience  in  reference  to  a  similar* 
establishment  in  Ireland.  In  the  establish- 
ment  at  Wandsworth  300  orphan  daughters 
of  soldiers  and  sailors  were  carefully 
brought  up.  Of  course,  the  children  of 
those  engaged  in  the  Crimean  War  had 
the  first  chance  of  admission  ;  but  their 
number  was  being  rapidly  diminished  by 
the  course  of  time,  and  he  thought  that 
the  House,  before  acceding  to  the  present 
Motion,  had  better  wait  to  see  whether  the 
hopes  entertained  with  regard  to  the  two 
establishments  he  had  just  mentioned  were 
confirmed  before  proceeding  to  further 
experiments. 

CoLOKEL  6ARTTEL0T  said,  he  thoaght 
the  Patriotic  Fund  had  the  best  title  to 
State  assistance,  and  the  Commissioners 
would  be  glad  to  extend  their  operations 
if  possible. 

An  hon.  Membee  said,  that  there  was 
a  remarkably  well-conducted  institution  for 
the  orphan  daughters  of  soldiers  near 
Dublin,  and  he  thought,  if  funds  were 
given  to  such  establishments  by  the  Go- 
vernment, it  would  have  a  fair  claim  for 
assistance. 

Colonel  NORTH  said,  he  would  with- 
draw his  Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toUkdra¥m, 
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ARMY— CONTROL  DEPARTMENT. 
MOTION  FOR  PAPERS. 

Colonel  JBRVIS  rose  to  move  an 
Address  for — 

**  Copy  of  the  Draft  Regulations  for  the  Con- 
trol Department  originally  sent  in  bj  the  War 
Office  to  the  Treasury,  together  with  any  memo- 
randa thereupon  by  the  Assistant  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  together  with  the  reply 
thereto  by  the  Controller  in  Chief." 

In  the  discussion  the  other  evening  he  had 
observed  that  it  appeared  from  the  Papers 
on  the  table  as  if  the  Treasury  did  not 
desire  that  Sir  Henry  Storks  should  remain 
at  his  post  as  Contro11er-in-  Chief ;  and  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for  War 
then  told  him  that  he  laboured  under  a 
most  extraordinary  misapprehension  in 
supposing  that  the  Government,  after  hav- 
ing selected  Sir  Henry  Storks  on  account 
of  his  high  character  and  distinguished 
abilities,  had  now  turned  round  on  that 
distinguished  officer  and  declared  that  they 
did  not  want  him.  He  (Colonel  Jervis) 
was  not  in  the  habit  of  speaking  without 
a  knowledge  of  the  facts  to  which  he  re- 
ferred, and  he  now  declared  that  every 
word  of  his  statement  was  correct.  The 
Papers  mo?ed  for  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Truro  (Captain  Vivian)  would 
distinctly  prove  all  the  allegations  he  had 
made.  They  would  show  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet^  up  to  a  certain  period, 
worked  with  entire  cordiality  with  Sir 
Henry  Storks,  and  that  suddenly  that  gal- 
lant officer  found  himself  thrown  over,  the 
regulations  framed  by  him  being  oast  aside. 
If  he  was  correctly  informed  there  were, 
in  facty  two  Secretaries  of  State  for  War 
—one  recognized  by  the  House  and  the 
country  ;  but  there  was  another  at  the 
War  Office,  who  was  more  powerful  than 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War — who  that 
individual  was  he  did  not  know.  It  could 
not  be  the  Director  of  Ordnance,  nor  the  Ac- 
countant General,  nor  Sir  Edward  Lugard  ; 
but  the  Papers  asked  for  would  alone 
tell  them  who  this  great  power  within  the 
Department  was.  It  was  right  that  the 
House  should  know  who  were  the  ruling 
powers  of  the  Department.  What  he  now 
wished  to  state  was  that  he  was  not  incor- 
rect in  his  statement  on  a  previous  even- 
ing ;  but  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
not  accurately  informed  by  those  whose 
duty  it  was  to  give  him  proper  information. 

Amendment  proposed^ 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That  '*  to  the  end 
of  the  Qoastion,  in  order  to  add  the  words,  **  an 


humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty, 
that  She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to  giTO  direc- 
tions that  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  a  Copy 
of  the  Draft  Regulations  for  the  Control  Depart- 
ment originally  sent  in  by  the  War  Office  to  the 
Treasury,  together  with  any  memoranda  there- 
upon by  the  Assistant  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  together  with  the  reply  thereto  by  the 
Controller  in  Clnef,**— ^Colonel  Jervu,) 

— instead  thereof. 

LoKD  ELCHO  said,  this  question  of 
Army  Control  could  not  be  too  often  consi- 
dered. It  was  not  his  intention  to  find 
fault  with  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  for  in  all  commu- 
nications with  his  right  hon.  Friend  he  had 
always  found  him  most  anxious  to  promote 
the  efficiency  of  the  service ;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  could 
have  had  his  will,  and  if  the  Control  De- 
partment had  been  established  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Letter  of  the  8th  of  March, 
there  would  be  no  reason  for  any  Member 
of  that  House  to  find  fault  with  what  had 
occurred.  There  existed  an  erroneous  im- 
pression among  a  portion  of  the  public, 
who  supposed  that  this  controversy  was  a 
fight  between  the  civil  and  military  officers 
of  the  War  Office,  the  latter  endeavouring 
to  place  the  military  element  above  the 
civil  element.  He  held  in  his  hand  an 
article  which  appeared  recently  in  the 
Saturday  Meniew,  which  clearly  showed 
either  that  the  public  mind  had  been  led 
astray  upon  this  question,  or  that  there 
was  an  animus  manifested  by  certain  autho- 
rities in  the  War  Department  which  was 
thoroughly  discreditable  to  all  parties  con- 
cerned.    It  was  said  in  that  article — 

"The  adrerse  decision  of  the  Treasury  is  of 
course,  for  all  practical  purposes,  an  end  of  the 
really  great  career  which  was  open  to  Sir  Henry 
Storks  and  General  Balfour  at  the  War  Office. 
They  had  the  chance  of  distinguishing  themselTCS 
by  the  introduction  of  great  reforms  into  our 
Army  Administration.  They  bare  used  their 
opportunity  to  serve  a  project  for  intensifying  the 
already  intolerable  control  which  the  Horse  Guards 
indirectly  exercises  over  the  War  Office.  If  they 
had  been  left  undisturbed,  not  a  cifilian  would 
haTO  remained  six  months  in  any  position  of  im- 
portance, and  the  army  would  bare  ffOTcmed  the 
Minister  of  War  through  his  exclusively  military 
subordinates,  and  have  risen  superior  to  Parlia- 
mentary control.  What  it  would  have  cost  under 
such  a  system  no  one  can  guess ;  but  happily  the 
chief  agents  in  the  scheme  have  defeated  them- 
seWes  by  excess  of  zeal.  There  is  now  little  more 
to  fear,  for,  though  discussion  may  be  burked  in 
the  present  Parliament,  military  domination  is 
the  last  thing  which  the  new  House  is  likely  to 
endure.  Whether  Sir  Henry  Storks  and  his  as- 
sistant will  retire  on  the  significant  hint  of  the 
Treasury,  or  will  cling  a  little  longer  to  the  rank 
and  emoluments  of  a  position  which  they  have 
not  known  how  to  fill,  is  ?ery  inunateriaL" 
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He  was  inolioed  lo  tbiok  tbtt  arttele 
was  inspired  by  some  bigb  authority  in  the 
War  Department  of  tbe  Government.  From 
what  he  had  heard  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  War  Offioe, 
he  belieTed  there  existed  in  its  Departments 
a  great  jealousT  of  the  new  office  of  Control- 
ler-in-Chief,  which  was  to  control  them  all. 
It  appeared  that  an  attempt  had  been 
made  to  set  aside  the  intentions  of  Lord 
Strathnaim's  Committee  in  favour  of  the 
appointment  of  one  man  to  control  all  these 
Departments  under  the  authority  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War.  Sir  Heary 
Storks,  who  was  selected  for  the  poet  he 
now  filled  as  being  the  most  eoropetent 
man  in  the  country  to  re-organise  these 
unorganized  Departments  and  to  bring  them 
under  some  system  of  control,  and  General 
Balfour  had  given  evidence  before  Lord 
Strathnaim's  Committee,  and  a  scheme  by 
which  there  should  be  one  Controller  sab- 
iect  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
been  recommended  bytheCommitteC;  which 
was  approved  by  some  of  the  most  compe- 
tent authorities  on  the  subject.  That 
scheme  had  been  submitted  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  who  approved  it,  and  wrote 
a  letter  to  the  Treasury  asking  them  to 
endorse  it,  and  stating  that  in  the  event 
of  their  doing  so  it  might  be  put  into  im- 
mediate operation  on  the  1st  of  April  in 
Ireland,  where  it  was  proposed  to  try  it  in 
the  first  instance.  This  letter  from  the 
Secretary  of  State  was  met  by  objections 
on  the  part  of  the  Treasury  which  were 
accepted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
the  result  was  that  they  had  now  in  opera- 
tion a  system  of  control  accepted  by  the  Go- 
yernment  and  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  pUce  of  that  proposed  by  Sir  Henry 
Storks  and  General  Balfour.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  shook  his  head  at  that 
statement ;  but  he  could  not  say  that  the 
preaent  system  had  received  the  approval 
of  those  gallant  gentlemen.  He  (Lord 
Elcho)  should  be  glad  io  beat  his  expUna- 
tion  on  the  matter.  A  great  deal  of  mis- 
apprehension appeared  to  prevail  respect- 
ing the  alleged  desire  among  certain  officers 
at  the  War  Offioa  to  place  the  military 
element  above  tbe  ctTil  dement ;  but  he 
believed  that  the  various  Departments  of 
the  War  Office  would  be  much  better  and 
more  economically  administered  if  tbe  du- 
ties were  performed  by  offieers  and  non- 
commissioned officers  of  the  army,  as  was 
the  case  in  every  other  well-regulated 
military  Department^  spoh  as  those  in 
Prussia  and  France.  The  right  hon.  Qen- 
LordUleho 


tleman  had  advoeated  ihe  prin<sip1e  of  giving 
higher  pay  for  piore  work  ;  but,  on  the 
contrary,  he  believed  that  by  the  system 
of  employing  half-pay  officers  in  the  higher 
classes  and  non-commissioned  officers  in  the 
lower  grades  they  would  obtain  infinitely 
better  work  for  a  less  amount  of  pay,  while 
it  would  prove  a  stimulus  to  enlistment 
in  the  army.  In  fact,  he  believed  that  it 
would  prove  a  most  desirable  investment 
of  the  public  money  to  buy  up  all  the  inte- 
rests oif  tbe  present  clerks,  in  order  to 
appoint  military  men  in  their  room,  and  he 
thought  the  scheme  one  well  worthy  of  the 
consideration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
In  ttie  event  of  the  various  offices  being 
filled  by  military  men,  there  would  be  no 
danger  of  the  military  element  becoming 
insubordinate,  or  of  its  attempting  to  be- 
come superior  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  who  would  still  be  the  complete 
autocrat  of  his  Department,  and  superior 
to  every  other  authority  at  the  War  Office 
—  evep  to  the  Horse  Guards  and  the 
ComoMinder-in-Chief.  The  Duke  of  Cam- 
bridge, in  giving  evidence  before  the 
Commission  of  1860,  said,  in  answer  to 
Question  4,105,  that  he  should  recognise 
the  superior  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  in  ftll  cases.  It  was  clear 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  exer- 
cised complete  control  over  the  Commander- 
in-Chief,  except  in  matters  of  discipline, 
and  even  in  such  instance  the  ultimate 
appeal  was  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War.  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan,  himself  a 
civilian,  had  said  after  the  Crimean  War 
that  military  men  should  be  employed  to 
a  large  extent  in  the  War  Office.  But, 
insteiMl  of  appointing  one  ControUer-in- 
Chief,  it  was  proposed  to  establish  under 
the  new  system  practically  two  Controllers, 
one  of  whom  might  be  a  financial  gentle- 
man, who,  though  thoroughly  competent 
to  administer  the  monetary  affairs  of  the 
Department,  might  be,  on  the  other  hand, 
utterly  ignorant  of  the  means  of  seouring 
militarv  efficiency,  or  incapable  of  forming 
a  sound  opinion  as  to  the  necessity  or  other- 
wise of  the  recommendations  of  the  Con« 
troIler-in-Chief.  He  could  not  see  the 
necessity  for  the  appointment  of  one  Con- 
troller General  who  was  to  exercise  control 
with  regard  to  military  matters,  and  of 
another  who  was  to  exercise  control  over 
financial  matters.  The  Secretary  of  State 
who  was  responsible  to  Parliament  would 
still  have  the  control  of  the  Controller -in* 
Chief.  The  Bepert  wm  fnll  of  piMUftgei 
wbieti  pointed  to  the  Centreller  as  the  sola 
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officer  who,  in  the  opinion  of  iho  Commit- 
tee, should  gOTcrn  the  whole  Department, 
hcing  reaponsihie  alone  to  the  Secretary  of 
State.  The  practical  resnlt  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  Lord  Strathnairn's  Commit- 
tee was  that  the  Secretarj  of  State  for 
War  at  home  and  the  general  officers 
commanding  ahroad  would  have  to  deal  in 
all  matters  relating  to  the  administration 
of  the  army  with  one  responsible  officer. 
Last  night,  meeting  Lord  Strathnairn,  he 
asked  him  whether  he  approTod  the  present 
position  of  this  question;  and  he  was  bound 
to  say,  giving  the  utmost  credit  to  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  for  the  excellence  of  his  inten- 
tions, he  should  be  very  much  surprised  if, 
in  the  discussion  which  was  to  come  on  to- 
night on  this  subject  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  that  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Strathnairn)  did  say  that  he  approved  this 
system,  or  that  it  did  give  effect  to  the 
Report  of  his  Committee.  On  the  contrary, 
he  believed  he  would  say  that  he  considered 
the  whole  scheme  of  the  Controllership 
they  had  laid  down  after  the  most  careful 
inquiry  had  been  cut  out,  and  that  the 
scheme  as  originally  proposed  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
had  been  nulliOed  by  the  subsequent  pro- 
ceedings. In  conclusion,  he  thought  this 
subject  was  of  an  importance  that  could 
not  be  exaggerated,  and  on  which  the 
public  were  greatly  mistaken. 

Sm  ROBERT  ANSTRUTHBR  urged 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir 
John  Pakington),  in  justice  to  bis  Depart- 
ment as  well  as  to  himself,  to  accede  to  the 
Motion  of  bis  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(Colonel  Jervis),  in  order  that  the  country 
might  know  what  wero  really  his  views 
upon  the  matter  at  issue. 

Captain  VIVIAN  denied  that  he  had  ever 
contended  that  the  Controller- in-Chief  was 
to  be  equally  powerful  with  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War.  On  the  contrary,  he  had 
always  expressed  the  opinion  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  should  possess  entire  and  supreme 
control  over  his  own  and  every  other  De* 
partment  connected  with  the  army.  He 
a!kked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
there  was  any  material  difference  between 
the  draft  regulations  that  were  withdrawn 
and  the  regulations  which  were  now  heing 
acted  upon.  He  understood  that  they  were 
substantially  the  same.  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  accede  to  bis 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend's  wishes. 

Mb.  CHILDERS    said,   that    looking 


forward  to  a  much  larger  change  in  the 
relations  of  the  principal  officers  of  our 
military  Departments,  he  only  regarded*the 
present  controversy  as  relating  to  a  tempo- 
rary expedient.  But  even  as  to  that  it 
was  undesirable  to  adopt  false  principles ; 
and  he  could  not  too  strongly  protest 
against  the  doctrine  laid  down  by  his  noble 
Friend — that  the  Accountant  General  was 
the  only  person  to  whom  the  Secretary  of 
State  should  refer  as  to  financial  mstters 
involved  in  proposals  by  a  Controller-in- 
Chief,  or  other  administrative  officer. 
When  his  noble  Friend  referred  to  Sir 
Charles  Trevelyan,  he  forgot  that  that 
Gentleman  had  proposed  that  an  Under 
Secretary  of  State  should  be  the  financial 
adviser  of  the  War  Minister. 

Sir  JOHN  PAEINGTON  said,  it  was 
impossible  for  him  to  remain  silent  after 
what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  oppo* 
site  (Lord  Elcho).  This  conversation  had 
been  commenced  by  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Harwich  (Colonel 
Jervis),  and  he  (Sir  John  Pakington)  pre« 
sumed  that  he  was  not  aware  he  was  acting 
in  violation  of  the  rules  of  the  House,  or 
the  Speaker  would  have  interrupted  him 
when  he  was  making  bis  statement.  It 
struck  him,  however,  that  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  was  not  acting  in  accordance 
with  their  usual  practice  in  the  course  he 
had  taken.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
commenced  his  observations  by  referring  to 
a  speech  of  his  (Sir  John  Pakington's), 
made  in  that  House  more  than  a  week  ago» 
and  then,  passing  on  to  a  speech  made  bj 
himself  in  reply,  arrived  at  the  comfortable 
conclusion  that  be  (Colonel  Jervis)  was 
right,  and  he  (Sir  John  Pakington)  was 
wrong.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  dis- 
tinctly stated,  in  reference  to  the  Papers 
laid  before  the  House,  that  the  Government 
had  turned  round  upon  Sir  Henry  Storks, 
and  displayed  a  desire  to  get  rid  of  him. 

CoLONBL  JERVIS :  What  I  said  was, 
that  it  would  appear  to  be  so  from  the 
reading  of  the  Papers. 

Sm  JOHN  PAEINGTON  said,  he  had 
noticed  that  in  strong  language.  He  said 
such  a  statement  was  wild,  unfounded,  and 
unjustifiable.  He  did  not  shrink  from  one 
of  these  words,  but  was  rather  disposed  to 
reiterate  them.  The  statement  was  utterly 
unfounded.  He  repeated  that  the  most 
harmonious  feeling  exbted  between  him 
and  Sir  Henry  Storks,  and  he  should  be 
base  indeed  if  be  had  acted  in  any  way 
inconsistent  with  that  respeotfiGd  feeling 
which  he  had  ever  evinced  towards  thai 
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diitiuguisYieci  Gentleman.  When  then,  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  oame  down  to 
the  House  and  made  a  statement  to  the 
effect  that,  finding  Sir  Henry  Storks  had 
Beryed  his  (Sir  John  Pakington's)  purpose, 
be  was  trying  to  get  rid  of  him,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Harwich  was  casting  upon  him  (Sir 
John  Pakington)  an  aspersion  which,  if  he 
did  not  at  once  repudiate  in  the  strongest 
possible  manner,  he  should  be  unworthy  to 
hold  the  Office  which  he  now  filled.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  went  on  to  allude 
to  another  power,  which,  he  said,  was  equal 
to  that  of  the  Secretary  of  State  within 
the  War  Office.  It  was  much  to  be  lamented 
that  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  should  have 
founded  such  statements  upon  mere  idle 
gossip  picked  up  here  and  there.  He  had 
never  heard  such  a  remarkable  departure 
from  anything  like  an  accurate  knowledge 
of  what  was  the  real  state  of  the  War  Office 
as  was  shown  in  the  speeches  both  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Harwich  (Co- 
lonel Jervis)  and  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord  Elcho). 
There  was  no  such  rivalry  of  opinion  going 
on  in  the  War  Office  as  was  supposed  from 
the  speeches  alluded  to.  Now,  his  noble 
Friend  had  read  an  extract  from  the 
Saturday  BevieWy  and  all  he  (Sir  John 
Pakington)  could  say  was,  that  he  had 
never  seen  that  article.  [Lord  Eloho  :  I 
did  not  say  so.]  He  could  not  help  feeling 
that  the  course  pursued  by  his  noble 
Friend  was  an  unusual  one.  He  (Sir  John 
Pakington)  was  sorry  to  say  he  had  observed 
in  certain  letters  which  appeared  lately  in 
the  London  Press  a  combination  of  person- 
ality and  mis-statement  regarding  War 
Office  affairs  which,  in  the  interest  of  the 
public  generally,  he  deeply  regretted  ;  be- 
cause, however  erroneoas  those  statements 
were,  they  were  sure  to  be  accepted  as 
facts  by  a  certain  portion  of  the  public. 
The  noble  Lord  said  he  believed  that  the 
article  in  the  Saturday  Review  was  in- 
spired by  some  person  high  up  in  the  War 
Office. 

Lord  ELCHO :  No ;  what  I  said  was, 
I  do  not  think  it  impossible  that  the  article 
was  inspired.  I  did  not  say  that  I  had 
reason  to  believe  it  was  inspired. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON:  Well,  that 
was  pretty  much  the  same  thing.  Now, 
he  refused  to  believe  that  anyone  in  the 
War  Office  could  be  so  base  and  disloyal 
as  to  publish  newspaper  attacks  upon  the 
Department  with  which  he  was  connected. 
He  would  not  deny  that  he  had  heard  such 
aUtements  before,  that  he  had  been  told 
Sir  John  PakingUm 


that  these  personalities  and  attacks  bad 
proceeded  from  some  one  connected  with 
the  War  Office  ;  but  he  for  one  did  not  be- 
lieve that  statement,  and  all  he  could  say 
in  reply  was  that  if  the  man  were  pointed 
out  he  should  know  how  to  deal  with  him. 
The  noble  Lord  said  he  believed  that  some 
differences  had  arisen  between  him  and  Sir 
Henry  Storks  and  General  Balfour.  [Lord 
Eloho  denied  having  made  such  statement.] 
He  could  only  say  there  was  not  the  slight^ 
est  foundation  for  such  an  insinuation.  He 
had  further  to  express  his  regret  that  those 
Members  of  the  House  who  were  most 
desirous  to  see  this  system  of  control  car- 
ried out  should  come  down  to  that  House 
and  throw  difficulties  in  his  way,  and  do 
more  than  any  others  to  endanger  the  pros- 
perity and  success  of  the  working  of  the 
scheme.  It  was  idle  to  suppose  that  such 
a  large  change  as  was  contemplated  could 
be  effected  without  great  difficulty  and 
perhaps  inconvenience  to  certain  gentlemen 
of  high  position  in  the  office ,  but  the  diffi- 
culty was  much  increased  by  the  course 
which  was  pursued  by  Gentlemen  who 
ought  to  give  him  all  the  encouragement  in 
their  power  instead  of  throwing  obstacles 
in  his  way.  This  was  the  more  to  be  re- 
gretted, inasmuch  as  the  objections  urged 
were  for  the  most  part  futile  and  unfounded, 
for  he  did  not  belie?e  that  any  change  was 
ever  inaugurated  with  greater  promise  of 
success.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Harwich  (Colonel  Jervis)  had  now  asked 
him,  as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Truro  (Captain  Vivian)  had  asked  him  the 
other  evening,  to  produce  a  Copy  of  the 
Regulations  which  were  first  drawn  up,  the 
Correspondence  written  by  Mr.  Galton,  and 
the  answers  of  Sir  Henry  Storks.  Perso- 
nally he  should  not  have  slightest  objection 
to  their  production ;  indeed,  he  should  be 
pleased  to  see  them  upon  the  table  of  the 
House.  Bui  he  would  ask  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  to  remember 
that  if  he  were  to  accede  to  this  Motion  he 
would  be  establishing  a  precedent  of  the 
most  dangerous  and  objectionable  charac- 
ter. Whenever  any  departmental  change 
was  introduced  Parliament  had  a  right  to 
be  informed  of  the  change  ;  but  to  demand 
the  production  of  such  Correspondence  as 
that  now  asked — documents  which  must  be 
looked  upon  to  a  great  extent  as  pri?ate  in 
their  character — would  be  establishing  a 
precedent  which  could  not  but  injuriously 
affect  the  best  interests  of  the  public  ser- 
vice of  this  country.  Believing  that  auch 
would  be  the  result,  he  could  not  aaienl  to 
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the  Motion  made  bj  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend. 

CoLOiTEL  JERYIS  said,  that  he  felt 
bonnd  not  to  withdraw  his  Motion  for  the 
production  of  these  Papers. 

Ms.  DISRAELI  said,  he  trusted  the 
House  would  consider  before  gi?ing  a  de- 
cision on  a  point  which  was  of  the  utmost 
importance.  If  the  House  were  to  insist 
upon  the  production  of  Papers  and  Corres- 
pondence which  concerned  the  preparation 
and  preliminary  consideration  of  measures, 
they  would  thereby  put  a  stop  to  that  free- 
dom of  criticism  which  was  always  inrited 
on  such  occasions,  and  which  contributed 
so  much  to  the  perfection  of  public  mea- 
sures. The  moment  that  it  became  known 
that  the  opinions  of  those  most  competent 
to  judge  of  public  measures,  and  who  were 
infited  to  express  them,  were  likely  to  be 
produced  in  that  House,  great  disadvantage 
to  the  public  service  would  result,  because 
everybody  would  naturally  shrink  from  the 
responsibility  he  would  have  to  encounter. 
Instead,  then,  of  the  Government  having 
the  advantage  of  the  suggestions  which 
they  were  in  the  habit  of  receiving,  and 
the  information  and  criticism  which  better 
enabled  them  to  carry  out  any  changes 
which  they  contemplated  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  public  affairs,  they  would  find 
themselves  in  the  position  of  having  to 
deal  with  merely  mechanical  persons,  who 
would  afford  only  information  upon  points 
on  which  they  were  well  up,  and  they  (the 
Government)  would  lese  the  advantage 
arising  from  those  large  spontaneous  sug- 
gestions, and  from  that  general  information 
which  tended  greatly  to  the  advantage  of 
the  public  interests.  He  trusted  then,  for 
the  sake  of  the  public  service,  that  the 
House  would  not  assent  to  this  demand  for 
the  production  of  the  Papers  called  for. 

Question  **  That  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question," 
put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mr.  DISRAELI,  referring  to  several 
other  Amendments  on  the  Paper,  said,  it 
was  really  of  the  utmost  importance  that 
the  House  should  go  into  Committee  upon 
the  Army  Vote.  He  hoped  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cashel  (Mr.  0*Beirne),  who 
had  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  respecting  the 
Shoeburyness  experiments,  would  waive 
his  right,  in  order  to  allow  the  Vote  in 
question  to  be  taken  in  Committee. 

Mr.  O'fiEIRNE  said,  he  would  with- 
draw his  Motion,  on  the  understanding  that 
the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  would  give  him 


an  opportunity  of  bringing  that  most  im- 
portant matter,  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice,  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  before  the  close  of  the  Session. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  The  hon.  Member 
can  bring  on  his  Motion  upon  the  Report 
of  Supply  under  any  circumstances. 

Mr.  O'BEIRNE  expressed  his  dissatis- 
faction with  such  an  arrangement. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  The  House  will  sit 
on  Saturday,  and  I  have  no  doubt  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  be  then  afforded  the  oppor- 
tunity he  desires. 

Ma.  CANDLISH  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  put  down  the 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections  Bill  as  the 
first  Order  of  the  Day  for  that  evening,  it 
having  been  fixed  for  the  Morning  Sitting? 
P'No,  no!"]  That  Bill  and  the  Irish 
Registration  Bill  must,  he  presumed,  be- 
come law  before  the  close  of  this  Session, 
the  Government  having  pledged  themselves 
to  carry  them.  The  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections  Bill  might  fairly  take  precedence 
that  evening  of  the  Cattle  Market  Bill. 
[••No.no!"] 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  desired  to  re- 
mind the  House  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  head  of  the  Government  had 
declared  that  all  business  connected  with 
the  question  of  Reform  would  be  the  first  to 
be  wound  up.  The  Irish  Registration  Bill 
was  not  only  connected  with  Reform,  but 
its  immediate  passing  was  a  necessity. 
There  could,  therefore,  be  no  reason  why 
it  should  not  have  precedence  of  the  Cattle 
Market  Bill.  ["No,  no!"]  He  trusted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  ad- 
here to  the  declarations  which  he  had 
made,  and  either  proceed  with  Reform 
measures  or  assign  some  intelligible  reasons 
for  deviating  from  that  course. 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  I  repeat  it  is  the 
determination  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  carry  the  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections  Bill,  and  all  I  can  say  is  this — I 
will  not  advise  Her  Majesty  to  prorogue 
Parliament  until  that  measure  is  definitely 
decided  upon  by  the  House.  With  that 
view  alone  I  propose  a  two  o'clock  Sitting 
of  the  House  to  morrow  in  order  to  go  on 
with  that  Bill.  With  regard  to  the  appeal 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Ashton-under-Lyne  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson) 
on  the  subject  of  Corrupt  Practices,  I  do 
not  think  that  I  have  said  anything  to 
justify  that  phrase  as  a  description  of  my 
policy.  My  wish  is  to  fulfil  the  engage- 
ments I  have  made  with  a  number  of  Gen- 
tlemen on  both  sides  of  the  House.     I 
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h»f  Oi  therefore,  fii^d  this  eTeBiBg  for  the 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Oattle  Market  Bill, 
and  I  feel  mjeelf  bound  to  adhere  to  that 
arrangement.  1  do  not,  of  course,  know 
how  long  the  discussion  Upon  that  snbject 
may  take ;  hut  perhaps  it  maj  terminate 
before  the  usual  time  of  adjournment.  In 
that  case  we  shall  take  the  Irish  Regis* 
tration  Bill,  which  is  on  the  Paper.  In  the 
new  ferfour  for  Reform  principles  of  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson) 
— of  which  bj  the  way  he  gave  us  rery 
little  taste  during  the  general  discussions—* 
he  seems  to  throw  a  doubt  upon  our  sin- 
cerity in  those  questions  immediately  con- 
nected with  it.  He  may,  howoTor,  rest 
assured  that  the  Irish  Registration  Bill  will 
pass  this  Session,  because  without  it  we 
cannot  make  the  appeal  to  the  country 
which  we  are  so  desirous  of  expediting. 
Allowing  this  arrangement,  then,  to  stand, 
I  propose  that  on  to-morrow  at  two  o*clock 
we  shall  proceed  with  the  Corrupt  Practices 
Bill. 

BRISTOL  ELECTION.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  Serjeant  GASELEE  said,  that 
having  given  way  to  the  Government  on  a 
former  occasion  on  heing  told  that  he 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  bringing 
this  subject  forward,  be  found  that  the 
)ledge  given  by  the  Government  had  been 
'Ulfilled  by  his  Motion  being  placed  thirty- 
ninth  on  the  Orders  of  the  Day.  Finding 
he  should  be  out  of  Order  in  now  bringing 
forward  his  Motion,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Solicitor  General  in  the  absence  of  the 
Attorney  General,  Whether  it  was  his 
intention  to  prosecute  those  who  had  been 
guilty  of  bribery  and  other  malpractices  at 
the  last  Bristol  election  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  he 
had  no  doubt,  though  he  had  had  no  com- 
munication with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  subject,  that  the  Attorney  General 
had  given  tonsideration  to  this  Question. 
He  apprehended,  however,  that  bis  learned 
Friend  would  think  much  further  inquiry 
necessary  before  he  could  decide  upon  in- 
stituting proceedings,  about  the  result  of 
which  it  would  be  impossible  to  judge. 

Mr.  NEATE  offered  his  notes  on  the 
evidence  taken  hefore  the  Bristol  Election 
Committee  to  the  Attorney  General,  and 
assured  him  that  the  information  they  con- 
tained would  enable  him  to  prosecute  a 
dozen  persons  without  a  moment's  hesita- 
tion. 
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NATIONAL  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
(IRELAND).— OBSERVATIONS. 

Sa  JOHN  GRAY  rose  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  alterations  recently  made  in  the 
Second,  Third,  and  Fourth  Lessons  issued 
to  the  Schools  under  the  charge  of  the  Board 
of  National  Education,  Ireland ;  and  to 
move  for  the  Correspondence  and  Minutes 
of  Evidence  of  the  Proceedings  in  refer- 
ence thereto.  The  hon.  Member  soid  it 
would  be  in  the  reeolleetion  of  the  House 
that  at  the  close  of  last  Session,  when  the 
Education  Estimates  were  before  the 
House,  he  raised  a  discussion  with  refer- 
ence to  primary  education  in  Ireland  ;  and 
he  then  showed  conelasively  that  the 
mixed  system  of  education  was  a  mere 
myth,  and  the  ease  he  had  on  that  occa- 
sion to  bring  under  their  notice  afforded  a 
remarkable  illustration  of  the  curious  effect 
of  attempting  to  prop  up  a  rotten  system, 
and  of  the  false  position  that  fraudulent 
system  enforced  the  Commissioners  to 
take*  The  illustrative  case  he  had  to  ad- 
duce occurred  in  the  city  of  Kilkenny, 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  represent. 
The  Rev.  Mr.  Porter,  a  Presbyterian  min- 
ister, casually  visited  the  model  school  in 
that  city,  and  complained  that  most  im- 
proper passages  were  admitted  to  the 
lesson  books  and  sanctioned  by  the  Board. 
The  first  passage  pointed  out  as  improper, 
was  a  portion  of  the  most  exquisitely 
beautiful  of  the  national  hallads  com- 
posed by  the  late  Samuel  Loter.  That 
ballad.  The  AngeVt  Whispw,  which  was 
to  be  found  on  every  Protestant  draw- 
ingroom  table  in  Ireland,  and  which  is  not 
less  known  or  admured  in  England,  gives  a 
most  truthful  and  touching  picture  of  the 
lore  and  faith  which  adorn  the  Irish  pea- 
sant's home,  was  deemed  improper  by  the 
rev.  gentleman  because  it  contained  these 
words— 

*'  Her  beads  while  she  numbdrsd, 
The  baby  still  •lumbered, 
And  smird  in  her  fkoe  an  the  bended  her  knee : 
<  Oh  !  blesi'd  be  that  warning, 
My  child,  thy  eleep  adorning, 
For  I  know  that  the  Angels  are  whispering  with 
thee. 

" '  And  while  they  are  keeping 
Bright  watoh  o'er  thy  sleeping, 
Oh !  pray  to  them  softly,  my  baby,  with  me. 
And  say  thou  would'st  rather 
They'd  watoh  o'er  thy  father 
For  I  know  that  the  Angels  are  whispering  with 
thee.'" 

That  was  true  to  nature,  and  the  Commis- 
aionerB,  reeogniiing  the  factjjiave  ordered 
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a  D6W  edition  of  tbo  second  book,  from 
which  this  improper  ballad  has  been  ez- 
panged,  in  conformity  with  ArchbiBhop 
Whately's  rule  of  Bhutting  oat  ererj  alia- 
Biou  to  Catholic  practioee,  and  by  degrees 
Protestantiiing  the  children.  The  reye- 
rend  censor  proceeded  then  to  the  fourth 
book,  and  there  he  found  a  passage  quoted 
from  the  old  English  chronicles,  as  trans- 
lated by  John  S.,  descriptiye  of  the  death 
of  an  English  Catholic  Queen)  Philippe. 
The  dying  Catholic  Queen  is  described  by 
the  chronicler  as  making  the  sign  of  the 
Cross  on  her  heart — and  Lord  Bemers  trans- 
lated the  passage  in  the  same  way— and 
commending  her  husband  and  children  to 
the  protection  of  Heaven.  The  Re?.  Mr. 
Porter  objected  to  this  historical  work)  be- 
cause it  represented  the  dying  Christian  to 
have  made  the  sign  of  the  Cross,  and  the 
Commissioners,  true  to  the  ideas  of  mixed 
education,  have  falsified  the  quotation  in 
a  new  edition,  to  please  the  bigotry  of 
those  who  abhor  the  symbol  of  redemption. 
The  third  book  came  then  under  his  censor- 
ship. It  contained  a  description,  by  a 
Protestant  historian,  of  one  of  the  most 
remarkable  of  the  Irieh  ecclesiastical  sees 
— the  old  see  of  Glendalough,  known  to 
tourists  as  the  Seven  Churches.  The  his- 
torian referred  to  the  monastic  rotns,  once 
beautiful,  and  dedicated  to  the  seryice  of 
God,  but  now  in  desolate  decay,  and  be- 
cause they  were  built  by  Catholics  the  rey. 
gentleman  objected  to  its  being  said  that 
they  were  dedicated  to  Qod's  seryice,  and 
demanded  that  the  description  of  an  Irish 
ruin  should  be  shut  out  from  schools  in 
which  Irish  children  are  taught.  He  (Sir 
John  Gray)  would  not  dwell  on  the  moral 
of  all  this  ;  the  Commissioners  complied 
with  the  demand,  and  the  three  books  haye 
been  cancelled  and  withdrawn  from  eyery 
school  in  Ireland,  and  new  editions  substi- 
tuted on  the  complaint  of  this  most  tole- 
rant adyocate  of  the  mixed  system. 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  the  Goyern- 
ment  were  not  responsible  for  the  altera- 
tions made  in  the  books  referred  to.  If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  give  it  list  of 
the  Returns  he  required,  he  (the  Earl  of 
Mayo)  would  take  care  to  furnish  him  with 
all  the  information  he  required. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  in  re- 
ference to  a  Question  put  to  him  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dudley  (Mr.  Sheridan)  at 
an  early  part  of  the  day,  he  had  only  to 
say  that  Mr.  Goddard's  name  was  a  long 
time  before  the  War  Office.  If  the  hon. 
Member  would  communicate  with  him  (Sir 


John  Pakington)  priyately  he  would  en- 
deayonr  to  satisfy  him  upon  the  subject  he 
alluded  to. 

Main  Question  *'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
tiow  leave  the  Chair,*'  put,  and  agreed  to, 

StPPLT— ARMY  ESTIMATES. 

^VfjfhX-^eoneidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Question  again  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £389,800,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  (in  addition  to  the  sum  of 
£81,000  already  Toted  on  account),  towards  de- 
fhiying  the  6harge  for  Full  Pay  of  Reduced  and 
Retired  OfiBoers,  and  Half  Pay,  which  will  eome 
in  coarse  of  payment  from  the  first  day  of  April 
1868  to  the  dlst  day  of  March  1869,  industye." 

Qenebal  DUNNE  called  attention  to 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  on  the  Military 
Reserye  Funds  ;  and  referred  to  the  seyeral 
sehemes  suggested  for  promoting  retirement 
among  officers  of  the  Royal  Artillery  and 
Engineers,  contending  that  the  inducement 
to  be  offered  to  officers  to  retire  should  be 
equal  to  their  hopes  if  they  remained  in  the 
corps.  The  system  of  purchasing  out  the 
officers  of  the  Engineers  and  of  the  Artillery 
with  sums  from  a  reserye  fund  to  which 
they  neyer  had  contributed  was  a  most  ob- 
jectionable one,  and  had  been  condemned 
by  a  Committee  who  had  gone  yery  fully 
into  the  subject.  He  hoped  that  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Secretary  for  War 
would  inform  the  House  that  they  were 
going  to  put  an  end  to  this  mode  of  pur- 
chasing out  officers,  and  to  do  something 
towards  carrying  out  the  recommendations 
of  the  Committee  on  the  subjeot. 

Mb.  CHILDERS,  while  admitting  that 
the  subject  was  a  difficult  one,  and  while 
not  blaming  the  Goyernment,  thought  at 
the  same  time  that  it  was  yery  un* 
fortunate  the  War  Department  had  not 
oome  to  a  decision  in  reference  to  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Committee  to  which 
the  hon.  and  gallant  General  (General 
Dunne}  had  just  referred.  On  the  other 
question,  nothing  could  be  worse  than  the 
system  under  which  the  officers  of  non- 
purchase  corps  were  now  retired.  A  fixed 
sum  was  proyided,  out  of  which  officers  of 
a  certain  standing  might  or  might  not, 
according  to  their  rank,  receiye  annuities 
of  £600  or  £450  a  year ;  but  it  was  a 
farce  to  call  this  a  system  of  retirement. 
The  Committee  recommended  that  there 
should  be  a  fixed  scale  according  to  length 
of  seryice,  and  that  <^eers  should  be 
allowed  to  eompound  for  the  payments  to 
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whieh  thej  would  be  enlitled.  The  onlj 
thing  the  House  had  got  before  them  in 
reference  to  the  intentions  of  the  Qovern- 
ment  was  a  Paper,  drawn  up  bj  the  actu- 
aries and  based  upon  speculations  entirely 
gratuitous,  as  far  as  the  Committee  were 
concerned,  on  the  part  of  gentlemen  in  the 
War  Department  and  at  the  Horse  Guards. 
It  was  true  that  some  of  these  gentlemen 
came  before  the  Committee,  and  the  Com- 
mittee had  heard  some  of  these  specula- 
tions ;  but  thej  never  eyen  alluded  to  them  in 
their  Report ;  and  the  Paper  was  perfectly 
useless  so  far  as  the  House  might  want  it. 
He  must  therefore  disregard  it  as  an  au- 
thority in  the  discussion  of  the  question. 
Eyen  according  to  the  view  of  the  parties 
themselyes  the  scheme  was  so  absurd  that 
it  was  impossible  for  reasonable  men  to 
deal  with  it.  He  hoped,  seeing  what  ideas 
were  in  vogue  in  his  office,  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for  War  would 
not  commit  Parliament  and  the  country  to 
any  change  in  the  present  arrangements 
till  next  Session. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON,  in  reply  to 
the  obseryations  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  (General  Dunne),  with  reference 
to  the  reserve  fund,  said,  that  as  the  change 
involved  in  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
was  a  very  important  one  he  thought  the 
best  course  to  adopt,  looking  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  army  was  to  consider  it 
during  the  Recess.  He  had  therefore  ap- 
plied to  the  Treasury  and  had  obtained 
their  sanction  to  deal  with  the  reserve  fund 
exactly  as  heretofore  up  to  the  time  when 
the  Estimates  would  be  introduced  next 
year.  By  that  time  the  Government  would 
have  made  up  their  minds  as  to  the  course 
which  they  would  be  prepared  to  take  in 
reference  to  the  fund.  As  to  the  obserya- 
tions which  had  fallen  from  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers), 
he  could  only  repeat  what  he  had  already 
stated,  that  it  would  be  absolutely  neces- 
sary before  long  to  have  a  new  plan  of  re- 
tirement for  the  non-purchase  corps.  The 
questions  inyolved,  howeyer,  were  very 
complicated  and  difficult,  and  it  was  far 
more  important  that  any  scheme  which 
was  devised  should  be  well  done  than  that 
it  should  be  done  quickly.  He  would  as- 
sure his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Childers)  that  no 
premature  action  would  be  taken  upon  the 
subject  to  which  he  referred,  and  that  no- 
thing would  be  done  without  the  sanction 
of  Parliament.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
be  content  with  his  assurance  that  during 
the  Recess  he  should  give  further  consider- 
Mr.  Chikhn 


ation  to  the  subject.  There  was  in  the 
Vote  they  were  about  to  pass  a  sum  of 
£5,000,  being  the  second  instalment  of 
£10,000  for  the  Engineers  ;  did  the  hon. 
Gentleman  wish  that  that  £5,000  should 
not  be  expended  as  was  intended. 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  That  is  distinctly 
my  wish. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  had 
no  objection  to  accept  the  suggestion. 

Colonel  JBRVIS  said,  he  did  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  understood  the  sub- 
ject. This  £5,000  was  part  of  £10,000 
which  should  have  been  voted  last  year  for 
the  Engineers. 

Mr.  PACK-BERESFORD  trusted  that 
the  Committee  would  not  consent  to  with- 
draw this  £5,000. 

Captain  ARCHDALL  complained  of  the 
consolidation  of  barrack  districts,  thereby 
imposing  additional  duties  on  barrack 
masters  for  which  they  were  inadequately 
paid. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
House  reiumed. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  Tcmorrow,  at 
Two  of  the  o'clock. 

IRELAND— CASE  OF  MIOHAEL 
O'HANLON.— QUESTION. 

Sir  JOHN  GRAY  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Is  it 
the  fact  that  Michael  O'Hanlon,  formerly 
a  resident  in  Belfast,  and  who  has  a  wife 
and  four  children  totally  dependent  for 
their  support  on  his  earnings  as  a  working 
gardener,  had  been  nearly  eighteen  months 
in  prison  ;  and,  if  so,  if  any  reason  can  be 
assigned  for  not  bringing  him  to  trial  or 
admiting  him  to  bail  ? 
,  The  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  that  an  Order 
for  the  discharge  of  Michael  O'Hanlon  was 
made  out  on  the  8th  of  this  month,  and  he 
had  heard  that  morning  that  he  had  been 
discharged  under  that  Order. 

NATURALIZATION  AND  EXPATRUTION. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  there  has  been 
nny  recent  Correspondence  between  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  on  the  question  of 
naturalisation  and  expatriation  ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  is  willing  to  lay  such  Corre- 
spondence upon  the  Table  of  the  Souse  { 
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Lord  STANLEY :  Sir,  the  House  will 
probably  have  seen  io  some  Englieh  news- 
papers the  Despatch  from  the  United 
States'  GoYernment  upon  this  subject,  to 
which  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
refers.  That  Despatch  was  placed  in  my 
hands  a  few  days  ago,  and  it  appears  to 
have  been  made  public  in  America  pre- 
vious to  its  reaching  tbis  country.  Before 
it  came  into  my  hands,  I  had  written  to 
the  British  Minister  at  Washington  upon 
the  subject — «  Despatch  which  must  have 
crossed  that  of  Mr.  Seward  on  its  way  to 
this  country.  In  that  Despatch  I  ex- 
plained the  views  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment upon  the  question  of  naturaliza- 
tion as  it  now  stands.  In  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member's  Question,  I  may  say  that  I 
have  no  objection  to  lay  that  Despatch,  as 
well  as  that  of  Mr.  Seward,  upon  the 
table.  I  may  also  repeat  what  I  have 
already  stated  in  answer  to  a  Question  put 
to  me  in  this  House,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  quite  prepared  to  accept 
in  principle  the  views  of  the  naturalization 
question  for  which  the  United  States'  Go- 
vernment contend,  and  therefore  I  do  not 
apprehend  that  any  misunderstanding  can 
arise  out  of  it.  We  have  declined,  how- 
ever, to  enter  into  any  treaty  upon  the 
subject  just  at  present,  for  two  reasons — 
firstly,  because  some  legal  details  have  to 
be  arranged,  and  are  now  being  considered 
by  the  Commission  appointed  for  that  pur- 
pose ;  and  next  because,  even  if  we  were 
to  act  irrespectively  of  the  Report  of  that 
Commission,  such  a  treaty  would  be  per- 
fectly useless  until  an  Act  of  Parliament  is 
passed  to  bring  it  into  operation.  I  need 
not  say  that  in  the  state  of  Business — not 
only  as  it  is  now  but  as  it  has  been  for  the 
past  month — it  would  have  been  useless  to 
attempt  to  bring  in  so  large  and  important 
a  measure.  If  it  should  be  my  fortune  to 
have  any  share  in  the  Government  next 
year,  I  shall  be  ready  to  introduce  a  Bill 
upon  the  subject  in  the  new  Parliament. 

METROPOLIS— NEW  COURTS  OP  JUS- 
TIC  E.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  Alderman  LAWRENCE  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  Whether  notices  will  be  served 
during  the  autumn  on  the  owners  of  houses 
in  Holywell  Street,  and  also  on  the  owners 
of  houses  in  the  line  of  a  new  street  from 
the  Strand  to  Lincoln's  Inn  Fields,  on 
the  west  side  of  proposed  New  Law 
Courts,  in  order  that  a  Bill  may  be  brought 
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in,  during  the  next' Session  of  Parliamenti 
to  provide  approaches  to  the  site  of  the 
New  Courts  of  Justice  by  the  removal  of 
Holywell  Street  and  the  formation  of  a 
new  street  from  the  Strand  to  Lincoln's 
Inn  Fields  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  Royal  Commissioners  did  not 
recommend  the  removal  of  the  property 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
approaches  to  the  New  Law  Courts.  And, 
however  desirable  it  might  be  that  these 
houses  should  be  removed  for  metropolitan 
improvements.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  no  intention  of  giving  the  notices  with 
a  view  of  bringing  in  a  Bill  for  the  purchase 
of  the  property  next  year. 

IRELAND- 
FENIAN  PRISONERS,  WARREN  ANB 
COSTELLO.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  If 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  take  into 
favourable  consideration  the  question  whe- 
ther the  time  is  arrived  when  the  very 
heavy  sentences  passed  on  Warren  and 
Costello,  the  only  two  persons  of  the  crew 
of  the  Jachnell  who  have  not  been  re- 
leased, may  be  remitted  or  mitigated  ? 

The  Earl  of  MAYO,  in  reply,  said,  he 
was  glad  the  hon.  Member  put  the  Ques- 
tion, because  considerable  misapprehension 
seemed  to  exist  upon  the  subject.  The 
two  prisoners  referred  to  were  convicted 
for  coming  to  Ireland  in  an  armed  vessel, 
and  cruizing  along  the  coast  in  order  to 
raise  an  armed  insurrection  against  the 
Queen,  The  only  evidence  given  against 
them  of  their  proceedings  in  the  United 
States  of  America— was  that  they  were 
members  of  the  Fenian  Brotherhood  pre- 
vious to  the  5th  of  March,  1867,  the  date 
of  overt  acts  connected  with  tho  rising  in 
which  their  brother  conspirators  were 
engaged.  That  evidence  was  necessary  to 
connect  them  with  the  Fenian  society,  and 
in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  Treason 
Felony  Act  that  brought  them  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  this  country,  so  that  in 
reality  their  case  did  not  differ  in  any  con- 
siderable degree  from  those  of  the  great 
mass  of  the  Fenian  prisoners  tried  and 
convicted  in  Ireland.  He  was  afraid  the 
time  was  hardly  yet  come  when  it  would  be 
possible  to  enter  into  anything  like  a 
general  consideration  of  the  sentences 
passed  upon  the  Fenian  prisoners  with  a 
view  either  to  a  commutation  or  a  remission 
2  T 
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of  tbdr  sentences,  and,  therefore,  he  did 
not  see  any  exception  in  the  case  of  these 
tiro  prisoners. 


IRELAND— INEQUALITY   OF  TAXATION 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  O'BEIRNB  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether 
his  attention  has  heen  directed  to  the  in- 
equality of  taxation  hetween  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  shown  by  Return  No.  345» 
printed  hy  Order  of  this  House  on  the 
^2nd  June  last,  by  which  it  appears  that 
the  amount  of  Revenue  for  each  £100  of 
assessed  Property  and  Income  Tax  paid  by 
Great  Britain  in  the  year  1854  was 
£23  18«.  Uid,;  while  that  paid  by  Ire- 
land was  £27  15«.  1  Id,  :  the  amount  paid 
by  Great  Britain  in  1861  was £21  9t.  d^d.; 
that  paid  by  Ireland  was  £29  2«.  Uid.  : 
and  that  paid  by  Great  Britain  in  1866 
was  £17  14«.;  while  that  paid  by  Ireland 
was  £29  10«.  J^d.  per  cent. :  and,  whether 
he  proposes,  during  the  Recess,  to  consider 
this  inequality  of  taxation  with  a  view  to 
its  being  remedied  ? 

Mb.  SGLATER-BOOTH  said,  in  reply, 
that  as  the  Question  affected  the  Treasury, 
perhaps  the  House  would  permit  him 
to  answer  the  hon.  Member's  Question. 
The  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  been  drawn  to  the  Return  lately 
moved  for  by  the  hon.  Member,  and  an 
inquiry  had  been  made  and  was  being  con- 
tinued into  the  causes  which  appeared  to 
shoWi,  on  the  face  of  a  Return  the  hon. 
Member  referred  to  in  his  Question,  what 
was  certainly  not  in  accordance  with  the 
common  impression,  that  the  taxation  of 
Ireland  was  in  a  higher  ratio  than  that  of 
England.  One  cause  probabl?  that  tended 
to  that  was  that  the  basis  of  Schedule  A 
in  Ireland  was  notoriously  lower  than 
the  basis  of  Schedule  A  in  England. 


METROPOLIS— PARK  LANE. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,  Whether 
the  Board  of  Works  are  going  to  pull  down 
the  public  houses  on  the  eastern  side  of 
Park  «^  Lane,  since  the  proposal  to  widen 
the  Lane  through  Hamilton  Place  has  been 
rejected  ? 

Mr.  TITE  said,  in  reply,  that  in  1864 
an  application,  which  was  refused,  waa 
Tho  JSarl  0/ Matfo 


made  to  the  Gofemmeni  to  make  a  com- 
munication through  the  Park.  The  same 
scheme  was  submitted  to  the  Government 
by  Mr.  Snell,  but  with  no  better  success. 
In  1865  the  Board  of  Works  introduced  a 
Bill  to  open  Hamilton  Place ;  but  it  waa 
opposed  by  Mr.  Gore  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  and  after  being  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  it  was  rejected.  In 
1866  the  Board  of  Works  brought  in  a 
Bill  to  open  up  Park  Lane  by  taking  down 
Gloucester  House.  In  1866-7  there  were 
no  means  of  carrying  out  the  improvement 
through  the  Coal  and  Wine  duties,  and  the 
Bills  of  1866  and  1867  had  to  he  withdrawn. 
The  sanction  of  the Goremment having  been 
this  year  obtained  for  the  continuance  of  the 
Coal  and  Wine  duties,  a  Bill  was  brought  in 
but  the  plan  of  taking  do  wn  Gloucester  House 
was  unfortunately  rejected  unanimously  by 
the  Select  Committee.  The  question  was, 
therefore,  still  open,  and  the  possibility  of 
widening  the  other  side  of  Park  Lane  waa 
under  consideration,  and  also  the  suggestion 
of  the  Committee  of  1868.  Not  a  moment 
would  be  lost  in  considering  the  question 
by  the  Board  of  Works,  and  he  hoped 
next  Session  to  be  able  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
by  which  this  desirable  improvement  might 
be  carried  out,  but  certainly  not  by  the 
removal  of  Gloucester  House. 


IMPORTATION    OF  FOREIGN    CATTLE. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  NORWOOD  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  Commercial  Treaty 
between  Sweden  and  this  Country  contains 
the  **  most  favoured  nation  '*  Clause  ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  the  Government  propose  to 
extend  to  cattle  imported  from  Sweden — 
being  a  country  free  from  cattle  plague — 
similar  privileges  to  those  which  have  been 

f  ranted  to  cattle  imported  from  Portugal, 
pain,  and  Normandy  :  whether  it  would 
not  be  in  accordance  with  our  Treaty  en- 
gagements with  Prussia,  which  embrace 
the  "  most  favoured  nation  *'  Clause,  that 
similar  privileges  should  also  be  granted  to 
cattle  imported  from  Schleswig  Holstein, 
in  case  such  province  be  found  to  be  en- 
tirely free  from  cattle  plague  ;  and,  whe- 
ther any  representations  have  been  made 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  reference 
to  the  importation  of  cattle  from  Denmark, 
and  whether  the  Government  declines  to 
remove  the  existing  restrictions  on  the 
importation  of  cattle  from  Denmark.  al« 
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thoagh  thai  eoontrj  Is  and  has  heed  en- 
tirely free  from  cattle  pla^ne  ? 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  in  reply,  that 
the  dofanmercial  treaty  between  Sweden 
and  this  country  did  contain  the  "most 
favoured  nation  "  clause,  but  stipulations 
of  that  kind  had  not  been  held  to  apply, 
and  he  did  not  think  it  reasonable  that 
they  should  be  considered  as  applying  to 
restrictions  temporarily  imposed  for  sani- 
tary porposes  only,  and  not  imposed  with 
a  tiew  of  giving  one  country  a  commercial 
advantage  over  another.  That  also  an- 
swered the  second  part  of  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  which  related  to  our 
treaty  engagements  with  Prussia.  With 
regard  to  the  third  part  of  the  Question, 
many  representations  had  been  addressed 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  on  the  sub- 
ject; but  although  these  representations 
were  addressed  to  the  Foreign  Office  in  the 
first  instance,  it  rested,  not  with  him,  but 
with  the  Council  Office  to  consider  what 
restrictions  should  be  imposed  for  sanitary 
purposes. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  if  the  re- 
strictions were  not  necessary  for  sanitary 
purposes,  he  understood  the  noble  Lord  to 
say  the  "  most  favoured  nation  "  clause 
would  apply.  Therefore,  if  there  was  no 
cattle  plague  in  Sweden  and  Denmark, 
those  countries  had  a  right  to  demand  that 
that  clause  should  be  carried  into  effect. 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  that  that  was  a 
matter  for  argument. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  not  as 
argument,  but  as  a  matter  Of  fact,  he 
wished  to  ask.  If  it  was  true  that  if  there 
was  no  cattle  plague  in  Sweden  and  Den- 
mark, the  ''most  favoured  nation"  clause 
applied  ? 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  put  a  question  on  a  hypothe- 
tical case,  which  he  could  not  answer  on 
an  occasion  of  this  kind,  inasmuch  as  he 
would  have  to  enter  on  a  longer  discussion 
than  the  rules  of  the  House  would  permit 
him.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wished 
to  raise  the  question,  he  had  better  bring 
it  on  in  a  form  in  which  it  might  be  de- 
bated. 

Mr.  NORWOOD  said,  he  wished  to 
ask.  Whether,  as  Denmark  was  free  from 
the  cattle  plague,  the  Government  intend 
to  withdraw  the  restrictions  on  the  impor- 
tation of  cattle  from  that  country  ? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  thfe 
question  was  not  as  to  the  landing  of  cattle, 
since  that  was  permitted,  but  as  to  what 
waa  to  be  done  with  the  cattle  after  they 


were  landed.  Cattle  imported  from  Spain 
were  allowed  to  go  inland;  but  there  were 
reasons  why  the  regulations  passed  respect- 
ing cattle  from  Spain,  Portugal,  Brittany, 
and  Normandy  snould  not  be  applied  to 
Denmark.  The  ships  that  went  to  Spain 
were  engaged  in  the  wine  trade  alone,  and 
did  not  go  to  any  other  country  than  Spain, 
so  that  there  was  no  danger  of  the  cattle 
contracting  any  disease  on  board  those 
ships  ;  but  the  ships  that  went  to  Denmark 
went  also  to  Revel  and  the  Baltic  ports, 
and  cattle  might  very  well  contract  disease 
in  them.  Another  reason  was  that  Spain, 
Portugal,  Brittany,  and  Normandy  reared 
more  cattle  than  they  required  for  their 
own  use,  exportingonly,  but  not  importing; 
BO  that  there  was  no  danger  of  the  cattle 
contracting  disease  before  their  embarka- 
tion ;  but  in  the  case  of  other  countries  this 
did  not  apply.  When  the  hon.  Member 
spoke  of  cattle  being  imported  from  Den- 
mark, he  must  mean  that  they  were  ex- 
ported from  Schleswig  and  Holstein  be- 
cause the  ports  were  in  those  provinces, 
and  cattle  from  Hungary,  Podolia,  Galicia, 
Styria,  and  other  districts  where  the  cattle 
plague  was  indigenous,  were  conveyed  to 
the  ports  of  Schleswig  and  Holstein,  and 
might  be  brought  to  this  country.  For 
those  reasons  it  would  be  imprudent  to  ap- 
ply the  same  regulations  to  the  northern 
ports,  where  the  same  security  against 
cattle  plague  did  not  exist. 

Mr.  NORWOOD  said,  he  had  confined 
his  question  to  Denmark  proper. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said, 
there  was  no  port  of  export  from  Denmark 
proper. 

APPOINTMENTS  IN  THE  CUSTOMS,  4o. 
QUBSnON. 

Mr.  A.  RUSSELL  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether,  considering  the  re- 
cent decision  of  tha  House  to  confer  the 
franchise  on  the  officers  of  the  Customs, 
Inland  Revenue,  and  Post  Office,  he  is  not 
of  opinion  that  Members  of  Parliament 
should  be  precluded  from  making  applica- 
tion in  favour  of  persons  seeking  employ- 
ment in  those  Departments  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  there  was  no  intention  of  legislating 
with  the  view  of  precluding  Members  of 
Parliament  from  making  application  in 
favour  of  persons  seeking  employment  in 
Government  Offices,  because  of  the  recent 
Act  removing  their  disabilUioa^^  t 
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IMPORTATION  OF  FOREIGN  SHEEP. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  GILPIN  laid,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Government  ha? e  any  objection  to  con- 
tinue to  allow  Foreign  Sheep  imported 
into  London  to  be  remoTed  alire  to  popu- 
lous inland  towns  as  at  present,  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Privy  Council ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  there  would  be  any  objection  to 
except  Foreign  Sheep  from  the  operation 
of  the  Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market 
Bill? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  in 
reply,  that  there  was  no  intention  to  pre- 
Yent  foreign  sheep  from  going  into  the 
country,  as  the  Order  in  Council  showed  ; 
but  the  evidence  adduced  against  the  Bill 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Milner  Gibson) — he  referred  especially  to 
that  of  Mr.  Rudkin,  the  Chairman  of  their 
Market  Committee — proved  incontestably 
that  there  was  great  danger  in  the  free 
transit  of  foreign  sheep,  and  induced  the 
Committee,  and  the  Government  also,  to 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  neces- 
sary to  prevent  sheep  from  infected  places 
from  going  into  the  country. 

DISTRIBUTION    OF    TROOPS    IN    THE 
NORTH  OF  IRELAND.— QUESTION. 

Sir  HERVET  BRUCE  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
What  were  the  circumstances  which  in* 
duced  the  Government  to  send  50  men 
and  2  officers  of  the  28th  Regiment  to 
Coleraine  on  July  13th  ? 

The  Earl  of  MATO  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  removal  of  men  to  particular  places 
could  not  be  taken  as  an  indication  that 
any  disturbance  of  the  public  peace  was 
apprehended.  The  fact  was,  that  they 
were  placed  only  in  those  spots  where 
their  services,  if  they  were  required,  would 
be  most  available,  and  the  sending  of  those 
troops  to  Coleraine  was  due  to  this  circum- 
Btance  alone. 

FIRES  FROM  RAILWAY  ENGINES. 
QUE8TI0K. 

Mr.  read  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Yice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  great  and 
increasing  destruction  of  growing  crops 
and  other  property  by  fires  caused  by  sparks 
from  Railway  Engines;  and  why  Railway 
Companies  should  not  be  prohibited  from 


using  Coals  in  Locomotive  Engines  at  least 
till  the  harvest  is  ended  ? 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  received  no  recent 
communication  on  this  subject.  Fires 
were,  no  doubt,  occasionally  caused  bj 
sparks  from  locomotives,  and  in  dry  wea- 
ther, such  as  that  which  now  prevails,  the 
dnnger  was,  of  course,  much  increased. 
Still,  if  negligence  could  be  proved  against 
a  company,  it  was  liable  for  damages.  It 
had  been  suggested  that  wire  caps  should 
be  used  for  the  funnels,  soeh  as  are  seen 
on  Italian  railways  ;  but  these  were  found 
materially  to  impede  the  draught,  and  be- 
sides had  not  proved  effectually  preventive. 
There  was  no  law  prohibiting  the  use  of 
coals,  and  the  Board  of  Trade  was  also 
powerless  in  the  matter  ;  the  objection  to 
the  substitution  of  coko  consisted  in  its 
much  heavier  cost.  Sparks,  like  smoke, 
were  formed  of  particles  of  imperfectly 
consumed  fuel,  and  a  clause  in  the  Railway 
Regulation  Bill  of  this  Session,  which 
provided  for  a  more  perfect  consumption  of 
smoke,  would,  he  hoped,  tend  to  prevent 
the  mischief  of  which  his  hon.  Friend 
complained. 

CATTLE  PLAGUE  COMPENSATION. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  read  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Privy  Council,  If  all 
the  Claims  for  Cattle  Plague  Compensation 
are  settled  ;  and  when  the  final  Report  on 
the  Cattle  Plngue — a  great  portion  of  which 
has  been  in  type  since  May,  1867 — will  be 
in  the  hands  of  Members;  and,  whether  the 
Veterinary  Department  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil Office  is  likely  to  be  permanent  ; 
and,  if  so,  why  Agricultural  Statistics, 
which  cost  last  year  £18,000.  the  Corn 
Averages,  costing  annually  £2,700.  and 
other  Returns  connected  with  Agriculture, 
should  not  be  collected  through  this  Of- 
fice? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU,  in  reply, 
said,  although  there  were  still  thirty-ono 
outstanding  claims  for  compensotion,  the 
delay  was  not  in  the  Council  Office  ;  it 
arose  from  the  difficulty  of  getting  the  ne- 
cessary information  from  the  clerks  of  the 
local  authorities.  The  final  Report  on  the 
Cattle  Plague  was  now  awaiting  only  the 
completion  of  the  medical  Report  and  the 
illustrations.  It  was  true  that  portions  of 
it  were  in  type  in  May,  1867,  but  those 

Portions  consisted  only  of  the  statistics  for 
865  and  1866.    The  Report,  when  com- 
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pleted,  would  contain  a  fall  hiAtory  of  the 
outbreak,  from  its  commencement  to  its 
termination.  It  would  be  in  the  hands  of 
Members  earlj  in  the  Recess.  The  Trea- 
sury has  appointed  a  Commission  to  in- 
quire into  the  desirability  of  making  the 
Yeterinarj  Department  of  the  Privy  Council 
permanent,  and  the  Commission  will  meet 
m  a  few  days.  The  remaining  portion  of 
the  Question  of  the  bon.  Gentleman  be  was 
unable  to  answer. 

POST  I  OFFICE- VANCOUVER'S   ISLAND. 
QUESTION. 

VisoouKT  MILTON  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Ta- 
ble of  the  House,  a  copy  of  the  Despotch  of 
Mr.  Card  well  to  the  Governor  of  Vancou- 
ver's Island,  dated  11th  October,  1865, 
No.  57,  transmitting  Copy  of  Correspond- 
ence with  the  Treasury  and  the  Post  Office 
relating  to  the  postal  communication  be- 
tween that  Colony  and  Great  Britain  ? 

Mr.  ADDERLET  said,  in  reply,  that 
he  could  not  see  the  use  of  giving  to  the 
House  a  despatch  from  a  late  Secretary 
of  State  to  a  late  Governor  of  a  colony 
which  no  longer  existed,  respecting  nego- 
tiations which  had  come  to  an  end.  New 
negotiations  were  now  on  foot,  which  he 
had  recently  stated  to  the  House ;  but,  for 
reasons  he  then  gave,  it  would  not  be  proper 
to  lay  any  Papers  on  the  table  respecting 
them  until  they  had  come  to  a  conclusion. 

TURKEY— EMBASSY  HOUSE  AT 
THE  RAPIA.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the 
Estimate  founded  upon  the  plan  of  Colonel 
Gordon,  which  was  selected  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  for  the  new  Embassy 
House  at  Therapia ;  and  whether  the 
contract  has  been  entered  into  for  the 
erection  of  that  house  ? 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH,  in  reply,  said 
he  was  unable  to  lay  upon  the  table  the 
Estimates  and  plans  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  because,  although  the 
Estimate  would  not  exceed  £10,000,  the 
plan  had  been  materially  altered.  Colonel 
Gordon  had  left  Constantinople,  and  the 
gentleman  now  in  charge  of  the  building 
was  the  British  Consul  at  Constantinople  ; 
he  believed  the  interests  of  economy  would 
be  best  consulted  by  leaving  the  matter  in 
bb  hands.      Everything  h^  been  done  to 


insure  that  the    work  should  be  carried 
out  economically. 

METROPOLITAN  FOREIGN  CATTLE 
MARKET  BILL.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  J.  B.  SMITH  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — 
it  having  been  given  in  evidence  before  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  Metropolitan 
Foreign  Cattle  Market  Bill  that  the  pro- 
visions of  that  measure  would  have  the 
effect  of  considerably  raising  the  Govern- 
ment Contracts  for  the  supply  of  cattle  for 
the  Army  and  Navy,  and  thus  of  increasing 
the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates,  Whether 
there  would  be  any  objection  to  providing 
that  foreign  cattle,  whether  imported  into 
London  or  any  other  port,  may  be  forwarded 
alive,  on  the  same  conditions  as  English 
cattle,  to  Aldershot,  Portsmouth,  and 
Chatham,  and  other  military  and  naval 
establishments,  with  the  sanction  of  the 
Privy  Council  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  thought  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member  rather  tended  to  antici- 
pate the  discussion  which  would  probably 
arise  on  the  first  Order  of  the  Day.  As 
he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  under- 
stood it,  the  evidence  of  the  Government 
contractors  was  that  they  would  be  able 
to  supply  dead  meat  at  Aldershot  cheaper 
than  live  meat.  He  did  not  think  this  waa 
a  conyenient  time  for  discussing  contradic- 
tory opinions  on  the  point. 

IRELAND-- BARRACKS  AT  MULLINGAR. 
QussnoN. 

Mr.  MAGUIRE  said,  iu  the  absence 
of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Captain 
Greville)he  wished  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  If  he  is  aware  that  the 
large  and  commodious  Barracks  at  Mul- 
lingar  have  for  some  time  been  unoccupied 
by  a  Regiment  of  the  Line,  and  that  at  the 
present  moment  there  are  only  two  Com- 
panies quartered  there ;  and  whether, 
considering  the  central  situation  of  Mullin- 
gar  Barracks,  on  a  line  of  Railways  which 
connects  it  with  the  North  and  South,  aa 
well  as  the  East  and  West  of  Ireland,  he 
does  not  think  it  desirable  that  as  large  a 
force  should  be  kept  there  now  as  for- 
merly ? 

The  Earl  of  MATO  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  Irish  Government  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  distribution  of  the  troops  in 
Ireland,  except  in  oases  of  preserving  tha 
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the  Bill  —  that  ^he  effeei  of  the  meaeure 
would  be  to  n^ise  prices  very  much.  Gra- 
ziers certainly  said  that  its  effect  would  be 
to  bring  about  Free  Trade;  but  when  asked 
what  they  meant  by  Free  Trade  they  said 
they  meant  free  competition.  When  the 
inquiry  was  carried  a  little  further  it  ap- 
peared that  they  meant  competition  among 
themselyesy  but  a  keeping  out  of  the 
foreigner.  Within  a  few  months  after  the 
passing  of  this  Bill  the  importation  of 
foreign  cattle  would  come  to  an  end.  In- 
deed»  he  might  refer  to  the  noble  Lord  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  in  support  of 
that  proposition,  for  the  noble  Lord  had 
frequently  avowed  in  that  House  that 
foreign  dealers  would  not  send  their  cattle 
to  this  country  if  the  animals  were  to  be 
slaughtered  at  the  port  of  debarkation. 
But  the  Select  Committee  had  heard  the 
evidence  of  more  practical  men  than  the 
noble  Lord — butchers  and  farmers.  The 
latter  said  that  if  this  Bill  passed  prices 
would  be  improved  ;  and  they  added  that, 
in  their  opinion,  prices  ought  to  be  im- 
proved. The  butchers  stated  that  the 
Bill  would  have  the  effect  of  advancing 
prices  ;  but  their  objection  to  this  was 
thatf  while  prices  would  be  increased  the 
supply  would  be  diminished.  Perhaps  it 
had  been  the  desire  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli)  that  some  of  his 
party  should  be  educated  in  Free  Trade 
principles  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Ashton  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson)  and  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee;  but  he  did  not  think 
anything  had  been  effected  in  that  way  be- 
yond getting  some  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's (Mr.  Disraeli's)  supporters  to  admit 
that  if  you  limited  the  supply  and  increased 
the  demand  you  would  raise  prices.  The  pre* 
tence  for  the  Bill  was  the  rinderpest,  which 
had  visited  this*  country  a  year  or  a  year 
and  a  half  ago  ;  but  it  had  not  been  shown 
that  such  a  measure  was  necessary  for 
keeping  that  disease  out  in  future,  or  that 
it  would  effect  that  object.  Before  the 
Committee,  M.  Eouher,  the  chief  of  the 
Department  in  France  which  had  the 
matter  under  its  charge,  attended  for  the 
purpose  of  explaining  what  arrangements 
were  made  for  preventing  the  ravages  of 
rinderpest  across  the  Channel.  The  posi- 
tion of  France  was  far  less  favourable 
than  ours,  and  yet,  though  they  had  the 
disease  there  eight  or  ten  times,  they  had 
never  found  any  difficulty  in  stamping  il 
out  without  in  any  degree  givmg  up  the 
full  and  free  importation  of  foreign  eattle* 
It  was  very  instructive  to  see  how  thia 

Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


public  peace;  all  ordinary  movements  of 
the  Army  were  directed  by  the  War  Office. 
His  own  opinion,  however,  was  that  there 
was  no  necessity  to  station  troops  at  Mul- 
lingar  in  any  considerable  force. 

METROPOLITAN  FOREIGN  CATTLE  MAR- 
KET {re-comtMUed)  BILL— [Bill   139.] 
{Lord  Robert  MotOagu,  Mr.  Bunt) 

OOMMITTEE.      ADJOITBNEO   DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  De- 
bate on  Amendment  proposed  to  Question 
[26th  June],  ••  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair;"  and  which  Amendment 
was, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '*That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  the  proposal  to  pau  a  permanent  law,  requiring 
that  in  order  to  prevent  the  introduction  of  the 
Cattle  Plague  into  this  Country  from  abroad,  all 
foreign  cattle  and  other  animals  imported  into  the 
Port  of  London  shall  be  landed  at  one  prescribed 
spot,  and  shall  not  be  removed  thenoe  aUve,  ought 
not  to  be  considered  apart  from  the  general  policy 
of  imposing  legal  restrictions  on  the  foreign 
cattle  trade  in  other  ports  of  the  United  King- 
dom,"— {Mr,  Milner  Cnbton.) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
"words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed, 

Mr.  MOFFATT  said,  that  the  questioii 
raised  by  the  Bill  itself  was  one  of  very 
great  importance,  being  nothing  less  than 
this — whether  this  country  should  continue 
the  policy  which  it  had  been  pursuing  for 
twenty  years,  or  whether  it  should  reverse 
that  policy.  Parliam^n^  ba4  now  to  909- 
sider  whether  it  would  revert  to  Protection 
or  persevere  in  the  great  principles  of  Free 
Trade,  which  had  led  to  results  so  bene- 
ficial, not  only  to  this  country,  but  to  all 
the  world.  The  Government  had  intro- 
duced a  Bill  of  a  most  protective  kind — 
and  how  had  it  been  introduced  ?  It  had 
been,  at  least,  as  far  as  regarded  the 
principle  involved  in  it,  smuggled  into  the 
House  in  the  first  instance  ;  but  when  it 
came  before  the  Select  Committee  he  and 
other  hon.  Members  perceived  that  it  was 
a  measure  of  rank  Protection.  Jt  would 
defeat  one  of  the  great  objects  Sir  Robert 
Peel  had  in  view  when  asking  Parliament 
to  adopt  the  principle  of  Free  Trade  in 
cattle  —  namely,  that  of  securing  to  the 
people  of  this  country  meat  at  prices 
within  their  reach.  During  the  investi- 
gation conducted  by  the  Select  Committee 
it  was  admitted  on  all  hands — by  the  ad- 
Tocates  as  well  as  by  the  opponents  of 
The  Earl  0/ Mayo 
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inform»ii(m  wab  reoeived  by  the  ooontry 
Gentlemen  on  the  Committee.  One  would 
hare  thought  thej  i^oald  ha? e  listened  to 
it  with  the  greatest  interest;  but  it  was 
efident  that  M.  Bouher  had  had  in  them 
a  comparatively  unwilling  audience.  In 
France  the  rinderpest  had  been  stamped 
out  with  a  loss  of  600  head,  whereas  it 
cost  us  278,000.  besides  54.000  that  had 
been  slaughtered  on  account  of  the  disease. 
In  Austria,  too,  which  was  the  only  country 
where  rinderpest  still  existed,  the  plague 
was  confined  to  one  or  two  provinces,  and 
surely  the  Government,  before  they  sub- 
jected the  country  toaUxof  £2,000,000, 
or  £3,000,000  in  the  enhanced  price  of  their 
food,  ought  to  have  inquired  how  the  Ger- 
mans contrived  to  restrict  the  maladj 
within  a  few  districts.  Depend  upon  it, 
the  real  rinderpest  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  feared  was  foreign  competition. 
There  was  a  miner  point  on  which  he  de- 
sired information.  Did  the  Government 
intend  to  adhere  to  their  roBolution  to  ad- 
mit cattle  from  Spain,  Portugal,  and 
Brittany  ?  If  they  did,  it  seemed  to  him 
hardly  consistent  with  the  dignity  of  this 
country  to  attempt  thus  to  evade  our  ob- 
ligations muder  **  the  most  favoured  nation" 
claasee  of  our  treaties.  The  only  eOTect 
of  this  Bill  would  be  to  raise  seriously  the 
price  of  meat.  This  would  especially  be 
the  case  in  London,  for  two  reasons — be- 
cause it  would  limit  the  supply,  and  be- 
eause  the  expense  of  the -construction  of 
the  foreign  market  would  fall  upon  the 
metropolis.  It  bad  been  estimated  that 
the  cost  would  be  nearly  £500,000;  and 
it  was  also  believed  that  it  would  be  four 
or  five  years  before  the  market  could  be 
opened;  so  that,  during  all  that  time,  the 
meat  market  would  be  in  a  state  of  con- 
fusion and  uncertainty.  A  rise  of  price  in 
the  article  of  meat  touched  the  comfort  of 
the  people.  In  1866  the  number  of  foreign 
eattle  in  the  metropolitan  market  was 
343,000  head,  and  in  1867  that  number 
was  decreased  by  56,000,  or  nearly  15  per 
eent.  It  was  difficult  to  measure  the 
amount  of  privation  and  suffering  caused 
by  that  diminution.  He  trusted  that  the 
House  would  never  consent  to  inAinge  on 
the  great  polioy  of  Free  Trade,  and  that 
the  fri«nds  of  that  policy  would  by  their 
vigilance  and  perseverance  prevent  the 
adoption  of  auch  a  law  as  the  one  now  pro- 

Sosed.  It  might  appear  to  be  harmless  ; 
at  he  believed  that  it  would  prove,  if  it 
was  passed,  a  most  vicious  and  prejudicial 
piece  of  legislation. 


Sib  J.  CLARKE  JBRVOISE  said, 
that  the  Medical  Officer's  Report  in  1863 
stated  that  the  diseases  which  figured 
behind  the  dead  meat  market  were  various. 
The  more  important  were  contagious  fevers, 
parasitic  diseases  and  typhoid  ;  and  Mr. 
Gamgee  (who  was  admitted  on  all  hands  to 
he  a  great  authority  on  such  subjects) 
stated  it  to  be  his  belief  that  one-fifth  of 
the  mutton,  beef,  veal,  &c.,  sold  in  this 
country  was  considerably  diseased.  He 
also  stated  that  the  epidemic  diseases  were 
entirely  owing  to  the  importation  of  diseased 
meat,  and  that  by  the  adoption  of  more 
strict  precautionary  measures  it  might  be 
greatly  reduced.  It  was  well-known  that 
pleuro-pneumonia  was  one  of  the  most 
fatal  kinds  of  cattle  disease,  yet  up  to  the 
year  1845  it  was  absolutely  unknown  in 
this  country.  The  number  of  cattle  im- 
ported in  1860  was  104,000,  and  three 
times  the  nnmber  imported  died  of  disease. 
He  had  another  duty  to  discharge  in  refer- 
ence  to  this  matter.  In  *'  another  place," 
when  the  cattle  plague  was  under  discus- 
sion, all  sorts  of  threats  and  menaces  wore 
held  out  against  every  magistrate  who 
negleeted  his  duty  by  not  enforcing  these 
Orders.  Now  he  had  often  offended  in  this 
way,  and  as  he  believed  that  these  threats 
were  levelled  at  him,  and  as  he  was  not 
allowed  to  say  what  Orders  he  would  enforce, 
and  what  he  would  not,  he  had  thought  it 
his  duty  to  announce  at  tlie  Quarter  Ses- 
sions that  he  had  made  up  his  mind  to 
retire  from  the  bench.  He  did  not  charge 
the  Government  and  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site with  having  in  view  the  reversal  of 
Free  Trade ;  but  he  most  say  such  was  their 
tendency.  The  Notice  he  had  placed  on 
the  Paper  was  put  there  partly  in  irony. 
It  was  to  this  effect — 

"  That  anj  legal  restrictions  on  the  importation 
of  foreign  oattle  are  premature,  until  tbe  request 
to  the  RaHsian  Government  to  appoint  an  Inter- 
national Commission  to  consider  the  possibilitj 
of  arresting  the  oattle  plague  in  its  place  of  origin, 
the  Steppes  of  Russia,  determined  hj  the  Inter- 
national Congress  held  at  Zurich  in  September 
1867,  to  which  Professor  Simonds  was  delegated 
bj  the  President  of  the  Privy  Council,  shall  have 
reoeived  an  answer." 

The  whole  course  of  the  Privy  Council  had 
been  full  of  mistakes.  First  of  all,  they 
had  the  stories  about  pleuro-pneumonia, 
with  the  loss  of  £6,000,000— an  exagger- 
ated statement.  Then  tliey  sent  out  Mr. 
Simon,  the  Officer  of  Health,  to  the  Conti- 
nent to  trace  out  the  origin  of  the  plague. 
He  went  to  Holland  ;  bat  it  was  not  there. 
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He  went  farther  and  farther  on  with  like 
success,  until  at  last  he  oyertook  it  in 
Galicia,  where  he  found  four  infected  beasts 
that  had  just  come  out  of  the  Steppes. 
But  when  Mr.  Simon  was  asked  whether 
he  went  on  to  the  Steppes,  he  said  "  No, 
for  if  he  had  he  would  not  have  been  al- 
lowed to  come  back  again."  In  fact,  Mr. 
Simon  made  a  joke  of  the  whole  matter. 
Then  came  the  Report  of  the  Commission- 
ers, who  said  that  the  stamping-out  system 
was  only  useful  wheii  there  were  a  few 
cases.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  Calne 
(Mr.  Lowe)  said  that  the  Commissioners 
derifed  all  their  information  from  the  Re- 
port of  the  medical  officers,  which  was  a 
mistake. 

Mb.  BRUCE  said,  that  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was,  that  the 
Commissioners  had  not  consulted  the  medi- 
cal officer. 

Sir  J.  CLARKE  JERVOISE  :  The 
Commissioners  said  in  their  Report  that 
they  depended  upon  the  excellent  judgment, 
information,  and  experience  of  their  medical 
officer,  Mr.  Simon  ;  but  when  Mr.  Simon 
came  to  be  examined  before  a  Committee, 
and  was  asked  what  he  knew  about  the 
cattle  plague,  he  said  he  could  only  speak 
as  one  of  the  party,  and  that  he  knew 
nothing  about  it.  In  September  last,  Mr. 
Simon  was  again  sent  into  Germany,  and 
on  his  return  home  he  reported  that  he  had 
attended  a  Convention  of  scientiGo  men 
from  all  parts  of  the  world — even  Russia 
and  Turkey  being  included.  This  Con- 
vention had  come  to  a  resolution  to  send  to 
the  Emperor  of  Russia  to  request  him  to 
take  steps  for  the  suppression  of  the  cattle 
plague  at  the  place  of  its  origin  on  the 
Steppes.  Being  curious  to  know  the  result 
of  this  deputation,  he  put  a  question  on 
the  subject  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  (Lord  Robert 
Montagu),  but  the  noble  Lord  informed 
him  that  that  subject  was  not  in  his  De* 
partment,  he  ought  to  apply  to  the  Foreign 
Secretary.  He  accordingly  put  the  same 
question  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Foreign 
Secretary  (Lord  Stanley)  and  he  got  from 
him  the  same  answer  as  from  the  noble 
Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council. 
It  was  stated  by  the  officers  of  the  Customs 
that  there  was  not  a  word  of  truth  in  the 
statement  that  the  disease  was  imported 
from  abroad.  It  seemed  to  be  their  opinion 
that  it  was  spontaneous.  It  had  been 
stated,  and  he  believed  with  great  truth, 
that  it  was  the  desire  of  the  Qorernment 
to  shake  off  their  responsibility  in  this 
Sir  J,  Olarki  J§rv<ti%$ 


matter  upon  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  to 
make  this  House  responsible  for  the  acta 
of  the  Privy  Council.  That  Act  was  the 
Contagious  Diseases  Prevention  Act,  which 
was  itself  a  mistake,  because  it  provided 
that  in  the  case  of  cattle  slaughtered  bj 
mistake  compensation  should  be  given  to 
the  owner.  That  appeared  to  him  to  be  a 
bonus  on  fraud  and  ignorance.  Now,  he 
thought  if  there  was  one  thing  in  which 
there  could  be  no  mistake,  it  was  this,  that 
the  cattle  plague  was  capable  of  originating 
spontaneously.  If  it  did  so  in  one  case  it 
might  do  so  in  all,  and  then  down  went  all 
the  Resolutions  of  the  Privy  Council.  It  had 
been  said  that  the  hardships  undergone  by 
the  cattle  in  conveying  food  across  the  Rus- 
sian Steppes  would  be  got  rid  of  by  the  for- 
mation of  railways  now  in  progress,  and  that 
the  diseases  consequent  upon  their  hard- 
ships would  be  prevented.  If  that  were 
so,  Russian  cattle  would  arrive  in  this 
country  in  good  condition.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  hesitate  before  passing  the 
present  Bill. 

Mr.  T.  T.  PAGET  believed  that  this 
question  had  been  introduced  under  the 
shield  of  Protection,  carried  on  by  Protec- 
tion arguments,  and  he  feared  that  it  would 
close  with  the  cry  of  Protection.  He  was 
not,  therefore,  surprised  that  that  cry  had 
been  so  ably  met  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Ashton  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson). 
If  the  arguments  on  the  one  side,  however, 
savoured  too  much  of  Protection  those  on 
the  other  side  savoured  too  much  of  Free 
Trade,  and  to  neither  side  did  he  feel  dis- 
posed to  give  implicit  adherence.  He 
thought,  however,  that  it  was  very  desir- 
able that  a  market  should  be  established 
where  the  butchers  of  Brighton  and  other 
towns  might  enter  into  competition  with 
the  London  butchers,  instead  of  all  the 
foreign  cattle  coming  into  London  being 
at  once  killed  and  consumed  in  the  me- 
tropolis. The  Bill  was,  in  his  opinion,  far 
from  faultless,  but  he  should  certainly  sup- 
port the  going  into  Committee,  in  the  be- 
lief that  the  principle  on  which  it  was 
founded  would  be  of  advantage  to  the 
country. 

Mb.  HADFIELD  said,  the  Bill  was  a 
Tory  important  one,  and  it  was  utterly  im- 
possible to  give  it  the  consideration  it  de- 
served. Where  were  the  Cabinet  Minis- 
ters ?  Was  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  the  only  Member 
of  the  Government  responsible  for  the  Bill  ? 
It  was  most  disrespectful  to  the  House  that 
no  Cabinet  Minister  was  present  at  a  dia- 
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cusfiion  of  Buch  importance.  He  regarded 
freedom  of  trade  as  an  established  principle 
of  legislation,  and  thought  it  out  of  the 
question  to  proceed  with  the  Bill.  There 
was  DO  hope  or  expectation  in  any  quarter 
that  it  would  pass  this  Session.  There 
were  twenty-one  Orders  on  the  Paper,  and 
they  had  hetter  proceed  to  them.  He 
begged  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Mb.  GILPIN  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
(Mr.  JSadfield.) 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  he 
trusted  the  House  would  not  assent  to  an 
adjournment  of  the  debate.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Hadfield)  had  given  no  reason 
why  it  should  be  adjourned.  The  Bill  had 
been  introduced  in  December,  and  it  was 
afterwards  most  carefully  considered  by  a 
Select  Committee.  He  had  yet  to  learn 
that  it  is  the  practice  of  Cabinet  Ministers 
to  speak  at  the  beginuing  of  a  debate.  As 
regarded  the  absence  of  the  Cabinet  Mi- 
nisters at  the  present  moment,  the  hon. 
Member  knew  that  this  was  the  dinner 
hour.  There  was  ample  time  to  pass  this 
Bill,  and  it  was  of  the  utmost  importance 
that  there  should  be  a  decision  of  the  House. 
He  had  placed  the  question  before  the 
House  on  the  ground  of  Free  Trade,  and 
not  of  Protection.  He  believed  the  majo- 
rity of  the  people  of  this  country  to  be  in 
favour  of  the  Bill.  There  was  ample  time 
to  have  passed  it  long  ago  had  it  not  been 
for  the  factious  delays  that  were  offered. 
[•'Oh!"]  It  was  introduced  on  the  5th 
of  December,  read  a  second  time  on  the 
12th  February,  and  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  where  it  was  under  considera- 
tion for  more  than  two  months.  When 
the  Bill  came  down  again  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson)  moved  that 
the  Report  should  be  sent  to  the  Examiner 
of  Standing  Orders,  which  had  no  other 
effect  than  to  lose  more  time.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  attempted  to  over-ride  the 
opinion  of  the  House  by  dodges. 

Mr.  AYRTON  rose  to  Order,  and  said 
that  the  word  *'  dodge ''  ought  not  to  be 
applied  to  any  action  which  a  Member  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  might, 
In  his  duty,  think  proper  to  take. 

Mr.  speaker  thought  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  scarcely  in  Order  in  using  the 
word  "  dodge  "  in  the  remarks  which  he 
bad  made.    He  had  better  confine  himself 


to  the  reasons  against  the  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  he 
did  not  mean  anything  offensive  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  the  contrary. 
What  he  meant  to  convey  was  that  the 
forms  of  the  House  had  been  somewhat 
ingeniously  strained  to  prevent  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill.  He  hoped  the  debate 
would  not  be  adjourned  until  they  had  had 
the  opportunity  of  hearing  the  opinions  of 
the  Cabinet,  and  perhaps  of  the  Prime 
Minister  himself,  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  that  when  this 
Bill  was  under  discussion  on  another  occa- 
sion, he  took  the  liberty  of  pointing  out 
the  position  in  which  they  were  placed, 
and  there  might  be  some  misapprehension 
as  to  his  views.  ["Divide  !'']  We  have 
not  yet  heard  the  opinion  of  one  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  and  the  Treasury  Bench  has 
not  now  a  single  occupant.  Possibly  that 
may  be  taken  as  a  type  of  the  mental  state 
of  the  Government  on  the  subject  of  this 
Bill.  We  have  not  heard  one  Minister  of 
the  Crown.  The  only  Minister  who  was 
brought  before  the  Committee  was  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  he  dis- 
tinctly stated  that  he  was  not  cognisant  of 
the  nature  of  the  Bill.     ["  Divide  ! "] 

Mr.  FRESHFIELD,  as  a  Member  of 
the  Select  Committee,  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  subject,  although,  not  being 
a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  he  did  not  fulfil 
the  condition  laid  down  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  last  addressed  'the 
House  (Mr.  Ayrton).  At  this  time  of  the 
evening,  however,  it  was  somewhat  un- 
reasonable to  expect  the  Members  of  the 
Government  to  be  seated  on  the  Treasury 
Bench.  The  question  placed  before  the 
Select  Committee  was,  whether  this  Bill 
was  a  proper  one,  and  one  which  should 
become  the  law  of  the  country.  He  con- 
fessed that  he  had  had  great  diflSculty  in 
sitting  on  the  same  Committee  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Ash  ton  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson),  for  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  hare  been 
animated  by  two  feelings  —  the  one  an 
insuperable  hatred  to  Protection,  and  the 
other  an  almost  idolatrous  love  of  Free 
Trade.  His  lore,  howeyer,  began  abroad 
and  ended  abroad.  His  love  for  a  foreign 
ox  was  something  touching  ;  his  love  for  a 
foreign  sheep  was  something  beatific  ;  but 
the  centre  of  his  affection  seemed  to  be  in 
a  foreign  goat ;  whether  the  attraction  was 
in  its  horns,  in  its  aroma,  or  in  its  milk, 
in  association  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man's  infantine  dajs,  did  not  appear.  Bat 
of  this  he  (Mr.  Freshfield)  was  quite  sure, 
that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  bad  neither 
Bjmpathy,  affection,  nor  allegiance  with 
the  tjpical  John  Bull  of  our  own  native 
land.  The  object  of  the  Committee  bad 
been  to  determine  whether  the  Bill  was 
calculated  to  meet  the  purpose  of  its 
framers— namely,  to  make  provision  for 
the  streams  of  cattle  which  converged  into 
the  metropolis.  It  was  found  that  the  re- 
strictions with  regard  to  London  amounted 
to  a  cattle  plague  in  themselres,  bj  the 
cordon  which  was  drawn  around  the  me- 
tropolis, and  by  the  edict  that  all  the  cat- 
tle within  that  area  must  net  leave  it  alive, 
the  result  being  scarcity  of  supply  and 
enhanced  cost  to  the  consumer.  It  was 
most  remarkable  that  a  witness  summoned 
to  give  evidence  against  the  Bill,  and  who 
stated  that  be  landed  more  than  half  the 
foreign  cattle  which  came  to  England,  ad- 
mitted that  in  the  interest  of  the  public 
the  measure  was  a  wise  one. 

U&.  MILNEB  GIBSON  :  The  witness 
had  petitioned  against  the  Bill,  and  he  was 
promised  compensation. 

Mb.  freshfield  :  The  agent  had 
prepared  a  yery  general  petition  ;  but  the 
witness  declared  on  his  oath  that  the  form 
of  his  petition  was  a  mistake^  and  that  he 
had  never  any  other  feeling  than  that  the 
measure  was  a  right  and  proper  one.  Could 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  deny  that  ?  This 
evidence,  although  amusing,  was  at  the 
same  time  instructive.  As  to  the  Members 
of  the  Select  Committee  voting  in  small 
majorities,  all  he  (Mr.  Freshfield)  could 
say  was,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  a  man  of  such  astute  mind,  that  it 
was  exceedingly  difficult  for  persons  less 
sophisticated  than  himself  to  understand 
the  mode  in  which  he  conducted  the  case  ; 
and  he  dressed  up  bis  objections  in  so  many 
forms  that  it  was  difficult  to  reoognLee  the 
staple  of  them ;  and  no  kaleidoscope  could 
give  them  more  varied  shape.  As  far, 
howeyer,  as  one  could  ooliect  them,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  main  objections  to 
the  Bill  were  these— First,  he  complained 
that  they  were  legislating  for  contingent 
oies  ;  that  the  cattle  plague  might  have 
existed,  but  that  it  existed  no  longer  ;  and 
that  they  were  imposing  a  heavy  perma- 
nent burden  on  the  country.  That  cer- 
tainly was  rather  an  extraordinary  argu- 
ment to  emanate  from  the  front  Opposition 
Bench,  considering  that  ibe  occupants  of 
that  Benoh  bad  been  endearouring  to  psM 
a  Suspensory  Bill  which  shoj^  have 
Mr.  Fr$9hfiM 


operation  only  in  the  contingency  of  the 
passing  of  another  Bill  which  bad  not  been, 
and  he  trusted  never  would  be,  passed,  for 
the  disestablishment  and  diseodowment  of 
the  Irish  Church.  The  cattle  plague  was 
a  patent  and  disastrous  fact  in  our  annals; 
and  it  was  as  certain  that  it  would  return 
as  that  the  extent  of  the  evil,  when  it 
came,  would  depend  on  the  legislation  of 
Parliament.  Next,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man told  them  that  the  market  would  cost 
£500,000.  But  let  them  look  at  the  other 
side  df  the  aacount.  What  was  the  cost  of 
the  oattle  plague  ?  Since  the  ports  were 
opened  2,000,000  head  of  cattle  had  died, 
at  a  loss  of  not  less  than  £60,000,000. 
Since  the  last  outbreak  of  that  plague  it 
was  computed  that  some  300,000  cattle 
had  died,  causing  a  loss  of  not  less  than 
£9,000,000  sterling.  What  then  was 
£500,000  I  Barely  a  year's  interest  at 
5  per  cent  on  the  loss  they  had  sustained. 
Then  it  was  said  that  the  measure  was  an 
imperfect  one,  and  that  they  were  legis- 
lating for  the  port  of  London  only.  But 
the  case  of  London  was  exceptional ;  the 
mass  of  foreign  cattle  came  there ;  and  if 
foreign  cattle  were  admitted  into  London 
it  was  impossible  but  that  the  oattle  plague 
must  be  bred  there,  and  tlience  dissemi- 
nated over  the  country.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  the  way  to  stop  the  cattle 
plague  was  to  close  the  ports.  Admitting 
that,  still  there  was  nothing  in  the  Bill  to 
prevent  that  course  being  taken  when  ne- 
cessary. The  Bill  was  an  additional  mea- 
sure of  precaution.  It  was  found  that  the 
existing  restrictions  at  the  other  ports  were 
not  sufficient  for  the  metropolis,  and  also 
that  those  restrictions,  as  regarded  the 
metropolis,  became  an  evil  there  and  in- 
volved a  loss  second  only  to  that  caused  by 
the  cattle  plague  itself.  Furthermore,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  this  Bill 
would  introduce  infected  cattle  —  [Mr. 
MuNEB  Gibson  :  Hear,  hear !  ]  —  whereas 
it  was  not  intended  to  make  the  foreign 
cattle  market  a  whit  less  impure  than  the 
Copenhagen  Fields  market.  Our  duty  waa 
to  enforce  all  the  existing  restrictions,  and 
more ;  and  even  to  have  EugUsh  Consuls 
at  the  foreign  ports  to  see  that  no  infected 
cattle  were  exported.  Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  butchers  would 
carry  the  cattle  plague  in  their  boots.  It 
was  true  that  it  had  been  proved  that  the 
disease  was  most  subtle  ;  but  wa3  net  the 
risk  of  the  cattle  plague  being  carried  in 
butebera'  boots  altogether  insignificant  in 
oomparisoD  with  the  danger  of  cattle  beivg 
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altogether  intermixed  i  He  (Mr.  FreBhfielcl) 
woald  eamefttly  reoommend  the  HouBe  to 
proceed  to  pass  the  Bill  this  Session.  It 
would  be  bad  enough  to  commit  it  to  Gen- 
tlemen  opposite  to  carry  out, -and  worse  for 
the  interests  of  the  country,  if  it  was  left  to 
three  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who 
entertained  such  peculiar  opinions  upon 
the  subject. 

M&.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  sorry 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Freshfield) 
had  compelled  him,  contrary  to  his  intention, 
to  take  part  in  the  debate  and  to  make  a 
protest  on  his  own  behalf.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  he  saw  with  great 
concern  the  unanimity  of  counsel  that  pre- 
vailed between  himself  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
and  two  Gentlemen  sitting  on  the  same 
Bench  with  him  ;  and  from  what  he  had 
said  he  was  not  in  the  House  when  he  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  addressed  the  House  on  a  former 
debate  upon  this  Bill;  and  his  silence  almost 
amounted  to  an  admission  of  the  fact. 

Mb.  freshfield  said,  he  was  in  the 
House,  and  heard  the  whole  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech,  and  if  time  had 
permitted  he  should  have  replied  to  it. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  discretion  was  greater 
than  if  he  had  not  heard  it.  On  a  pre- 
vious occasion  h.e  avoided  giving  a  positive 
or  dogmatic  judgment  upon  the  great  ques- 
tion of  Protection  involved  in  this  Bill— 
the  free  or  restricted  supply  of  food — not 
because  he  might  not  have  his  own  pre- 
possessions with  regard  to  it ;  but  because 
he  knew  a  number  of  Gentlemen  on  the 
Committee,  and  others,  who  were  able  to 
give  to  that  evidence  a  degree  of  detailed 
attention  he  had  been  unable  to  give  it, 
that  he  thought  it  but  fair  towards  them 
and  respectful  to  the  House  to  leave  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  to  be  discussed  by 
them.  He,  however,  dwelt  on  matter  en- 
tirely distinct  from  that  conveyed  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ashton 
(Mr.  Milner  Gibson).  Not  that  he  was 
ashamed  of  being  associated  with  him  on 
any  question,  and  more  particularly  that 
of  Free  Trade,  in  which,  for  the  last  twenty- 
five  years,  his  right  hon»  Friend  had  been 
the  standard-bearer  in  what  was  now  ad- 
mitted to  be  the  cause  of  the  nation  against 
not  the  real  but  the  supposed  and  imaginary 
cause  of  the  particular  interest  of  a  par- 
ticular class.  Therefore,  if  he  divided 
himself  on  that  occasion  from  his  right 
hon.  friend  it  was  from  no  reluctance  to 
Btand  in.  the  same  rank  with  him.  On  a 
former  ocoasien  he  dwelt  on  two  points. 


and  he  referred  to  them  now  because  the 
Government  had  not  yet  said  one  word 
upon  a  vital  point  that  must  first  be  dis- 
posed of,  namely — why  they  thought  the 
powers  already  vested  in  the  hands  of  the 
Privy  Council  were  insufficient  for  the 
whole  demands  and  exigencies  that  might 
arise  in  connection  with  the  importation  of 
foreign  cattle  ?  He  should  have  been  glad 
to  have  beard  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dover's  remarks  upon  that  point. 
They  had  had  retrospective  complaints  of 
the  conduct  of  the  Privy  Council  in  former 
times  ;  but  it  was  not  a  question  of  what 
the  Privy  Council,  under  other  auspices, 
might  have  done  in  former  times.  They 
had  now  a  Privy  Council  in  which  they  re- 
posed  confidence,  and  it  became  them  to 
show  cause  for  departing  from  that  system 
which  Parliament  had  deliberately  adopted 
— the  system  of  trusting  to  that  elastio 
power  which  was  lodged  in  the  hands  of 
the  Executive  Government,  and  of  persona 
capable,  if  they  went  astray,  of  being  im- 
mediately called  to.  account,  and  set  right 
by  Parliament.  There  had  been  no  attempt 
to  show  any  cause  for  the  departure  from 
that  elastic  system,  and  for  the  attempt  to 
substitute  at  the  point,  where  it  should  best 
be  substituted,  a  rigid  system  of  law,  which 
it  would  be  difficult  to  revoke  when  once 
adopted,  and  involving  at  the  outset  great 
pecuniary  liability.  That  subject  had  re- 
ceived no  consideration  whatever  in  any  of 
the  speeches  of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill, 
and  certainly  it  had  not  received  considera- 
tion in  the  detailed  address  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee 
of  Privy  Council  (Lord  Robert  Montagu), 
and  therefore  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  com- 
mended it  to  the  consideration  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dover.  Another 
point  which  he  considered  more  vital,  and 
which  must  be  explained  by  the  Govern- 
ment before  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair, 
was  the  finance  of  the  market.  Not  a 
word  had  as  yet  been  said  about  it.  He 
had  never  known,  in  the  course  of  a  long 
experienoe  and  dose  observation,  when  the 
Government  of  the  day  had  brought  for- 
ward a  plan  involving  a  large  financial 
liability,  when  it  was  not  made  a  capital 
and  primary  point — 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  roee  to  Cider. 
He  understood  that  when  his  noble  Friend 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  was 
making  objections  he  was  stopped  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Chair  on  the 
ground  that  he  had  already  Bpoken  ou  the 
merits  of  the  Bill,  and  that  it  wm  not  eom- 
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petent  to  him,  on  the  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
menty  to  re-open  the  main  quoBtion  and 
principles  of  the  Bill,  and  he  wished  now 
to  know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  in  Order  in  repeating  on  the  same 
Motion  the  observations  made  by  him  on 
a  former  occasion  respecting  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  what  he  wished 
to  point  out  was  that  his  obserfations  were 
simply  a  direct,  unequifooal,  and  neces- 
sary reply  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dover  (Mr.  Freshfield);  and  why,  he 
asked,  did  not  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  John 
Manners]  rise  during  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dover  when 
he  was  pointing  out  what  a  subtle  disease 
the  cattle  plague  was,  and  call  him  to 
Order  t  That  had  no  immediate  connec- 
tion with  the  question  of  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate,  but  the  merits  of  the  Bill. 
He  had  no  wish  to  stand  in  the  way  and, 
as  it  was  certain  that  this  was  a  subject 
that  must  be  fully  discussed  before  going 
into  Committee,  he  withdrew  from  making 
any  further  comment .  on  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  speech. 

Colonel  STKES  said,  that  this  was 
unquestionahly  a  Protection  Bill.  It  was 
a  Bill  for  protecting  the  public  against 
eating  diseased  meat,  and  therefore,  in 
the  interests  of  the  community,  he  should 
support  it. 

Mr.  FORDTCE  said,  that  the  farmers 
of  Aberdeenshire  had  a  great  interest  in 
preventing  the  introduction  of  the  disease 
in  cattle.  Aberdeenshire  was  the  largest 
cattle  breeding  county  in  Scotland,  sending 
to  London  about  90,000  head  of  cattle, 
alive  or  dead,  per  annum.  His  constituents 
took  a  very  simple  view  of  this  Bill.  They 
said  they  were  entitled,  as  a  matter  of 
police  regulation,  to  precautions  heing 
adopted  for  keeping  diseased  cattle  out  of 
the  country.  Under  a  system  of  free  and 
unrestricted  importation  one  disease  after 
another  had  been  imported  into  this  coun- 
try. The  cattle  plague  prevailed  in  Aber- 
deenshire, and  the  only  successful  measure 
was  to  isolate  the  county.  What  his  consti- 
tuents asked  was,  that  the  same  plan  should 
be  applied  to  the  whole  country  as  far  as 
practicable,  and  this  object,  so  qualified, 
was  carried  out  by  the  Bill.  If  the  system 
foreshadowed  in  the  Bill  were  carried  out 
the  result  would  be  the  establishment  of 
dead  meat  markets  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  all  large  towns.  It  was  not  protection 
against  foreign  meat  that  his  constituents 
wanted,  but  protection  against  disease. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  said,  *'  Where  is  the  ne- 
Zord  John  Manmn 


cessity  for  such  a  Bill  ?  There  is  no  cattle 
plague  at  present."  But  if  they  had,  like 
some  of  the  farmers  of  Aberdeenshire,  lost 
nine- tenths  of  their  cattle  by  the  rinder- 
pest, and  had  found  their  present  stock 
depreciated  in  value  by  £2  per  head,  they 
would  hold  very  different  language.  Some- 
thing mutt  be  done  to  establish  dead  meat 
markets  in  all  large  towns,  and  he  regretted 
the  Select  Committee  did  not  examine  the 
gentlemen  who  came  from  Aberdeenshire 
to  represent  the  views  of  the  farmers  of 
that  locality,  who  would  have  shown  that 
it  was  possible  to  supply  London  with  dead 
meat  from  Aberdeenshire.  There  was  a 
strong  feeling  among  the  agriculturists  of 
Scotland  in  favour  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  GILPIN  said,  he  was  in  favour  of 
the  adjournment,  thinking  that  the  House 
was  not  at  present  in  a  position  to  come 
to  a  conclusion  on  this  important  subject, 
and  he  doubted  whether  it  would  be  so 
during  the  present  Session.  It  was  no 
doubt  the  interest  of  the  farmers  of  Aber- 
deenshire to  obtain  the  highest  price  for 
their  beasts,  and  it  was  equally  the  interest 
of  the  shoemakers  of  Northampton  and 
others  to  get  meat  as  cheap  as  possible. 
The  Privy  Council  possessed  sufficient 
powers  for  preventing  the  transfer  of  cattle 
throughout  the  country.  He  objected  to 
the  Bill  as  a  return  to  Protection,  and  the 
arguments  employed  to  show  that  the  agri- 
culturists needed  protection  from  foreign 
cattle  reminded  him  of  those  formerly 
used  in  support  of  protection  from  foreign 
corn. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE,  as  an  unrepentont 
Protectionist,  thought  the  proceedings  of 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
were  calculated  to  further  what  he  desired 
— namely,  the  modification  of  the  present 
system  of  Free  Trade  in  corn.  They  claimed 
a  right  to  import  disease  [*'  No !  "]  unre- 
stricted, except  by  Orders  in  Council.  They 
might  cry  **  No  !  "  but  that  was  really  the 
meaning  of  the  Opposition.  Now,  he  had 
the  same  objection  to  that  elastic  system, 
so  much  admired  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  South  Lancashire,  that  bis  forefathers 
bad  to  ship-money. 

Mr.  MILNEB  GIBSON  said,  it  did 
not  seem  a  very  satisfactory  course  to  adopt 
to  move  the  adjournment  at  that  hour ;  but 
there  were  circumstances  which  sometimes 
rendered  it  necessary  to  take  an  excep- 
tional course.  The  subject  now  under  de- 
bate bad  been  before  the  House  for  three 
nights  ;  it  was  a  measure  of  great  import- 
ance, inasmuch  as  it  affected  the  food 
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supply  of  the  metropolis ;  and  jet  the 
Ministers  of  the  Crown  had  not  seen  fit  to 
express  their  own  opinion  upon  it.  It  was 
proposed  by  this  Bill  to  exclude  all  foreign 
living  cattle  from  this  country,  and  to  enact 
that  all  snch  upon  their  arrival  should  be 
slaughtered,  whether  they  were  healthy  or 
unhealthy.  He  himself  was  an  advocate 
for  prohibiting  the  importation  of  cattle 
from  unhealthy  and  affected  countries  ;  but 
he  was  in  favour  of  admitting  healthy  cattle 
which  could  be  brought  into  this  country 
without  danger.  He  supported  the  Motion 
for  the  Adjournment  upon  this  ground,  that 
no  Cabinet  Minister  had  thought  it  worth 
lib  while  to  condescend  even  to  listen  to 
the  debate — much  less  to  speak— in  it. 
Upon  one  occasion  the  Qovernment,  through 
their  organ  in  that  House,  represented  this 
measure  as  a  gigantic  scheme  of  Protec- 
tion. He  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson)  had  been 
charged  with  faction,  and  with  using 
dodges  ;  but  he  denied  both.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the  Privy 
Council  made  a  speech  recently,  in  which 
he  said — 

"  How  are  we  to  feed  the  poor  ?  There  are 
some  diiBoultiei  in  dealing  with  the  subject,  but 
the  greatest  of  all  ii  the  feeding  of  the  poor.  If 
the  beaata  are  killed  at  Harwioh  onlj  the  best 
joints  would  be  sent  up  to  London,  for  it  would 
not  paj  to  send  up  the  others.  But  the  working 
classes  do  not  live  upon  the  best  joints,  but  upon 
shins  of  beef;  not  upon  Southdowns,  but  upon 
Merino  sheep  ;  not  upon  joints,  but  upon  offikl ; 
and  that  of&l  will  never  be  brought  to  London 
if  the  animals  are  slaughtered  at  their  places  oi 
landing." 

Those  were  the  words  of  the  Qovemment. 
When,  therefore,  they  had  such  a  remark- 
able change  of  opinion — when  they  found 
Ministers  violating  their  own  opinions  so 
recently  expressed,  they  were  entitled  to 
learn  from  those  Cabinet  Ministers  what 
was  the  fresh  evidence  which  had  induced 
that  change  of  sentiment,  and  what  were 
the  excuses  for  thus  placing  restrictions 
upon  the  food  of  the  people.  He  was  told 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli) 
bad  excited  the  suspicions  of  a  certain  num- 
ber 6f  the  country  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  on  account  of  his  insincerity. 
Amongst  these  a  round  robin  had  been  got 
np — a  threatening  communication  —  and 
presented  to  the  Premier,  striving  to  coerce 
him  into  carrying  this  Bill.  The  Prime 
Minister  had  evidently  departed  from  all 
his  arrangements  with  regard  to  the  Public 
Business.  He  said  some  time  ago  that  the 
Bribery  and  the  Supplementary  lUform  Bills 
were  to  take  the  precedence;  bat  in  came 


this  threatening  letter  from  the  country  Gen- 
tlemen, and  this  Cattle  Market  Bill  was 
thrust  in  between.  They  were  surely  en- 
titled to  hear  the  opinion  of  Ministers  them- 
selves on  the  subject.  He  should  vote  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate,  because  he  had 
heard  no  explanation  from  any  Member  of 
the  Cabinet,  and  because  he  believed  the 
House  was  being  treated  with  disrespect. 
They  had  been  called  down  at  great  incon- 
venience to  two  Forenoon  Sittings  in  order 
to  debate  the  Bill,  and  not  a  single  Member 
of  the  Government  had  deemed  it  worth 
while  even  to  peep  in  and  see  what  they 
were  doing.  He  should  like  to  know  what 
were  the  public  objects  which  the  Govern- 
ment wished  to  accomplish.  If  he  received 
no  clear  and  satisfactory  information  with 
respect  to  the  Ministerial  policy  he  should 
support  the  Motion  for  adjournment. 

Colonel  JERVIS  said,  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson)  would  have  taken 
a  wider  and  a  broader  view  of  this  matter 
than  he  had  done.  No  Member  of  the 
House  knew  better  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  large  slaughter  in 
Holland  of  cattle  which  took  place  during 
the  cattle  plague  had  had  the  effect  of 
greatly  reducing  the  price  of  meat.  Dutch 
beef  was  sold  in  the  London  market  at  Q\d. 
per  pound,  whilst  English  beef  sold  at  lOo?. 
and  lid.  Quantities  of  dead  meat,  amount- 
ing to  as  much  as  18,000  tons,  during  the 
half  year,  had  been  shipped  to  the  metro- 
polis by  the  Great  Eastern  Railway.  If 
that  could  be  done  in  Holland  they  might 
expect  still  more  favourable  results  if 
the  cattle  coming  from  all  countries  were 
compelled  to  be  slaughtered  at  the  port  of 
debarkation.  The  Bill  now  under  discus- 
sion was  loudly  and  urgently  demanded. 
The  importation  of  cattle  into  London  from 
other  parts  of  England  had  almost  been 
stopped  by  the  cattle  plague,  and  some 
such  measure  as  the  one  before  the  House 
was  required  to  revive  the  home. trade.  He 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the  sole 
opposition  to  this  Bill  was  simply  to  defend 
the  interests  of  some  twenty  cattle  sales- 
men in  London.  No  man  knew  that  better 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  the  Member 
for  Ashton-under-Lyne.  The  first  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill  rose  from  the  Thames  Haven 
Company.  Three  cattle  salesman,  one  dead 
meat  salesman,  and  the  Tilbury  line  were 
at  the  bottom  of  the  whole  of  it.  The 
twenty  people  to  whom  he  had  referred  had 
set  the  whole  of  the  Opposition  going  for 
the  last  eighteen  months.   The  Veterinary 
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DepaHment  of  the  Bbard  of  Trttdd  had  been 
unaoubtedly  also  opposed  to  the  Bill ;  but 
that  was  because  they  were  afraid  of  being 
abolished  should  the  new  law  come  into 
operation.  He  was  not  surprised,  there* 
fore,  that  that  Department  should  receife 
the  support  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Ashton,  who  was  formerly  connected  with 
that  Department.  The  real  question  to  be 
decided,  however,  was  whether  they  were 
or  were  not  to  pass  the  Bill.  His  own 
opinion  was  that  no  Qovernment  in  the 
position  of  the  present  could  possibly  pro- 
rogue Parliament  without  passing  the  mea- 
surOi  more  especially  as  not  a  single  argu- 
ment had  really  been  advanced  against  it. 
He  maintained  that  no  class  interest  what- 
ever would  be  injured  by  it ;  on  the  con- 
trary, they  would  all  be  benefited,  and 
moreover  the  whole  country  was  in  favour 
of  the  Bill.  The  slaughtering  of  the  cattle 
at  the  landing  place  would  have  the  ulti- 
mate effect  of  relieving  Newgate  Market  of 
the  great  pressure  and  inconvenience  which 
at  present  prevailed  there.  District  but- 
chers who  sent  their  carts  there  as  early  as 
three  or  four  o'clock  in  the  morning,  had 
often  to  keep  them  waiting  till  nine  o'clock 
under  a  broiling  sun  before  they  could  get 
their  meat  conveyed  away.  That,  of  course, 
tended  very  considerably  to  deteriorate  the 
qualitv  of  the  beef,  ne  wanted  to  know 
why  that  which  had  been  done  by  Govern- 
ments who  were  most  careful  not  to  allow 
their  people  to  be  in  want  of  food  should 
not  be  done  by  us  ?  The  French  Govern- 
ment could  not  allow  their  people  to  grumble 
for  want  of  food,  and  they  had  established 
this  system.  He  hoped  that  the  next  time 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposed  the  Bill 
he  would  do  bo,  not  for  the  mere  fun  of 
putting  a  stop  to  it,  but  would  make  use  of 
sound  arguments  which  might  go  forth  to 
the  country. 

Mb.  J.  B.  SMITH  supported  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Hadfield)  for  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate. He  wanted  to  know  what  they  were 
to  think  of  the  huge  trades  union  formed 
in  that  House  for  the  purpose  of  raising 
the  price  of  the  food  of  the  people.  [*'*  Oh, 
oh  !  ]  What  had  they  seen  in  the  House 
this  evening  but  a  trades  union,  pursuing 
the  same  course  as  the  trades  unions  they 
had  all  heard  so  much  of.  [«0h !"]  They 
had  heard  that  hon.  Members  were  en- 
gaged in  preparing  a  missive  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli)  ;  in  fact, 
that  they  were  preparing  to  *'  ratten  "  him 
unless  he  conformed  to  their  wishes.  Under 
Colonel  Jervie  ' 


such  circamstanees  hd  appealed  to  the 
House  whether  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Robert  Montagu)— and,  by-the-by, 
the  Treasury  Bench  was  entirely  empty  at 
the  time  — ^  was  justified  with  charging 
Members  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side 
with  faction  ?  He  maintained  that  they 
were  perfectly  justified  in  the  course  they 
had  taken. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  I  rise,  Sir,  to  speak 
on  the  question  of  adjournment,  and  I 
mast  say  I  very  much  regret  to  have  heard 
that  such  a  Motion  was  made.  It  seems 
to  me  to  be  a  most  unusual  course  to  adopt 
on  such  an  occasion.  The  observations 
that  no  Ministers  were  present  on  this 
Bench  at  eight  o'clock,  if  accurate,  have 
not  been  made  in  that  spirit  of  courtesy 
which  generally  pervades  our  debates.  Nor 
is  it  trUe,  I  think,  that  there  has  been  an 
absence  of  Ministers  of  the  Crown  gene- 
rally during  this  debate.  There  have  been 
two  long  Morning  Sittings.  I  have  been 
present  at  them,  and  I  have  been  in  my 
place  the  whole  of  this  day.  It  is  not 
customary  to  make  such  remarks ;  it  would 
be  inconvenient  for  both  sides,  and  I  think 
it  is  solircely  justified.  It  appears  to  me 
that  it  is  desirable  that  the  House  should 
come  to  a  division  ;  not,  however,  upon 
the  question  of  adjournment,  but  on  the 
merits  of  the  case.  If  the  House  wishes 
that  the  debate  should  be  prolonged,  I  am 
perfectly  ready  to  take  part  in  it,  and  there 
are  others  of  my  Colleagues  who  are  pre- 
pared to  do  the  same.  I  think  that,  under 
these  circumstances,  if  the  House  comes 
to  a  division  upon  the  question  of  the  ad- 
journment we  shall  be  liable  to  great  mis- 
representation, and  there  will  be  some 
ground  for  the  insinuations  which  have 
been  thrown  out  that  there  is  a  desire  on 
the  part  of  a  portion  of  the  Members  of 
this  JSouse  not  to  meet  the  question  with 
that  fairness  whi6h  is  desirable.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  has  made  an  inquiry  which, 
though  I  am  speaking  on  the  question  of 
adjournment,  I  would  wish  to  answer.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  he  is  anxious 
to  know  why  we  did  not  meet  the  neces- 
sities of  the  case  by  Orders  in  Council  in- 
stead of  this  Bill.  I  quite  admit  that  that 
is  a  very  fair  inquiry,  and  one  which  I 
think  would  occur  to  any  one  who  gives  a 
candid  consideration  to  this  question.  But 
the  real  cause  for  the  introduction  of  this 
measure  was  that  Orders  in  Council  did 
not  meet  the  necessities  of  the  case.  We 
are  obliged  to  have  recourse^  statatory 
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regulations,  beeaose  we  eannoi  by  OrderB 
in  Council  meet  the  neoessitfeB  of  the  case. 
There  is  a  clause  in  the  Bill  of  last  year 
which  provides  that  the  Council  shall  have 
powers  to  establish  a  special  market  for 
foreign  cattle.  At  the  time  the  Bill  was 
under  discussion  I  remember  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Ayrton)  proposed  that  this  provision 
should  be  compulsory,  not  only  on  the  local 
authorities,  but  on  the  Privy  Council.  That 
was  opposed,  because  it  is  not  expedient 
that  compulsory  powers  should  be  given 
unless  they  are  absolutely  necessary,  and 
under  the  Bill  we  had  the  power  of  estab- 
lishing a  market  for  foreign  meat  in  every 
town,  and  also  of  purchasing  land  for  that 
purpose.  Well,  we  have  succeeded  with 
these  powers  in  every  town  except  London; 
but  when  we  attempted  to  carry  that  legis- 
lation into  effect  in  London  we  utterly 
fkkiled.  We  found  that  we  could  not  deal 
with  the  local  authorities  and  with  those 
whose  concurrence  was  necessary  in  order 
to  effect  what  we  desired.  There  was  no 
redress  for  us,  therefore,  and  no  means  by 
which  to  overcome  the  difficulty  unless  by 
coming  to  this  House  and  asking  for  legis- 
lation. That  is  my  answer  to  the  inquiry 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  do  not 
want,  though  I  am  prepared  on  a  fitting 
occasion,  to  go  into  a  discussion  on  the 
general  policy  involved  in  the  Bill.  All  I 
wish  now  is  to  impress  on  the  House  the 
extreme  inexpediency  of  our  going  to  a 
division  on  a  question  which  does  not  in- 
volve any  expression  of  opinion  as  to  the 
policy  of  the  Bill.  That  appears  to  me 
highly  undesirable,  and  I  trust,  therefore, 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman,  on  reflection,  will 
feel  that  the  best  course  is  to  withdraw 
the  Motion  for  adjournment,  and  let  us 
proceed  with  the  discussion. 

Mb.  HADFIELD  said,  he  should  be 
sorry  to  interrupt  in  any  way  the  course 
of  Business,  and  would  therefore  withdraw 
the  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leare,  mthdraum. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  proposdi  to  be  left  ont  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Mr.  JACOB  BRIGHT  said,  he  con- 
sidered the  House  had  a  very  important 
duty  to  discharge  in  deciding  upon  the 
present  question,  affecting  as  it  did  the 
supply  of  food  to  the  people.  The  question 
assumed  increased  importance  when  they 
considered  the  character  of  the  country, 
whiob,  with  perhaps  one  oxception,  was 


more  thickly  peopled  than  any  other  In 
Europe,  and  which,  without  any  exception, 
was  the  country  in  all  the  world  which  was 
most  dependent  upon  the  importation  of 
food.  He  was  not,  as  was  well  known,  a 
metropolitan  Member;  but  the  constituency 
he  represented  was  as  much  interested  in 
the  Bill  as  the  metropolis  itself.  If,  as  was 
generally  supposed,  the  restrictions  which 
this  Bill  would  impose  would  limit  the  im- 
portation of  cattle  into  the  metropolis,  the 
metropolis  must  necessarily  make  up  its 
supplies  of  food  by  competing  with  the  rest 
of  the  country,  and  therefore  the  price  of 
meat  to  the  rest  of  the  country  would  be 
enhanced.  But  if  there  was  any  necessity 
to  pass  this  Bill  for  the  metropolis,  there 
was  undoubtedly  a  necessity  to  pass  it  for 
the  whole  country.  And  if  the  argument 
was  not  strong  enough  to  extend  the  Bill 
to  the  whole  country,  then  undoubtedly  the 
Bill  itself  had  no  legs  to  stand  upon.  This 
was,  of  course,  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeenshire 
(Mr.  Fordyce)  had  very  candidly  told 
them  it  was  a  foreshadowing  of  what 
would  come  upon  the  country.  Many 
things  had  been  said  in  the  course  of  that 
debate ;  and,  ffenerally,  what  one  side  of 
the  House  had  asserted  the  other  side  had 
contradicted ;  but  there  was  one  point  on 
which  all  were  agreed.  It  was  admitted 
that,  for  a  temporary  evil,  they  were  about 
to  impose  permanent  restrictions,  and  it 
was  admitted  and  understood  that  those 
permanent  restrictions  would  limit  the  im- 
portation of  cattle.  ["No!"]  Well,  then, 
there  were  some  exceptions,  and  they  were 
not  universally  agreed  upon  that  point ; 
but  it  was  enough  for  him  that  the  Govern- 
ment admitted  it,  and  that  it  was  believed 
to  a  very  great  extent  on  that  side  of  the 
House.  The  Government  admitted  it ;  for 
the  noble  Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council,  in  the  very  long  speech  he  de- 
livered in  introducing  the  Bill,  began,  by 
telling  them  that  they  had  a  choice  of  evils. 
If  BO,  then  undoubtedly  there  must  be  some 
evil  in  the  restrictions  proposed.  If  it  were 
the  fact  that  they  were  goinff  to  limit  the 
importation  of  food,  and  therefore  that 
they  were  about  to  increase  permanently 
the  price  of  meat  throughout  the  country, 
he  called  that  a  most  startling  proposition. 
Hardly  more  than  a  week  ago  many  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  met  together,  in  a 
place  not  far  from  that  spot,  to  keep  alive 
the  memory  of  a  great  statesman  (Mr. 
Cobden)  and  to  advocate  his  opinions.  The 
right  hon.  Member   for  Wolverhampton 
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(Mr.  Yilliers)  pretided  on  that  oeoftsion, 
and  his  ofttne  was  as  much  associated  with 
Free  Trade  as  that  of  any  man  in  the  coun- 
try. In  the  face  of  associations  like  these, 
there  appeared  to  him  to  be  something 
unreal  in  the  business  they  were  now  upon, 
and  he  could  not  wonder  at  the  suspicion 
expressed  by  many  Members,  especially  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Ashton  (Mr. 
Milner  Gibson).  He  doubted  whether  the 
Gofernment  was  serious  in  the  matter  ; 
certainly  the  Bill  had  not  been  introduced 
by  the  most  serious  Member  of  the  Go- 
yernment.  It  had  been  supposed  by  high 
authorities  that  this  measure  was  really 
introduced  for  electioneering  purposes.  It 
was  believed  that  the  Government  had 
treated  very  badly  the  great  party  behind 
it,  and  that  they  had  no  real  desire  to 
pass  the  Bill ;  that  the  party  behind  them 
were  pressing  the  Government,  and  that 
the  Government  was  not  free  to  act  as  it 
desired  in  this  matter.  Undoubtedly  there 
was  great  mystery  and  perplexity  about 
this  question,  and  the  measure  was  not 
supported  as  one  of  that  great  import- 
ance ought  to  be.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  said  they  had 
to  consider  whether  they  would  put  up  with 
this  evil  of  restriction  in  order  to  avoid  a 
possible  recurrence  of  the  cattle  plague  in 
this  country,  and  that  upon  the  answer  to 
that  question  depended  the  fate  of  the 
Bill.  Although  the  noble  Lord  had  dis-. 
cussed  every  mortal  thing  in  connection 
with  it  for  upwards  of  two  hours,  he  did 
not  discuss  the  question  he  had  himself 
put.  Was  it  remembered  that  it  was  100 
years  since  this  country  had  been  afflicted 
with  the  cattle  plague?  For  a  quarter 
of  a  century  at  least  the  importation  of 
cattle  had  been  unrestricted,  yet  we  had 
been  free  until  recently  from  the  cattle 
plague.  According  to  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Committee,  it  was  fifty  years 
since  France  had  been  afflicted  with  the 
cattle  plague.  He  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  a  period  equally  long  must  elapse 
before  this  country  was  again  visited  by 
it,  but  we  could  only  judge  of  the  future 
by  our  knowledge  of  the  past.  If  the 
question  were  put  to  the  French  whether 
they  would  submit  to  such  restrictions  in 
order  to  ensure  themselves  against  the 
recurrence  of  the  plague,  he  was  confident 
their  answer  would  be  that  the  proposal 
was  a  monstrous  one.  For  J&200  or 
£300  the  French  Government  had  stamped 
out  the  cattle  plague,  and  at  the  present 
moment  they  imported  from  every  country, 
Mr.  Jacob  BrigM 


taking  no  precautions  beyond  inspecting 
the  cattle  at  the  frontier  and  at  the  port 
of  Marseilles.  He  would  say,  if  the  Privy 
Council  had  not  the  authority  which  the 
French  Government  had  in  the  matter, 
let  it  be  armed  with  that  authority  ;  but 
he  was  told  that  they  had  power  abso- 
lutely to  prohibit  the  importation  of  cattle, 
if  they  could  make  out  a  case  justifying 
such  a  measure.  Let  the  House  consider 
that  the  eviU  of  restriction  already  expe- 
rienced at  the  outports  would  be  visited 
upon  the  metropolis.  How  great  the  evil 
was  might  appear  from  the  experience  of 
Hull,  where  the  importation  of  foreign 
cattle  had  dwindled  down  from  35,000,  at 
which  it  stood  three  years  back,  to  some- 
thing like  1,300.  That  was  the  evil  they 
had  to  anticipate  in  order  to  avoid  a  pos- 
sible cattle  plague.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Mr.  Horsfall),  whose  absence 
from  the  House  on  that  occasion  he  re- 
gretted, had  successfully  warded  off  (he 
attempt  made  to  impose  those  restric- 
tions upon  the  great  port  he  represented, 
but  what  that  port,  through  its  Con- 
servative Member,  had  repudiated,  the  Go- 
vernment were  now  about  to  saddle  on 
the  much  larger  area  of  the  port  of 
London.  The  noble  Lord  the  Vice-Pre- 
sident of  the  Council  enlarged  on  the  great 
difficulty  of  guarding  this  area,  from  its 
irregularity  and  extent;  but  in  the  face 
of  that  difficulty,  and  in  the  face  of  the 
fact  of  the  introduction  of  foreign  sheep, 
the  cattle  plague  had  disappeared  from  the 
country.  The  barrier  had  been  thrown 
down  in  the  case  of  France,  and  he  could 
not  conceive  why  it  should  be  allowed  to 
exist  here.  If  that  House  had  been  assem- 
bled to  discuss  the  question  how  more  meat 
could  be  supplied  to  this  country,  it  might 
have  been  a  futile  discussion,  but  it  would 
not  have  been  a  dangerous  one,  and  would 
not  have  raised  unpleasant  suspicions. 
There  were  millions  of  people  in  this 
country  who  knew  nothing  of  animal  food 
except  what  they  saw  of  it  in  passing 
through  their  towns.  It  rarely  touched 
their  lips.  If  every  man  and  woman  were 
to  have  one  meal  of  animal  food  per  day, 
this  country  would  be  revolutionized.  Ac- 
cording to  Mr.  Caird,  who  was  a  high 
authority  upon  the  subject,  if  all  the  meat, 
home  and  foreign,  consumed  in  this  coun- 
try were  divided  among  the  population,  it 
would  only  amount  to  two  ounces  per  head 
per  day;  and  when  they  considered  the 
abundance,  or  rather  the  superabundance, 
enjoyed  by  the  rich,  it  was  manifest  that 
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a  large  portion  of  the  people   muftt  be 
wholly  deprifed  of  that  luxory.     Again: 
Mr.   Gaird   told   ns  that  one-eighth   part 
of  all  the  niQat  oonaumed   in   the  coun- 
try oame   from   abroad.      One-eighth    of 
the    population     of     this     country     was 
4,000,000  of  people,  and  therefore  they 
were   dealing  with   the    meat    supply    bf 
4,000,000    of    people.       Hon.    Members 
who    had   been    severe  sufferers   by   the 
cattle    plague    could    not    be    the    most 
dispassionate  judges  of  a   question   like 
this.     Men  who  were  sufferiug  from  great 
loss  or  pain  no  matter  of  what  kind,  were 
not  always  the  best  judges  of  the  remedy. 
If  they  were  to  ask  men  who  had  been 
garotted  to  legislate  in  respect  to  garot- 
ting,  they  would   probably  wish  to   have 
one-half  of  us  put  in  strait-jackets.     The 
noble  Lord  the  Vice  President  had  spoken^ 
in  the  days  of  his  innocence,  before   he 
was  corrupted  or  coerced — he  (Mr.  Jacob 
Bright)  did  not  know   exactly   by  what 
means  hon.  Qentlemen   who  sat  on   the 
Treasury  Bench  were  yiolently  driven  from 
one  extreme  of  opinion  to  another^' the 
noble  Lord  had  spoken  of  the  difficulty  of 
feeding   the  poor,  and  had  characterixed 
the  policy  of  this  measure  as  a  scheme  of 
gigantic  Protection.     If  there  was  any  in- 
tention of  restoring  Protection  this  was  a 
very  inopportune  time  to  do  it.     Bread  had 
been  dear,  and  there  had  been  a  yearly 
increase  of  taxation,  and  fears  were  ex- 
pressed that  we  were  likely  to  hare  a  much 
harder  race  with  the  foreigner  in  regard 
to  our  industry.     But  if  this  restriction 
were  inoposed  it  would  raise  the  price  of 
food  —  ["  No,  no !  "]  —  the  cattle  which 
would  otherwise  have  come  to  this  coun- 
try would  be  kept  away  —  [**  No,  no!"] 
— and  the  tendency   would   be   to  bring 
about   this  unfortunate  state   of    things, 
that  the  food   of  our  competitors  would 
be  lowered    while   our   own    food  would 
be   increased   in  cost.     This    Parliament 
began  its  career  of  legislation  by  passing 
what   was  called  the  Cattle  Plague  Bill 
—a  Bill  which  gave  compensation  to  men 
engaged  in  agriculture  at  the  cost  of  the 
rest  of  the  country.    Now,  he  did  not  deny 
that  legislation  was  necessary  at  that  time, 
and  on  that  question  ;  but,  in  common  with 
the  great  majority  of  the  non-agricultural 
population  of  the  country,  he  believed  that 
the  legislation  that  did  lake  place  was  of  a 
most  unjust  character.     He  had  not  then 
the  honour  of  a  seat  in  that  House.     He 
was  simply  a  spectator.     But  it  appeared 
to  him  that  at  that  time  there  was  a  great 
YOL.  CXCUL  [thod  gEBiM.] 


agricultural  insurrection  in  that  House,  led 
on  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and  the  Govern-* 
ment,  for  the  time,  he  believed,  was  not 
able  to  legislate  in  the  sense  in  which  it 
desired  to  legislate.  The  name  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  at  the  back  of  this 
Bill,  which,  however,  he  did  not  believe 
would   pass.     If  it  did,  it  would  be  a  fit 
legislative  close  of  a  Parliament  which  so 
unjustly  began.     They  had  heard  a  good 
deal  said  about  the  moral  competence  of 
the  House.     Well,  seeing  that  the  cattle 
plague  had  disappeared  from  the  country 
under  present  regulations,  and  almost  en- 
tirely from  Europe— seeing  that  neighbour- 
ing countries    admitted    foreign  cattle — 
seeing  that  those  who  would  be  injured 
by  an   enhanced   price   had  no   voice  in 
that   House  —  he  asked  whetlier,  under 
these  circumstances,  they  had  the  moral 
competence   to  deal   with   this   question, 
which    should    be    remitted    to    another 
Parliament  ?     The  House  had  been  con- 
demned  by   the    country  and    by   itself, 
and  the  Government  had  over  and  over 
again  been  condemned  by  the  House,  and 
it   had  been   understood   that  only  such 
questions  should  come  before  that  House 
as  were  necessary  for  the  winding  up  of 
Business.      He   was    not   credulous   with 
respect  to  the  character  of  the  next  Parlia- 
ment.    He   had  never  believed  that  the 
mere  giving  of  votes  could  create  a  miracle, 
nor  did  he  believe  that  a  really  national 
assembly  would  ever  sit  in  that  House  until 
the  people  of  this  country  were  protected 
in  giving  their  votes — [••Question!"] — 
and  until  the  balance  of  power  as  between 
the  large  and  small  constituencies  were 
redressed.     But  a  new  Parliament  would 
never  sanction   such  a  measure  as   this. 
And  he   believed,   if  they   succeeded    in 
passing   this  Bill,  long  before  they  had 
wrung  the  £500.000  from  the  taxpayers, 
the  next  House  of  Commons  would  have 
repudiated  the  measure  and  given  them  no 
thanks  for  their  pains.     Whatever  came  of 
this  Bill,  it  could  not  fail  to  discredit  the 
Government.     He   had   never  had   much 
respect  for  the  Government.     Its  conduct 
in  the  year  1866  ;  its  peculiar  origin,  and 
its  still  more  peculiar  history,  had  made  it 
difficult  for  him  to  be  one  of  its  admirers. 
But  there  were  elements  in  it  which  had 
led  him  to  believe  that  it  was  impossible  it 
could  ever  lend  itself  to  a  folly  like  that. 
He  had  been  compelled  to  acknowledge 
with  the  rest  of  the  worid,  that  the  riffht 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
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Ternment  was  a  man  of  contiianding  in- 
telleot.  He  had  beliered,  and  he  would 
"not  yet  abandon  the  belief,  that  the  great 
intelligence  of  the  Prime  Mininter  was  a 
guarantee  that  his  GoTernment  would  not 
be  allowed  to  commit  the  eztraordinarj 
blunder  of  once  again  placing  the  great 
Conservative  party  between  the  people  and 
their  supply  of  food. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  if  his  name  had  not  been  at 
the  back  of  the  Bill  he  would  have  spoken, 
as  the  subject  of  the  Bill  was  one  in  which 
he  took  great  interest.      He   deeply  re- 
gretted the  tone  of  the  debate,  which  was 
calculated  to  create  the  false  impression 
that  this  was  a  question  between  urban  and 
rural  interests.      He  wholly  denied   that 
there  was  &ny  such  conflict.  The  hobgoblin 
of  Protection  had  been  raised  in  order  to 
defeat  the  Bill.     Now,  since  he  had  had 
the  honour  of  a  seat  in  that  House  the 
question  of  Free  Trade  and  Protection  had 
been  entirely  settled,  and   he  had  nerer 
heard  any  Member  attempt  to  revive  the 
old  Protectionist  doctrine.     If  he  thought 
the  present  proposal  would  revive  that  doc- 
trine in  any  shape  he  would  never  have 
allowed  his  name,  as  it  did,  to  appear  on 
the  back  of  the  Bill.     The  simple  question 
they  had  then  to  consider  was,  what  was 
the  best   way  of  keeping  our  flocks  and 
herds,  on  which  we  mainly  depended  for 
the  food  supply  of  the  people,  free  from 
the  contagion   of  disease   imported   from 
abroad  ?     It  must  be  admitted  that  town 
and  country  were  interested  in  keeping  our 
herds  free  from  contagion.     The  question 
was,  could  that  be  better  done  by  a  system 
of  exceedingly  complicated  and  vexatious 
regulations  than  by  fixing  upon  a  place 
where  foreign  cattle  should  be  landed  and 
slaughtered  ?     That  was  the  only  question 
to  be  considered  ;  and  all  that  had  been 
said  about  the  towns   sufibring  from  the 
measure  was  beside  the  mark.     He  ad- 
mitted that  the   matter   was  not    wholly 
free  from  difficulty,  that  there  was  much 
to  be  said  on  both  sides,  and  that,  if  the 
Bill  had  come  before  the  House  two  years 
ago  he  should  not  have  supported  it.     He 
had  sat  upon  the  Committee  presided  over 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Ashton  (Mr. 
Milner  Qibson)  on  the  subject  of  Trade  in 
Animals  ;  and    when  the  labours  of  that 
Committee  were  concluded  they  sent  in  a 
Report  which  abstained  from  recommend- 
ing the  adoption  of  a  measure  like  the 
present.      But   the  experience  they  had 
since  acquired  convinced  him — as  it  oen- 
Mr,  Jaeob  Bright 


vinced,  he  believed,  many  others  who  had 
then  shared  his  opinion — that  such  a  pro- 
posal as  the  present  one  might  be  pru- 
dently and  beneficially  adopted.     Previous 
to  the  cattle  plague  breaking  out  the  me- 
tropolitan market  was  the  great  market  for 
the  whole  of  the  country  as  well  as  for  the 
metropolis  and  its  neighbourhood.      But 
the  regulations  which  had  been  acquiesced 
in  by  the  country — and  against  which,  as 
far  as  he  was  aware,  no  protest  had  been 
raised  in  the  House — were  so  strict  as  re- 
gards the  metropolitan  market  that  thej 
prerented  an  immense  number  being  sent 
up  to  London.      The  supply  was  conse- 
quently very  much  limited.     Previous  to 
the  outbreak  of  the  cattle  plague  the  sap- 
plies  were  annually  on  the  increase ;  but 
there  had  been  a  positive  decrease  since 
the  new  regulations  came  into  force.     It 
was  clear,  then,  that  the  present  system 
tended  to  limit  the  supply  of  home-bred 
animals  to  the  metropolitan  limits  ;  and  it 
could  hardly  be  denied  that  the  removal  of 
the  existing  restrictions   and    the  conse- 
quent  admission    of  a  large  number  of 
beasts  to  the  market  would  be  a  benefit  to 
the  consumer.      Every  hon.  Member,  he 
thought,  must  wish  to  see  a  very  large 
supply  sent  to  the  metropolis,  so  that  the 
price  of  meat  might  be  reduced.     Such  a 
supply  was  prevented  by  the  rule  that  when 
once  an  animal  had  come  into  the  metro- 
politan market  it  oould  not  be  allowed  to 
leave  the  metropolis.     It  was  formerly  the 
practice    that    persons    in   distant   towns 
should  come  up  to  London,  or  should  em- 
ploy agents  to  purchase  cattle  in  the  me- 
tropolitan market ;  but  that  practice  waa 
put  a  stop  to  by  the  regulations  now  in 
force.     This  fact  was,  in  his  opinion,  an 
answer  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man   opposite    (Mr.  Jacob  Bright).     He 
would  pass  by   the  argument,   in   which 
there  was  a  certain  amount  of  force,  that 
tbe  insecurity  which  prevailed  in  conse- 
quence of  the  apprehension  of  danger  from 
foreign  infection  tended  to  prevent  people 
from  investing  their  money  in  the  breeding 
of  cattle.     But,  on  the  other  hand,  it  must 
be  remembered  that,  under   the  present 
arrangement,    a  large  number  of  young 
animals  born  within  the  metropolitan  area 
had  either  to   be  destroyed  or  furtively, 
and  in  evasion  of  the  law,  to  be  sent  to  be 
reared  in  the  country.     When  he  reflected 
upon  the  number  of  milch  cows  kept  in 
London  for  the  supply  of  milk,  it  was  eri- 
dent  that  the  number  of  calres  destroyed 
must  be  considerable;   or.  if  they  were 

Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


1817       MUropoUtan  Fbretffn        (Jvlt  16,  1868}  OatOs  Marht  BiU.        1818 


tent  into  tb«  eountrj  it  was  because  people 
felt  that  the  present  regulations  were  con- 
trary to  common  sense,  and  they  were 
therefore  disregarded  with  an  easy  con- 
science. The  question,  therefore,  for  con- 
sideration was  whether  it  would  not  be 
advisable  to  free  the  metropolitan  area 
from  restrictions  which  tended  to  limit  the 
supply  of  food  in  the  metropolis,  and  to 
appropriate  a  market  at  the  waterside  for 
the  slaughter  and  sale  of  foreign  animals. 
He  did  not  deny  that  the  course  the  Go- 
fernment  recomn>ended  was  open  to  some 
objection ;  he  offered  it  to  the  House  as 
the  lesser  evil  of  the  two  ;  and,  in  reality, 
all  they  had  before  them  was  a  choice  oJf 
evils.  The  hon.  Member  for  Stockport 
(Mr.  J.  B.  Smith)  had  said  that  it  would 
tend  to  raise  the  price  of  the  Government 
contracts  for  meat ;  but  he  believed  there 
was  no  evidenee  to  support  that  objection. 
On  the  contrary,  the  evidence  went  to  show 
that  if  the  contractors  were  obliged  to 
slaughter  the  cattle  in  London  they  could 
supply  the  troops  with  dead  meat  at  a 
cheaper  rate  ;  because,  having  a  ready 
market  for  what  was  technically  called  the 
offal,  they  would  be  enabled  to  sell  the 
prime  parts  at  a  lower  rate  than  if  they 
had  to  convey  the  whole  of  the  animal  to 
the  place  where  those  prime  parts  were 
required  for  consumption. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  was  under- 
stood to  say  that  the  contractors  were  not 
permitted  to  slaughter  the  beasts  in  Lon- 
don. 

Thb  chancellor  op  thh  BXCHE- 
QUER  said,  he  had  no  doubt  that  an  en- 
lightened Government  like  the  present 
would  find  means  to  make  an  alteration  in 
that  respect.  Then  it  had  been  objected 
that  it  would  be  exceedingly  inconvenient 
to  persons  in  the  trade  to  have  to  go  to 
two  markets ;  and  he  did  not  deny  that  the 
change,  like  all  other  changes,  might  be 
productive^  of  a  certain  amount  of  incon- 
venience ;  but  that  inconvenience  would 
soon  cease  to  be  felt,  as  persons  in  the 
trade  would  in  a  very  short  time  conduct 
their  business  according  to  the  altered  state 
of  affairs*  It  had  also  been  urged  that 
under  the  system  now  proposed  there  would 
be  no  real  security  against  infection,  be- 
cause persons  after  handling  the  beasts  in 
one  market  could  go  and  handle  the  beasts 
in  the  other.  No  doubt  contagion  might 
arise  in  that  way  ;  but  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  danger  of  it  was  very  much  les* 
sened  by  the  scheme  proposed  by  the  Bill ; 
for  in  1865  and  1866»  when  the  cattle 


plague  was  so  rife,  it  was  demonstrated 
that  the  chief,  though  not  the  sole  cause 
of  contagion,  was  the  conveyance  of  ani- 
mals along  the  railways  ;  and  during  these 
years  the  metropolitan  market  was  the 
chief  focus  of  infection.  That  was  shown 
by  one  single  fact — that  two  or  three  days 
after  the  clauses  of  the  Cattle  Plague  Act 
became  law,  which  prohibited  the  carriage 
of  any  animal  aloog  a  line  of  railway,  the 
disease  began  sensibly  to  diminish.  He 
would  not  further  detain  the  House  ;  but 
he  hoped  it  would  assent  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  clay  said,  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Harwich  (Colonel  Jervis)  had 
told  them  that  the  opposition  to  this  Bill 
proceeded  from  some  twenty  great  cattle 
salesmen.  He  should  have  thought  that  the 
length  and  course  of  this  debate  might  have 
assured  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  that 
the  opposition  sprung  from  much  wider  and 
more  powerful  sources.  If  he  (Mr.  Clay) 
were  convinced  that  the  Bill  was  to  be 
confined  to  the  metropolis  alone  he  would 
have  left  the  metropolis  to  the  care  of  her 
natural  guardians;  but  proaimtu  ardet 
UeaUgan,  It  was  to  that  source  that  they 
must  trace  the  long  and  determined  oppo- 
sition which  the  Bill  had  met.  Speaking 
on  behalf  of  the  port  which  he  represented, 
he  did  not  recollect  any  legislation  which 
had  caused  in  Hull  so  much  dismay  as 
had  this  proposal  of  the  Government.  The 
cattle  trade  of  Hull  had  grown  rapidly  for 
some  years,  and  reached  its  greatest  extent 
in  1865.  In  thatyear  the  importation  of  cat- 
tle to  Hull  was  41,157  head;  but  in  1867 
that  number  dwindled  down  to  16,000  odd; 
the  sheep  and  lambs  imported  in  1865 
numbered  69,160  head,  and  only  9,266  in 
1867  ;  and  the  pigs  imported  into  Hull 
dwindled  from  15,000  odd,  in  1865,  to 
3,000  odd  in  1867.  Those  figures  showed 
not  a  great  loss,  but  the  annihilation  of 
the  trade.  Still  it  was  borne  with  a  most 
undisturbed  patience,  because  it  was  felt 
that  the  restrictions  which  caused  so  muoli 
loss  were  justified  by  the  dire  necessity  of 
the  case,  and  because  no  reasonable  man 
would  object  to  any  reasonable  means  of 
getting  rid  of  the  horrid  plague  which  was 
inflicted  upon  us.  But  it  was  now  pro- 
posed that  those  measures  of  extreme 
rigour,  which  were  justified  by  the  tem- 
porary cause,  should  be  made  permanent, 
while  no  one  pretended  to  say  that  the  evil 
which  they  were  intended  to  correct  was 
permanent.  He  believed  this  Bill  was  an 
exceedingly  ilUadvised  one,  and^  much  m 
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his  constituents  hod  suffered  from  the  re- 
strictions of  the  Privy  Council,  he  was 
content  that  the  matter  should  he  left  in 
their  hands,  feeling  confident  that  they 
would  relax  the  restrictions  whenever  it 
was  feasible  to  do  so  with  perfect  safety. 
He  had  been  asked  what  reason  there  could 
he  for  the  unnatural  legislation  which  was 
proposed.  There  had  been  considerable 
delicacy  shown  in  this  debate  as  to  calling 
things  by  their  right  names,  and  very  great 
sensitiveness  in  making  any  allusion  to 
the  old  differences  of  Free  Trade  and  Pro- 
tection. But  he  confessed  that  in  his  in- 
ability to  find  any  other  conceivable  cause 
for  this  legislation  he  was  driven  to  believe 
that  the  unfortunate  admission  that  cattle 
would  be  raised  £2  a  head  was  at  the 
bottom  of  the  matter  ;  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
representing  rural  constituencies  had  been 
unable  to  resist  a  prospect  so  pleasing  to 
those  whom  they  represented.  If  that 
were  so  he  should  regret  it  exceedingly. 
We  were  now  coming  to  the  end  of  that 
chapter  in  our  history  which  would  tell  the 
deeds  of  the  Reformed  Parliament  since 
1832.  These  had  given  to  this  country 
more  than  thirty-five  years  of  the  wisest 
and  most  beneficent  legislation  of  which 
the  history  of  the  world  afforded  any  ex- 
ample, no  part  of  its  legislation  had  been 
so  wise  or  so  beneficent  as  its  commercial 
legislation,  and  it  would  be  with  great  re- 
gret and  dismay  that  he  should  see  one  of 
the  last  acts  of  the  lastEeformed  Parliament 
exhibiting  a  return  to  that  policy  of  Pro- 
tection the  destruction  of  which  bad  made 
this  country  one  of  the  happiest  and 
greatest  in  the  world. 

Mr.  BRUCE  said,  in  the  few  observa- 
tions he  had  to  address  to  the  House,  he 
would  endeavour  to  adopt  the  moderate 
tone  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  would  also  try  to  contribute  to  the 
object  they  all  ought  to  have  in  view  — 
namely,  the  prevention  of  disease  with  the 
least  possible  restrictions  in  trade.  He 
thought  it  was  admitted  on  all  hands  that 
even  if  this  Bill  passed  during  the  present 
Session  its  supposed  advantages  could  not 
be  secured  for  three  years.  That  was  an 
objection  to  it  ;  but  he  also  objected  to  the 
Bill  because  he  thought  it  an  imperfect 
measure,  and  one  which  could  not  produce 
the  results  which  it  was  intended  to  bring 
about.  The  noble  Lord  who  introduced 
the  Bill  (Lord  Robert  Montagu)  had  ap- 
plied very  hard  words  to  some  of  the  wit- 
nesses who  had  given  evidence  upon  the 
subject.  The  noble  Lord  charged  the 
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French  gentlemen  who  gave  evidence  as 
to  what  course  the  French  Government 
would  take  to  protect  cattle  from  disease 
with  interested  motives,  in  order  that  the 
English  markets  might  be  opened  up  to 
foreign  trade,  and  the  noble  Lord  also 
applied  very  strong  epithets  to  others  of 
the  witnesses.  But  he  (Mr.  Bruce)  lis- 
tened in  vain  to  hear  him  mete  out  even- 
handed  justice  to  the  Duke  of  Richmond 
and  other  witnesses  who'  took  the  other 
side,  and  gave  evidence  in  favour  of  the 
removal  of  the  restrictions  from  the  Lon- 
don market.  There  were,  however,  some 
witnesses  who  were  altogether  free  from 
the  imputation  of  heing  interested  in  the 
matter.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dover  (Mr.  Freshfield)  had  said  that 
the  supposed  opposition  to  the  Bill  on  the 
part  of  the  professional  advisers  of  the 
Privy  Council  was  to  be  attributed  to  a 
desire  to  retain  their  offices.  No  doubt  a 
desire  of  that  kind  sometimes  did  drive 
men  and  Ministers  to  a  very  selfish  line  of 
policy ;  but  none  of  the  five  or  six  wit- 
nesses who  gave  the  strongest  evidence  as 
to  the  utter  inadequacy  of  the  measure  to 
prevent  the  introduction  of  the  disease 
into  this  country  by  means  of  the  present 
Bill  were  in  any  way  connected  with  the 
Government  or  with  any  special  interest. 
Mr.  Spooner,  a  gentleman  of  so  much  dis- 
tinction in  his  profession  that  he  was  ap- 
pointed a  member  of  the  Commission  to 
inquire  into  the  nature  of  the  Cattle 
Plague,  stated  his  opinion  before  the  Com- 
mittee that  if  a  separate  foreign  cattle 
market  were  established  in  or  near  the 
metropolis,  and  the  restrictions  were  taken 
off,  we  should  be  in  a  much  worse  condi- 
tion than  we  were  now,  inasmuch  as  the 
cattle  plague  could  be  readily  introdueed 
into  the  metropolitan  market,  and  com- 
municated thence  to  the  country  at  large, 
the  infection  being  easily  eommunicated 
by  means  of  the  clothing  of  individuals. 
Mr.  Nichols,  the  senior  surgeon  of  the 
Norfolk  and  Norwich  Hospital,  who  had 
had  much  experience  in  the  matter,  gave 
the  strongest  evidence  in  the  same  direc- 
tion to  show  that  no  sooner  would  the 
disease  break  out  in  the  foreign  cattle 
market  than  it  would  be  communicated  to 
the  metropolis,  and  would  spread  thence 
throughout  the  country.  Mr.  Priestman, 
Mr.  Thomas  Wills,  and  Mr.  James,  all  gen- 
tlemen of  great  experience,  also  gave  evi- 
dence as  to  the  utter  inadequacy  of  the 
Bill.  It  was  said  that  the  effect  of  this 
measure  would  be  to  enham^  the  price  of 
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meat;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  stated 
that  any  such  result  would  be  balanced  bj 
the  reduction  of  the  cost  of  meat  at  the 
metropolitan  market,  and  had  pointed  out 
that  there  had  already  been  a  great  reduc- 
tion of  supply  to  the  metropolitan  market, 
in  consequence  of  the  restrictions  placed 
on  the  remo?al  of  cattle.     The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Ashton  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson) 
contradicted   the    right   hon.    Gentleman 
across  the  Table,  and  it  had  come  out  in 
the  evidence  that  the  number  of  cattle  now 
brought  into  the  metropolitan  market,  and 
sold  for  use  in  the  metropolis,  was  greater 
than  the  number  which  had  been  brought 
into  it  before  the  restrictions.     The  noble 
Lord  denied  that  such  was  the  fact;  but 
if  he  were  right,  and  that  the  restrictions 
in  the  metropolitan  market  diminished  the 
supply  from  the  metropolis,  would  not  the 
restrictions  proposed  by  this  Bill  in  respect 
of  foreign  cattle  have  a  similar  effect  ?    It 
was  not  alone  the  Chancellor  of  the.  Ex- 
chequer, who  had  made  a  very  candid  re- 
cantation of  the  opinions  he  held  in  1 866 ; 
but  he  found  that  the  Committee,  which 
included  among  its  members  not  only  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  also  the  noble 
Lord  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  the 
present  Under  Secretary  for   the   Home 
Department,    and    the   Under   Secretary 
for  the  Foreign  Department,  unanimously 
came  to  the  conclusion  that   compulsory 
slaughter   at    the    port,   like   compulsory 
slaughter  at  a  market,  was  very  expensive 
to  the  butcher,  would  hamper  trade,  dimi- 
nish importation,  and   raise  the  price  to 
the  consumer,  and  that  therefore  the  sepa- 
ration of  the  two  markets  seemed  to  them 
undesirable.     Lord   Salisbury  was  also  a 
Member  of  this  Committee,  and  took  an 
active    part   in   its    proceedings.     "What, 
then,  was  his  (Mr.  Bruce 's)  proposition  ? 
He  had  already  said  that  this  Bill  could 
not  come  into  operation  for  several  years. 
He  would  be  willing  to  put  up  a  market  in 
the  port  of  London  for  the  admission  of 
those  cattle,  and  those  cattle  only,  that 
came  from  suspected  districts.     He  would 
admit,  as  they  now  admitted  into  certain 
of  their  ports,  freely  as  was  now  done  in 
France,  cattle  coming  from  districts  that 
were  not  suspected,  and  treat  them  in  all 
respects  as  if  they  were  English  cattle. 
The   First   Lord    of    the  Treasury   had 
told  them  that  this  Bill  might  have  been 
unnecessary   but  for  the   failure   of    the 
Privy  Council  to  put  the  law  into  opera- 
tion.   He  said,  with  regard  to  the  other 


parts  of  the  country,  there  was  no  diffi- 
culty in  acting  upon  the   powers  of   the 
Privy  Council.     It  rested  with  the  local 
authorities   to   set   aside  a  place  for  the 
slaughter   of  cattle   imported    from    the 
suspected    districts;     and    if    he    under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  rightly,  it 
was  impossible  to  get  the  local  authorities 
in    London    to    set  aside  such  a  place. 
His  answer  was,    "Apply   to  Parliament 
for  the  necessary  powers  to  deal  with  the 
special  difficulties  of  London,  and  he  was 
sure  that   even    in  the    present    Session 
Parliament  would  give  them  those  powers." 
[Lord  Robert   Montagu:    Hear,  hear!] 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord   Robert   Montagu) 
seemed  to  say  by  his  cheer  that  is  what 
we  are  now  doing.     But  they  were  really 
doing    a   great  deal  more,  because  they 
were  compelling  cattle  from  every  foreign 
country,  whether  suspected  or  not,  to  come 
to  one  market ;  and  if  the  disease  broke 
out  in  that  market  they  would  no  longer 
have  the  power  to  remove  the  market  to 
another  place.      Why   should   they    bind 
themselves  by  a  rigid  law  to  have  only  one 
market  for  foreign  cattle,  no  matter  whe- 
ther those  cattle  came  from  a  healthy  or 
from  an    unhealthy   place?     If  they  did 
that  he  was  satisfied  that  on  the  very  first 
appearance  of  the  cattle  plague  in  their 
foreign   market    the    Government    would 
have  to  come  to  Parliament  for  the  very 
power  of  which  they  were  now  depriving 
themselves.     What  was  the  objection  to 
arming  the  Privy  Council  with  the  neces- 
sary powers  ?     It  was  the  prevailing  be- 
lief that  those  powers  would  not  be  exer- 
cised with  sufficient  vigour  and  determina- 
tion.    His   answer   was,    "So  it  always 
would  be  till  they  reformed  these  Depart- 
ments."   It  was  no  more  incumbent  on 
the  noble  Lord  as  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  to  have  introduced  this  measure 
than  any  other  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment.     At  the   time  that  he    (Mr.   H. 
A.  Bruce)  was   Under   Secretary   of  the 
Home    Department    there    was    a    great 
agitation   in    the  country  respecting   the 
importation   of   cattle    that    were    suffer- 
ing  from   the  disease  of  pleuro- pneumo- 
nia,  and   he   remembered  that  the   right 
hon.  Member  for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe),  who 
was  then  Vice  President  of  the  Council, 
coming  to  the  Home  Office    and    stating 
that  it  was    clear    some   measures  ought 
to  be  taken  on  the  subject,  as  the  disease 
was  committing  great  ravages ;  but  that 
it  was  not  for  him,  as  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  on  Education,  to  bring  in  the 
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Bill.     The  Privy  Council,  he  said,  had  the 
power  of  pasBiDg  certain  Orders  which  the 
Government  might  think   for  the  good  of 
the  State,  but  had  no  administrative  means 
within  itself  for  giving  effect  to  or  carrying 
through  Parliament  legislation  of  that  kind, 
which  it  was  clearly  the  business  of  the  Home 
Office  to  introduce.     Then  he  (Mr.  Bruce) 
received  directions    from    the  then  Home 
Secretary  (Sir  George  Grey)  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  giving  increased  powers  to  the  Privy 
Council   in    regard   to   the  movement   of 
cattle    suffering  from    pleuro-pneumonia ; 
and  he  might  mention  that  the  principal 
opposition  to  it  came  from  those  Scotch 
and  Iridh  Members  who  so  highly  approved 
of  the  present  Bill.     The  language  then 
used    was — **  What,    would  you  give  the 
Prify  Council    power   to   deprive   Sooieh 
and  Irish  cattle  from  entering  England  ?'* 
And  yet  only  two  or  three  years  passed 
away  when  the  rinderpest  broke  out,  and 
then  the  Irish  Members  held  a  meeting, 
and  called  upon  the  Government  to  exer- 
cise  those  very  powers   they  had   before 
opposed  to   prevent  English  cattle  being 
carried   over  to  Ireland.      He  mentioned 
this  to  guard  the  House  against  the  sel- 
fishness, he  did  not  say  of  these  Members, 
but  of  the  districts  they  represented.     So 
long  as  they  had  this  large  qnestion  not 
under  the  undivided  responsibility  of  one 
Department,  it  could  not,  in  the  nature  of 
things,  be  wisely  managed.     What  ought 
now  to  be  done  was  to   give  the  fullest 
powers  with  respect  to  the  importation  of 
cattle  to  one   Department,  and  to   make 
that    Department    responsible    to    Parlia- 
ment, and  then  there  would  be  no  fear  that 
the  law  would  not  be  put  in  force  as  it 
was  in  other   countries.     What  was  now 
being  done  in  France,  which  was  exposed 
to  greater  risk  than  we  were?     Did  she 
insist  on  stopping  all  foreign  cattle  on  her 
frontiers    and    having   them    slaughtered 
there  ?      On   the  contrary,  she  admitted 
them  freely;  but,  at  the  same  time,  she 
kept  a  vigilant  look-out  as  to  the  health  of 
the  cattle  in    different   parts  of   Europe, 
and  was  prepared  at  once  to  arrest  the  in- 
troduotion  of  cattle  from  any  country  that 
was  suspected  ;   while,  in  the  meantime, 
she  opened  up  to  the  population  a  supply 
of  food  drawn   from    all  quarters  of  the 
Continent.     Why  could  not  they  do   the 
same  here?     After  the  experience  of  the 
last  few  years  in  that  matter,  there  was 
no  fear  that  the  Government  would  show 
any    want    of   due    vigilance  or  vigour, 
which  would  draw  down  on  them  a  storm 
Mr,  Bruo$ 


of    indignation,   that   no  Ministry   would 
like  to  face.     At  the  present  moment  the 
complaint  was  not  that  the  regulations  of 
the  Privy  Council  were  not  effectual  for 
their  object,  but  that  they  were  enforced 
with  greater  rigour  than  was  necessary. 
For  these  reasons  he  objected  to  the  Bill. 
Its  objects  could  be  more  effectually  ob- 
tained, and  without  injury  to  the  consumer, 
by  other  means.      Besides,  the  Bill  was 
most  imperfect.     Why  should  they  deal 
with  one  port  alone,  and  not  have  one  law 
for  every  port  in  the  kingdom.     Before 
long  there  might  be  a  change  of  Govern- 
ment, which  would  remove  the  restrictions 
that  now  existed  ;  and  cattle  would  be  im- 
ported freely  into  the  ports  of  Hull,  New- 
castle, and  Southampton,  while  the  greatest 
restrictions  prevailed  in  the  port  of  London. 
What  they  wanted  was  one  uniform  system 
of  legislation.     They  could  not  pass  any 
measure  elastic  enough  to  suit  the  necessi- 
ties of  all  parts  of  the  country,  and  there- 
fore they  ought  to  give  increased   powers 
to   the   Privy   Council,  and  see  that  the 
Council  exercised  those  powers  effectually. 
Mr.  AYRTON  said,  that  the  Bill  would 
affect  his  constituency  in  two  ways — first, 
as  it  attacked  a  portion  of  their  trade,  and 
one  which  they  carried  on  to  a  considerable 
extent  ;    and  next,  as  it  taxed  their  food. 
He  was  therefore  desirous  to  learn  what 
were  the  views  of  the  Government  on  it. 
Though   the  right    hon.    Gentleman   the 
Chancellor  of    the   Exchequer  had   been 
good    enough   at  length    to   address  the 
House,  he  had  carefully  abstained  from  a 
single  remark  upon  the  two  subjects  which 
had  been  specially  urged  upon  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Gh)vernment.   These  two  topics 
were  the  principle  of  public  policy  raised 
by  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ashton  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson),  and 
the  question  of  finance.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  did  not  say  one  word  on 
those  topics.     He  (Mr.  Ayrton)  therefore 
found  himself  in  as  much  difficulty  as  before 
in  these  respects.     He  did  not  approach 
this  Bill  in  a  spirit  of  hostility  ;  from  the 
first  he  had  contended  that  Che  cattle  trade 
should  be  dealt  with  by  the  joint  action  of 
town  and  country,  and  from  the  first  he 
had   protested    against    setting    up    dis- 
tinctive interests.     He  had  been  called  the 
father  of  the  policy  contained  in  the  Bill ; 
but    if   the    noble    Lord    (Lord    Robert 
Montagu)  had  only  acted  on  the  suggestion 
which  he  made  last  Session,  the  House 
would  not    have  been  troubled  with   the 
difficulties  in  which  it  was  bow  plunged. 
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HU  object  bad  all  aloDg  beao  to  seoure  as 
large  a  »Dpply  as  poBBible  of  liye  cattle  to 
tbe  metropolis  from  the  couotrj  as  well  as 
from  abroad.  The  population  of  London, 
as  the  largest  consumers  of  meat  in  pro- 
portion to  their  numbers  of  any  population 
in  the  kingdom,  required  supplies  of  both 
kinds— home  and  foreign.  The  present 
difficulties  and  obstructions  arose  entirely 
from  the  course  taken  by  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent and  his  Colleagues.  The  Bill  had  not 
been  properly  described  as  a  Bill  to  estab* 
lish  a  foreign  cattle  market.  No  doubt 
the  Bill  established  a  market  for  the  supply 
of  the  metropolis,  yet  the  market  was  not 
to  be  in  the  metropolis.  It  also  proposed 
an  establishment  for  the  slaughter  of 
cattle  ;  an  establishment  for  the  exol«sive 
landing  of  all  cattle  landed  within  the  port 
of  London ;  so  that  any  ?essel  coming 
from  between  Qrayesend  and  London  with 
cattle  would  be  compelled  to  go  to  a  par- 
ticular pier.  There  were  to  be  also  qua- 
rantine stations  and  roads  and  railways. 
All  the  Teasels  were  to  go  to  one  port,  and 
all  the  cattle  were  to  be  taken  out  on  one 
pier  and  there  slaughtered,  unless  they 
bad  undergone  the  quarantine  provided  for 
by  the  Prify  Council,  in  which  case  they 
might  be  removed.  He  had  never  proposed 
or  suggested  so  large  a  measure  as  that. 
It  was  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
who,  two  years  ago,  had  first  launched  the 
idea  embodied  in  the  Bill  of  slaughtering 
cattle  at  a  particular  spot  on  the  Thames. 
He  had  divided  the  House  against  the  pro> 
posal  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  the  House  rejected  it  by  a  considerable 
majority.  Since  last  year  the  Government 
had  tried  to  embarrass  the  trade  of  cattle 
in  the  metropolis.  Last  year  he  had  put  a 
proposal  on  the  Paper  suggested  to  him  by 
his  constituents.  It  was  a  proposal  for  a 
market ;  but  not  to  restrict  the  lauding  of 
cattle  to  any  particular  place.  On  inves- 
tigating it,  and  believing  it  would  act  in- 
juriously to  trade,  he  declined  to  proceed 
with  it.  When  that  restrictive  proposal 
was  on  the  Paper  the  noble  Lord  made 
some  comments  upon  it,  and  spoke  of  it 
as  one  that  would  involve  the  necessity  of 
two  markets  that  would  destroy  competi- 
tion»  and  as  a  gigantic  system  of  Protec- 
tion. When  the  Bill  came  under  consider- 
ation he  had  in  the  question  of  dealing 
with  foreign  cattle  proposed  an  elastic 
clause  in  accordance  with  the  views  he  had 
stated,  and  the  language  which  he  had 
used  had  been  adopted  in  the  Bill  which 
had   actually   passed.    It    proposed  that 


the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  with 
the  sanction  of  the  ratepayers,  should 
erect  a  market  to  which  such  foreign 
cattle  should  be  taken  as  the  Privy  Council 
by  Order  might  direct.  That  was  the  law 
which  was  passed  laat  Session,  aud  which 
was  now  in  force.  He  argued  that,  there 
being  power  given  under  the  Act  of  last 
Session  to  the  Metropolitan  Board  to  con- 
struct a  market  as  soon  as  applied  to  by 
the  Government,  the  application  was  not 
made  as  it  ought  to  have  been.  His  com- 
plaint was  that  the  noble  Lord  did  not  and 
would  not  act  upon  the  statute  of  last  Ses- 
sion. Instead  of  carrying  out  a  proper 
policy  the  noble  Lord  determined  to  carry 
out  his  own  policy,  that  the  market  should 
be  constructed  by  the  City  of  London. 
They  said  they  were  willing,  but  naturally 
at  once  the  Metropolitan  Board  said,  "Go 
and  get  your  market  made  by  the  City  of 
London."  The  noble  Lord  soon  found  the 
difficulties  that  must  result.  He  was  em- 
barked in  an  entirely  new  policy  ;  a  clause 
was  passed  that  destroyed  the  rights  of 
his  constituents;  compensation  was  claimed 
for  those  who  had  exercised  wharfage  rights 
for  four  years,  and  then  the  City  of  Lon- 
don said,  *'  We  will  have  nothing  more  to 
do  with  the  Bill."  He  wanted  to  know 
from  the  Government  in  what  position  they 
were  placed  ?  Here  was  a  Bill  which  pro- 
posed to  do  great  things  for  the  agricul- 
tural interest.  There  was  a  provision  in  the 
Bill  to  appoint  Commissioners  ;  but  there 
was  no  provision  made  for  paying  them. 
He  was  surprised  that  Gentlemen  opposite 
should  be  so  intent  on  making  a  profit  of 
their  beasts  as  to  become  the  dupes  of  a 
measure  which,  while  professing  to  give 
them  everything,  would  really  give  them 
nothing.  The  Commissioners  would  have 
to  purchase  land  at  an  enormous  price  ; 
but  where  was  the  Aladdin's  lamp  which 
would  procure  them  the  necessary  funds  ? 
Moreover,  the  object  of  the  Bill  would  not 
be  attained  within  four  or  five  years.  The 
powers  of  the  Corporation  of  London  would 
lapse  after  a  year  if  they  acquired  no 
lands,  or  after  three  years  if,  having  ac- 
quired lands,  they  took  no  further  steps, 
so  that  for  three  years  nothing  would  be 
done.  Then  a  Commission  without  funds 
might  be  appointed,  and  after  three  years 
more  their  powers  also  would  lapse.  Now, 
he  would  pot  it  to  the  Government  and  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  whether  it  was 
worth  while  to  proceed  with  a  Bill  of  such 
a  character  ?  Hon.  Members  opposite  per- 
haps imagined  that  if  they  got  this  Qo« 
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rernment  to  pass  a  Bill  thay  would  be  able 
to  get  funds  from  another  Gofernment. 
Beyond  the  right  of  the  Privy  Coancil 
TOtoing  the  inooming  of  foreign  cattle  sup- 
posed to  carry  the  disease,  he  denied  that 
restriction  should  exist.  To  implicate  all 
the  activity  of  foreign  traders  waa  simple 
stultification,  and  foreign  Governments 
would  be  estopped  from  sanctioning  the 
exportation  oi  cattle.  He  asked  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  not  to  send  their 
'*  round  robins"  to  the  Ministry,  to  induco 
them  to  palm  off  this  Bill,  which  stopped 
the  very  springs  of  commercial  activity. 
He  appealed  to  the  opposite  side  on  the 
grounds  of  public  justice  and  public  policy. 
["  Oh,  oh  !'n  But  his  constituents  were 
placed  at  a  disadvantage  in  order  to  benefit 
the  agricultural  interest,  and  he  altogether 
denied  the  justice  of  the  attempt  to  make 
the  port  of  London  the  scape-goat  of  other 
ports  in  the  country.  Probably,  if  any 
metropolitan  boroughs  returned  Conserva- 
tive Members,  they  would  be  able  to  pre- 
vail with  the  Government,  as  the  Members 
for  Liverpool  had  prevailed.  But  it  was 
hopeless  for  the  Government  to  expect 
from  the  intelligence  of  metropolitan  con- 
stituencies the  return  of  Conservative 
Members.  This  Bill  could  not  pass  in  the 
present  Session,  for  the  requisite  notices 
had  not  been  given  affecting  private  pro- 
perty. If  even  the  Bill  went  up  to  the 
Lords,  there  must  be  a  Committee  on  the 
subject,  to  consider  the  case  of  wharf- 
ingers and  others  whose  rights  were 
affected  by  the  measure.  As  to  the  great 
question,  whether  the  measure  would  raise 
the  price  of  meat,  Mr.  Bloomfield  Baker 
had  stated  before  the  Committee  that  the 
Government  contracts  alone  would  be  in- 
creased by  £1,000  per  week  if  the  Bill 
became  law.  But  if  this  were  so  in  the 
case  of  30,000  or  40.000  soldiers,  what 
would  not  be  the  result  of  the  measure 
upon  the  food  of  the  whole  metropolis  f 
On  the  ground  of  public  policy,  and  in  the 
interest  of  the  general  trade  of  the  coun- 
try, he  hoped  that  the  House  would  reject 
the  measure. 

Ma.  DISRAELI:  I  hope  the  House 
will  come  to  a  division  upon  this  stage  of 
the  Bill.  We  have  heard  in  this  debate 
that  this  measure  is  the  revival  of  Pro- 
tection. Remembering  that  some  of  the 
speakers  to  whom  I  have  listened  are  dis- 
tinguished for  their  knowledge  of  political 
economy  and  their  opposition  to  all  artifi- 
cial systems  of  restriction,  I  am  surprised 
that  that  accusation  should  be  made  so 
freely.  Wo  have  heard  something  also 
Mr.  Ayrian 


about  a  hustings'  cry,  and  perhaps  in  the 
scarcity  of  the  commodity  on  the  other  side 
this  stale  sarcasm  may  do  as  well  as  any- 
other.     Now  this  is  not  a  question  of  pro- 
tection ;  it  is  one  of  precaution.     It  is  a 
question  really  between  pestilence  and  pre- 
caution.    It  is  a  question  whether,  after 
the  experience   we  have  had  of  the   fell 
disease  to  which  our  herds  and  flocks  have 
been  so  fatally  subject,  it  is  necessary  or 
desirable  that  we  should  adopt  some  pre- 
cautionary policy,   and   whether,    on  the 
whole,  the  measure  proposed  by  my  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Robert  Montagu)  is  not  the 
most  prudent  and  the  most  proper  ?     Now 
it  has  been  asked  frequently  in  the  course 
of  this  debate,  "  Why  do  you  propose  to 
do  that  for  London  which  you  do  not  pro- 
pose to  do  for  the  other  ports  V*     We  do 
not  propose  to  do  it  for  the   other  ports 
because  it  is  already  done  for  them.  Land 
has  been  purchased  in  those  places,  and  by 
the  clauses  of  the  existing  Act  we  have 
been  able  to  bring  about  a  state  of  things 
which   we  have  not  been    able   to   bring 
about  for  London.     And  why  not  for  Lon- 
don ?     Simply  because  you  cannot  avail 
yourselves  of  the  penalty  which  was  pro- 
vided by  the  existing  Act  in  order  to  en- 
force the   arrangement.      What  was  the 
penalty  f  That  if  in  any  of  those  ports  they 
did  not  choose  to  purchase  the  land  that 
was  necessary,  and  establish  separate  mar- 
kets, the  Privy  Council  could  prevent  the 
importation  of  foreign  cattle.     Now,  how 
could  you  do  that  in  London  when  you  have 
failed  to  establish   markets,   never  mind 
from  what  cause.      No  one  for  a  moment 
could  contend  that  the  Government  could 
take  upon  itself  to  stop  the  importation  of 
foreign  cattle   into   London,    which  is  92 
per  cent  of  the  gross  amount  imported. 
Therefore  we  have  not  under  the  existing 
Act  the  means  by  which    we  can  bring 
about  in  London  the  same  results  as  in 
the  other  ports,  and  it  is  because  we  want 
to  legislate  practically  for  the  whole  country 
that  we  ask  you  to  give  us  those  powers 
which  are  necessary.      So  much  for  the 
first  question  that   has   been   asked  me. 
Then  there  is  the  other  question  as  to  the 
financial  position  of  the  affair,  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson) 
has  brought  forward,  and  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Ayrton)  has  adverted  to.     Now,  we 
must  remember  that  in  the  Committee  on 
the  Bill  upstairs,  the  City  of  London  pro- 
posed a  tariff  of  tolls  quite  satisfactory  to 
the  Committee,   and  that  tariff  was  ao- 
cepted.    Certain  olausei  were  framed  to 
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carry  the  general  arrangements  into  effect, 
and  those  clauses  were  accepted.  So 
much,  therefore,  for  the  financial  part  of 
the  question.  But  then  a  misunderstanding 
arose  between  the  Corporation  of  the  Citj 
of  London  and  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  and  what  was  that  misunderstand- 
ing really  occasioned  by?  As  far  as  I 
can  collect  it  was  a  quarrel  as  to  who 
should  be  entitled  to  the  surplus  profits  of 
the  scheme.  Well,  now,  if  there  be  a 
misunderstanding  between  those  two  bodies 
as  to  the  question  of  surplus  profits,  I 
think  there  is  primd  facU  evidence  that 
the  scheme  would  be  a  paying  one.  It  is 
therefore  unnecessary  to  discussion  in 
order  to  ascertain  how  the  money  is  to  be 
provided  ;  but  what  we  want  to  inquire 
into  is  whether  it  is  neoeseary  such  an 
arrangement  should  be  carried  into  effect ; 
and  that  we  shall  be  better  able  to  discuss 
in  a  further  stage  of  the  Bill.  What  we 
ha?e  now  to  decide  is,  whether  it  is  neces- 
sary for  the  public  health  and  the  general 
welfare  of  the  country  that  a  scheme  of 
this  kind  should  be  adopted  or  not.  And 
if  it  be  our  opinion  that  it  ought  to  be 
adopted,  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  means 
will  be  defised  by  which  a  measure  abso- 
lutely necessary  may  be  carried  out.  Then 
we  are  told  that  we  are  acting  in  a  Tory 
different  way  from  how  they  act  in  France; 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Bruce), 
who  spoke  with  moderation  and  authority 
on  the  subject,  greatly  dilated  on  that 
topic.  But  there  is  very  little  similarity 
between  France  and  England  on  this  sub- 
ject. The  importation  of  foreign  cattle 
into  France  is  very  moderate  indeed  ;  it  is 
counted  only  by  thousands  while  in  this 
country  it  is  counted  by  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands. In  fact,  France  has  no  ports  of 
importation,  except  from  Algiers  to  Mar- 
seilles, and  only  two  inlets  into  France  for 
foreign  cattle  by  two  railways — the  Lille 
and  Sambre.  The  trafiio  in  France  can 
therefore  be  regulated  with  success  ;  for, 
by  the  law  of  that  country,  everything 
goes  to  Paris,  and  the  cattle  on  arriving 
there  are  slaughtered  within  a  very  limited 
period.  Therefore  the  similarity  of  the 
circumstances  alluded  to,  and  the  circum- 
stances urged  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  warn  us  from  pursuing  a  different 
course  in  this  country,  ought  not  to  have 
much  influence  or  authority  on  the  opinion 
of  the  House.  I  hope  the  House,  hav- 
ing now  discussed  the  question  for  some 
time,  is  prepared  to  come  to  some  decision 
on  the  subject.  The  House,  when  in 
Committee,  will  have  an  opportunity  of 
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urging  in  detail  any  practical  objections, 
and  of  then  being  practically  considered. 
But  the  great  point  to  be  remembered  by 
the  House  is  that  the  state  of  affairs  upon 
the  subject  is  most  unsatisfactory  ;  tnat 
the  system  of  Orders  in  Council,  which  I 
have  heard  advocated  from  quarters  in 
which  I  should  not  have  expected  tbem  to 
find  much  favour,  is  one  that  is  attended 
with  great  disadvantage  to  the  business 
of  the  country  ;  and  that  not  only  agricul- 
tural pursuits  but  the  commercial  inter- 
change of  the  country  are  extremely 
embarrassed  and  disturbed  if  the  supply 
to  the  London  market  is  limited — and  con* 
siderably  limited  it  is — by  the  system  which 
exists.  I  do  not  think  I  have  collected 
from  any  hon.  Gentlemen  that  they  are 
of  opinion  that  the  system  can  go  on  with- 
out considerable  modifications.  I  trust 
therefore  that  dismissing  from  our  minds 
such  really  idle  considerations  as  that  this 
plan  is  a  revival  of  Protection  ;  but  look- 
ing at  it  as  an  attempt  to  establish  a  sys- 
tem of  wise  and  necessary  precaution,  the 
House  will  now  agree  to  go  into  Commit- 
tee. It  is  absolutely  necessary  that  Par- 
liament should  come  to  some  decision  upon 
the  subject,  and  re-assure  the  public  mind ; 
and  as  the  question  is  precaution  against 
foreign  pestilence,  I  hope  the  House  will 
no  longer  delay  coming  to  a  vote  upon  it. 

Mb.  BAZLEY  attempted  to  address  the 
House ;  but,  there  being  loud  cries  for  a 
division,  said  he  would  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." « 
[Mr.  BaaJey.) 

Mr.  DISRAELI  :  I  hope  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  proceed  with  what  he  has 
got  to  say.  I  have  myself  been  often  re- 
ceived in  that  manner ;  but  I  found  the 
House  listened  to  me  when  I  went  on. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  should  be  very 
glad  if  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bazley)  were 
disposed  to  withdraw  his  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment. I  am  bound  to  say  that  in  my 
opinion — especially  after  listening  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman — the  financial  part 
of  the  question  has  assumed  an  appearance 
still  more  formidable ;  and  it  is  my  inten- 
tion to  raise  that  question,  if  no  other 
Member  does  so,  on  the  Motion  that  you, 
Sir,  do  leave  the  Chair.  With  the  exten- 
sive prospects  opened  out  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeenshire  (Mr.  Fordyce) 
that  this  is  the  beginning  of  a  system  of 
which  we  have  had  one  or  two  specimens, 
in  the  town  of  Hnll|  for  ezamplei  and  thai 
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it  18  inteoded  U  go  around  the  oooDirj. 
[Lord  Robert  Momtaou  :  We  can  at  pre- 
sent.] The  noble  Lord  did  not  bear  the 
Member  for  Aberdeenshire  then.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  sajs  that  this  is  a 
measure  absolutely  necessary  for  the  public 
welfare,  and  that  consequently  the  means 
for  defraying  the  charge  must  be  found— 
if  that  be  so,  why  should  net  the  means 
eome  from  the  Consolidated  Fund  ?  The 
whole  of  this  epens  up  a  series  of  questions 
so  important  that  a  discussion  must  be 
had  npoo  them.  If  my  hon.  Friend  would 
allow  me,  as  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
raised  the  question  upon  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  to  a  considerable  extent,  and  as 
hoB.  Gentleman  opposite  are  anxious  to 
haye  an  expression  of  opinion  upon  it,  I 
would  suggest  that  he  would  not  stand  in 
their  way. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  1m  was  not 
satisfied  with  the  expkoatien  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury.  He  hoped  that  the  Bill  would 
be  left  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  new  Pariia- 
Dkont. 

Mb.  BAZLEY  said,  he  would  withdraw 
his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leafe,  voUkdravm, 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  dMded  .-—Ayes  191 ;  Noes 
82 :  Majority  109. 

Original  Question  again  proposed, 
'*That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Mr.  BAZLET  said,  that  while  he  dis- 
claimed  all  intention  to  annoy  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  he  shovld  mo?e  that 
the  debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  I  trust  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  not  make  that  Motion.  It  will 
stop  all  the  Business  of  the  erening. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  rose  to  ask  what 
oourse  the  GoYornmeat  intended  to  Uke  ? 
He  presumed,  however,  that  after  the  di* 
vision  which  had  been  just  taken  they 
would  object  to  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate. For  his  own  part  he  should  cer- 
tainly not  press  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate; but  he  wished  to  refer  to  a  matter  that 
had  been  hardly  touched  on  by  the  Govern- 
ment. It  had  only  been  very  briefly  men- 
tioned by  the  First  Minister,  and  never  until 
that  speech  was  delivered.  He  should  en- 
deavour to  set  forth  briefly  what  he  had  to 
say  on  that  matter,  in  deference  te  the 
wiahes  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.     With 


regard  to  the  general  argument  he  should 
say  very  little,  and  should  touch  very  briefl  j 
on  the  points  that  had  been  brought  into 
view  during  the  present  evening.  One  of 
those  appeared  to  be  that  Gentleman  oppo- 
site had  urged  in  argameut  that  time  was 
of  the  greatest  importance  to  them  in  that 
matter,  and  that  a  great  advantsge  was  to 
be  gained  by  pressing  forward  the  present 
Bill  under  the  circumstances  in  which  they 
were  at  present  placed.  Now,  it  appear^ 
to  him  that  there  was  no  ground  for  such 
a  supposition.  Under  the  Bill  twelve 
months  were  allowed  for  choosing  a  aite 
for  the  new  market ;  but  why  was  twelve 
months  necessary  for  such  a  purpose  ?  He 
ventured  to  think  that  if  the  Bill  were  dis- 
cussed six  months  hence,  and  if  six  months 
only  were  to  be  allowed  for  the  choice  of  a 
site,  no  time  would  really  be  lost.  [**  Com- 
mittee !  "  ]  His  argument,  he  might  re- 
ouirk,  did  not  refer  to  any  particular  clause ; 
but  to  the  expediency  of  pressing  the  Bill 
forward  at  the  present  time.  He  was 
afraid  that  the  longer  the  discussion  on  this 
BiU  was  protracted  the  more  it  would  assume 
the  very  invidious,  not  not  to  say  odious, 
aspect  of  a  battle  of  class  interests.  How- 
ever much  some  hon.  Gentlemen  might 
exert  themselves  to  divest  it  of  that  cha- 
racter, he  was  sorry  to  say  that  the  lan- 
guage of  others  tended  very  much  to  give 
it  t&t  character  ;  and  when  a  new  Parlia- 
ment met,  it  would  not  be  a  graceful  vewA' 
lection  of  the  last  act  of  the  old  one  that  a 
measure  of  that  kind  was  carried  into  effect 
that  Session.  He  was  persuaded  that 
many  hon.  Gentlemen  were  urging  forward 
this  Bill  under  the  honest  beli^  that  it 
was  a  measure  of  precaution,  and  he  had 
no  doubt  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  perfectly  sincere  when  he  said  that 
while  there  would  be  temporary  inconve- 
nienees,  the  trade  would  soon  be  re>orga- 
nised,  and  that  matters  would  t^en  go  on  as 
well  as,  if  not  better,  than  before.  Such 
a  proplusey  would  have  been  the  more  com- 
forting but  for  the  existence  of  certain  facta 
relative  to  the  effects  of  a  similar  system 
of  precaution  at  Hull.  Indeed,  he  was 
somewhat  astonished  ihat  the  case  of  Hull 
had  not  been  ihentioned  either  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex* 
chequer  or  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown.  He 
would  therefore  briefly  re-capituiate  the 
facts.  In  the  first  place,  however,  he  must 
express  his  belief  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tmaanat  ^  Head  of  the  (soveroment  was 
entirely  wrong  when  he  stated  that  the 
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foreign  eattle  trade  of  the  port  of  London 
was  92  per  cent  of  the  whole  foreign  eattle 
trade  of  the  country.  Of  course  he  could 
not  at  the  moment  quote  the  precise  figures ; 
but  his  impression  was  that  the  out-port 
trade— to  use  the  expression  of  the  Cus- 
toms —  was  about  five-twelfths,  and  cer- 
tainly more  than  four  twelfths  of  the  entire 
cattle  trade.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
argument  therefore  fell  to  the  ground. 
Hall  was  a  port  which  had  a  thriTing 
and  rapidly  growing  cattle  trade.  In  1864 
it  imported  30,000  cattle,  38,000  sheep 
and  lambs,  and  7,000  swine.  The  next 
year  the  figures  were  as  follows  : — 41,000 
cattle,  69,000  sheep  and  lambs,  and  ld,000 
•wine.  In  1866  the  precautionary  measure 
came  into  effect,  and  the  result  was  that 
the  41,000  cattle  fell  to  26.000,  the  69,000 
•heep  and  lambs  to  48,000,  and  the  15,000 
Bwine  to  8,000.  Nor  was  the  effect  of  the 
measure  of  precaution  then  exhausted,  for 
in  1867  the  numbers  were — 17,000  cattle, 
9,000  sheep  and  lambs,  and  under  4,000 
•wine.  The  figures  for  1868  were  of 
eonrse  incomplete  ;  but  he  was  told  that 
at  the  present  time  the  cattle  trade  of  Hull 
exhibited  in  a  yet  more  satisfactory  manner 
the  extreme  efficacy  of  the  precautions 
which  had  been  taken.  It  was  idle,  there- 
fore, for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  suppose  that  by  general  prophecies  and 
promises,  which  he  would  do  his  best  to 
fulfil,  he  was  to  carry  to  disturbed,  mis- 
trustful minds  any  comfortable  assurance 
that  his  expectations  for  London  were  to 
stand  against  the  endence  of  facts  and 
figures  already  in  their  hands  with  respect 
to  the  case  of  Hull.  He  had  no  doubt 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  were  sincere  when 
they  said  they  did  not  want  protection  ; 
but  he  apprehended  that  until  the  facts 
and  figures  he  had  quoted  had  been  an- 
swered, it  was  clear  that  the  operation  of 
the  measure  would  be  something  like  the 
extinction  of  the  foreign  cattle  trade.  Such 
was  the  case  with  respect  to  the  probable 
.  effect  of  the  Bill  on  the  supply  of  food,  and 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Merthyr  Tydvil  (Mr.  Bruce)  had  shown 
that  the  scientific  evidence  of  reterinary 
Burgeons  proved  it  to  be  in  a  prominent 
degree  worthless  as  a  measure  of  pre- 
caution. Then  came  the  question  as  to  the 
efficacy  of  Privy  Council  regulations  ««r»ta 
statutory  restrictions  ;  and  why,  he  would 
ask,  did  the  Government  not  enforce  com- 
pulsory slaughter  in  the  metropolis  on  their 
own  responsibility,  instead  of  asking  the 
House  to  relieve  them  of  that  responsibili^f 


and  put  itself  in  their  place  ?  He,  for  one, 
contended  that  the  arrangement  of  pro- 
ceeding by  means  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment, subject  to  the  control  of  Parliament, 
and  the  consequent  revocation  of  errors 
that  might  arise,  was  one  which  was  in- 
finitely to  be  preferred  to  a  rigid  system  of 
statutory  restriction  such  as  that  which 
was  urged  on  the  acceptanee  of  the  House. 
Then  they  had  further  to  consider  the 
financial  question,  and  if  that  question  had 
had  been  formidable  before  they  had  heard 
the  addresses  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  and  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
it  was  at  present  far  more  formidable. 
The  case  presented  by  the  First  Minister 
of  the  Crown  was  no  case  at  aU.  The 
right  hon.  Gentlemau  at  the  Head  of  the 
Government  invited  the  House  to  go  into 
Committee  to  consider  the  subject  in  its 
financial  aspect;  but  he  must  be  per- 
mitted to  say  that  no  Government  measure 
involving  a  large  outlay  had  ever  been  dealt 
with  in  that  way.  It  was  the  absolute  duty 
of  the  Government,  he  maintained,  to  pro- 
duce before  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair  their 
financial  plan,  to  show  what  charge  would 
be  incurred  under  the  operation  of  the  Bill, 
and  how  that  charge  was  to  be  met.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  sought  to  put  the 
House  off  with  generalities  ;  but  he  felt 
assared  that  if  the  measure  was  passed  in 
its  present  shape  the  question  of  finance 
would  hereafter  arise  in  one  shape  or  an- 
other. What,  he  would  ask,  were  the 
funds  out  of  which  the  proposed  market 
was  to  be  supported?  As  things  now 
stood,  the  cattle  trade  of  the  metropolis 
was  concentrated  in  a  siogle  market,  which 
represented  but  one  source  of  expense.  On 
the  fund  by  which  that  market  was  sup- 
ported it  was,  however,  sought  to  throw  a 
double  charge,  although  it  was  not  a  fund 
which  yielded  a  surplus,  but  one  which, 
on  the  contrary,  was  encumbered  with  a 
deficiency  of  £7,000  a  year.  If  that  were 
so,  how  was  the  deficiency  to  be  supplied 
and  provision  made  for  the  additional  charge 
which  would  be  imposed  if  the  Bill  were  to 
pass  into  a  law  ?  What  were  the  sources 
from  which  it  was  conceivable  the  new 
charge  could  be  met  ?  It  might,  perhaps, 
be  thought  that  it  could  be  met  by  means 
of  the  dues  on  foreign  cattle ;  but,  so  far 
as  he  could  see,  we  could  not  levy  one 
penny  more  on  such  cattle  than  on  British 
cattle  admitted  to  a  British  market.  He 
was  of  that  opinion  because  ol  the  fkHh  of 
treaties.    Acomnx>n  stipulation  in  treaties 
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was  what  was  called  the  equality  treat- 
ment, which  had  reference  to  dues  and 
charges  of  all  kinds.  He  recollected  very 
well  that  in  1860,  when  the  French  Treaty 
was  entered  into,  and  it  was  contemplated 
to  levy  certain  petty  charges  in  the  port 
of  London,  a  special  article  had  to  he  in- 
troduced to  prevent  their  imposition.  The 
Government,  therefore,  could  not  hope  to 
raise  the  revenue  required  for  the  new 
market  hy  taxing  foreign  at  a  higher  rate 
than  British  cattle.  The  next  source  of 
revenue  open  to  them  was,  as  had  heen 
stated,  the  property  of  the  City  of  London; 
hut  the  citizens  had,  he  believed,  beyond 
all  doubt,  washed  their  hands  of  the  Bill. 
He,  for  one,  protested  against  the  idea 
that  the  ratepayers  of  the  metropolis  were 
to  be  looked  to  to  defray  the  necessary 
charges,  and  be  did  not  suppose  for  a  mo- 
ment that  they  would  willingly  submit  to 
any  measure  which  would  tend  to  limit  the 
supply  of  food.  The  next  source  to  which 
recourse  might  be  had  was  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  The  meaning  of  the  statement  of 
the  Head  of  the  Government  that  this  was 
necessary  for  the  public  welfare,  and  that 
some  means  of  getting  the  requisite  money 
must  be  devised,  was  that  the  public  must 
provide  the  money ;  and  he  wished  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  contem- 
plated getting  those  means  from  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  ?  Another  mode  of  getting 
at  the  treasure  of  the  public  was  by  way 
of  guarantee.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer shook  his  head,  and  he  was  glad 
to  understand  from  the  demeanour  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  when  he  said 
there  was  to  he  no  charge  on  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund,  he  meant  to  include  no  direct 
or  contingent  charge  by  way  of. guarantee; 
but  what  was  said  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Ayrton)  was  strictly  true— that  Commis- 
sioners were  to  be  set  up  without  any 
money  to  bless  themselves  with.  They 
were  about  to  do  that  which  had  been  done 
too  often  before— namely,  to  delude  the 
farmers  by  professing  to  do  wonderful 
things  on  their  behalf,  which,  when  put  to 
the  test,  proved  wholly  futile.  If  it  was 
intended  to  deal  in  an  open  and  trustworthy 
manner  with  the  agricultural  interest,  the 
financial  part  of  the  Bill  must  be  made  a 
reality.  He  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  give  a  clear  statement  of  their  in- 
tentions. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  regretted  that  when  be 
before  addressed  the   House  he  was  not 
Jfr.  Gladitone 


aware  of  the  challenge  that  during  hia 
absence  had  been  thrown  out  to  him  re- 
specting the  financial  part  of  the  measure. 
The  points  raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  are  no  doubt  worthy  of 
attention,  and  he  would  take  them  one  bj 
one.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  asked 
why  the  Bill  was  pressed  with  such  ur- 
gency ?  Why  could  it  not  stand  over  till 
next  Session  ?  Because,  after  it  was 
passed,  another  Bill,  founded  upon  it, 
would  have  to  be  introduced,  giving  powers 
for  the  acquisition  of  the  site  of  the  in- 
tended market ;  a  provisional  Motion  would 
have  to  be  passed,  and  notice  to  be  given 
to  the  persons  interested  in  the  site.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  next  instanced 
the  case  of  Hull,  as  an  answer  to  the 
argument  that  the  Bill  would  occasion  a 
larger  supply  to  the  market.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  pointed  to  the  decline 
in  the  number  of  cattle,  sheep,  and  swine 
imported  into  Hull  as  the  consequence  of 
the  Order  in  Council,  compelling  beasts  to 
be  slaughtered  at  the  place  of  lauding  ; 
but  he  bad  apparently  forgotten  that  the 
Order  applied  only  to  cattle,  and  not  to 
sheep,  lambs,  or  swine,  unless  imported 
in  the  same  vessel  with  cattle  ;  and  it  was 
therefore  plain  that  the  Order  in  Council 
could  not  be  held  to  be  the  cause  of  so 
serious  a  decline  in  the  importations  of 
Hull.  The  fact,  he  believed,  was  that  the 
restrictive  regulations  of  the  various  foreign 
Governments  checked  the  importation  from 
abroad,  and  also  that  the  French  ports 
during  the  period  in  question  offered  a 
better  market  to  breeders  ;  for  even  in 
London,  where  compulsory  slaughter  in  a 
separate  market  was  not  enforced,  the  im- 
portation of  cattle  had  fallen  from  147,000 
in  1864  to  125.000  in  1867.  With  regard 
to  the  financial  part  of  the  question,  he 
observed  that  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape 
was  not  the  Bill  as  introduced  hy  the  Go- 
vernment. When  the  Bill  was  first  intro- 
duced the  City  of  London  engaged  to 
carry  out  its  provisions,  provided  it  had 
the  tolls  under  Schedules  of  the  Bill ;  but 
when  the  Bill  went  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee the  old  ri  fairy  between  the  Metro* 
politan  Board  of  Works  and  the  City  of 
London  broke  out  afresh.  The  surplus 
was,  under  the  Bill,  to  go  to  the  market 
authority  ;  but  in  the  Committee  the  Bill 
was  altered  so  that  the  surplus  should  go 
to  the  reduction  of  the  tolls.  It  was  there- 
fore no  wonder  that  there  should  be  some 
reluctance  on  the  part  of  the  City  to  carry 
out  the  Bill.     But  if  the  City  declined  to 
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do  80  the  Metropolitan  Board  would  become 
the  market  authority.  At  the  instigation 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  (Mr.  Goaohen),  who  waa  certainly 
not  a  supporter  of  the  BiU»  the  clause  re- 
lating to  the  City  of  London  was  struck 
out.  That  might  be  a  proof  of  the  inge- 
nuity of  the  right  hon.  Uentleman ;  but  it 
was  certainly  no  reason  why  a  charge 
should  be  brought  against  the  GoTcmment 
with  reference  to  the  market  authority. 
The  view  of  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Robert 
Montagu)  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill  was 
to  restore  it  to  the  shape  in  which  it  was 
when  it  went  up  to  the  Committee,  so  as 
to  leave  it  to  the  City  of  London  to  receive 
the  tolls  as  the  market  authority,  and  ap- 
propriate the  surplus  as  they  appropriated 
their  other  funds.  But  if  they  declined, 
the  Metropolitan  Board  would  become  the 
market  authority,  and  the  surplus  would 
go  to  them  instead  of  to  the  reduction  of 
tolls.  Independently,  therefore,  of  the 
Commissioners,  they  had  here  two  respon- 
sible and  important  bodies,  who,  if  they 
restored  the  Bill  to  its  original  shape, 
would  be  perfectly  willing  either  of  them 
to  become  the  market  authority.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson) 
very  properly  observed  that  they  should 
not  put  higher  tolls  on  animals  imported 
nnder  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  than  be- 
fore. Bot  so  far  from  being  higher  the 
tolls  were  considerably  lower.  The  tolls 
in  the  Schedule  were  2«.  6(1.  per  head  in- 
stead of  5$,  lid.,  as  in  the  metropolitan 
cattle  market. 

Mr.  milner  GIBSON  said,  that  was 
not  80.  Instead  of  being  5«.  lid.  in  the 
metropolitan  cattle  market,  cattle  under 
the  same  circumstances  were  only  charged 
3d.  per  head. 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  was  a  question  of  fact 
which  might  be  very  easily  settled.  All 
be  could  say  was,  that  if  they  passed  this 
Bill  as  presented  by  the  Government,  there 
would  be  a  perfect  security  that  it  would 
be  properly  carried  out  in  the  fact  that  the 
City  of  London  would  be  willing  to  under- 
take it  as  the  market  authority.  It  was 
therefore  idle  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say  that  financially  the  Bill  would  not 
hold  water. 

Mb.  HENLET  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire had  advised  the  House  not  to  delude 
the  farmers,  and  he  made  a  strong  state- 
ment with  respect  to  Hull,  where  what  he 
called  the  foreign  trade  had  been  almost 


extingnished.  But  had  not  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman  and  his  Friends,  with  the  hon* 
and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Ayr  ton),  urged  the  House  to  continue 
the  very  system  of  Privy  Council  Orders 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  had 
all  but  extinguished  the  foreign  trade  at 
Hull  ?  Was  there  not  something  to  delude 
in  that  ?  And  then  as  to  the  ratepayers 
of  the  City  of  London,  were  they  not  also 
deluded  by  having  the  extinction  of  trade 
put  on  them  by  the  Privy  Council  Orders 
instead  of  by  statute?  Hon.  Gentlemen 
talked  of  the  fettering  of  trade  ;  but  was 
not  trade  fettered  now?  Was  the  time 
ever  known  when  the  people  of  the  metro- 
polis paid  so  large  a  price  for  their  meat  as 
they  did  now  ?  And  why  was  there  such 
a  large  margin  between  the  price  paid  to 
the  producer  and  the  price  paid  by  the 
consumer?  It  was  all  very  well  for  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  and  the  Wbitechapel  butchers  to 
talk  upoh  this  subject ;  but  was  there  no 
delusion  here  ?  Thp  very  large  difference 
between  the  wholesale  and  retail  price  of 
meat  was  owing  to  the  restrictions  which 
the  Privy  Council  placed  on  trade.  But  it 
was  said  what  was  the  use  of  passing  this 
Bill  when  twelve  months'  notice  was  given 
for  purchasing  a  site  for  the  market  ?  But 
why  should  these  twelve  months  not  be 
limited  to  six  ?  That  might  be  done  in 
Committee.  He  believed  all  the  financial 
difficulties  might  easily  be  cleared  away. 
If  not  it  would  only  show  what  remained 
to  be  done  by  the  new  Parliament.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  said  they  had  no  right  to 
deal  with  such  a  question,  for  they  were  a 
dying  body.  The  .right  hon.  Gentleman, 
however,  did  not  seem  to  consider  that 
when  dealing  with  the  Irish  Church. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  I  never  used  the 
words  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  putting 
into  my  mouth,  nor  anything  like  them. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  that  if  they  had 
cleared  away  the  difficulties  in  the  path  in- 
stead of  uselessly  protracting  the  debate 
by  pressing  the  same  speeches  over  and 
over  again,  they  would  either  have  carried 
the  Bill  through  Committee  by  this  time, 
or  else  have  left  it  in  a  condition  much 
more  accessible  to  the  legislation  of  the 
new  Parliament. 

Mb.  NORWOOD  said,  that  the  Orders 
of  the  Privy  Council  were  sent  temporarily, 
while  the  Bill  would  be  permanent  it  its 
operation.     With  regard  to  the  question  of 


imports,  the  cause  of  the  declme  was  th 
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prohibition  on  inporten  to  Btni  inrplns 
importt  into  the  eoantry,  and  the  impoMi- 
bilitj  to  regulate  tho  supply  to  thf  wants 
of  each  particnlar  port.  If  it  were  intended 
to  erect  the  necessary  buildings  for  only 
two  years,  they  were  incurring  a  monstroos 
outlay  for  a  very  small  object.  He  con- 
demned the  Bill  as  one  which  would  ocoa* 
sion  great  loss  without  possessing  sufficient 
compensating  advantages. 

Sir  CHARLBS  RUSSELL  made  an 
appeal  to  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
Seeing  that  the  agriculturists  of  England, 
Ireland,  and  Scotland  felt  so  strongly  on 
this  questioi^,  and  seeing  that  the  decision 
of  the  House  had  been  marked  so  emphati- 
cally in  favour  of  the  Bill,  he  appealed  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  his  con- 
sent to  postpone  the  prorogation  of  Parlia- 
ment a  sufficient  time  to  enable  this  truly 
Protectionist  measure  to  be  proceeded 
with. 

Mr.  ATRTON  said,  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  now  consent 
to  the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  The 
statements  which  had  been  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Minister, 
and  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  with  respect 
to  the  financial  part  of  the  Bill  were  such 
as  to  render  a  further  discussion  of  the 
main  principle  of  the  Bill  absolutely  ne- 
cessary. He  was  not  averse  to  any  reason- 
able arrangement  in  favour  of  the  agricul- 
tural interest ;  but  he  protested  against 
the  extravagant  clauses  contained  in  the 
present  Bill.  He  made  the  suggestion 
that  the  debate  should  be  adjourned  in 
order  to  save  another  division,  and  perhaps 
a  long  series  of  divisions. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  would  have 
consented  to  an  adjournment  of  the  debate 
before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  spoke.  But  as  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  had  an  opportunity  of 
which  he  had  availed  himself  of  speaking 
upon  the  financial  part  of  the  Bill,  and  as 
his  observations  had  been  answered  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  there  was 
really  no  reason  whatever  why  the  main 
principle  of  the  Bill  should  be  further  dis- 
cussed, and  why  the  House  should  not  at 
once  go  into  Committee  upon  that  Bill. 
He  should  certainly  oppose  the  Motion 
for  Adjournment. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  replied  to  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  but  he  had  certainly  not  an- 
swered him— .[•'  Oh,  oh  I"].  He  had  given 
no  answer  to  the  question,  where  the  ^nds 
Mr.  Norwood 


were  to  eome  from  to  carry  out  the  Bill,  if 
the  City  and  the  Board  of  Works  had  no 
money,  and  were  not  empowered  to  borrow 
for  the  purpose.  The  question  was  left 
exactly  as  it  was  left  when  his  right  hon. 
Friend  sat  down. 

Mr.  DB  GRET  said,  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli)  would 
consider  favourably  the  appeal  made  to 
him  by  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Berkshire  (Sir  Charies  Russell) 
not  to  prorogue  the  Parliament  till  this 
measure  was  passed.  Such  a  step,  though 
it  would  be  a  sacrifice  of  time  and  trouble, 
would  be  appreciated  by  the  country;  and 
if  the  Bill  were  passed  into  a  law  this 
codicil  to  the  will  of  a  moribund  Parlia- 
ment would  be  a  legacy  gratefully  acknow- 
ledged by  all  classes. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — {Mr. 
Be»Uy.) 

The  House  dti^ufo J ;— Ayes  55 ;  Noes 
155  :  Majority  100. 

Original  Question  again  proposed,  "  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair.*' 

Mr.  COWEN  said,  they  had  been  there 
for  fourteen  hours  and  had  to  meet  again 
at  two  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and  he 
therefore  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  trusted  that  the  House 
would  not  embark  in  these  barren  and  dis- 
tressing practices  which  they  appeared 
likely  to  pursue.  He  hoped  that  after  the 
very  large  majorities  which  had  been  in 
favour  of  going  into  Committee,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  withdraw  his  Motion, 
particularly  as  those  majorities  were  fur- 
nished not  from  that  side  of  the  House 
alone.  He  did  not  desire  to  say  anything 
by  way  of  menace ;  but  if  the  hon.  Gentle^ 
man  persisted  in  these  Motions,  he  should 
not  continue  to  oppose  them  in  the  present 
jaded  state  of  the  House,  more  particularly 
as  there  was  to  be  another  Sitting  that  day. 
It  was  the  usual  practice  of  minorities  to 
defer  to  the  opinions  of  the  majority,  es- 
pecially when  that  majority  had  been  so 
large  as  it  had  been  that  evening ;  and  he 
trusted,  therefore,  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  not  persevere  in  the  course  he 
was  now  adopting. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  he  had 
understood  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  would  not  have  objected  to  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate  if  it  bad  been 
moved  before  the  speech  of  his  right  hoi. 
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Friend  the  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
had  been  deliTered.  ["  Oh,  oh  ! '']  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  bo  stated  and 
said  BO  still.  p<Oh!**]  He  trusted  there- 
fore  that  the  hon.  Qentleman  would  presB 
his  Motion. 

CoLONEli  JERVIS  said,  he  thought  that 
both  sides  of  the  House  should  clearly 
understand  the  position  in  which  they  now 
were.  The  opponents  of  the  measure  should 
understand  that  those  who  supported  it 
would  go  into  Committee  if  they  continued 
di?iding  till  two  o'clock  to-morrow  after- 
noon. 

Mr.  COWBN  said,  he  could  tell  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Qentleman  oppoflite  (Co- 
lonel Jervis)  that  he  too  would  sit  there, 
if  necessary,  till  two  o'clock  to-morrow 
afternoon. 

Sib  LAWRENCE  PALK  pointed  out 
to  the  opponents  of  the  measure  that  they 
would  be  in  no  worse  position  if  they  per- 
mitted the  Speaker  to  leaTO  the  Chair  than 
they  now  were.  [An  hon.  Mbmbeb  :  Tes, 
we  shall ;  very  much.]  He  trusted  that  for 
the  sake  of  the  character  of  the  House  the 
present  factious  proceedings  would  not  be 
persisted  in. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  it  was  not  usual 
when  there  were  Morning  Sittings  to  dis- 
cuss opposed  Business  at  that  hour.  He 
hoped  the  First  Minister  would  give  some 
assurance  that  he  would  assent  to  an  ad- 
journment of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
this  House  do  new  adjourn."  —  {Mr. 
Coivm.) 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  38  ;  Noes 
131  :  Majority  93. 

Original  Question  again  proposed,  ''That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare  the  Chair." 

Mb.  OHBETHAM  moved  the  adjourn^ 
ment  of  the  debate. 

Mb.  FRESHFIELD  complained  that 
the  Bill  had  been  treated  in  a  most  dis- 
creditable manner  by  the  Gentlemen  op- 
posite. 

Mr.  monk  said,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  go  into  Committee  that  night.  He 
protested  against  these  continued  Motions 
for  Adjournment.  There  were  a  great  many 
even  on  the  Liberal  side  who  were  in  favour 
of  the  Bill,  and  he  thought  it  ought  to  be 
proceeded  with. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  there  were 
a  number  of  Gentlemen  who  were  deter- 
mined to  oppose  the  Bill  at  all  hazards. 

Mb.  RUSSELL  GURNET  said,  he 
had  felt  strongly  opposed  to  the  Bill ;  but 


it  had  been  Mr\j  fought  in  all  its  stages, 
And  fuHher  onpoeition  to  the  Speaker's 
leaving  the  Chair  ought  now  to  be  dis- 
continued. 

Mr.  ATRTON  called  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown 
had  left  the  House,  and  asked  who  was 
in  charge  of  the  Business  of  the  House. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that 
the  Prime  Minister  was  willing,  supposing 
the  House  went  into  Committee,  to  report 
Progress  at  once,  and  ^n  the  Bill  for 
Monday. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — [Mr. 
Cheetham.) 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  30  ;  Noes 
130 :  Majority  100. 

Original  Question  again  proposed,  *'That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House. 

Mb.     LABOUCHERE    seconded    the ' 
Motion. 

Colonel  JERYIS  asked  what  were  the 
forms  of  the  House.  If  necessary,  those 
on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House  would 
walk  continually  into  the  Lobbies  till  ten  in 
the  morning. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That 
this  House  do  now  adjouhi." — {Mr.  Feter 
Taylor.) 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  31  ;  Noes 
132:  Majority  101. 

Original  Question  again  proposed,  *'  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

Mb.  CANDLISH  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate* 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
(Mr.  Candliih.) 

YisoouNT  GALWAY  made  an  appeal 
to  hon.  Members  opposite  on  behalf  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Chair.  They 
were  hardly  treating  him  fairly  by  keeping 
him  in  the  House  at  that  late  hour,  and 
he  hoped  they  would  not  press  the  Motion 
for  the  adjournment. 

LoBD  ELCHO  sold,  he  had  intended 
rising  to  make  a  similar  observation.  If 
hon.  Members  had  no  consideration  for 
themselves,  they  should  at  least  have  some 
consideration  for  the  Speaker,  who  had, 
with  the  exception  of  the  two  hours  be- 
tween four  and  six,  been  practically  in  the 
Chair  since  twelve  o'clock,  and  it  was  now 
twenty  minutes  to  three. 
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Mb«  speaker  said,  he  felt  obliged 
to  those  GeDtlemen  who  had  made  that 
appeal  in  his  behalf.  Bat  he  wished  that 
hon.  Members,  without  anj  reference  to 
his  convenienoe,  should  be  guided  by  what 
thej  considered  proper  and  suitable  and 
becoming  the  dignity  of  the  House. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  asked  why 
the  Irish  Registration  Bill  had  been  placed 
after  the  Bill  under  discussion  ?  The  Irish 
Members  had  been  pressed  to  wait  for  it ; 
and  why  ?  Because  it  was  known  they 
were  generally  favourable  to  the  Cattle 
Bill,  and  would,  of  course,  support  the 
Government.     ["  Oh,  oh  !"J 

Mb.  NOEL  denied  the  statement. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  he  was 
quite  ready  to  admit  the  opposition,  which 
had  been  as  industrious  as  the  Govern- 
ment's ;  but  he  maiutained  that  indirectly 
the  effect  had  been  as  he  had  stated.  He, 
however,  recommended  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Candlish)  not  to  press  his  Motion. 

Mr.  CANDLISH,  reminding  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  it  would  have  been  more  con- 
sistent if  they  had  consulted  the  Speaker's 
comfort  hours  before,  withdrew  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  noUhdrawn. 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  coniid&red  in  Committee  ;  House 
reiumed  ;  Committee  report  Progress ;  to 
sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 


EXPIRINO  LAWS  OONmnTANCB  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Solatib-Booth,  Bill  to  oon- 
tinue  various   Expiring   Laws,   ordered   to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Sclatbr-Booth  and  Mr.  Se- 
cretary GiTHOBinB  Habdt. 
h\i\pre$enUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  241 .] 

WOODS  AND  GAME  A8SB8S1DENT  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mp.  Riid,  Bill  to  assess  Woods 
and  Game  to  Local  Rates,  ordered  to  be  brouffht 
in  by  Mp.  Read  and  Mr.  Jaipsb  Mom. 
Bill  preeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  242.] 

House  adjourned  at  Three  o'clock 
in  the  morning. 


LordMcho 


HOUSE   OF   LOKDS, 
Friday,  July  17,  1868. 

MINUTES.}— PuBuo  Bills— Fu-#<  Beading^ 
General  Police  and   ImproTcment  (Seotland) 
Act  Amendment*  (267);  Sir  Robert  Napier'i 
Annuity*   (285);    Titles  to   Land  Conaolida- 
tion  (Scotland)^  (268);  Poor  Uw  Board  Pro- 
Tiiional  Order  Confirmation  •    (266)  ;     Mar- 
riages Validity  (Blakedown)*  (271). 
Second  Reading— TtAn  ProWsional  Order  Con- 
firmation* (242);  Land  Drainage  ProTisionml 
Order    Confirmation*    (241);    Larceny    and 
Embeulement     {2i5)i     New     Zealand     A»- 
sembly*!  Powers*  (247);  Railway  Oompaniee 
(Ireland)    Adrances*    (206);     Sanitary    Act 
(1866)  Amendment*  (252);  Vaccination  (Ire- 
land)* (254J;  Militia  Pay.*  ^ 
Committ^  —  Burials      (Ireland)      (212-269); 
Bankruptcy  Act  Amendment  (208-270) ;  Con- 
tagious   Diseases   Act    (1866)    Amendment* 
(229);   Portpatriok  and   Belfast  and    County 
Down  Railway  Companies*  (238). 
Report  —  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners*  (259)  • 
Contagious  Diseases  Act  (1866)  Amendment  * 
(229);    Lunatic   Asylums  (Ireland)  Accounts 
Audit*  (237);  Clerks  of  the  Peace,  Ac.   (Ire- 
land)* (261);  Court  of  Justiciary  (Scotland)* 
(232);     Ecclesiastical    Buildings   and   Glebes 
(Scotland)*    (233);    Portpatriok  and  Belfi«t 
and  County  Down  Railway  Companies*  (288). 
Third  Reading  —  RcTcnue  Officers  Disabilities 
Removal*  (214);    Local    Government    Sup- 
plemenUl    (No.  6)  *    (175);    West    Indies* 
(249) ;  Entoil  Amendment  (Scotland)  *  (250) ; 
Assignees  of  Marine  Policies*    (260);  Poor 
Law  and  Medical  Inspectors  (Ireland)  *  (222)  • 
Petit   Juries   (Ireland)*  (281) ;    Divorce  and 
Matrimonial  Causes   Court*  (123);    District 
Ohuroh  Tithes  Act  Amendment*  (251);  In- 
dorsing of  Warrants  *  (240),  and  paeeed 

LONDON,  BRIGHTON.  AND  SOUTH  COAST 
RAILWAY  BILL.— OBSERVATIONS. 
LoED  EEDESDALE  said,  that  thisBiU 
had  come  back  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons with  a  clause  restored  which  their 
Lordships  had  struck  out,  and  which  em- 
powered the  company  to  divide  their  ordi- 
nary paid-up  share  capital  in  a  manner 
which  he  thought  was  open  to  the  strongest 
possible   objection.      If    their  Lordships 
conceded  that  principle,  and  particularly 
for  the  reason  given  in  the  other  House — 
namely,  that  companies  had  a  right  to 
regulate  their  own  capital  in  the  way  they 
deemed  most  convenient,  without  the  in- 
terference of  Parliament,  he  believed  it 
would  lead  to  the  greatest  possible  evil. 
He  therefore  desired  to  call  their  Lord- 
ships' attention  to  the  subject,   and  he 
begged  to  give  Notice  that  he  would  on 
Tuesday  next  move  that  their  Lordships 
should  insist  on  their  Amendment.    There 
was  a  canvass  generally  in  these  cases 
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and  be  hoped  their  Lordahips  wotdd  keep  Ohoroh  never  was  bo  efficient  as  at  pre- 
their  minds  free  until  the  subject  came  sent,  and  in  that  efficiency  she  is  con- 
on  for  discussion.  demned  to  serve  a  political  purpose.     Her 

property  is  to  be  confiscated  and  the  wrong 
done  to  her  excused  because  thereby  a 
majority  of  the  people  of  Ireland  will  be 
gratified.  To  iojure  one  person  to  please 
another  is  sinful,  and  such  policy  can 
never  prosper  or  bring  peace  to  a  nation. 
Oh,  that  everjr  man  would  pray  diligently 
for  guidance  in  this  matter  before  he  com- 
mitted himself  to  a  course  which  he  may 
hereafter  bitterly  regret !  I  assert  boldly 
that  in  dealing  with  the  temporalities  of 
the  Church  as  property  devoted  to  the 
service  of  God,  it  is  our  bounden  duty  to 
consider  exclusively  what  will  be  pleasipg 
to  GK)d,  and  to  disregard  altogetiier  the 
wishes  or  prejudices  of  this  or  that  body 
of  men. '  The  Eesolutions  on  the  subject 
of  the  Irish  Church,  lately  carried  in 
'<  another  place,"  were  taken  up  hastily  to 
secure  a  particular  purpose.  It  was  found, 
to  the  disappointment  of  many,  that  the 
Government,  having  succeeded  in  passing 
the  English  Reform  Bill  last  year,  were 
likely  to  be  equally  successful  with  the 
Scottish  and  Ijish  Bills  in  the  present 
Session.  They  were  pursuing  their  course 
with  a  continuance  of  support  which  in- 
sured the  result  now  obtained  ;  and  as 
regards  the  charge  brought  by  a  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Eussell)  against  them,  that 
they  were  holding  Office  in  violation 
of  constitutional  principles,  without  pos- 
sessing the  confidence  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  I  belicTe  that  if  the  Division 
Lists  on  those  important  measures  are  exa- 
mined, it  will  be  found  that  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  has  been  more  frequently 
in  a  minority  than  the  Leader  of  the  Go- 
vernment; and  BO  far  from  the  fact  being 
that  the  Government  did  not  possess  the 
confidence  of  the  House  of  Commons,  I 
believe  that  they  enjoyed  it  to  a  greater 
extent  than  any  other  party  there  on  the 
questions  really  at  issue  before  Parliament, 
whether  i^s  to  general  policy,  domestic 
and  foreign,  or  as  to  legislative  measures 
actually  under  consideration.  Under  these 
circumstances,  so  distressing  to  the  Leaders 
of  the  Opposition,  who  had  by  their  mis- 
management broken  up  their  party,  and 
knew  that  they  could  not  carry  a  Vote  of 
"Want  of  Confidence  if  they  proposed  one, 
a  question  was  to  be  sought  out  for  making 
a  hostile  movement  against  the  Govern- 
ment, on  which  all  the  sections  of  the 
Liberal  party  might  be  got  to  vote  toge- 
ther, in  the  hope  of  turning  out  the  Go- 
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CORONATION  OATH. 
ADDBSSS     TOR     A     PAPSB. 

LoBD  EEDESDALE  ^  :  In  moving  for  a 
Copy  of  the  Coronation  Oath,  your  Lord- 
ships will  be  aware  that  I  do  so  in  refer- 
ence to  the  question  relating  to  the  Irish 
Church,  forced  upon  our  consideration  by 
the  action  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. Hitherto,  it  appears  to  me  that 
the  political  aspect  of  that  question  has 
been  almost  exclusively  discussed,  and  I 
am  very  anxious  that  the  far  more  import- 
ant consideration  of  it  in  its  religious 
aspect  shall  not  be  overlooked.  The 
country  must  be  appealed  to  before  it  is 
settled*  and  as  every  man  may  act  in  re- 
lation to  it,  so  will  he  have  to  account.  I 
have  on  a  former  occasion  expressed  my 
opinion  to  your  Lordships,  that  to  take 
away  property  which  has  been  devoted 
for  centuries  to  the  service  of  what  we 
believe  to  be  the  true  Catholic  Church  is 
sacrilege,  and  therefore  sinful.  The  only 
answer  I  have  received  came  from  a  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll),  who  objected 
to  my  doctrine,  **  because  money  given  to 
the  Church  was  not  necessarily  given  to 
God."  I  admit  this  to  a  certain  extent. 
Gifts  to  the  Church  may  be  perverted,  and 
cease  to  be  devoted  to  the  service  of 
God.  But  when  the  noble  Duke  went  on 
to  say  that — 

"  Gburobes  are  to  be  judged  like  other  institu- 
tions, — that  if  they  produce  good-will  and  peace 
among  meo,  the  money  given  to  them  may  indeed 
be  heid  to  be  given  to  the  servioe  of  God  ;  but  if, 
in  the  exercise  of  our  reason  we  judge  that  they 
are  producing  evil  efifects,  we  are  justified  in 
holding  that  the  money  is  not  spent  in  the  service 
of  God:" 

as  in  this  case  the  *'6vil  efifects  pro- 
duced "  are  that  some  meu  are  ofifended, 
I  must  ask  the  noble  Duke  where  he 
learnt  that  doctrine  in  regard  to  the  pro- 
pagation of  true  religion  ?  Does  he  hold 
that  the  truth  will  cdways  be  agreeable  to 
all  men  ;  and  that  it  is  not  to  be  preached 
if  it  offends  anyone  ?.  Our  Lord  Himself 
said,  when  He  first  sent  forth  His  Apos- 
tles, "  Think  not  that  I  am  come  to  send 
peace  on  earth  :  I  came  not  to  send  peace, 
but  a  sword."  But  this  doctrine  is  not 
agreeable  to  the  taste  of  the  present  day. 
Men  prefer  the  teaching  of  false  prophets 
if  their  teaching  is  pleasing,  and  to  see 
peace  when  there  is  no  peace.  The  Irish 
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Temment  before  they  cotdd    bring   the 
Session  to  a  sncoessfol  oonolusion.      It 
was  necessary  that  what  was  to  be  pro- 
posed   should    be    grateful    to    Cardinal 
Cullen  and  to  the  Liberation  Society,  in 
order  that  all  the  extreme  men  might  be 
secured;    and  for  these  purposes  it  was 
unfortunately  determined  to  attack   the 
Irish  Church.   Cardinal  Cullen  was  pleased 
with  Resolutions  for  her  disestablishment 
and  disendowment,  because  they  were  a 
grievous  injury  to  Protestantism ;  and  the 
Liberation  Society  rejoiced  because  they 
inflicted  a  heavy  blow  against  the  principle 
of  all  Establishments.     And  here  I  wish 
to  say  a  word  or  two  upon  the  principles 
of  the  Liberation  Society,  because  in  the 
heats  engendered  by  the  late  discussions 
not  a  few  have  been  led  partiaUy  tor  ac- 
cept their  doctrine,  and  to  plead  in  excuse 
for  agreeing  to  disestablish  the  Church  in 
Ireland,  that  thereby  its  efficiency  will  be 
increased.   As  regards  Establishments  and 
Endowments,  I  find  that  in  the  only  case 
in  which  the  polity  of  a  nation  was  de- 
termined  by   direct  order  from  the  Al* 
mighty  —  namely,   for    the  Jews,   their 
Church  was  both  established  and  endowed. 
Perhaps  the  Liberation  Society  consider 
that  God  made  a  mistake  in  those  ordi- 
nances.    With  more  veneration  I  bow  to 
that  decision ;  and  where  I  find  a  Church, 
which  I  believe  to  be  true,  established  and 
endowed,  I  consider  myself  bound  to  sup- 
port it  in  the  enjoyment  of  those  privileges 
as  being  things    divinely    ordered.      So 
much  for  the  ultra-Protestant  section  of 
the  alliance.     On  the  Eoman  Catholic  side 
I  say  that  the  agitation  on  the  subject  of 
the  Irish  Church  is  mainly  an  ecclesiastical, 
not  a  popular  movement,  and  has  been 
raised  within  a  very  few  years.      None 
existed  at  the  time  of  the  Emancipation, 
but,  on  the  contrary,  the  strongest  assur- 
ances were  then  given  that  no  idea  of 
overthrowing  the  Protestant  Establishment 
was  entertained  by  Roman  Catholics.     In 
the  Oath  taken  by  them  under  that  Act, 
each  Member  thus  engaged  himself— 

"  I  do  hereby  disolaim,  disayow,  and  lolemDly 
abjure  any  inteDtion  to  subvert  the  present  Church 
Establishment  as  settled  by  law  within  this  realm ; 
and  I  do  solemnly  swear  that  I  will  neTer  exeroise 
any  priTilege  to  which  I  am  or  may  become  en- 
titled, to  disturb  or  weaken  the  Protestant  Reli- 
gion or  Protestant  GoTemment  in  the  United 
Kingdom." 

This  Oath  and  others  have  been  given  np ; 
but  their  removal,  instead  of  leading  to 
the  peace  and  good- will  which  was  to  have 
ZordlUtUidaU 


been  the  promised  result,  has  given  liceooe 
to  Boman  Catholics  to  attack  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  of  which  they  have  too 
readily  availed  themselves,  and  affords  no 
encouragement  for  farther  concessions. 
Whatever  has  at  any  time  been  given  to 
them  has  only  been  used  as  a  stepping- 
stone  to  further  demands.  I  cannot  part 
^om  the  consideration  of  this  question,  bo 
vitally  affecting  the  Church  Establishment 
of  these  kingdoms,  without  calling  atten- 
tion to  the  manner  in  which  this  nation 
has  been  evidently  blessed  and  made  great 
since  the  Reformation.  Before  that  event, 
we  were  a  respectable  European  power, 
but  gave  no  promise  of  our  subsequent 
advance  and  influence.  Since  the  founda- 
tion of  our  colonial  Empire  was  first  laid 
in  the  time  of  Elizflbeth,  we  have  been 
continually  extending  our  name,  our  lan- 
guage, and  our  religion  over  a  very  large 
portion  of  the  globe.  To  us  the  heathen 
have  been  given  for  an  inheritance,  and 
the  uttermost  parts  of  the'earth  for  our  pos- 
session. To  us,  more  than  to  any  other 
European  nation,  it  has  been  given  in  our 
Eastern  Empire  to  fulfil  the  ancient  pro- 
phecy, that  Japhet  shall  dwell  in  the  gates 
of  Shem.  We  have  not  been  without  a 
warning.  Notwithstanding  the  blessings 
conferred  upon  his  kingdom  and  people, 
the  Sovereign  on  one  occasion  relapsed  to 
Popery.  He  was  immediately  judged  and 
found  wanting,  and  was  removed  from  his 
Throne,  to  which  another  family  was  called, 
now  represented  by  Her  Majesty.  The 
danger  which  now  appears  to  threaten  ub 
comes,  not  from  the  Sovereign,  but  from  a 
political  party,  and  it  behoves  the  people 
of  these  realms  to  reflect  that  if  they  fail 
to  maintain  the  Protestant  cause  as  here- 
tofore, the  result  may  be  that  the  power 
and  position  now  enjoyed  by  this  country 
may  be  taken  from  it,  in  like  manner  as 
the  Crown  was  taken  from  the  Stuarts. 
Under  these  circumstances,  and  with  these 
reflections  before  me,  I  desire  to  move  for 
a  Copy  of  the  Coronation  Oath.  On  a 
recent  occasion,  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
(Earl  Granville),  alluding  to  some  remarks 
I  had  made  in  a  former  speech  on  this 
subject  in  relation  to  the  personal  respon- 
sibility of  the  Sovereign,  avoided  the  dis- 
cussion of  them,  saying  in  his  most  good- 
humoured  manner — 

« If  I  am  asked  to  saj  what  I  think  of  certain 
portions  of  that  speech,  I  mupt,  with  all  respect 
to  your  Lordships  and  mj  noble  Friend,  acknow- 
ledge that  I  had  rather  do  no  such  thing." 

And  then  he  laid  out  for  a  laugh,  by  qnot- 
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ing  some  doggrel  lioes  about  *'  a  curse,  for 
which  nobody  seemed  one  penny  the 
worse/'  which,  as  I  had  not  said  anything 
about  a  curse,  were  not  appropriate ;  but 
teken  together  with  what  preceded,  I  ac- 
cept the  whole  gratefully  as  an  acknow- 
ledgment that  he  had  no  satisfactory  reply 
to  make  to  my  argument  which  he  thus 
evaded.  Try  it  how  you  please,  can 
anything  exceed  the  solemnity  of  that 
Oath  ?  It  is  not  the  voluntary  act  of  the 
Sovereign,  to  which  she  might  afterwards 
regret  that  she  had  engaged  herself,  and 
repent  the  indiscretion  which  led  her  to 
take  it.  It  is  imposed  upon  her  by  the 
law  of  the  country,  not  by  her  own  will. 
If,  indeed,  Parliament,  before  dealing  with 
the  Irish  Church,  were  to  repeal  that  Oath, 
and  Her  Majesty  felt  herself  justified  in 
assenting  to  that  repeal — for,  remember, 
the  Sovereign  has  an  independent  legisla- 
tive power  equal  to  that  of  either  House  of 
Parliament,  so  far  as  assent  is  concerned, 
and  is  responsible  for  the  exercise  of  it — 
a  question  might  arise  whether  such  a 
repeal  released  her  from  the  obligation ; 
but  so  long  as  that  Oath  remains  in  the 
statute  book,  the  obligation  exists.  I 
have  seen  in  The  Times  a  letter  from  a 
gentleman  who  subscribed  himself  "  His- 
toricus,"  giving  a  number  of  reasons  why 
it  was  not  an  Oath  at  all,  and  holding  that 
it  was  a  matter  of  indifference  how  it  was 
observed.  His  argument  appeared  summed 
up  in  the  following  sentence : — 

«  To  contend  that  the  obligation  of  such  a 
■olemnity  as  the  Coronation  Oath  is  doe  not  to 
the  nation  but  to  the  Deity,  is  a  position  of  which 
the  foUy  can  onl/  be  equalled  by  its  profitnlty." 

What  sense  can  the  mind  which  conceived 
such  a  sentiment  have  of  the  place,  the 
manner,  and  the  terms  in  which  that  solem- 
nity— for  so  he  has  the  grace  to  call  it — was 
performed?  If,  indeed,  the  engagement 
had  been  entered  into  by  the  Sovereign  in 
this  Chamber,  with  the  Lords  in  their 
places  and  the  Commons  at  the  Bar,  and 
if,  laying  her  hand  on  the  statute  book, 
she  had  said.  What  I  have  here  promised 
I  will  keep,  "  so  help  me  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,"  it  would  have  been  indeed 
due  only  to  the  nation.  But  when  we 
consider  that  the  Oath  was  taken  in  the 
Temple  of  God,  that  the  Sovereign  in 
taking  it  placed  her  hand  on  the  holy 
Gospels,  and,  in  the  words  •'  so  help  me 
God,"  invoked  the  Divine  assistance  in 
performing  and  keeping  what  she  had 
promised,  I  think  it  impossible  to  deny 
that  the  obligation  was  not  to  the  nation 


only,  but  to  God.  It  has  been  the  consti- 
tutional doctrine  from  the  earliest  times 
that  the  Sovereign  of  this  country  is  sub- 
ject to  none  but  to  God  and  the  law.  Duty 
to  the  law  compelled  the  Queen  to  take 
that  Oath,  and  to  whatever  her  conscience 
tells  her  that  it  engages  her,  she  is  bound 
by  her  duty  to  God. 

Moved,  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for  a  Copy  of  the  Oath  taken  by 
Her  Majesty  at  Her  Coronation:  Agreed  to.— 
(The  Lord  Redeadaie.) 


ARMY—  ORGANIZATION    OF   THE    RE- 
SERVED FORCES.— QUESTION. 

LoBD  TEXJRO,  in  rising  to  ask  Her 
Majesty's  Government  a  Question,  respect- 
ing the  Organization  of  the  Reserved 
Forces,  said,  there  had  of  late  years  been 
a  determination,  in  view  of  the  improved 
equipment  of  Continental  armies,  to  in- 
crease our  forces  to  any  extent  which  might 
appear  desirable,  so  as  to  place  the  country 
in  a  condition  to  meet  any  emergency. 
Successive  Governments  had  considered 
the  subject,  and  as  fsx  back  as  the  time 
of  the  late  Sir  George  C.  Lewis  a 
scheme  was  drawn  up  with  a  view  of 
organizing  a  Reserve  Force,  while  the 
present  Administration  had  wisely  set 
about  the  organization  of  such  a  Reserve. 
Its  numbers  were,  however,  at  present 
only  4,000  ;  it  was  in  a  most  unhappy 
condition  with  regard  to  officers,  and  there 
was  very  little  chance  of  its  numbers  being 
speedily  recruited.  The  Artillery  was 
likewise  in  a  most  unfavourable  condition, 
there  being  only  180  guns  available  for 
the  support  of  the  Regular  and  Volunteer 
Forces,  the  Militia  and  Pensioners,  amount- 
ing in  aU  to  800,000  men.  He  thought 
public  men  had  not  as  yet  taken  a  proper 
view  of  the  Volunteer  Force,  which  ought 
in  his  opinion  to  be  regarded  as  the  great 
defence  Army  of  the  country.  If,  as  some 
of  our  statesmen  believe,  the  next  war 
should  be  **  a  word  and  a  blow,"  we  could 
not  expect  two  months'  notice  ;  and  what 
would  be  our  position  ?  We  should  have 
40,000  or  60,000  men  of  Ihe  Regular 
Army,  150,000  Militia,  180  guns  of  the 
Artillery,  the  Yeomanry,  Pensioners,  and 
Volunteers.  In  case  of  an  invasion  it 
might  be  necessary  to  divide  the  Regu- 
lar Army  into  two  or  three  bodies, 
and,  excellent  as  the  Militia  were,  he 
did  not  believe  they  would  be  com- 
parable to  the  Volunteers.  He  believed 
the  result  of  any  alarm  would  be  that  we 
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shonld  have  our  Begular  Army  increased 
to  300,000,  our  Militia  to  300,000,  and 
our  Volunteers    to    at    least  1,000,000. 
NoWf  what  was  the  amount  of  Artillery 
with  which  we  should  be  able  to  support 
that  force  ?     He  knew  there  was  an  im- 
pression at  the  Horse  Guards  that  the  Vo- 
lunteers were  not  a  body  whom  it  would 
be  desirable  to  use  as  field  artillery.  Now, 
without  attempting  tb  make  too  much  of 
the  Volunteer  Force,  he  could  not  help 
urging  the  great   expediency '  of  seeing 
whether  there  was  not  some  mode  by 
which  the  Volunteers  might  be  instructed 
in  artillery  at  a  comparatively  small'  cost, 
but  in  such  a  manner  and  with  such  a 
sufficient  supply  of  guns  as  would  render 
them  available,  in  case  of  need,  to  give 
support  to  the  body  of  men  to  whom  he 
had  alluded.  He  did  not  think  it  desirable 
to   describe  what   the  condition   of  this 
country  was  at  the  time  of  the  Crimean 
War  ;  but  it  was  generally  known  that 
the  number  of  guns  was  so  inconsiderable 
as  to  do  no  credit  to  the  mode  in  which 
the  public  Departments  had  been  carried 
on.    He  would,  therefore,  venture  to  press 
on  the  Qovernment  the  extreme  necessity 
of  considering  whether  it'  might  not  be 
desirable  to  put  the  Volunteer  Force^-our 
national  defence  Army — though  at  present 
they  might  not  be  looked  upon  witji,  he 
was  going  to  say,  a  degree  of  pride — ^in 
such  a  condition  that  they  might  be  avail- 
able, no  matter  what  occasion  for  their 
services  might  arise.     He,  for  one,  could 
not  say  that  he  looked  back  with  satisfac- 
tion on  the  administration  of  the  War  De- 
partment under  the  present  Government. 
Circulars  had  been  issued  by  the  Depart- 
ment, which  showed  a  want  of  acquaint- 
ance with  the  present  state  of  things  that 
one  would  not  have  expected.    For  in- 
stance, a  Circular  had  been  issued  to  Lords 
Lieutenant  in  which  unity  of  action  be- 
tween Volunteers  and  Militia  was  recom- 
mended ;  but  which  showed  that  the  War 
Department  was  not  aware  that  in  time 
of  war  the  Volunteers  and  Militia  would 
come    under   the    control  of   the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief.     Then   another   Circu- 
lar was  issued,  informing  the  Volunteers 
that  they  were  to  be  brought  in  aid  of 
the  civil  power.     No  greater  error  was 
ever    committed,   nor   one  which  would 
more  seriously  interfere  with  the  effici- 
ency and   popularity   of   the  Volunteer 
system.      The    Circular  was    afterwards 
withdrawn  and  was  judiciously  emascu- 
lated ;  but  was  re-issued  in  a  form  which 
Lord  Truro 


he  regarded  as  absolutely  nil.    He  was 
aware  that  their  Lordships  were  alwajrs 
averse  from  any  question  of  a  personal 
character,  and  he  could  assure  them  that 
be  would  be  the  last  person  indiscreetly  to 
trench  upon  the  rule  which  was  so  rigidly 
maintained.     But  the  question  which  no 
now  wished  to  bring  forward  was  not  in 
one  sense  of  a  personal  character,    and 
though  it  related  to  an  individual,  it  was 
to  an  individual  who  had  long  been  en- 
gaged in  the  public  service.    He  referred 
to  Colonel  Erskine.    Colonel  Erskine  had 
served    in  the  Military   Train,   and   on 
Colonel  M'Murdocb  being  appointed  to  a 
higher  command  he  succeeded  that  officer 
as  Inspector  General  of  Volunteers.  While 
holding  that  office  he  had  160,000  Volun- 
teers under  his  command,  and  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duties  was  lauded  by  almost 
every  Volunteer  in  the  service.    Colonel 
ErsHne  had  performed  the  duties  of  In- 
spector, he  believed,  to  the  satisfaction  of 
every  Minister  of  War  under  whom  he 
served.     It  was  with  deep  regret  that  he 
read  that  Colonel  Erskine  had  been  re- 
moTcd  from  his  position  in  the  War  Office, 
not  to  a  higher  position,  or  one  which 
would  have  been  a  due  acknowledgment 
of  his  valuable  services ;  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, he  was,  so  to  speak,  put  back  to 
the  Military  Train,  from  which  he  had 
been  promoted,  and  that  on  a  salary  less 
by  £400  a  year.     The  pay  of  military 
men  was  not  so  considerable  that  a  loss  of 
£400  a  year  would  be  of  no  moment  to 
Colonel  Erskine.     He  would  venture  to 
ask  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Longford) 
who   was   Colonel    Erskine' s    immediate 
superior,  whether  he  was  cognizant  of  the 
removal  of  Colonel  Erskine  before  it  oc- 
curred ?  and  he  hoped  that  was  a  question 
which  the  noble  Earl  would  answer.    It 
might  be  said  that  Colonel  Erskine  would 
have   held  his  situation  only  two  years 
longer ;   but  the  reply  to  that  was  that 
there  was  a  loss  to  Colonel  Erskine  of 
£800  solid  money  by  his  removal.    Did 
their  Lordships  conceive  that  a  Minister 
of  State  should  have  been  so  indififerent 
to  the  interests  of  his  subordinates  as  to 
state  in  his  place  in  Parliament  that  the 
position  to  which  Colonel  Erskine  was  re- 
moved was  an  inferior  one,  and  that  the 
salary  was  lower  ?    He  was  stating  what 
had  appeared  in  print,  and  what  the  Minis- 
ter was  reported  to  have  said  in  Parlia- 
ment, and  he  ventured  to  say  that  a  more 
ofif-hand  mode  of  dealing  with  a  valuable 
subordinate  could  not  be.    And  let  it  he 
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remembered  that  Colonel  £r8l:ine  was  a 
man  who  by  the  Volunteers  and  the  public 
was  acknowledged  to  have  discharged  his 
duty  in  a  faultless  manner  ;  and  not  only 
had  he  discharged  it  faithfully  and  zea- 
lously, but  in  a  manner  the  most  modest 
and  becoming,  while  he  had  neyer  made 
any  remonstrance  against  the  treatment 
which  he  had  received.  He  begged  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government,  Whether 
any  Scheme  has  yet  been  prepared  for  the 
Organization  of  the  Reserved  Forces? 

The  MAKauESS  of  EXETER  said,  he 
should  have  been  well  satisfied  to  leave 
the  question  of  the  organization  of  our 
Reserved  Forces  in  the  hands  of  the  Se- 
cretary for  War,  and  of  his  noble  Relative 
(the  Earl  of  Longford),  and  he  should 
not  have  addressed  their  Lordships  but 
for  an  observation  which  had  fallen  from 
the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down. 
While  he  (the  Marquess  of  Exeter)  had 
every  respect  for  the  Yolunteers,  he  must 
take  exception  to  certain  expressions 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  used  with  regard 
to  the  Militia.  He  understood  the  noble 
Lord  to  say  that  the  Yolunteers  must  be 
regarded  as  the  national  Reserve  of  this 
country,  and  that  the  Militia  were  not 
comparable  to  the  Yolutfteer  Force.  No 
doubt  the  noble  Lord  intended  to  say 
that  in  point  of  numbers  they  were  not 
comparable. 

LoRB  TRURO :  I  meant  to  say  that,  in 
consequence  of  the  Militia  being  out  for 
drill  only  three  weeks  during  the  year  and 
the  Yolunteers  being  engaged  in  shooting 
and  drilling  every  day  of  the  year — some 
part  of  the  Yolunteers  are  shooting  every 
day — at  all  events,  they  are  out  on  drill — 
the  Militia  could  not  be  so  good  a  force  as 
the  Yolunteers. 

The  Maeqttbss  of  EXETER  said,  that 
the  Militia  had  always  been  regarded  as 
the  constitutional  Reserve  of  the  country, 
from  which  our  regular  troops  were  in 
times  of  emergency  to  be  recruited.  Dur- 
ing the  Crimean  War  the  Militia  gave 
nearly  40,000  men  to  the  regiments  of 
the  Line,  besides  relieving  the  Regular 
Forces  by  performing  garrison  duty  within 
the  tTnited  Kingdom,  and  sending  out 
twelve  regiments  to  garrison  the  Mediter- 
ranean stations,  thus  enabling  the  Line 
regiments  at  Gibraltar,  Malta,  and  the 
Ionian  Islands  to  reinforce  our  army  in 
the  Crimea  at  a  most  critical  time.  The 
constitution  of  the  Yolunteer  Force  would 
not  enable  them  to  perform  such  duty — 
because  if  the  Yolunteers  were  taken  away 


from  their  homes  to  perform  garrison  duty 
the  trade  of  the  country  would  suffer.  It 
had  often  been  complained  that  the  Militia 
was  badly  officered  not  only  as  regarded 
numbers,  but  efficiency.  Now,  as  to  the 
alleged  non -efficiency  of  Militia  officers, 
he  did  not  agree  with  the  complaints 
which  were  so  often  urged ;  for,  after  long 
experience,  he  was  of  opinion  that,  con- 
sidering the  short  time  they  were  out  for 
training  and  the  few  opportunities  they 
had  for  learning  their  duties  properly. 
Militia  officers  as  a  body  did  their  work  very 
fairly.  They  would  perform  it  still  better 
if  the  Qovemment  would  return  to  the 
plan  pursued  in  1852.  At  that  time  Mi- 
Utia  officers  were  allowed  to  attach  them- 
selves to  regiments  of  the  Line  for  an 
unlimited  time.  He  believed  that  many 
of  them  would  be  glad  to  take  that  oppor- 
tunity of  learning  their  duty  again,  and 
in  that  case  would  soon  become  nearly  as 
efficient  as  officers  of  the  Line.  At  pre- 
sent they  could  only  join  a  Line  regiment 
for  a  month,  and  this  time  was  not  long 
enough  for  them  to  learn  their  drill  pro- 
perly. Another  point  deserving  of  con- 
sideration was  whether  the  Government 
should  not  pay  the  travelling  expenses  of 
Militia  officers  to  and  from  the  county 
town  while  the  regiment  was  in  training. 
Again,  the  billeting  system  required 
amendn>ent.  An  enormous  amount  of 
billeting  money  was  now  spent  when  the 
Militia  were  out  for  training ;  and  the 
Government  should  consider  whether  it 
would  not  be  much  cheaper  to  provide 
barracks  or  proper  accommodation  in  the 
county  towns,  rather  than  continue  a  sys- 
tem which  was  not  only  costly,  but  led  to 
great  irregularities.  It  might  be  worth 
while  to  consider  also  whether  the  Con- 
tagious Diseases  Prevention  Act  might  not 
be  applied  with  advantage  in  some  way  in 
the  county  towns  during  the  time  the 
Militia  were  in  training.  He  suggested, 
too,  that  the  Militia  should  be  formed  into 
divisions ;  for,  in  case  of  war,  it  would  be 
of  the  greatest  advantage  if,  instead  of  the 
present  divided  authority,  the  officer 
having  the  military  command  of  the  dis- 
trict were  able  to  order  out  his  division 
of  Militia  along  with  his  division  of  his 
Line. 

YiscouNT  HARDINGE  said,  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  introduced  this  subject  had 
referred  to  the  resignation  of  Colonel 
Erskine,  and  he  (Yiscount  Hardinge)  must 
agree  that  this  was  an  event  which  every 
Yolunteer  regretted.      With  regard  to  the 
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organization  of  the  Beeeire    Force,   no 
donbt  the  question  was  an  important  one ; 
bat,  considering  how  short  a  time  General 
Lindsay,  who  commanded  the  Force,  had 
held  that  appointmenti  it  was  only  fair  to 
that  officer  to  withold  any  remarks  until  a 
sufficient  time  had  elapsed  to  giro  the  new 
scheme  a  fair  trial.      The  whole  question 
of  the  reorganization  of  our  home  defences 
was  considered  in  1858  by  a  Committee 
of  General  Officers,  who  recommended  the 
brigading  of  the  Militia  with  the  Begular 
Forces.     This  would  be  a  step  in  the  right 
direction,  and  was  still  more  necessary  now 
than  it  was  then,  when  the  large  force  of 
170,000  Yolunteiers  had  been  added  to  our 
home  defences.     In  respect  to  transport, 
commissariat,  and  other  arrangements  the 
recommendations  made  were  of  a  valuable 
character.     He  did  not  concur  with  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Truro)  in  putting  the 
Volunteers  before   the  Militia ;   for,   al- 
though he  belonged  to  the  Yplunteers,  he 
believed  the  Militia  was  the  back-bone  of 
our  defensive  organization.      While  the 
Volunteer  had  twelve    days'    drill,   the 
Militiaman  had  twenty-eight,  and    was 
liable  to  be  drilled  fifty-six  days  ;  and  he 
would  urge  upon  the  Government  the  im- 
portance of  giving  facilities  to  the  Militia 
to  be  brigaded  with  the  Line.    The  ex- 
periment had  been  tried  at  Aldershot  this 
3'ear,  and    had    proved  very   successful. 
Seven  regiments  of  Militia  had  been  en- 
camped with  the  Begulars,  and  he   was 
told  on  high  authority  that  nothing  could 
be  better  than  their  conduct  on  parade. 
He  should  like  to  see  this  system  extended, 
and  other  Militia  regiments  sent  to  Aider- 
shot,  Shomcliffe,  and  Colchester,  where,  he 
believed,  contact  with  the   Line  would 
greatiy  increase  their  efficiency,  while  the 
encampment  would  save  them  from  contract- 
ing the  prejudicial  habits  that  were  acquired 
when  they  were  thrown  together  in  the 
towns.     The  same  plan  might  to  be  adop- 
ted with  regard  to  the  Volunteers.    More- 
over, he  thought  that  if  the  Volunteers 
were  brigaded  with  the  Militia  during  the 
period  the  latter  were  out  training,  a  great 
improvement  might  be  made  in  their  effici- 
ency.    He  did  not  believe  it  was  possible 
in  time  of  peace  to  maintain  a  Staff  suffi- 
cient for  a  Beserve  Force  of  300,000  men, 
and  as  to  a  Volunteer  Staff,  which  some 
put  forward  so  much,  he  deemed  it  a 
chimera,  for  Volunteer  officers  had  not 
time  to  qualify  themselves  for  the  duties 
of  Staff  officers.     It  would  be  quite  pre- 
mature yet  to  give  any  opinion  with  regard 
Fucount  Harding^ 


to  the  success  of  the  Army  Eeserve,  but 
he  would  remind  the  noble  Lord  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  that  a  great 
number  of  men  had  been  lost  this  year 
because  the  Circular  was  issued  so  late. 
He  knew  that  this  was  the  case  in  his 
own  county ;  and  he  hoped  the  War  Office 
had  60  far  improved  that  a  repetition  of 
this  mistake  could  not  occur.  He  wished 
to  draw  special  attention  to  the  deficiency 
in  the  number  of  Militia  officers,  which  at 
present  amounted  to  1,400  ;  and  he  could 
not  help  thinking  it  was  an  excellent 
suggestion  that  their  expenses  on  joining 
their  regiments  should  be  paid,  and  that 
that  step  would  do  much  towards  supply- 
ing the  deficiency.  He  would  also  offer 
another  suggestion,  which  was  that  after 
they  had  served  ten  ^ears  they  should  be 
allowed  to  take  their  rank  and  to  wear 
uniform,  which  would  be  a  privilege  and 
a  boon  that  they  would  appreciate. 

LoBD  LYTTELTON  desired  to  confirm 
what  had  been  said  as  to  the  good  conduct 
of  the  Militia  and  the  difficulty  of  finding 
officers.  As  reference  had  been  made  to 
Colonel  Erskine,  he  might  say  he  was 
perfectly  certain  that  anything  which 
could  be  done  by  the  Government  to  show 
their  sense  of  the  seryices  of  Colonel 
Erskine  and  of  his  predecessor,  Colonel 
M'Murdo,  would  be  most  acceptable  to 
the  whole  body  of  Volunteers. 

Thb  Eakl  op  LONGFORD,  in  reply  to 
the  Question  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Truro),  had  to  state  that  there  was  no 
scheme  for  the  organization  of  the  Reserve 
Forces  ready  to  be  promulgated,  nor  had 
he  been  able  to  find  the  scheme  to  which 
allusion  had  been  made,  and  which  was 
supposed  to  have  been  drawn  up  at  the 
time  Sir  George  C.  Lewis  was  at  the  War 
Offiice.  Two  Acts  were  passed  late  last 
Session  the  object  of  which  was  to  increase 
the  efficiency  of  the  Reserve  Forces,  and 
these  Acts  were  coming  slowly  into  opera- 
tion. An  important  step  towards  the  or- 
ganization of  the  Reserved  Forces  had 
been  taken  by  placing  the  Militia  and 
Volunteer  Forces  under  the  direction  of 
one  competent  commander  who  was  also 
an  Assistant  Inspector  of  the  district. 
Although  it  was  true  the  deficiency  of 
Militia  officers  was  to  be  lamented,  yet 
he  must  say  that  those  we  had  were  quite 
as  efficient  as  they  could  be  expect^  to 
be.  There  was  no  better  public  servant 
than  Colonel  M'Murdo,  and  the  Volunteer 
service  could  not  have  been  better  inspected 
than  they  were  by  Colonel  Erskine;  but 
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it  was  obyiodsly  an  advantage  that  these 
different  forces  should  be  brought  under 
uniform  direction  and  placed  under  one 
commander,  and  it  was  to  be  hoped  that 
their  organization  would  now  be  deve- 
loped. Materials  were  in  the  hands  of  the 
Inspector  General,  who,  with  the  Militia 
authorities,  would  proceed  to  make  regu- 
lations on  the  subject,  and  several  officers 
had  devoted  much  valuable  time  to  the 
elaboration  of  plans  for  bringing  together 
bodies  of  troops  with  their  appendages. 
He  hardly  wished  to  enter  into  the  deli- 
cate question  involved  in  a  comparison  of 
the  Yolunteers  with  the  Militia,  for  the 
Government  accepted  the  services  of  both, 
and  believed  that  each  was  able  to  play  a 
competent  part  in  the  defence  of  the  coun- 
try. He  had  hoped  the  last  had  been 
heard  of  the  unfortunate  Circular ;  but  it 
was  not  the  business  of  the  War  Office  to 
make  the  law  on  the  subject.  With  re- 
gard to  the  resignation  of  Colonel  Erskine, 
no  good  purpose  was  to  be  served  by  re- 
viving a  matter  which  was  fully  discussed 
four  months  ago,  when  the  Secretary  of 
State  bore  the  highest  testimony  to  the 
value  of  his  services.  It  was  thought  that 
an  excellent  opportunity  had  arisen  for 
making  certain  desirable  arrangements 
with  regard  to  the  Reserve  Forces,  and 
while  they  were  being  considered  the  in- 
telligence was  communicated  irregularly 
and  informally  to  Colonel  Erskine  by  a 
private  friend.  He  had  only  to  state,  in 
conclusion,  that  the  Government  fully  re- 
cognized the  importance  of  proceeding  in 
the  direction  of  complete  organization. 

Eael  DE  grey  ahd  RIPON  said, 
that  in  his  opinion  the  Militia  and  the 
Volunteers  were  highly  creditable  to  the 
country,  and  that  there  was  ample  room 
for  both  of  them.  We  might  fairly  expect 
good  service  from  them  at  any  period  of 
national  difficulty  that  might  arise.  He 
was  mainly  induced  to  offer  a  few  remarks 
to  the  House  by  a  portion  of  the  speech  of 
his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Truro)  with  re- 
ference to  the  services  of  Colonel  Erskine. 
He  had  been  at  the  War  Office  during 
almost  the  whole  of  the  time  that  Colonel 
Erskine  served  in  that  Department,  first 
as  Deputy  Inspector  of  Yolunteers,  and 
subsequently  on  his  appointment  as  In- 
spector General  of  Yolunteers.  He  felt 
that  he  should  fail  in  his  duty  to  Colonel 
Erskine  if  he  did  not  bear  testimony  in 
the  strongest  manner  to  the  valuable  ser- 
vices of  that  officer.  Colonel  Erskine  was 
a  man  of  untiring  zeal,  of  unusually  good 


sense,  and  of  high  administrative  talent. 
Now  he  did  not  for  a  moment  complain 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
deemed  it  necessary  to  amalgamate  certain 
offices,  and  to  bring  the  Reserved  Forces 
into  closer  union  with  one  another.  In- 
deed, a  similar  scheme  had  been  previously 
proposed ;  but  its  principal  object  was  to 
effect  economy,  whereas  the  result  of 
carrying  out  the  plan  now  proposed  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  would  have  the 
result  of  somewhat  increasing  the  cost  of 
the  Department.  But  although  it  was 
perfectly  right  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
should  introduce  into  his  Department  such 
changes  as  he  might  think  requisite,  yet 
when  an  officer  hkd  discharged  his  duties 
with  zeal  and  ability  every  possible  con- 
sideration should  be  had  for  the  feelings 
of  that  officer.  From  what  he  had  heard 
that  evening,  however,  he  was  led  to  be- 
lieve that  the  feelings  of  Colonel  Erskine 
had  not  been  taken  into  consideration.  He 
understood  that  Colonel  Erskine  did  not 
learn  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  but  from 
a  private  friend,  that  it  was  intended  to 
remove  him  horn  the  post  of  Inspector 
General  of  Yolunteers.  Now,  if  that  were 
really  so,  he  was  bound  to  express  his 
opinion  that  the  Secretary  of  State  had 
been  wanting  in  courtesy  to  Colonel 
Erskine,  who  had  not  received  such  treat- 
ment as  an  officer  occupying  so  high  a 
position  had  a  right  to  expect.  As  to  the 
general  question,  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Longford)  had  truly  said  that  the  Act 
of  last  year  had  not  been  long  enough  in 
operation  to  enable  us  to  judge  of  its 
probable  results;  but  he  regretted  that 
the  regulations  for  carrying  it  into  effect 
were  not  published  at  an  earlier  period. 
The  result  of  that,  if  he  were  not  mis- 
taken, was  to  delay  for  a  whole  year  the 
bringing  of  that  Act  into  operation.  Such 
a  result  was  greatly  to  be  regretted.  He 
confessed  he  had  always  entertained  some 
doubts  as  to  the  effect  of  the  measure  ; 
but  as  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
adopted  it,  he  hoped  they  would  exert 
their  influence  in  order  to  make  it  work 
beneficially. 

LoBD  OYERSTONE  said,  he  thought  this 
was  not  an  unfit  opportunity  for  drawing 
their  Lordships'  attention  to  the  fact  that 
when  the  Yolunteer  Force  was  first  organ- 
ized it  was  distinctly  understood  that  it 
was  not  to  be  in  any  way  a  substitute  for 
the  regular  forces  of  the  country.  It  was 
simply  intended  as  a  demonstration  of 
moral  force  which  should  be  felt  through- 
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out  the  whole  world,  and  the  wont  oon- 
demnation  that  could  be  pronoanced  upon 
it  was  that  it  should  to  any  extent — even 
to  the  extent  of  6,000  men — ^be  a  means  of 
reducing  the  Regular  Army.  This  was  a 
matter  of  great  importance,  on  which  the 
attention  of  their  Lordships  should  be 
carefully  fixed.  Then  the  country  ought 
clearly  to  understand  in  what  manner  and 
to  what  extent  the  defence  of  this  country 
could  be  efficiently  sustained  by  any  mili- 
tary force.  This  island  was  small  in  extent, 
its  dense  population  were  actively  en- 
gaged in  commercial  and  industrial  pur- 
suits, and  all  its  business  was  carried  on 
by  the  operation  of  a  yast  system  of  credit, 
delicate  to  the  last  degree,  which  would  be 
most  ruinously  affected  by  the  landing 
upon  our  shores  of  an  arm^ — he  would  not 
say  an  army  which  required  200,000  or 
300,000  men  to  repel  it — but  6f  an  army 
of  even  20,000  or  30,000  men.  The  mere 
landing  of  such  a  force  would  act  like  a 
universal  earthquake,  spreading  destruction 
throughout  the  land,  and  our  power,  our 
prosperity,  our  happiness,  our  greatness — 
everything  which  made  us  proud  of  the 
name  of  Englishmen — would  be  lost.  It 
was  upon  l^e  waters  surrounding  this 
island  that  our  safety  must  always  depend, 
and  he  therefore  trusted  that  in  the  midst 
of  schemes  of  army  organization  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government  and  of  the  country 
would  be  always  directed  to  the  security 
of  the  seas  which  separated  us  from  the 
great  military  Monarchies  of  the  Con- 
tinent. 


THE  BLOCKADE  OF  MAZATLAN. 
QUBSTIOy. 

The  Eabl  of  DENBIGH  inquired.  If  it 
be  true  that  a  Frigate  is  blockading  the 
Port  of  Mazatlan;  and,  if  so,  whether 
such  Blockade  has  been  duly  authorized 
by  Her  Majesty  in  Council  and  published 
in  the  OazetU:  He  must  first,  however, 
state,  that  since  he  had  placed  his  Notice 
on  the  Paper,  further  particulars  respecting 
the  alleged  blockade  had  been  published  in 
the  newspapers.  The  blockading  of  a  port 
was  a  very  important  operation,  and  ought 
to  be  carried  out  in  a  very  cautious  man- 
ner. He  might  remark  that,  some  years 
ago,  in  consequence  of  a  number  of  Eng- 
lish sailors  having  been  mortally  injured, 
the  port  of  Jeddah  had  been  blockaded, 
and  in  consequence  great  difficulties  and 
complications  had  arisen  between  the  Turk- 
ish Government  and  that  of  Her  Migesty. 
Lord  Overtton0 


If  the  aeconnt  of  what  had  occurred  at 
Mazatlan  were  accurate,  the  British  com- 
mander appeared  to  have  behaved  in  an 
outrageous  manner,  and  to  have  proved 
himself  unfit  to  remain  in  Her  Majesty's 
service.    The  details  were  thus  narrated 
in  the  Pall  Mall  Gazette  of  last  evening — 
"The  American  papen  to  hand  this  momini^ 
publish  the  following,  dated  San  Francisco,  Joly  S  : 
— '  Advices  from  Masatlan  to  the  22nd  of  Jona 
report  that  a  serious  diflBculty  had  occurred  be* 
tween  Commander  Bridge,  of  the  English  war 
steamer  ChantieUer,  and  the  Mexican  authorities 
at  that  place.    The  ChantieUer,  it  is  said,  was  in 
a  perilous  position  off  the  coast,  and  fired  signal 
guns  for  assistance.    A  pilot  went  out  and  re- 
leased the  ship  from  her  position  of  danger,  bat 
the  commander  of  the  steamer  refused  to  pay  the 
pilot  for  his  services,  and  proceeded  to  Mazatlan. 
The  collector  of  the  port  at  Mazatlan  was  notified 
that  one  of  the  officers  of  the  British  war  steamer 
was  engaged  in  conveying  specie  on  board  to 
avoid  the  export  duty,  and  caused  his  arrest.  The 
officer's  person  was  searched  and  a  quantity  of 
gold  found  upon  him.    The  captain  of^the  CAoti- 
Ueleer  came  ashore,  and  in  a  very  excited  manner 
declared  that  his  vessel  and  himself  had  been  in* 
suited  by  the  indgnity  ofBsred  to  his  subordinates. 
High  words  followed,  which  culminated  in  the 
arrest  and  search  of  the  person  of  the  British 
commander  by  order  of  the  collector,  who  asserted 
his  suspicion  that  the  commander  also  was  impli- 
cated in  smuggling  specie  on  board  of  bis  vessel. 
Oaptain  Bridge  tlran  went  on  board  of  the  CAoii- 
ticleer  and  notified  the  inhabitants  of  Mazatlan 
that  he  was  about  to  bombard  the  city  for  the 
insult  offered  to  the  English  flag.    The  captain's 
proclamation  of  hostility  caused  great  excitement, 
and  numerous  communications  in  writing  passed 
between  Captain  Bridge,  General  Corona,  and  the 
civil  authorities.      The  United  States'  Consul, 
Mr.  Session,  acting  as  mediator,  ultimately  in- 
duced the  British  comnuinder  to  modii^  his  pro- 
clamation so  as  to  place  the  port  of  Mazatlan 
under  blockade  so  fiur  as  Mexican  vessels  were 
concerned,  until  he  could  receive  orders  firom  the 
British  Admiral   commanding   on   the   station « 
American  and  other  foreign  vessels  would  not  be 
interfered  with.     It  is  asserted  that  the  action  of 
General  Corona  and  the  Mexican  authorities  is 
approved  by  the  foreign  residents  generally.    The 
United  States'  war  steamer  Suwanee  had  lefl 
Acapulco  for  Mazatlan,  to  protect  the  American 
interest  in  that  place.    The  United  States'  steamer 
Retaea  was  at  La  Paz  on  June  21.    Additional 
advices  from  Mexico  state  that  Commander  Bridge 
at  first  demanded  that  the  officer  who  searched 
the  person  of  his  subordinate  and  seized  the  monef 
should  be  sent  on  board  the  ChantieUer,  to  be 
dealt  with  as  the  commander  saw  fit.    General 
Corona  replied  that  sooner  than  submit  to  snch 
an  outrage,  he  would  allow  the  city  to  be  bom- 
barded, and  telling  him,  in  indignant  language* 
that  if  he  had  a  reclamation  to  make,  he  should 
make  it  in  the  manner  customary  irith  civilized 
nations  and  through  the  proper  channel.' " 

He  would  not  take  up  any  more  of  their 
Lordships'  time,  but  would  simply  ask 
whether  the  Government  had  received  any 
authentic  information  on  that  matter  ? 
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The  Earl  op  MALMESBTIRT:  In 
reply  to  the  Question  of  my  noble  Friend, 
I  have  to  state  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Ternment  have  not  received  any  of  those 
details  which  he  seems  to  have  obtained 
through  the  American  newspapers.  Your 
Lordships  will  judge  for  yourselves — for 
I  cannot  pronounce  any  opinion  on  the 
subject — whether  those  details  are  likely 
to  be  authentic  or  not.  All  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  heard  is  that 
on  the  4th  of  July  the  Admiralty  learnt 
by  a  telegram  that,  an  outrage  having 
been  committed  on  some  British  seamen 
or  British  subjects — I  know  not  exactly 
which — Captain  Bridge,  of  the  Chanti- 
cImt,  took  upon  himself  to  stop  the  en- 
trance to  the  port  of  Mazatlan.  I  quite 
agree  with  my  noble  Priend  in  stating 
that  an  officer  has  no  right  on  bis  own 
responsibility  to  commit  such  an  act  as 
that.  At  the  same  time,  there  are  oiroum- 
stances  which  justify  breaches  of  the  law, 
as  your  Lordships  know.  But,  not  being 
acquainted  with  those  circumstances,  no 
opinion  can  be  pronounced  on  that  point. 
On  the  10th  of  this  month  the  Admiralty 
also  received  a  telegraphic  despatch  from 
Vice  Admiral  Hastings,  saying  that  he 
had  sent  orders  to  Captain  Bridge  to 
raise  the  blockade.  That  is  all  that  we 
have  heard  on  the  subject ;  and  no  other 
authentic  intelligence  has  reached  us.  I 
cannot  help  here  noticing  what  was  said  by 
my  noble  Friend  with  respect  to  a  very 
grave  event  which  occurred  some  years  ago 
at  Jeddah.  He  seemed  to  think  very 
lightly  of  that  outrage,  and  talked  of  some 
sailors  being  stopped,  or  something  of  that 
sort.  [The  Earl  of  Denbigh  :  I  said 
•*  mortally  injured.'*]  Not  only  were  they 
mortally  injured,  but  they  were  murdered. 
The  Turkish  authorities  refusing,  after 
negotiation,  to  take  any  notice  of  the  sub- 
ject or  to  bring  the  murderers  to  justice, 
Captain  Pullen,  with  the  full  authority  of 
his  Government,  bombarded  the  town ; 
and  I  have  never  heard  before  that  that 
act  of  justice  was  found  fault  with  either 
in  this  country  or  any  other  part  of 
Europe. 


BURIALS  (IRELAND)  BILL— [No.  212.] 

( The  Earl  of  KimherUy.) 

OOMIUTTSE. 

House   in    Committee    (according    to 
Order). 

Amendments  made. 


Thb  Abohbishop  of  ABMAGH  moved 
after  the  Clause  inserted  after  Clause  3, 
to  insert  the  following  Clause : — 

"  And  whereas  many  Parish  Chnrohes  have  of 
late  Years  been  ereoted  on  a  new  Site,  having  at- 
tached to  them  small  Churchyards  given  or  pur- 
chased for  the  sole  Use  of  Persons  attending  the 
Worship  of  the  Church,  and  in  Size  proportioned 
to  the  Wants  of  the  Congregation,  leaving  the  old 
Churchyard  for  the  general  Use  of  the  Pa- 
rishioners :  And  whereas  many  Perpetuid  Cures 
and  District  Parishes  have  been  ereoted  of  late 
Tears  and  Churches  built  in  them,  with  small 
Graveyards  intended  solely  for  the  Use  of  the 
Congregations  of  such  Churches  :  Be  it  therefore 
enacted.  That  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  in  Council,  on  Application  from  the 
Incumbents  of  any  such  Church,  to  declare  the 
same  to  be  exempt,  and  which  Exemption  shaUbe 
published  in  the  DubUn  Gazette,  and  thereupon 
such  Churchyards  shall  be  exempted  from  the 
Operation  of  this  Act."— (77^  Lard  ArchhUhop 
of  Armagh,) 

Thb  Eabi  op  KTMBEELEY  ohjected 
to  the  olause,  which  was  likely  to  create 
an  unpleasant  feeling  in  the  minds  of 
those  whose  relatives  might  he  excluded 
from  burial  in  t^e  rimall  graveyards  to 
which  it  referred. 

The  Abchbishop  of  ABMAGH  thought 
that  these  hurial-grounds  should  not  be  in 
all  cases  exempted ;  but  that  there  should 
be  in  certain  cases  a  possihility  of  exemp- 
tion. 

The  Makqttess  op  CLANBICARDE 
said  a  few  words  in  opposition  to  the 
olause. 

On  Question?  their  Lordships  dwided: — 
Contents  42  ;  Not-Contents  23 :  Majority 
19. 

Betohed  in  the  AffirmaUi^. 
CONTENTS. 


Cairns,  L.  (L,  ChaneeU 

lor.) 
Armagh,  Arohbp. 

Beaufort,  D. 
Buckingham  and  Chan« 

dos,  D. 
Marlborough,  D. 
Richmond,  D. 

Exeter,  M. 

Amherst,  E. 
Bathurst,  £. 
Cadogan,  E. 
Derby,  E. 
Devon, E. 
Doncaster,  E.  (2>.  Bue- 

eUu^  cmd    QusenS' 

berrsf.) 
Graham,  E.  {D,  Mw 

troie,) 


Romney,  E. 
Verulam,  E. 

De  Vesci,  V. 
Eawarden,  V. 
Melville,  V.     [Tdifer.] 
Sidmouth,  V. 
Strathallan,  V. 

Gloucester  and  Bristol, 
Bp. 

Abinger,  L. 

Bagot,  L. 

Brodrick,L.(F.M(i^d. 

Urn.) 
Chelmsford,  L. 
Churston,  L. 
Clarina,  L. 
Clinton,  L. 
Colchester,  L. 
Colonsay,  L. 
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DeDman,  L.  Redesdale,  L. 

Egerton ,  L.  Saltenford,  L.  (E,  CouT' 

Feyeraham,  L.  ioum,) 

Fitswalter,  L.  Silchester,  L.  (E.  Long- 
HartiBmere,      L.      (L.       ford.)  [Teller.'] 

Henniher,)  Stewart  of  Garlies,  L. 

Northwick,  L.  {E,  Galloway,) 
Raglani  L. 

NOT-CONTENTS. 
Cleyeland,  D.  Elphinstone,  L. 

Foley,  L. 
Airlie,  E.  Foxford,  L.  {E,  LifM- 

De  Grey,  E.     [TelUr.']       rick,) 
Denbigh,  E.  Lyttelton,  L. 

Eimberley,  E.  ITeUer.']    LyTeden,  L. 
Minto,  E.  Monson,  L. 

Morley,  E.  Ponsonby,  L.  (E,  BesS' 

borough,) 
Sydney,  V.  Romilly,  L. 

Seaton,  L. 
Boyle,  L.  (E,  Cork  and    Somerhill  L.  (M,  dan- 
Orrery,)  riearde,) 
Cbnrchifl,  L.                     Stanley  of  AJderley,  L. 
Oranworth,  L.                   Tmro,  L. 

The  Beport  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
recoived  on  Monday  next,  and  Bill  to  be 
printed  as  amended.  (No.  269.) 

BANKRUPTCY  AOT  AMENDMENT 

BILL— (No.  208.) 

(The  Lord  Oranworth,) 

COMKITTBX. 

Order  for  the  House  to  be  again  in 
Committee  on  the  said  Bill^  read. 

LoBD  GHELMSEOKD  said,  there  was 
an  impression  abroad  that  he  was  opposed 
to  the  Bill,  and  that  he  had  the  other  even- 
ing endeavoured  to  obstruct  the  progress 
of  the  Bill  by  moving  that  the  House 
should  resume  ;  whereas,  as  their  Lord- 
ships were  quite  aware,  his  reason  for 
moving  that  the  House  resume  was  that, 
though  the  understanding  had  been  that 
only  unopposed  Amendments  should  be  then 
agreed  to,  one  was  proposed  to  which  op- 
position was  raised.  The  fact,  however, 
was  that  a  great  many  Amendments  had 
been  given  Notice  of  which  he,  in  commom 
with  many  of  their  Lordships,  had  not 
seen,  and  which,  therefore,  the  House  was 
unprepared  to  discuss.  So  far  from  being 
actuated  by  hostility  to  the  Bill,  he  was 
quite  in  favour  of  it ;  for,  though  its  intro- 
duction would  have  been  undesirable  had 
there  been  any  immediate  prospect  of  more 
comprehensive  legislation  on  the  subject, 
the  passing  of  a  general  bankruptcy  mea- 
sure appeared  more  and  more  distant. 

LoBD  EOMILLY  entirely  agreed  with 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord ;  for,  not 
having  on  Tuesday  night  seen  the  Amend- 
ments of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on 
the  Woolsack,  he  was  unable  to  consider 
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what  their  effect  would  be.  He  now 
found  that  many  of  them  were  identical 
with  those  which  he  had  himself  drawn 
up.  He  understood  that  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill 
(Lord  Granworth)  was  prepared  to  re-print 
the  Bill  with  l^e  Amendments  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  and  allow  the  additional 
Amendments  to  be  inserted  on  the  Beport 
or  third  reading.  He  thought  it  was 
much  to  be  regretted  that  Bills  making 
important  changes  in  the  law  should  be 
introduced  at  a  period  of  the  Session  when 
it  was  impossible  to  avoid  blunders  which, 
when  exposed  in  Courts  of  Law,  brought 
the  Legislature  into  discredit. 

House  again  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

LoBD  CEANWOETH  stated  that  he 
proposed  to  accept  all  the  Amendments  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack, leaving  it  open  to  any  of  their  Lord- 
ships on  the  Beport  or  third  reading  to 
bring  forward  any  further  Amendments 
which  might  appear  desirable. 

Amendments  made :  The  Beport  thereof 
to  be  received  on  Monday  next ;  and  Bill 
to  be  printed  as  amended.    (No.  270.) 

LARCENY  AND  EMBEZZLEMENT 


BILL-<No.  245.) 

{The  Lord  Chefynsford.) 

BECOJXD  BSADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

LoBD  CHELMSFORD,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time, 
said,  that  its  object  was  to  remove  an  in- 
consistency in  the  present  law  under  which 
embezzlement  by  a  partner  was  not  in 
general  punishable  except  by  the  tedious 
process  of  filing  a  bill  in  Equity.  It  would 
be  necessary,  however,  to  substitute  a  new 
clause  instead  of  the  first,  and  that  he  pro- 
posed to  do  either  in  Committee  or  on  the 
Beport.  A  groundless  distinction  was 
made  by  the  present  law  between  the  penal 
character  of  larceny  and  of  embezzlement 
by  clerks  and  servants,  and  that  distinction 
also  he  proposed  to  do  away  with. 

Moved,  '<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*.'' 
— (2%#  Lord  Chelmsford.) 

The  LOBD  CHANCBLLOB  approved 
the  general  objects  of  the  Bill,  and  ex- 
pressed his  satbfaction  that  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  was  prepared  to  lay  on  the 
table  a  modification  of  the  first  clause. 
The  Bill  was  not  carefully  worded.      It 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1365 


School  Inguiry 


{July  17,  1868} 


OommittH. 


1866 


spoke  of  ''wroDgfolly  defraudbg.*'  He 
did  not  know  what  kind  of  defrauding 
there  could  be  if  it  was  not  wrongful. 

Motion  agreed  to :  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
'VHiole  House  on  Monday  next. 

irABBiAGss  VAuniTT  (blakbdowk)  bill. 

[H.L.] 
A  Bill  to  render  Talid  Marriages  heretofore 
■olemnixed  in  the  Ohapel-of-Eaee  oalled  Saint 
Jamea-the-Oraater  Chapel,  Blakedown,  in  the 
Parish  of  Hagley,  in  the  County  of  Worcester- 
Was  >nvf0n<d<f  hy  The  Lord  Ltttblton;  read  !•. 
(No.  271.) 

House  adjourned  at  Eight  o'oiock,  to 

Monday  next,  a  qnarter  before 

FiTe  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Driday,  My  17,  1868. 

MINUTES.!—  Supply— eontui^tfi  in  Committee 
—-Reeoltftums  [Jaly  16]  reported, 

Wats  hid  Mbamb  —  i20to2ti<ian#  [Jnly  16]  re- 
ported, 

PuBuo  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Consolidated  Fond 
(Appropriation). 

First  Reiading  —  Consolidated  Fnnd  (Appropria- 
tion)*. 

Second  Reading  —  Expiring  Laws  Continoance  * 
[241]. 

Special  Report  of  Select  Committee  —  Married 
Women's  Property  [No.  441.] 

Committee-^DkJkube  Works  Loan  [327] ;  Drain- 
age and  ImproYement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Sup- 
plemental (No.  4)*  [285];  Election  Petitions 
and  Cormpt  Practices  at  Elections  (re-^omm,) 
[63]— B.P. ;  Poor  Relief  [186]— B.P. ;  Co- 
lonial Shipping*  [336];  Admiralty  Suits* 
[234] ;  Railway  Companies  *  [237]. 

/Stfporf— Danahe  Works  Loan*  [327]  ;  Drainage 
and  ImproYcment  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Sapple- 
menUl  (No.  4)*  [2351;  Married  Women *s 
Property*  [89];  Colonial  Shipping*  [236]; 
Admiralty  SniU  *  [234] ;  Railway  Companies  * 
[237]. 

Considered  as  amended  —  Sale  of  Poisons  and 
Pharma^  Act  Amendment*  [181]. 

The  HouBO  met  at  Two  of  the  olook. 

QUEENSLAND  —  POLYNESIAN 
ISLANDERS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  W.E.  FORSTER  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  the  OoTemment  is 
prepared  to  suggest  any  measure  hy  which 
the  Act  for  regalating  the  Emigration  of 


South  Sea  Islanders  may  he  supplemented 
hy  a  safeguard  against  illicit  practices  in 
entrapping  those  Natives  from  their  homes  ? 

Mb.  ADDBRLET  said,  in  reply,  that 
the  rumours  as  to  ahuses  existing  were 
very  much  without  foundation,  and  sa- 
tisfactory regulations  had  heen  passed 
by  the  Queensland  Legislature  as  to  the 
emigration,  which  were  much  in  accord- 
ance with  the  recommendation  which  had 
crossed  them  on  the  road  from  the  Co- 
lonial Office.  No  Native  could  be  taken 
on  board  ship  unless  he  had  a  certificate 
from  a  Consul  or  Missionary,  or  some 
other  person  of  known  position,  to  the 
effect  that  he  had  ascertained,  and  could 
Touch  for  the  fact,  that  the  Natire  was 
going  to  emigrate  yoluntarily;  and  he 
thought,  therefore,  that  the  regulations 
as  to  this  matter  were  complete.  Whe- 
ther it  was  possible  to  hare  any  further 
guarantee  against  kidnapping  Natires  was 
under  consideration.  The  ship,  in  the  next 
place,  must  be  licensed,  and  there  was  an 
officer  on  board  each  ship  who  must  be 
satisfied  before  reeeiymg  them  that  the 
Natiyes  had  been  properly  engaged,  and 
when  the  ship  arriyed  at  Queensland  she 
was  OTerhauled,  and  if  any  of  these  regu- 
lations had  not  been  observed  the  shipowner 
was  liable  to  a  penalty  of  £20  for  each 
non-obseryance  or  the  prescribed  conditions. 
His  noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of  Buckingham) 
was  considering  whether  these  proyisions 
might  not  be  made  more  stringent  than 
they  were,  and  also  whether  the  security 
for  the  condition  of  the  Natives  on  board 
might  not  be  improyed.  No  doubt  there 
would  be  further  provisions  gradually  in- 
dicated by  further  experience  to  guard 
against  abuse. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  wished 
to  know,  Whether  the  officer  on  board  ship 
who  superintended  the  shipping  of  the 
Natives  was  an  officer  of  the  Government  ? 

Mr.  ADDERLEY  said,  that  he  was  an 
officer  appointed  by  the  Colonial  GoTcm- 
ment. 

SCHOOL  INQUIBT  COMMITTEE. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  nnder  consideration  the 
Report  and  Recommendations  of  the  School 
Inquiry  Committee ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  is  prepared  to  inform  the  House  what 
steps  they  intend  to  take  thereupon  f 
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Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  iaiJ,  in 
reply,  that  the  Committee  had  collected  a 
vast  deal  of  information ;  hut  it  was  so 
▼oluminous,  and  some  of  it  had  come  so 
recently  into  the  hands  of  the  GoTernment, 
that  he  should  not  be  correct  in  saying 
that  the  Question  was  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Government.  At  the  same 
time,  the  question  was  one  of  so  great 
importance  that  any  GoTcrnment  must 
deal  with  it  dt  the  earliest  opportunity. 

COLLECTION  OF  ASSESSED  TAXES   IN 

THE  SOUTH  OF  LONDON. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  THOMAS  HUGHES  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Whether  it  is  with  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  GoYemment  that  the  Tax 
Collectors  of  the  South  of  London  are  it- 
suing  Notices  that  unless  Assessed  Taxes 
due  on  the  20th  of  March  last  are  paid  on 
or  before  the  20th  of  July,  the  person 
neglecting  to  pay  will  be  disqualified  from 
▼oting  at  the  coming  Election  ? 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  GoYernment  had  giYcn  no  sanc- 
tion to  the  proceeding  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member.  His  attention  being  called 
to  the  Question  on  the  proYious  CYening 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich,  he 
caused  inquiry  to  be  set  on  foot,  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  would  repeat  his  Question  on 
a  subsequent  CYcning,  such  information  as 
he  possessed  would  be  afforded. 

Mb.  THOMAS  HUGHES  asked  that 
the  answer  might  be  giYon  to  him  priYately, 
for  the  date  mention^  in  the  Question  was 
the  20th  instant,  and  the  House  would  not 
sit  again  until  that  day. 

SUPPLY.— REPORT. 
Resolution  [July  16]  reported. 

SiB  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  in  con- 
sequence  of  a  promise  which  had  been  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  on  Wednesday  that  if  hon. 
Members  haYing  Notices  to  moYC  in  Supply 
would  allow  Supply  to  be  then  taken  they 
would  be  a£fbrded  an  opportunity  of  movinff 
their  Notices  on  the  Report,  he  rose  to  call 
attention  to  a  Return  relatiYe  to  Staff  ap- 
pointments ordered  last  year  and  presented 
in  June,  from  which  it  appeared  that  the 
Royal  Warrant  (No.  lOo)  restricting  the 
holding  a  Staff  appointment  to  Ayo  years 
had  been  frequently  violated.  He  regretted 
the  absence  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War ;  but  as  the  present  was  his  last  op- 
IG-.  W.  E.  ForeUr 


portunity,  and  as  his  Motion  treated  much 
interest  in  military  circles,  he  would,  with- 
out mentioning  names  or  entering  into 
detail*  Yery  shortly  occupy  the  attention  of 
the  House  on  the  subject.  It  was  an  old 
sayinff — '*  Once  on  the  Staff  always  on  the 
Staff; '  but  it  bad  appeared  right  to  Her 
Majesty  that  this  system  should  cease,  and 
hence  the  Warratit  to  which  he  called 
attention.  Staff  appointments  in  the  army 
were  always  regarded  as  the  rewards  of 
the  military  profession  in  the  same  sense 
that  judicial  appointments  were  recognized 
as  the  rewards  of  the  Bar.  But  the  Return 
which  had  been  made  to  the  House,  and 
which  no  doubt  all  interested  in  that  sub- 
ject had  read,  showed  that  a  Yery  different 
course  had  been  adopted,  and  that  those 
appointments  had  gone  in  a  "  Yicious  circle" 
among  a  few  favoured  officers.  A  quarter- 
master general,  or  a  deputy  assistant  ad- 
jutant general,  as  the  case  might  be,  when 
his  fiTC  years  had  expired,  was,  in  distinct 
violation  of  the  Warrant,  shifted  to  a  cor- 
responding position  in  some  other  depart- 
ment. This  naturally  excited  great  dis- 
content among  military  men — ^discontent 
which  he  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien)  had  fre- 
quenliy  heard  expressed — as  many  offieera 
had  been  continuously  on  the  Staff  for 
periods  varying  from  ten  to  fifteen  years. 
Now,  it  might  be  said  that  Staff  training 
was  essential,  and  that  those  who  had  served 
Upon  it  were  best  fitted  for  new  appoint- 
ments. If  so,  let  the  Warrant  be  abolished; 
but  ho  held  that  as  long  as  Her  Majesty's 
Warrant  existed  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
military  authorities  to  respect  it.  His  ob- 
servations had  reference  to  what  would  be 
done  in  the  future,  and  it  was  in  that  view 
he  had  made  his  statement. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  very  courteously,  the  other 
evening,  not  pressed  his  Notice,  in  conse- 
quence of  which  the  Public  Business  had 
been  very  much  convenienced  and  advanced. 
He  was  therefore  sorry  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  was 
not  present  to  give  him  the  explanation 
he  desired.  But  his  disappointment  had 
arisen  from  some  little  madvertence  of  his 
own,  not  having  put  a  Notice  on  the 
Paper  that  he  intended  to  ask  the  Ques- 
tion on  the  Report  of  Supply.  After  the 
short  and  dear  statement  now  made  the 
hon.  Baronet  would  hate  no  difficulty  in 
eliciting  at  an  early  opportunity  from  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  information  he  de- 
sired. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 
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ELECTION    PETITIONS    AND    CORRUPT 

PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS  (r^'eaamiUed) 

BILL— [Bill  68.] 

(Mr,  Chancellor  of  ths  Eaehequer,  Mr.  Secretary 

Oaihcme  Hardy,  Sir  Stafford  Northeote.) 

OOMMITTEB.     [Progrssit  lith  Julff.] 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Bill  eamidwed  in  Committee^ 
(In  tbe  Committee.) 

ClaoBe  46  (Penalty  for  employing  corrapt 
Agent.) 

Mb.  LOWE  proposed  to  insert  the  words 
"by  the  Report  of  an  Election  Committee 
or  by  the  report  of  a  judge.** 

Mb.  ATRTON  said,  he  objected  to  the 
clause  altogether,  on  the  ground  that  it 
proposed  to  impose  a  penalty  upon  persons 
who  had  been  indemnified  under  a  former 
Act. 

Mb.  CARDWELL  said,  that  all  they 
had  in  tiew  was  to  prevent  the  employment 
by  candidates  of  agents  who  were  notorious 
bribers.  He  should  therefore  cordially 
support  the  clause  and  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Page  15,  line  3,  Amendment  proposed, 
^  after  the  word  "tribunal/'  to  insert  the 
words  "  or  has  been  reported  guilty  6f  any 
corrupt  practice  by  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons.'* — {Mr,  KnaiekbuU' 
Hugeseen.) 

Question  put,  "That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  74  ; 
Noes  63  :  Majority  11. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  would  beg 
to  moYC  the  insertion  of  words  making  it 
a  misdemeanour  for  any  agent  who  had 
been  adjudged  guilty  of  bribery  to  hire 
himself  as  an  agent  or  canyasser. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  6,  after 
the  word  "  fi fty-sefen,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  any  such  canvasser  or  agent  shall 
be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and." — {Mr, 
James  Lowiher,) 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  objected 
to  the  Amendment,  on  the  ground  that  it 
would  lead  to  the  punishment  of  a  man 
twice  for  a  single  offence.  He  would  be 
imprisoned  in  the  first  instance,  and  then 
because  he  accepted  a  second  office  he 
would  be  imprisoned  again,  though  he  had 
committed  no  new  offence. 

Mb.  QORST  said,  he  must  contend  that 
the  man  would  hare  committed  a  second 
offence;  he  would  have  engaged  himself 


under  false  pr^ences,  because  no  candidate 
would  willingly  engage  an  agent  who  had 
been  prored  guilty  of  bribery. 

Question  put,  "That  those  words  be 
there  inserted.'' 

The  Committee  dtvtded:  —  Ayes  62; 
Noes  84 :  Majority  22. 

Viscount  AMBERLEY  said,  that  in 
his  opinion  the  man  who  employed  a  corrupt 
agent  stood  in  about  the  same  relation  to 
that  corrupt  agent  as  the  receiyer  did  to 
the  thief.  He  thou|^t,  therefore,  that  the 
penalty  of  making  such  a  man's  election 
Toid  was  not  commensurate  with  the  of- 
fence.  He  therefore  proposed  to  mote  to 
add  the  words  at  the  end  of  the  clause — 
"  And  he  shall  be  incapable  of  being  elected 
to  and  of  sitting  in  the  House  of  Commons 
during  the  three  years  next  after  such 
trial.'^ 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the 
Clause,  to  add  the  words  "and  he  shfdl  be 
incapable  of  being  elected  to  and  of  sitting 
in  the  House  of  Commons  during  the  three 
years  next  after  such  trial."'---(  Facoun^ 
Amherley,) 

Sir  LAWRENCE  PALE  said,  that  it 
was  quite  possible  a  candidate  might  get 
into  the  hands  of  a  corrupt  agent  without 
knowing  it.  In  the  case  of  a  young  man 
coming  into  Parliament  for  the  first  time 
this  might  easily  occur.  Would  it  not  be 
too  hard  to  brand  such  a  man  with  the 
disgrace  which  the  noble  Lord's  Amend- 
ment would  inflict  upon  him  ? 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  the 
Amendment  would  only  apply  to  a  candi- 
date who  knowingly  employed  a  corrupt 
agent. 

Mb.  OATHORNE  HARDT  said,  he 
must,  with  ffr^at  respect  to  the  noble  Vis- 
count, say  that  the  Amendment  appeared 
to  him  to  be  nonsense.  The  word  "  trial" 
referred  to  the  trial  in  the  case  of  the  cor- 
rupt agent  who  had  been  cotfticted  of 
corruption  within  seyen  years  preriously  to 
the  Election  which  under  the  clause  would 
be  Toid.  If  the  words  proposed  by  the 
noble  Viseount  were  added  to  the  clause, 
the  punishment  of  the  candidate  might 
commence  long  before  he  had  committed 
the  offence. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
thought  the  noble  Lord  had  mistaken  the 
object  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  GURNET  said,  he 
did  not  think  the  Amendment  applicable 
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Election  Toid  would  a  safloient  pnoish 
ment. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  if  at 
this  period  of  the  Session  hon.  Members 
perseyered  in  moting  Amendments  the  re- 
sult would  be  that  the  Bill  would  be 
amended  off  the  face  of  creation. 

Mr.  M.  chambers  said,  he  felt  that 
a  person  who  knowingly  employed  an  agent 
who  had  been  oonyioted  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices ought  to  be  subjected  to  this  penalty 
at  least. 

Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  said,  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  too  great  a  punishment 
to  inflict  upon  a  man  who  prostituted  the 
political  rights  of  the  country  by  bribery 
to  disqualify  him  from  sitting  in  the  House 
of  Commons  for  erer. 

Question  put,  ''That  those  words  be 
there  added.  ^' 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  48  ; 
Noes  115  :  Majority  67. 

f  Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  that  he  wished 
to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  York  (Mr. 
Lowther)  whether  he  would  bring  up  a 
clause  on  the  Report  embodying  the  tiews 
which  he  sought  to  carry  into  effect  in  the 
Amendment  which  had  shortly  before  been 
negatif  ed  ? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  intended 
to  do  so.  Some  hon.  Members  had,  he 
belie? ed,  foted  against  his  Amendment  in 
Ignorance  of  the  real  question  at  issue. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  said,  that  the  real 
.  question  for  the  Committee  to  decide  was 
'  whether  they  meant  to  pass  the  Bill  before 
them  this  year  or  not.  The  Bill  was  one 
of  great  importance,  and  the  Gofemment, 
he  thought,  had  rery  fairly  done  their  duty 
in  pushing  it  forward. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Gofcrnment  would  post- 
pone the  prorogation,  if  necessary,  in  order 
to  carry  the  Bill.  The  feeling  of  the  House 
was  evidently  strongly  in  its  fafour. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  that  the  fact 
that  the  feeling  of  the  House  was  in  farour 
was  no  argument  against  hon.  Members 
exercising  a  discretion  in  dealing  with  it. 
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Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  47  (Disqualification  of  Persons 
found  guilty  of  Bribery). 

Mr.  AYRTON  asked  for  some  expla- 
nation of  the  clause.     He  did  not  object 
to  all  the  penalties  being  placed  upon  those 
who  had  been  found  guilty  ;  but  he  should 
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object  to  penalties  being  placed-  upon  per- 
sons who  nad  not  been  tried,  but  had  onljr 
been  incidentally  mentioned  in  a  Report  of 
a  Commission;  and  who  might  have  had 
no  opportunity  of  being  heard.  He  nro- 
posed  to  leave  out  the  words  "  other  than 
a  candidate,"  in  order  to  raise  the  ques- 
tion. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
the  clause  was  intended  to  include  persons 
other  than  the  Petitioner  and  respondent, 
but  no  doubt  there  was  difficulty  in  what 
was  pointed  out,  and  to  meet  it  he  should 
propose  to  amend  the  clause  so  that  the 
penalties  should  only  be  inflicted  upon 
persons,  other  than  candidstes,  who  should 
hare  been  found  guilty  of  bribery  in  any 
proceeding  at  law. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  GURNEY  said,  he 
thought  that  what  was  intended  was  that 
the  penalty  of  disqualification  should  follow 
a  report  of  the  Judge,  and  should  not  ap- 
ply only  to  those  who  had  been  couficted 
upon  a  trial.  When  the  inquiry  had  been 
conducted  by  a  Judge,  who  would,  of 
course,  be  aware  of  the  penalty  imposed 
by  the  clause,  might  it  not  be  presumed 
that  he  had  taken  all  the  necessary  steps 
for  arriYing  at  a  knowledge  of  a  man's 
guilt? 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
original  words  would  be  adhered  to. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  the 
difficulty  was  inflicting  a  penalty  upon  a 
person  who  might  poBsibly  not  be  present; 
but  he  thought  that  there  would  be  no 
hardship  in  placing  a  penalty  upon  a  per- 
son who  had  been  reported  guilty  after  he 
had  had  an  opportunity  of  being  heard. 
He  would,  therefore,  propose  that  the 
clause  should  be  amended  by  inserting  the 
words,  "  in  any  proceeding  in  which,  after 
notice  of  the  charge,  he  has  had  an  op- 
porthnity  of  being  heard.'* 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  wished  to  know 
what  would  be  the  position  of  an  unfortu- 
nate candidate  with  regard  to  expenses,  if 
the  inquiry  before  the  Judge  was  to  be 
hung  up  while  notice  was  being  giTcn  to 
all  the  persons  implicated,  as  well  as  during 
the  trial  of  all  these  collateral  issues.  Such 
a  delay  would  cause  a  Tcry  ugly  addition 
to  the  candidate's  expenditure. 

Mr.  POWELL  said,  he  hoped  that 
words  would  be  introduced  to  ensure  par- 
ties accused  a  fair  hearing. 

Mr.  M.  CHAMBERS  said,  that  the 
worst  delinquents  could  run  away,  and  no 
notice  could  be  gi?en  to  them.  They  would 
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Mr.  Atrtok's  Amendindiil  wHkitawnt 
and  that  of  the  Solioitor  General  agreed 
to. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILLmored,  in  page 

115,  line  16,  after  "Toting  at  any,"  insert 
**  ParliameDtary  and  manioipal/'  the  objeot 
being  to  extend  penalties  to  bribery  at  mu- 
nicipal Elections. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  he 
thoQght  they  had  better  in  this  Bill,  and  at 
this  period  of  the  Session,  confine  them- 
sehes  to  Parliamentary  Elections.  No 
doubt  at  some  future  period  there  must  be 
an  inquiry  in  reference  to  municipal  Elec- 
tions. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  that  his 
proposition  was  simply  thai  a  person  oon- 
▼icted  of  bribery  at  a  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tion should  be  disqualified  from  Toting  at 
future  municipal  as  well  as  Parliamentary 
Elections. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  feared  that 
if  they  accepted  the  Amendment  they 
would  not  be  allowed  to  stop  there,  they 
would  have  to  go  further,  and  that  would 
only  be  entering  upon  a  sea  of  troubles, 
and  they  would  run  great  risk  of  founder- 
ing in  their  legislation.  He  belieyed,  how- 
ever,  that  they  would  soon  have  to  enter 
upon  the  question  of  bribery  at  municipal 
Elections. 

I  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

I  Clause  agreed  to, 

\  Clause  48  (Returning  Officer  may  be 
sued  for  neglecting  to  return  any  Person 
duly  elected). 

Mr.  J.  GOLDSMID  said,  that  the 
clause  proposed  that  in  a  certain  event  the 
returning  officer  should  pay  to  the  Member 
double  the  damages  which  he  had  sustained. 
This  seemed  to  be  placing  a  money  value 
upon  the  position  of  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  he  should  move  that  instead  of 
these  words  there  should  be  others  enact- 
ing that  the  returning  officer  should  be 
liable  to  a  penalty  not  exceeding  £600. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  clause  as  proposed  was  an  exact 
copy  of  the  123rd  clause  of  the  11th  and 
12th  Yic,  c.  98,  which  had  been  found  in- 
applicable. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

I    Clanses  49  to  53,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

\.    Clause  54  (Repeal  of  Acts). ' 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  the  clause  would 
make  the  punishment  for  offences  under 
the  Bill  different  in  Ireland  and  Scotland 


a 


from  that  in  England,  It  appeared  to  him 
that  it  was  now  time  to  consider  whether 
they  should  extend  this  Bill  to  Ireland 
and  Scotland. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  he 
concurred  in  thinking  that  the  clause  re- 
quired consideration. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  clauses  of  the  Acts  proposed  to 
be  repealed  were  not  penal  clauses,  but 
merely  those  which  regulated  the  mode  of 
trial  of  the  Petitions.  If  he  were  mis- 
taken on  the  point  he  would  bring  up  a 
clause  upon  the  Report  which  would  settle 
the  question. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  the  Bill  would 
be  valuable  as  an  experiment,  even  if  its 
provisions  were  not  extended  to  Ireland 
and  Scotland,  although  he  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  he  had  given  up  the  idea  of/ 
introducing  a  clause  to  extend,  if  possible,/ 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  to  Ireland  and 
Scotland. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was^neof 
those  who  had  originally  contended  that 
they  would  be  placed  in  a  position  of  great 
difficulty  with  regard  to  this  Bill  if  its 
provisions  were  not  extended  to  Ireland 
and  Scotland,  but  be  thought  that  the 
question  had  assumed  a  new  light  in  con- 
sequence of  the  announcement  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  the  operation 
of  the  Bill  was  only  to  endure  for  a  limited 
period  ;  although  he  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  could 
see  their  way  to  effect  such  an  extension 
without  loss  of  time  it  would  not  be  desir- 
fible  that  the  experiment  might  be  equally 
and  simultaneously  tried  in  Ireland  and 
Scotland,  as  well  as  in  this  country,  or 
that  it  would  be  well  to  preserve  the  juris- 
diction of  this  House  in  the  case  of  Elec- 
tion Petitions  from  Ireland  and  Scotland, 
and  to  extinguish  it  as  regarded  this 
country.  Under  these  circumstances  he 
should  not  press  the  Government  upon  the 
point. 

Mr.  MONSELL  said,  he  must  press 
upon  the  Government  the  importance  of 
making  the  law  upon  the  point  apply  to 
the  three  countries  alike. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  if  he  did  not 
bring  up  a  satisfactory  clause  upon  the 
Report  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
have  the  opportunity  of  doing  so  himself. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  pro- 
posed to  amend  the  clause  by  inserting 
the  words  "as  far  as  regards  Elections 
and  Petitions  in  respect  of  constituencies 
in  England  and  Wales." 
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PoitpoDed  Claote  2  agreed  to. 

Mb.   PISBAELI   said,  he  wished  to 
I  propoie  a  new  clause  proTidiog  for  the 
paymeot  of  additional  JudffOf  and  remune- 
ration of  Judges  appcMnted  under  this  Act. 

Clause  (ProTision  as  to  payment  of  ad- 
ditional judges  and  remuneration  of  judges 
for  duties  to  be  performed  under  this  Act^ 
^{Mr.  Di9raeli,)^hr<mght  u^,  and  read 
the  first  and  second  time. 

Mb.  BOUVERIB  said,  he  would  remind 
the  House  that  a  Commission  had  been 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  constitution 
of  our  Courts  of  Judicature.  That  Com- 
mission had  been  sitting  for  about  a 
twelfemoDth,  and  would  shortly,  it  was 
beriefed,  propose  some  rery  great  changes. 
He  trusted,  therefore,  that  these  new  ap- 
pointments would  be  made  subject  to  any 
decision  at  which  the  House  might  arrife 
after  seeing  the  Report.  If  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  would  deal  with  that  question, 
he  would  leaTO  it  in  his  hands  ;  if  not,  he 
should  propose  a  clause  himself  on  bringing 
up  the  Keport. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  he  trusted  that 
the  GoTemment  would  assent  to  the  fol- 
lowing Amendment  to  the  new  clause  : — 
Line  1,  before  "  The,"  insert— 

"  No  additional  Judge  ih&U  be  appointed  under 
tbif  Aot  until  fourteen  dayi  after  aU  the  Eleotioni 
Petitioni  presented  to  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleat  respecting  the  first  Elections  to  the  Parlia- 
ment oonrened  on  the  dissolution  of  the  present 
Parliament  shall  be  at  issue." 

His  object  was  to  prerent  the  public  being 
put  to  a  great  expense,  unless  it  had  been 
satisfactorily  pro? ed  that  the  assistance  of 
new  Judges  was  absolutely  called  for. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  that  the  matter 
referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Member  for  Kilmarnock  had  been 
under  the  consideration  of  the  QoTorn- 
ment,  and  there  was  at  present  a  clear 
understanding  with  the  Lord  Chancellor 
that  the  services  of  the  new  Judges  should 
be  at  the  disposal  of  the  country.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  brought  forward  a 
clause,  it  should  of  course  receiTO  attentive 
consideration.  As  regarded  the  Amende 
ment  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton)  he  could 
only  say  that  he  should  give  it  the  strong- 
est opposition  in  his  power,  becaose  it  was 
\in  reality  an  attempt  to  upset  the  whole 
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of  what  they  bad  already  done.  It 
in  &et,  an  announcement  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member's  opinion  that  no  new 
Judges  were  wan^,  although  ^er  Mst- 
jesty's  Goyemment  had  reason  to  bdiere, 
from  the  representations  made  to  them* 
that  the  Judges  had  more  to  do  than  they 
could  satisfactorily  perform,  and  that  it 
was  only  by  the  appointment  of  new  Judges 
that  the  Bill  could  be  carried  into  effect. 

Amendment  mgaixved,  ) 

Ma.  monk  said,  he  would  propose  to 
strike  out  the  words  in  Mr.  Disraeli's 
clause  providing  that  the  Judges  seleeted 
for  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions  should 
receive  £500  a  year  in  addition  to  their 
ordinary  salary.  He  should  be  sorry  if 
the  Judges  were  not  adequately  remune- 
rated for  the  services  which  they  rendered 
to  the  country,  but  he  could  see  no  reason 
why  this  additional  sum  should  be  paid, 
more  especially  as  the  work  of  the  existing 
Judges  would  be  lightened  by  the  assist- 
ance which  the  new  Judges  would  render 
them  when  not  engaged  on  the  trial  of 
Election  Petitions. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from 
the  words  ^'Admiralty  Court"  to  the  end 
of  the  Clause.— (Ifr.  Monh.) 

Mb.  GOLDSMID  said,  he  apprehended 
a  good  deal  of  canvassing  among  the 
Judges  for  this  £500  a  year. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  it  was  desirable 
to  induce  the  old  Judges,  if  he  might  use 
that  epithet,  to  give  up  their  time  to  the 
performance  of  these  duties,  duties  which. 
It  must  be  rememberedt  they  never  ex- 
pected at  the  time  of  their  appointments  to 
be  called  on  to  perform.  The  performance 
of  those  duties  involved  considerable  incon- 
venience. The  Judges  employed  in  them 
would,  for  instance,  be  separated  for  some 
time  from  their  families,  and  have  to  reside 
occasionally  in  small  inns,  which,  to  say 
the  least  of  it,  were  not  replete  with  the 
comforts  and  advantages  to  which  they 
were  accustomed.  It  was  desirable,  if  it 
pould  be  managed,  that  the  new  Judges 
should  be  engaged  at  first  on  the  ordinary 
judicial  duties,  and  that  the  trial  of  these 
Petitions  should  be  carried  on  by  those  who 
had  been  for  some  time  on  the  Bench.  It 
was  necessary  to  make  the  proposal  as 
agreeable  as  possible,  and  as  the  clause 
had  been  carefully  considered  he  trusted 
that  it  would  be  adopted  in  its  entirety. 

Mb.  LOCKE  said,  that  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentlem^  was  extremely 
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kind  towards  the  Judges.  It  was,  of  oourse, 
a  good  thing  to  make  matters  comfortable; 
but  still,  as  a  Judge  once  said  to  a  friend 
who  was  condoling  with  him  on  his  having 
been  unexpectedly  detained  in  a  small 
country  town  from  Saturday  to  Monday, 
''A  man  must  be  somewhere."  He  re- 
membered that  on  one  occasion  Chief  Jus* 
tice  Tindal,  after  having  been  received  in 
an  assise  town  by  the  sheriff  with  a  coach 
and  four  horses  and  javelin  men  in  plenty, 
was  taken  to  the  most  miserable  lodgings 
he  had  ever  seen ;  his  Lordship,  however, 
simply  said,  '*  This  is  Cinderella, indeed  I" 
Respecting  the  simple  proposition,  he  did 
not  think  it  was  necessary  to  bribe  the 
Judges  to  do  the  work,  especially  as  they 
were  going  to  inquire  into  charges  of 
bribery.  His  own  idea  was  that  if  any 
addition  were  made  to  the  salaries  of  the 
Judges  it  should  be  general.  The  expense 
of  going  circuit  would  be  more  than  those 
incurred  by  the  Judges  under  this  Act. 
This  seems  merely  to  be  a  payment  to  in- 
duce the  Judges  to  adopt  a  new  line  of 
business. 

Mr.  M.  chambers  said,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  if  they  were  to  assent  to  the 
I  increase  of  pay  to  the  Judges  in  question, 
'  they  ought  to  extend  that  increase  to  all 
the  Judges  of  the  Superior  Courts. 
^  Thb  solicitor  GENBRAli  said,  he 
must  ask  the  Committee  to  bear  in  mind 
the  diflSoulties  under  which  the  Bill  had 
been  brought  in  and  pressed  to  its  present 
.position.  The  original  objections  of  the 
Judges  themselves,  and  the  fact  that  those 
lobjections  bad  never  been  in  express  terms 
/withdrawn,  should  not  be  forgotten.  These 
objections  were  those  of  gentlemen  who 
bad  been  appointed  to  do  a  certain  work, 
and  who  had  not  accepted  ofiSce  on  the 
understanding  that  this  new  work  should 
be  thrust  upon  them.  Considering,  then, 
that  this  work  would  be  by  far  the  most 
unpleasant  the  Judges,  future  as  well  as 
present,  would  have  to  do,  he  recommended 
the  Committee  to  consider  the  question  as 
men  of  the  world,  and  make  the  Bill  as 
little  unpalatable  as  possible.  Although 
the  Judges  themselves  had  been  no  parties 
to  any  such  arrangement  as  that  proposed, 
he  was  bound  to  remind  the  Committee 
that  the  Bill  had  hitherto  been  considered 
on  the  understanding  that  it  should  not  be 
in  the  nature  of  an  imposition  on  the 
Judges.  And  it  would  be  admitted  on  all 
hands  that  the  Judges  would  have  a  most 
onerous  duty  to  discharge  in  laying  down 
the  course  of  procedure  under  the  Act.  All 
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would  remember  how  greatly  the  general 
admiration    of   Sir   Cress  well  Cressweli's 
conduct  had  been  increased  when  it  was 
remembered  what  immense  trouble  he  had 
taken  to  regulate  the  procedure  in  the  Di- 
vorce Court.     There  was    no  doubt  that    / 
immense  labour  would  be  imposed  on  the  / 
Judges  by  the  Bill;  he  therefore  hoped  / 
the  proposal  of  the  Qovemment  would  be  i 
acceded  to.  { 

Mb.  CARDWELL  said,  he  had  heard 
with  the  greatest  pleasure  that  the  pro- 
posal under  consideration  had  been  made 
on  the  sole  authority  of  the  Government  ; 
it  would  have  been  extremely  painful  to 
him  to  think  the  Judges  had  been  con- 
sulted on  the  subject  and  had  entered  into 
a  compromise.  He  could  not  agree  that 
the  new  duties  imposed  by  the  Bill  would 
be  the  most  disagreeable  the  Judge  could 
undertake  ;  it  would  be  infinitely  more  dis- 
agreeable to  him  to  try  a  man  for  his  life. 
The  question,  however,  was  whether  the 
passing  of  this  provision  would  tend  to  elevate 
or  derogate  from  the  position  of  the  Judges. 
It  was  true  additional  duties  had  been  im- 
posed on  the  Bench,  but  additional  Judges 
would  be  appointed  to  share  their  work. 
He  had  never  before  heard  the  principle 
advocated  that  Judges  should  be  offered 
additional  payment  to  induce  them  to  un- 
dertake work  Parliament  thought  it  right  , 
the  Bench  should  discharge.  If,  then,  it  { 
were  resolved  that  the  Judges  should  have 
this  additional  payment,  he  feared  the 
result  would  be  greatly  to  disparage  the 
high  estimation  in  which  the  Judges  were 
held  by  the  country.  The  Committee 
should  be  slow  to  create  a  precedent  of 
this  nature  ;  for  his  part  he  would  prefer 
voting  £500  a  year  to  each  of  the  Judges 
unconditionally  rather  than  accept  the  pro- 
position made. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  thought  the 
offer  of  £500  would  make  it  impossible 
for  the  Judges  to  accept  these  new  du- 
ties. The  Judges'  objection  wa«  not  on 
account  of  the  work,  but  for  fear  the  new 
duty  would  destroy  the  dignity  and  autho- 
rity of  the  Courts  in  other  cases.  As  the 
objection  of  the  Judges  as  stated  in  the 
letter  of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  had  not 
been  withdrawn,  this  proposal  of  the  ad- 
ditional £500  a  year  would  seem  like  say- 
ing, "We  will  bribe  you  with  £500  a 
year  to  withdraw  your  objection." 

Mb.  WHITBREAD  said,  the  House 
had  taken  the  matter  out  of  the  hands  of 
the  Judges  by  deciding,  notwithstanding 
the  objections  urged  by  the  Lord  Chief 
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IJastiee,  that  the  Judges  w^re  to  do  the 
dotj.  When  additional  daty  was  thrown 
on  public  aerfants,  who  were  already  fally 
occupied,  it  wa^  customary  to  giTe  them 
an  addition  to  their  salaries.  To  do  that 
in  this  instance,  ooald  not  be  taken  as  a 
proposal,  the  acceptance  of  which  would 
be  derogatory  to  the  dignity  of  the  Judges. 
Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  founded  his 
allegiance  to  the  proposal  before  the  House 
upon  the  doctrine  that  when  additional 
duties  were  imposed  on  servants  of  the 
Crown  additional  remuneration  should  be 
given,  and  very  generally  was  given.  Re 
was  sorry  to  be  obliged  to  differ  entirely 
from  his  hon.  Friend,  both  as  to  principle 
and  OS  to  fact.  In  the  first  place,  he 
thought  that  if  public  servants  were  al- 
ready fully  occupied,  additional  duties 
I  ought  not  to  be  imposed  upon  them.  That 
\  was  the  principle  upon  which  the  House 
I  had  proceeded  in  appointing  additional 
(Judges.  It  would  be  very  bad  policy  to 
Accept  the  principle  contended  for,  because 
ijrou  could  not  have  more  than  an  average 
amount  of  service ;  and  if  you  said,  "  We 
will  give  them  more  work  and  a  higher 
salarv,"  the  result  would  generally  be  that 
the  higher  salary  would  be  received,  but 
the  additional  work  would  not  be  done. 
The  homely  rule  of  "  a  fair  day's  pay  for 
a  fair  day's  work"  was  the  sound  one. 
He  was  bound  to  say  likewise  that,  as  far 
as  his  experience  went,  it  was  not  the  rule 
of  the  public  service,  when  new  duties  were 
imposed,  to  cap  those  new  duties  by  new 
salaries,  tie  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that 
this  was  a  principle  tou  could  apply  ;  and 
in  this  case  it  would  be  irrelevant,  because 
the  difficulty  had  been  met  by  an  increase 
in  the  number  of  Judges.  He  must  say 
that,  whatever  might  happen  with  respect 
to  this  clause,  no  suspicion  would  be  enter- 
tained within  the  walls  of  Parliament  that 
the  graa^ng  or  the  withholding  of  the 
proposecT £500  a  year  would  in  any  way 
influence  the  oonduot  of  the  Judges.  But 
outside  it  might  be  supposed  that  the 
House  of  Commons  had  endeavoured  to 
meet  the  objections  of  those  learned  per- 
sonages by  voting  an  addition  of  £500  to 
the  salaries  of  the  Judges  who  had  to  per- 
form the  duties  prescribed  by  this  ^111. 
He  c6ncurred  with  his  right  hon.  Friend 
\  the  Member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Cardwell)  that 
•  if  the  salaries  of  the  Judges  were  thought 
to  be  insufficient,  they  ought  to  be  oonsi- 
.  dered  generally,  and  a  uniform  increase 
ought  to  be  made. 
Mr.  Whithr$ad 
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M&.  O0R8T  Bald,  he  would  beg  to 
remind  tb^  Committee  that  nol  only  new 
duties  but  more  arduous  #ere  to  be  im- 
posed. As  in  this  country  position  was. 
in  some  degree  estimated  by  amount  of 
salary,  this  addition  of  £500  to  the  sala- 
ries of  the  Judges  would,  to  some  extent, 
elevate  them  in  dignity. 

Mft.  HENLBT  said,  he  could  not  con- 
cur with  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
spoken — that  the  position  of  Judges  was 
to  be  elevated  by  £500  a  year.  If  the 
Judges  would  not  be  fit  to  try  thode  oaaes 
unless  they  got  another  £500  a  year,  he 
doubted  very  much  that  they  would  be  fit 
to  do  so  at  all.  He  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Oxford 
that  if  the  Judges  were  underpaid,  there 
ought  to  be  an  increase  in  their  salaries 
for  the  discharge  of  their  duties  generally; 
but  he  considered  that,  as  three  new 
Judges  were  to  be  appointed,  the  work  of 
the  Judicial  Bench  would  not  be  increased 
by  this  new  jurisdiction. 

Question  put,    "  That  the  words 
posed   to  be  left  out  stand  part 
Clause." 

The  Committee  dwided :  —  Ayes  96 
Noes  123:  Majority  27. 
Clause,  AS  amended,  agreed  to, 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  pro- 
posed the  following  new  clause  : — 

(Commisiions  of  Inqoirj  Into  Corrupt  Prmo-j 
tioes.)  ' 

**  If  upon  a  Petition  to  the  House  of  Commons; 
presented  within  twentj-one  dajt  after  the  retars 
to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  of  a  Member 
to   serve   in   Parliament   for   any  Boroagh   or 
Countj,  or  within  fourteen  days  after  the  meeting 
of  Parliament,  and  signed  by  any  two  or  more 
electors  of  such  Borough  or  County,  and  allegin|f 
that  Corrupt  Practices  hare  eztensiTely  prerailed 
at  the  then  last  Election  for  such  Borough  or 
County,  or  that  there  is  reason  to  belle?e  that 
Corrupt  Practices  hare  there  so  prerailed,  ai^ 
Address  be  presented  by  both  Houses  of  Parliaj 
ment,  praying  that  such  Allegation  may  be  inqnirM 
into,  the  Crown  may  appoint  Commissioners  U 
inquire  into  the  same,  and  if  such  Commisdonen 
in  such  case  be  appointed,  they  shall  inquire  ii 
the  same  manner  and  with  the  same  powers  ani 
subject  to  all  the  prorisions  of  the  Statute  of  thi 
fifteenth  and  sixteenth  of  Victoria,  chapter  fifty 


ds  pro4 
of  thd 


Mb.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
wished  to  know  who  was  to  present  these 
petitions.  Was  it  to  be  the  Ooremment 
Whip  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  might  undertake  the 
duty  himself.  /^^^r^T^ 
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\    Ub.  3.  STTTABt  MILL  said,  he  wished 
tic  eipresB  his  aoknowledgmenis  to  the 
JGofernment  for   the    great  itnprofement 
Which  had  heen  effected  in  the  Bill. 
/    Clause  (idded. 

i    THfi    SOLICITOR     GENERAL  pro- 
posed a  new  clause— 

(Rules  as  to  agents  practising  in  oases  of  Eleo- 
i  tion  Petitions.) 

I      "  Anj  person  who  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of 
I  this  Aot  was  entitled  to  practioe  as  agent  aocord- 
I  ing  to  the  principles,  practice,  and  roles  of  the 
I  House  of  Commons,  in  oases  of  Election  Peti- 
Itions  and  matters  relating  to  Election  of  Members 
lof  the  House  of  Commons,  shall  be  entitled  to 
Ipraotiee  as  an  attomej  or  agent  in  oases  of  Eleo- 
ition  Petitions,  and  all  matters  relating  to  Eleo- 
kions  before  the  court  and  judges  prescribed  hj 
ibis  Act :  Proyided,  That  every  such  person  so 
mractising  as  aforesaid  shall  in  respect  of  such 
practice,  and  eTerjthing  relating  thereto  be  snb- 
nect  to  the  jurisdiction  and  orders  of  the  court  as 
I  if  he  were  an  attomej  of  the  said  court:  And 
j  further,    Provided,  That  no  such  person   shall 
{practice  as  aforesaid  until  his  name  shall  have 
I  been  entered  on  a  roll  to  be  made  and  kept,  and 
\  whieh  is  herebj  authorized  to  be  made  and  kept, 
by  the  prescribed  oifloer  in  the  prescribed  man- 
ner." 

I      Mb.  M.  chambers  proposed,  as  an 
Amendment,  an  addition  to  proTont  per- 

I  sons.  Members  of  this  House  from  prac- 
tising. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
the  object  of  the  clanse  was  to  presenre 
the  status  of  the  class  known  as  Parlia- 
mentary agents,  who  maj  be  neither  bar- 
risters nor  attorneys. 

Sib  ROUNDELL  PALMER  said,  he 
had  no  great  admiration  for  the  Bill  {  but 
if  it  was  to  be  tried,  the  experiment  should 
be  fairly  made.  It  would  he  a  singular 
example  of  mongrel  legislation  if  they 
were  to  giro  this  jurisdiction  to  the  ordi- 
nary tribunals,  and  to  allow  audience  to 
persons  who  were  not  now  at  liberty  to 
practise  there. 

t     Amendment  negatived., 

Mb.  MAGUIRE  proposed  to  insert  afiter 
the  words  "  agents  the  words  "  or  coun- 
sel," in  order  to  do  an  act  of  justice  to  the 
bar  of  Ireland. 

Sir  JOHN  QRAT  said,  the  Irish  bar 
were  entitled  either  to  some  compensation 
— [Laughter} — he  wished  the  House  would 
hear  the  sentence  out — for  the  loss  of  the 
business  that  would  be  taken  away,  or  to 
be  allowed  to  practise  in  the  Court  to  which 
the  jurisdiction  was  to  be  transferred. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 


Mb.  DISRAELI  mored  a  new  clause— 

(Dnration  of  Act.) 

<*  This  Act  shall  be  in  force  until  the  dissolu- 
tion of  the  next  Parliament,  or  until  the  expira- 
tion of  three  years  from  the  passing  of  such  Aot, 
whichever  event  first  happens." 

Mb.  LOWE  said  he  thought  it  might 
tend  to  prevent  inconvenience  to  omit  the 
words  "  until  the  dissolution  of  next  Par-  ^ 
liament,"  and  so  fix  the  definite  period  of/ 
three  years  for  the  duration  of  the  B\]^ 
He  moved  an  Amendment  to  that  effect. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  proposed  to  ot&it 
"  three  years  "  and  insert  •*  two  years." 

Amendment  negatived,  I 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  moved  I 
addition  of  the  words  "  and  to  the  end  of  ] 
the  then  next  Session  of  Parliament." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clausoi  as  amended,  added  to  the  Bill. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HUTT  proposed,  after 
Clause  53,  to  insert  the  following  clause— 

f  Lords  Spiritual  or  Temporal  not  to  interfere 
in  rarliamentary  Elections.) 

''  Anj  Lord  of  Parliament,  Spiritual  or  Tem- 
poral, who  ailer  the  passing  of  this  Aot  shall  in 
anj  waj  interfere  or  concern  himself  in  the  Eleo- 
tion  of  Members  to  serve  for  the  Commons  in 
Parliament  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  misdemea- 
nour, and  may  be  prosecuted  accordinglj :  Pro- 
vided always.  That  no  prosecution  for  such  of-  ; 
fbnoe  be  tried  or  had  before  any  Court  of  General  j 
or  Quarter  Sessions  of  the  Peace."  | 

This  was  a  Resolution  which  the  House 
was  accustomed  to  pass  every  Session  of 
Parliament,  and  he  could  not  see  any  pos- 
sihle  objection  to  it.  In  fact,  the  late 
Lord  Campbell  used  to  say  that  it  was  a 
mere  declaration  of  the  Common  Law  of 
England.  He  thought  they  should  not 
only  insist  on  the  Resolution,  but  take  care 
that  those  who  were  the  ohjects  of  it  should 
not  treat  it  with  derision  and  contempt. 
It  was  known  that  Peers  did  interfere,  and 
that  one  of  them  acted  as  chairman  of  a 
Registration  Society. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,   the  Resolution 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  referred 
was  passed  in  the  17th  century;  and  at 
that  time  there  was  very  good  reason  for 
passing  such  a   Resolution,   because  the . 
House  of  Lords  had  then  the  power  and  \ 
privilege  of  taxing  themselves.      Their  in-  * 
terference  with  the  rights  of  the  House  of 
Commons  could  not  then  be  justified.    But 
time  which  brought  so  many  changes  had     \ 
brought  a  considerable  change  in  the  posi- 
tion of  the  House  of  Peers  in  regard  i^^ 
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the  great  Babjeot  of  taxation.  The  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  were  now  taxed  by  the 
Votes  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  there- 
fore he  could  not  understand  why  a  Peer 
of  the  Realm  should  not  have  a  right  of 
Yoting  for  Members  of  Parliament  and 
taking  part  just  as  another  individual  in 
the  general  business  of  a  free  country  like 
this,  with  the  view  of  protecting  his  pro- 
perty and  guarding  his  own  interests. 
As  to  the  doctrine  laid  down  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  it  might  be  a  yersion  of  the 
British  Constitution  to  be  found  in  De 
Lolme,  or  some  other  author  ;  but  in  his 
(Mr.  Disraeli *b)  judgment  it  was  not  a  fair 
reading  of  the  British  Constitution.  When 
the  House  of  Commonsi  at  the  period  of 
the  Long  Parliament,  came  to  this  Reso- 
lution the  possession  of  power  as  regarded 
the  respective  branches  of  the  Legislature 
was  very  different  to  what  it  was  at  that 
moment.  It  appeared  that  Peers  of  the 
Realm  did  now  take  an  interest  in  elec- 
tions of  Members  of  that  House.  For  ex- 
ample, at  the  commencement  of  the  Ses- 
sion his  attention  had  been  called  to  the 
fact  that  a  noble  Friend  of  his — a  Peer 
much  respected  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
— had  taken  the  chair  at  a  registration 
meeting  in  his  own  county  ;  he  was  asked 
a  Question  on  the  subject,  and  he  made 
some  constitutional  observations  upon  it. 
If  it  was  a  misdemeanour  on  the  part  of  a 
Peer  of  the  Realm  to  connect  himself  with 
the  registration  of  his  county,  why  was  it 
not  mentioned  in  this  clause  ?  This  clause 
would  not  touch  him  as  it  only  applied  to 
interference  in  elections.  The  omission 
rather  invalidated  the  position  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  At  the  last  Election  for 
the  University  of  Oxford,  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone)  was  a  candi- 
date, more  than  one  Peer  of  the  Realm  not 
only  took  a  lively  interest  in  those  pro- 
ceedings, but  actually  registered  a  TOte. 
The  distinguished  Bishop  of  his  (Mr. 
Disraeli's)  diocese  was  a  supporter  then  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and,  in  the 
spirit  of  his  constitutional  rights  and  pri- 
yileges,  registered  his  vote  for  him.  An- 
other Spiritual  Peer,  the  Bishop  of  Dur- 
ham, had  also  the  satisfaction  to  register 
his  Tote  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  same  occasion^  and  a  noble  Earl,  bear- 
ing an  illustrious  name  —  the  descendant 
and  representative  of  Lord  Chancellor 
Cowper  —  also  supported  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  Practically,  Peers  of  the 
Realms  did  interfere  in  Elections  and  could  i 
Mr.  DuTfUli 


register  their  rotes;  "Within  the  laat  few 
days,  he  might  say  hours,  he  had  read  the 
advertisement  of  an  election  committee 
to  support  a  candidate  for  the  new  con- 
stituency of  the  University  of  Edinburgh, 
and  the  chairman  of  that  committee  was 
the  Duke  of  Argyll,  who,  he  had  no  doubt, 
would  make  a  most  admirable  chairman, 
and  would  direct  and  guide  the  operations 
of  that  committee  with  the  utmost  zeal 
tempered  with  discretion.  He  thought  that 
all  this  showed  that  the  Resolution  which 
was  first  passed  two  centuries  ago,  and 
which  was  adapted  to  circumstances  which 
had  now  changed,  ought  rather  to  be  omit- 
ted from  the  Resolutions  of  the  House 
than  set  up  in  a  statutory  form.  Taking  a 
great  interest  in  the  success  of  the  Bill, 
he  did  not  at  that  moment  see  that  the 
adoption  of  this  clause  would  be  one  of  the 
most  conciliatory  courses  they  could  take 
towards  securing  the  concurrence  of  the 
Upper  House.  It  would  certainly  not  pro- 
mote the  passing  of  this  Bill  to  inform  the 
House  of  Lords  that  they  had  sent  them 
up  a  clause  which  would  inform  the  Lords 
Spiritual  as  well  as  Temporal,  that  their 
interference  in  the  Elections  of  Members 
of  that  House  should  be  considered  as 
misdemeanour,  and  that  they  should  be 
prosecuted  accordingly.  One  would  almost 
be  led  to  suppose  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  animated  by  some  vindictire 
feeling  were  it  not  that  he  had  taken  care 
to  insert  a  proviso  that  the  Bishops  were 
not  to  be  prosecuted  at  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions. Whatever  might  be  the  view  of 
the  House  of  Commons  as  to  the  conduct 
of  noble  Lords  interfering  in  the  Elections 
for  Members  of  that  House,  he  would  re- 
mind them  that  they  had  a  right  to  be 
tried  by  their  Peers,  and  that  right  still 
existed,  independently  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  If  such  a  question  had  been 
brought  forward  at  a  younger  period  of  the 
Session  he  thought  it  would  probably  hare 
occupied  three  nights'  debate.  The  prao-\ 
tical  point  before  the  House  was,  were 
they  interested  in  the  success  of  this  Bill, 
and  if  so,  were  they  to  send  it  up  to  the 
House  of  Peers  with  this  clause?  He 
thought  the  subject  might  reasonably  be 
reserved  for  the  consideration  of  the  New 
Parliament. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought  the 
pith  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown)  was  contained  in  the  last  sentence. 
He  should  be  Tory  glad  to  persuade  his 
right  hon.  Friend  that  there  was  no  adyan- 
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tage  ID  proposing  a  claase  of  this  kind  to 
eif  e  a  rigid  form  to  that  which  had  not 
been  hitherto  the  statute  law  of  the  coun- 
try. But  if  it  were  deemed  right  to  raise 
the  question,  it  could  not  well  be  raised 
\  upon  this  Bill.  He  entirely  concurred  in 
Ithe  conclusion  at  which  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  opposite  had  arrifed,  but  he 
unust  make  a  protest  on  behalf  of  the  Be- 
solution  of  this  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  give  suflScient  weight  to 
the  fact  that  they  were  responsible  fbr  it. 
It  had  been  remarked  by  Earl  Eussell — 
when  Leader  of  that  House — that  although 
the  Resolution  of  the  House  was  not  law, 
and  was  not  susceptible  of  a  rigid  and 
uniform  application,  yet,  on  the  whole,  it 
operated  to  check  and  restrain  within  nar- 
row bounds  the  interference  of  Peers  in 
elections,  which,  if  not  so  restrained, 
might  grow  to  a  great  inoonyenience. 
That  was  sufficient  to  justify  as  a  practical 
measure  the  Resolution  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  but  he  hoped  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  not  press  his  proposal.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  the 
Peers  of  the  Realm  in  this  country,  at  the 
time  when  this  Resolution  was  first  passed, 
possessed  a  power  of  separately  taxing 
themseWes,  but  it  required  the  whole 
weight  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
authority  for  him  to  belie?e  such  a  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  BOUVERIB  said,  that  the  Reso- 
lution had  hitherto  been  enforced  by  Elec- 
tion Committees,  as  the  law  of  the  Houee, 
though  not  the  law  of  the  land.  By  the 
law  of  the  land  Peers  could  interfere  as 
well  as  any  other  individuals.  The  prac- 
tice of  that  House  had  always  been  to 
vindicate  their  privileges  by  striking  out 
the  votes  of  Peers  at  an  election,  but  that 
power  they  had  parted  "with  by  placing 
their  jurisdiction  in  the  hands  of  an  inde- 
pendent tribunal,  which  would  have  no 
power  to  strike  out  such  votes.  He  might 
observe  with  reference  to  the  remarks  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury)  that  Peers  had 
always  exercised  the  right  of  voting  at  and 
taking  part  in  the  elections  for  the  Uni- 
versities. Had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Gateshead  (Sir  William 
Hutt)  proposed  a  clause  forbidding  Peers 
taking  part  in  elections — without  subject- 
ing them  to  punishment  as  being  guilty  of 
a  misdemeanour — it  would  have  been  car- 
ried. 

SiA  ROUNDELL   PALMER  said,  if 
it  sboold  be  the  wish  of  the  House  to  pass 


a  Resolution  of  this  kind  in  a  future  Par- 
liament they  would  have  the  same  power 
to  enforce  it  which  they  had  always  had. 
The  privileges  of  the  House  were  part  of 
the  law  of  the  land,  and  had  been  always 
recognised  as  such  ;  and  if  it  were  part  of 
that  law  that  Peers  should  not  vote  at 
elections,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the 
Judges  to  disallow  such  votes.  But  the 
real  object  and  purpose  of  the  Resolution 
was  not  to  strike  off  this  or  that  vote,  but 
to  prevent  unconstitutional  interference  on 
the  part  of  Members  of  one  House  with 
the  independence  of  the  other  House. 
Should  the  clause  be  omitted,  however, 
there  was  nothing  in  the  Bill  which  would 
prevent  that  House  from  vindicating  its 
privileges  in  such  a  case.  If  they  at- 
tempted to  turn  this  interference  into  a 
crime,  they  would  be  doing  a  different 
thing  from  what  had  ever  been-  done  by  a 
Resolution  of  the  House,  or  intended  to 
be  done.  He  thought,  therefore,  that  the 
Committee  would  do  well  to  adhere  to  the 
existing  state  of  things,  and  not  to  assent 
to  the  clause  now  under  consideration. 

Mb.  EYKYN  said,  that  these  Totes 
had  invariably  been  rejected  by  Revising 
Barristers. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  GURNET  said,  he 
believed  that  the  Revising  Barristers  had 
always  expunged  the  names  of  Peers  from 
the  lists  of  voters. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  supported  the  clause. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  he  would  suggest 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  William 
Hutt)  should  bring  up  the  clause  in  a  dif- 
ferent form  to  meet  the  objection  that  had 
been  made.  He  believed  the  only  way  to 
prevent  the  interference  of  Peers  in  elec- 
tions was  to  enact  that  all  elections  com- 
passed by  the  unconstitutional  interference 
of  Peers  should  be  declared  void.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  bring  up  a 
clause  to  that  effect  it  would  find  a  good 
deal  of  support  in  the  Committee.  He. 
was  rather  surprised  to  hear  it  asserted 
that  Peers  might  interfere  in  elections,  and 
propose  and  vote  for  candidates,  for  if  that 
were  so  it  would  go  far  to  demonstrate 
that  there  was  no  necessity  for  the  House 
of  Lords. 

Sir  ROBERT  COLLIER  said,  he  ap- 
prehended that  Peers  had  not  a  right  to 
vote  for  Members  of  Parliament.  It  was 
so  stated  by  Lord  Camden,  and  it  was  not 
a  subject  on  which  doubt  should  be  enter- 
tained. 


Clause  toithdrawn. 
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Mb.  DARBT  QRIFFITH  mored  the 
following  elause : — 

(Pftjments  deflned  bj  fonn«r  Acts  to  be  illtgal 
to  be  bribery.) 

*'  Any  payment  of  money  or  any  raluable  con- 
sideration by  any  candidate,  or  by  any  person  on 
his  behalf,  for  or  under  the  head  of  trayelling  ex- 
penses or  conreyance,  which  has  been  deflned  by 
any  former  Act  to  be  an  illegal  payment,  shall  be 
I  deemed  to  be  bribery  within  the  meaning  of  the 
1  second  Clause  of  the  *  Corrupt  Practices  Preyen- 
^tion  Act,  1854,'  and  the  receipt  by  any  voter  of 
any  such  payment  for  trarelling  expenses  or  con- 
veyance shall  be  deemed  to  be  bribery  within  the 
neaning  of  the  third  Clause  of  the  same  Aot,  and 
he  vote  of  any  roter  who  shall  pay  or  receive 
aiy  money  or  any  valuable  consideration  for  or 
under  the  head  of  travelling  expenses  or  convey- 
ance shall  be  deemed  null  and  void." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
be  thought  that  the  punishmeDt  attached 
by  this  DieaBure  to  acta  of  bribery  would 
be  far  too  heavy  for  the  offence  to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  clause  reforred. 

Mb.  KARSLAKE  opposed  the  clause. 

Mb.  THOMSON  BANKET  said,  that 
though  not  going  to  the  full  extent  of  the 
clause,  he  thought  that  something  clear 
and  definite  should  be  laid  down  with  re- 
ference to  such  expenses. 

Clause  negatived. 
House  resumed, 

Mb.  monk  asked  when  tlie  Bill  would 
be  again  proceeded  with? 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  he  proposed  to 
place  it  on  the  Paper  for  To-morrow,  but 
would  be  able  more  definitely  to  inform 
hon.  Members  on  the  subject  later  in  the 
efening. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow. 


NAVY-GREENWICH  HOSPITAL. 
OBSEBYATIOMS. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  COCHRANE  said,  that 
in  rising  to  move  that  the  House  should 
adjourn  to  Monday,  he  would  take  the  op- 
portunity of  calling  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  Tory  able  and  lucid  Report 
which  had  been  presented  to  it  by  the 
Committee  on  Greenwich  Hospital,  though 
it  was  certainly  not  bis  intention  to  cri- 
ticise one  of  the  cleverest  and  most  in- 
teresting documents  which  had  ever  been 
laid  before  Parliament.  The  fact  of  such 
a  Report  having  appeared  was  a  justifi- 
cation for  inquiring  fully  into  the  origin  of 
Greenwich  Hospital,  and  how  the  inten- 
tions of  the  founders  had  been  carried  out. 


What  waa  the  state  of  things  prior  to  1865, 
when  the  Greepwich  Hespital  Act  wm 
passed,  and  what  was  the  state  of  tbinga 
at  the  present  moment?  In  passing  he 
might  remark  that  the  very  fact  of  a  Com- 
mittee having  recently  reported  on  the  Act 
was  a  sufficient  proof  that  that  Aot  had  not 
worked  in  a  beneficial  manner.  In  conai- 
dering  this  matter,  it  was  necessary  to  bear 
in  mind  that  the  word  ''Hospital"  originally 
meant  a  shelter  and  refuge  for  the  deati- 
tute,  and  not  merely  a  receptable  for  per- 
sons suffering  from  disease.  Now,  the  Aeft 
of  1696,  under  which  Greenwich  Hospital 
was  founded,  said — 

**  Whereas,  the  Seamen  of  this  SliDgdom  hare 
for  a longTime distingaiflhed  themselves  through- 
out the  World  hy  their  lodustiy  and  Skilfulness 
in  their  EmploTments,  and  hy  their  Courage  and 
Coostancj  mauifestod  in  Engagements  for  th« 
Defence  and  Honour  of  their  Sati?e  Gountrj ; 
and  for  an  Encouragement  to  continue  this  their 
ancient  Reputation  and  to  invite  greater  Nnmhers 
of  His  Majesty's  Subjects  to  betake  themselTes  to 
the  Sea,  it  is  fit  and  reasonable  that  some  compe- 
tent Provision  should  be  made,  that  Seamen  who 
by  Age,  Wounds,  or  other  Accidents  shall  become 
disabled  for  future  Service  at  Sea,  and  shall  not  bo 
in  a  condition  to  maintain  themselres  comfortably, 
may  not  finU  under  Hardships  and  Miseries,  may 
be  supported  at  the  public  Charge,  and  that  the 
Children  of  such  disabled  Seamen,  and  also  the 
Widows  and  Children  of  such  Seamen  as  shall 
happen  to  be  slain,  killed,  or  drowned  in  Sea  Ser- 
-vice,  may  in  some  reasonable  Manner  be  provided 
for  and  educated.  And  also  the  Widows  of  such 
Seamen,  Watermen,  Fishermen,  Lightermen, 
Bargemen,  Eeelmen,  and  Sea-£Etring  Men,  who 
shall  be  slain,  killed,  or  drowned  in  the  Sea  Ser- 
vice, and  the  Children  of  such  Seamen,  Watermen, 
Fishermen,  Lightermen,  Bargemen,  Keelmen,  or 
Sea-faring  Men  so  slain,  killed,  or  drowned,  and 
not  of  Ability  to  maintain  or  provide  comfortably 
for  themselves,  shall  be  received  into  the  said 
Hospital,  and  there  be  provided  for." — [7  ^  8 
IFiW  8,  0.21.1 

Such,  then,  was  the  spirit  of  the  founders. 
Not  only  was  the  Hospital  intended  for 
sailors  of  the  Rojal  Nafj,  but  the  Aot  dis- 
tinctly said  that  it  was  designed  for  mer- 
chant seamen  and  for  their  widows  and 
orphans.  The  principle  on  which  the  insti- 
tution was  founded  had,  howefer,  been  de« 
parted  from,  and  great  injury  had  been 
thereby  inflicted  upon  the  seamen  of  this 
country.  Anyone,  indeed,  who  readUhe 
inscriptions  on  the  building  would  see  that 
it  was  intended  originally  to  be  an  asylum, 
a  refuge,  and  a  home  for  aged  and  worn- 
out  seamen.  Now,  what  were  the  regula- 
lations  affecting  the  Hospital  prior  to  1859. 
It  appeared  from  the  very  able  Report 
made  by  the  Royal  Oommisstoners  in  1859 

that- 
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"In  the  year  1814  there  were  2,710  pensioners 
In  the  institution.  In  1849  the  anthoiifed  num- 
ber of  in-pensionere  being  2,642,  there  were  but 
three  Tacancies  in  the  Hospital.  At  that  time  the 
admissions  into  Greenwich  Hospital  were  regu- 
lated hj  the  following  Admiraltj  Memorandum  of 
the  let  of  January,  1852 : — *  Ist.  Out-pensioners 
for  life,  having  served  ten  years  and  upwards,  and 
who,  on  account  of  age  or  infirmity,  are  unable  to 
work.  2d.  Oot-pensioners  for  life,  with  less  than 
ten  years'  service,  who  are  rendered  totally  in- 
capable, by  reason  of  wounds,  hurts,  injuries,  or 
sickness  received  in  and  by  the  service,  of  assist- 
ing in  any  way  to  support  themselves,  reference 
being  had  to  their  age.  Men  who  are  not  pension- 
ers : — Ist.  No  man  shall  be  considered  eligible  for 
admission  with  less  than  ten  years'  service,  with  a 
good  character.  2d.  Unless  he  has  b^n  maimed 
or  disabled  by  wounds  in  the  service.' " 

The  OommiisionerBy  in  the  admission  to 
Greenwich  of  nayal  pensioners,  reoom- 
mended — 

**  That  no  man  be  deemed  eligible  for  such  ad- 
mission who  does  not  fall  under  one  of  the  follow- 
ing deKriotions : — Description  (A).  Seamen  and 
marines,  whether  in  the  Royal  Navy  or  the  mer- 
chant service,  who  from  wounds  received  in  flght, 
or  from  bodily  injury  by  acoident  while  engaged 
in  the  service  of  the  Orown,  or  from  ill-health 
contracted  in  the  service  of  the  Grown,  and  not 
from  want  of  proper  care  on  their  part,  are  in  need 
of  the  medical  or  surgical  treatment  provided  by 
the  Hospital.  Description  (B).  Seamen  and  mar- 
rines  entitled  to  an  out-pension  of  not  less  than 
£9,  who,  through  age,  imbecility,  or  disease,  have 
become  incapable  of  maintaining  themselves,  and 
proper  objects  for  the  medical  and  surgical  assist- 
ance provided  by  the  Hospital.  Description  (C). 
Seamen  and  marines,  of  good  character,  by  age 
unfit  for  further  service  at  sea,  who  shall  have 
served  in  the  Boyal  Navy,  at  sea  or  abroad,  be- 
tween the  ages  of  eighteen  and  forty-eight  for 
twenty-one  years  ;  two  years  in  the  Naval  Keserve 
to  count  as  one  year  at  sea  or  abroad,  and  one 
year  of  war  service  to  serve  as  one  and  a  half 
years  of  ordinary  service." 

Such  was  the  recommendation  of  thoRojal 
.Commission  of  1859.  It  would,  no  doubt, 
be  hardly  believed  that  at  the  time  that 
Commission  was  appointed  the  members  of 
the  Establishment  numbered  only  452,  be- 
ginning with  the  Governor  and  Lieutenant 
OoTemor,  aipid  ending  with  the  warehouse- 
pian.  The  expense  of  the  establishment 
was  ^7,000  a  year,  and  the  number  of 
pensioners  1,600.  It  was  proposed  by  the 
Commission  that  there  should  be  !?,300 
pensioners,  that  there  should  be  173  per- 
sons on  the  establishment,  and  that  the 
salary  and  allowances  should  be  only 
£31,000  per  annum.  But  what  was  the 
state  of  the  case  now  ?  While  there  was 
an  establishment  of  173  persons  the  num- 
ber of  pensioners  at  the  present  moment 
was  only  410,  each  of  whom  cost  the  coun- 
try no  less  than  £120  a  year.  In  twenty- 
ttght  years  the  oncers'  quarters  had  had 


£46,000  9ipended  on  them.  Therefore, 
instead  of  an  improvement  having  been 
effected,  things  bad  actually  become  much 
worse  than  they  were  under  the  old  system. 
The  object  of  the  Bill  of  1865  was  on  a 
former  occasion  clearly  stated  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr. 
Childers)  who  said— 

'<  Greenwich  Hospital  was  intended,  so  fiir  as 
the  building  was  concerned,  to  be  for  the  fbture  an 
asylum  for  infirm,  helpless,  and  wounded  seamen, 
and  that  seamen  were  hot  necessarily  entitled  to 
be  received  as  inmates  merely  because  they  were 
in  receipt  of  pensions,  and  because  they  were  unfit 
for  longer  service  at  sea."— TS  Havitdtd,  olxzix. 
1011.] 

But  the  principle  laid  down  by  the  founders 
had  been  entirely  overlooked.  It  was  clear 
from  the  Memorandum  of  the  Duke  of 
Somerset  that  by  the  Act  of  1865  it  was 
proposed  to  conduct  the  Hospital  on  a  prin« 
ciple  it  never  had  been  founded  on  and 
never  would  have  been  founded  oo.  That 
Memorandum  stated— 

**  In  former  years  the  out-pensions  were  supple- 
mental to  the  relief  afforded  by  the  Hospital ;  in 
later  times  the  out-pensions  constituted  the  chief 
source  of  relief,  to  which  the  Hospital  is  a  sup- 
plement." 

In  1865  the  men  were  driven  out  of  the 
Hospital,  each  of  them  getting  £36  lOi. 
a  year.  He  believed  that  900  of  them 
left,  and  that  within  fifteen  months  no 
fewer  than  400  of  that  number  were  dead. 
That  was  not  to  be  wondered  at,  because, 
in  point  of  fact,  the  men  had  been  driven 
from  their  homes.  The  only  object  was 
to  get  rid  of  them.  One  of  the  regulations 
then  made  was  this — 

"  Pensioners  can  only  return  with  the  loss  of 
their  pensions,  and  not  in  good  health ;  they  must 
be  aged  or  infirm,  or  under  medical  treatment. 
Unless  residing  at  a  naval  port  they  must  go  to 
Somerset  House  to  be  surveyed,  married  men 
being  only  allowed  2#.  a  week  for  their  wives." 

Some  of  the  medical  evidence  as  to  the 
difficulty  of  obtaining  admission  to  the 
Hospital  was  very  instructive.  He  should 
refer  to  only  two  or  three  passages.  Sir 
David  Deas,  Medical  Inspector  cl  Haslar, 
stated— 

^  Two  or  three  years  ago  we  were  constantly 
applying  to  have  men  admitted  into  Greenwich 
Hospital,  but  we  met  with  so  many  rebuffs  and 
refusals  that  we  ceased  to  make  them,  and  the 
result  is  that  the  men  themselves  have  almost  for- 

Cn  that  there  is  such  a  pUce  as  (Greenwich 
.>ital  in  existence,  and  it  is  only  when  the 
medical  oflbert,  seeing  that  a  man  must  be  sent  to 
his  parish,  take  action  themselves,  and  make  re- 
presentations to  the  Admiralty,  that  they  occa* 
sionally,  bat  very  rarely  indeed,  suooeed  is  getting 
Uiem  in." 

In  the  eyidence  of  Dr.  James  jSalmon, 
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Deputy  Inspector  General  of  the  Infirmary, 
Woolwich,  these  passages  occurred — 

**  Tou  are  of  opinion  that  it  would  be  of  great 
advatitage  to  the  senrice  and  to  the  men  if  they 
had  the  power  of  coming  in  here  if  they  chose  ? — 
Tea,  I  think  it  would  l^  a  rery  great  advantage 
to  the  men  and  also  to  the  service.  I  think  that 
the  service  is  maligned  bj  these  men,  and,  as  I 
consider,  justly,  because  these  men  present  in 
their  external  appearance  the  marks  of  disease, 
and  they  go  about  saying,  *I  have  served  my 
country  for  so  many  years  ;  I  have  lost  my  health 
in  the  service  of  my  country,  and  they  give  me  a 
miserable  6<2.  a  day,  or  they  give  me  a  gratuity 
and  have  done  with  me/  I  know  that  they  do 
that. 

"  Do  you  think  that  it  would  give  pleasure  to 
the  men  throughout  the  service  if  it  were  known, 
and  would  it  be  an  inducement  to  good  conduct 
in  some  sense  if  it  were  known  that  they  had 
that  privilege;  would  it  render  the  service,  in 
your  opinion,  more  popular  with  the  men  ? — To 
a  certain  extent  I  think  it  must  be  so  :  from  what 
I  have  observed  of  the  men  they  look  upon  this 
place  as  their  home  by  right ;  that  is  a  senti- 
ment which  is  very  deeply  ingrained  in  the  naval 
mind." 

Dr.  Armstrong,  R.N.,  was  asked — 

"  What  is  your  opinion  as  regards  increasing 
the  inducement  to  become  out-pensioners  as  com- 
pared with  widening  the  area  of  admission  into 
the  Hospital  ?" 

His  reply  was — 

**  I  would  prefer  to  widen  the  area  of  admission 
of  men  into  the  Hospital,  because  I  think  it  would 
be  more  beneficial  to  them  and  more  beneficial  to 
the  public  service." 

In  the  examination  of  Dr.  Beith  there 
were  these  passages-* 

"  Would  it  be  of  advantage  to  the  service  it- 
self (I  mean,  in  the  opinion  of  the  men)  if  they 
had  increased  facilities  for  admission  into  this 
place,  and  if  invalids  were  really  attended  to  here 
more  largely  than  they  are  now  ? — I  think  it 
would  be  a  great  advantage  to  the  service,  and 
would  give  satisfaction  to  the  men  in  general," 

He  now  came  to  the  recommendations  of 
the  Committee,  some  of  which  were  ad- 
mirahle,  though  the  Committee  did  not 
seem  to  hare  grappled  with  the  fact  that 
this  magnificent  institution  was  founded 
for  the  objects  to  which  he  had  referred. 
In  that  summary  of  recommendations  the 
Committee,  referring  to  the  outline  of  the 
revision,  which  they  recommended,  made 
this  statement — 

**  In  the  foroffoing  outline  of  the  revision  we 
propose  in  the  Hospital  establishment  we  have 
endeavoured  to  keep  in  view  the  following  lead- 
ing principles: — 1.  To  make  Greenwich  Hospital 
that  which  from  its  general  character  we  believe 
it  ought  to  be— a  self-contained  institution  under 
the  Board  of  Admiralty.  2.  To  relax  as  far  as 
may  be  expedient  and  practicable  the  present 
terms  of  admission  for  invalid  inmates.  8.  To 
reduce,  as  &r  as  may  be  consistent  with  efBoient 
Mr.  BailUe  Cochrtm 
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management,  the  cost  of  the  Hospital  establish- 
ment. 4.  To  secure,  while  making  this  redac- 
tion, the  means  of  a  thorough  check  and  super- 
vision of  the  Hospital  accounts  and  expenditure, 
by  means  of  both  local  and  independent  audit. 

5.  While  making  the  Hospital,  as  formerly,  a 
self-contained  institution,  to  avoid  a  return  either 
to  the  old  system  of  double  government,  or  to 
vesting  again  in  the  same  individuals  the  manage- 
ment of  the  northern  estates  and  the  conduct  of 
the  Greenwich  establishment.  Guided  by  these 
principles,  our  leading  recommendations  are,  as 
regards  the  inmates  —  1.  To  admit  all  seamen, 
being  of  good  character,  who  are  discharged  from 
the  naval  hospitals  as  no  longer  capable  of  ser- 
vice, in  consequence  of  hurts  received  or  diseases 
contracted  in  the  service  rendering  them  incap- 
able of  earning  a  livelihood  and  requiring  me<U- 
cal  treatment,  without  reference  to  the  possession 
of  a  pension  or  to  length  of  service.  3.  That 
the  present  payment  of  £16  per  head  for  erery 
man  by  which  the  number  of  inmates  of  Green- 
wich Hospital  fidls  short  of  1,400  be  henceforth 
discontinued.  3.  That  the  regulations  by  which 
an  out-pensioner  becoming  an  inmate  of  the  Hos- 
pital is  deprived  altogether  of  his  out-pension  be 
relaxed.  4.  That  the  warming  and  ventilation  of 
Queen  Mary's  and  Queen  Anne's  Quarters  be  im* 
proved,  and  these  Quarters  rendered  fit  for  ths 
accommodation  of  invalid  inmates.  5,  That  the 
present  number  of  inmates  be  increased  to  1,200 
men  by  such  gradual  increase  as  the  Admiralty 
may  find  that  the  funds  of  the  Hospital  may  admit. 

6.  That  admission  should  be  given  to  men  of  tbe 
Royal  Naval  Reserve  on  certain  conditions.  As 
regards  the  Hospital  establishment — 1.  To  abolish 
the  Greenwich  salaried  establishment  at  the  Ad- 
miralty. 2.  To  change  the  title  of  the  head 
Executive  authority  of  the  Hospital  to  Deputy 
Governor.  8.  To  diminish  the  Executive  staff 
of  the  Hospital  by  one  lieutenant,  remaining 
lieutenant  to  be  styled  Lieutenant  and  Ad- 
jutant." 

He  did  not  think  that  the  recommendations 
of  the  Committee  went  to  the  extent  that 
the  endence  would  ha?e  warranted.  By 
the  Act  of  William  and  Mary  widows  and 
orphans  were  to  he  proTided  for  within 
the  walls  of  the  Hospital,  and  some  years 
ago  a  Commission  suggested  that  £70,000 
should  be  laid  out  on  a  building  for  the 
reception  of  widows,  and  £30,000  a  year 
on  their  maintenance ;  but  nothing  of  that 
kind  bad  been  done.  No  reason  existed 
for  the  neglect.  At  this  moment  there  was 
an  available  surplus  of  £24,000  a  year, 
but  if  these  funds  were  insuflScient,  Par- 
liament would  readily  yote  £50,000  a  year 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  effect  to  the 
principle  on  which  Greenwich  Hospital  was 
founded.  In  the  Estimates,  £1,000  he  ob- 
senred  was  all  that  was  set  down  to  be 
giren  in  gratuities,  and  those  solely  to  the 
widows  of  seamen  and  marines,  on  actiye 
service,  who  might  he  killed  in  action,  by 
a  fall  from  aloft,  or  by  drowning.  Under 
the  present  regulationa,  jqdows  of  out* 
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peDBioners  receiyed  the  balance  of  the 
quarter  in  which  their  huBbands  died  ;  and 
widows  of  in-peDBioners  received  only  the 
balance  due  on  the  death  of  their  hus- 
bands— rarely  more  than  2$,  The  Duke 
of  Somerset  had  recommended  that  £5,000 
a  year  should  be  given  to  widows.  It  ap- 
peared that  some  fifty  seamen's  widows 
who  lived  around  Greenwich  were  in  the 
greatest  distress  and  that  one»  the  widow 
Soyles,  died  a  short  time  ago  in  the  streets 
of  that  town  from  starvation.  He  now  came 
to  the  schools.  It  had  been  stated  that 
there  were  diflSculties  in  the  way  of  carry- 
ing on  a  school  for  girls  at  Qreenwich  ; 
but  he  could  not  see  why  with  such  ample 
space  at  their  command  those  difficulties 
might  not  be  overcome.  The  Committee 
stated  on  this  point  that  they  thought  the 
end  in  view  might  be  more  simply  and 
economically  obtained  by  placing  girls  in 
existing  institutions  which,  by  an  arrange- 
ment with  the  managers,  might  be  made 
available  for  that  purpose  ;  and  they  re- 
commended that  a  sum  not  exceeding 
£4,000  per  annum  be  applied  to  the 
maintenance  and  education,  and  in  the 
training  for  domestic  service,  of  200  orphan 
daughters  of  sailors  and  marines.  Now, 
this  plan  would  involve  the  taking  of  those 
girls  from  their  families  and  scattering 
them  over  the  country,  while  schools  for 
twice  the  number  might  be  provided  at 
Greenwich.  He  now  came  to  the  impor- 
tant question  of  our  relations  towards  mer- 
chant seamen  in  respect  of  Greenwich 
Hospital.  From  the  foundation  of  that 
institution  down  to  a  recent  year  every 
seaman  had  been  made  to  subscribe  6d. 
a  month  towards  it — the  Greenwich  6d,  it 
was  called^and  no  less  than  £2,600,000 
was  contributed  towards  its  funds  by  the 
merchant  seamen  who  got  nothing  at  all 
from  it.  He  asked  that  the  principle  of 
the  Act  of  Parliament,  under  which  the 
pay  of  our  seamen  had  been  mulcted  to 
the  extent  of  £2,600,000,  should  be  carried 
out,  and  that  a  portion  of  the  Hospital 
should  be  given  to  them.  That  question 
had  been  discussed  before  ;  the  year  be- 
fore last  it  created  great  interest  in  the 
country  ;  and  he  was  happy  to  say  that 
the  Earl  of  Derby  and  the  present  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  had  fully  appreciated 
the  importance  of  that  subject  and  shown 
themselves  keenly  sensible  of  the  position 
of  our  merchant  seamen.  Tet,  in  spite  of 
all  that,  not  a  merchant  seaman  had  been 
admitted  within  the  walls  of  the  Hospital. 
He  would  suggest  that  they  should  offer 


those  seamen  not  a  part  of  the  Hospital 
which  it  was  known  they  could  not  accept, 
but  that  part  of  it  which  was  nearest  the 
Dreadnought  —  namely.  Queen  Anne's 
Quarters.  He  understood  that  in  Queen 
Anne's  Quarters  there  was  accommodation 
for  a  large  number  of  merchant  seamen, 
and  there  they  could  be  under  perfectly 
separate  management  from  the  rest  of 
the  establishment.  We  boasted  of  our 
Naval  Beserve  of  12,000  seamen,  and  well 
we  might ;  but  how  were  we  to  recruit  the 
navy  without  our  merchant  seamen?  There- 
fore, to  overlook  the  claim  of  those  men 
was  wholly  unjustifiable.  It  had  been 
supposed  that  the  occupants  of  the  Hospi- 
tal were  drunken  men,  dissatisfied  men, 
and  that  it  was  no  object  of  ambition  with 
them  to  enter  the  institution.  Wishing  to 
know  how  far  that  impression  was  well- 
founded,  he  had  obtained  some  statistics 
respecting  one  point — namely,  drunkenness. 
In  1866  there  were  only  twenty-one  oases 
of  drunkenness  in  the  whole  year;  and  in 
1867  only  nineteen.  The  men  were  ex- 
ceedingly happy  there ;  and  although  they 
had  been  tempted  and  even  bribed  to  leave 
the  Hospital,  he  believed  they  would  all 
come  back  again  if  they  saw  there  was  a 
facility  for  doing  so.  It  was  all  very  well 
to  say  they  might  go  through  certain  torms; 
but  they  did  not  understand  those  forms, 
or  choose  to  incur  the  expense  they  in- 
volved. Greenwich  Hospital  was  an  insti- 
tution of  which  every  Englishman  ought 
to  feel  proud  as  he  passed  it  on  the  river; 
and  to  convert  it  into  a  mere  hospital  for 
the  infirm,  and  exclude  from  it  the  mer- 
chant seaman— who,  he  might  almost  say, 
had  maintained  it— was  certainly  not  car- 
rying out  the  principle  on  which  it  was 
founded.  Speaking  on  that  subject,  the 
present  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
well  said — 

«Tou  are  tanmig  into  a  mere  hospital  tbat 
magnifloent  ei tabU^ment  which  has  always  been 
regarded  bj  the  sailors  who  have  served  their 
oonntry  long  and  well  as  a  refuge  for  their  old 
age." 

Without  trespassing  further  on  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  at  that  hour  of  the 
evening,  and  that  advanced  period  of  the 
Session,  he  would  conclude  by  quoting  the 
eloquent  words  of  a  man  who  strongly 
sympathised,  as  it  was  to  be  hoped  the 
House  would  do,  with  the  objects  forwhich 
that  great  institution  was  established.  Lord 
Macaulay's  words  were  these — 

^  The  gentle  Queen  sleeps  among  her  illustrious 
kindred.    The  affsotion  with  which  )b^  husband 
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oberiBhed  her  memory  was^ioon  attested  bj  a 
monument,  tbe  most  noble  that  had  erer  been 
erected  to  any  Sovereign.  No  scheme  had  been 
fo  much  her  own,  none  had  been  so  dear  to  her 
heart,  as  that  of  converting  the  palace  of  Green- 
wich into  a  retreat  for  seamen.  Few  of  those 
who  now  gaze  on  the  noblest  of  European  institu- 
tions are  aware  that  it  is  a  memorial  of  the  yir- 
tues  of  good  Queen  Mary,  of  the  love  and  sorrow 
of  William,  and  of  the  great  victory  of  La  Hogoe." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
**  That  thii  House  will,  at  the  riBing  of  the 
House  this  day,  adjourn  till  Monday  nez^/' 
— (16*.  BaiUie  Cochrane,) 

Mb.  OANDLISH  said,  he  thought  it 
was  mueh  to  be  regretted  that  the  hon^ 
Member  for  Honiton  had  brought  forward 
a  question  of  so  much  interest  and  import- 
ance at  a  period  of  the  Session  when  it  was 
utterly  impossible  that  any  practical  result 
should  follow  or  that  the  question  could  re- 
ceive the  attention  which  it  deserved.  In  the 
administration  of  the  funds  of  Greenwich 
Hospital  there  was  an  essential  element 
of  injustice.  Those  who  had  contributed 
to  its  maintenance  for  a  century  and  a 
quarter,  and  who  had  been  instrumental 
in  creating  its  vast  revenues — namely,  the 
merchant  seamen  of  this  country — did  not 
now  participate,  and  never  had  fully  and 
fairly  participated,  in  its  advantages. 
From  100  to  200  aged  seamen  in  his  own 
borough  (Sunderland)  >7ho  had  been  sub- 
jected by  an  operation  of  law  to  an  en- 
forced subscription  to  that  institution, 
without  ever  having  derived  a  fraction  of 
benefit  from  it,  were  now  left  in  a  state 
of  pauperism  and  supported  by  the  rates. 
To  a  grefkter  or  less  degree  it  was  so  in 
every  other  mercantile  community  through- 
out the  country.  While  the  just  claims  of 
our  mercantile  marine  were  thus  entirely 
ignored,  though  the  funds  would  amply  suf- 
fice to  meet  them,  the  resources  of  the  in- 
stitution had  been  wasted  and  mismanaged, 
and  no  inconsiderable  portion  of  them 
spent  in  pensions  to  officers  of  Uie 
navy,  contrary  to  the  conditions  on  whieh 
the  Hospital  was  founded,  and  to  the  spirit 
of  the  legislation  under  which  it  had  grown. 
In  1859  £120,000  was  paid  for  annuities 
for  retiring  officers.  The  management  of 
Greenwich  Hospital  stood  pre-eminent  for 
improvidence  and  injustice.  It  was  said 
that  the  seamen  of  tne  mercantile  marine, 
if  they  entered  the  Royal  Navy,  would  ob- 
tain access  to  tbe  benefits  of  the  institu- 
tion, but  the  injustice  of  the  ease  was  this 
—that  whereas  those  bene^ts  were  ppen 
to  anybody  who  entered  the  &oyal  Nayy, 
Or.  JBMhe  Cochrane 


although  he  remained  there  only  a  day, 
whether  he  had  contributed  to  the  funds 
of  the  Hospital  or  not,  on  tbe  other  hand, 
the  merchant  seamen,  who  had  long  been 
compelled  to  contribute  towards  those 
fupdf,  was  not  permitted  to  enjoy  those 
advantages.  As  long  as  that  state  of 
things  continued  unredressed,  the  sense 
of  injustice  must  exist  among  our  mercan- 
tile marine. 

Mb.  DU  cane  said,  as  the  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Honiton  (Mr.  Bailiie  Cochrane)  had 
referred,  he  could  not  but  feel  gratified  at 
the  complimentary  terms  in  which  his  hon. 
Friend  had  spoken  of  their  Report.  What- 
ever the  merits  or  demerits  of  that  Report 
might  be,  all  he  could  say  was  that  it  was 
intended  that  the  inquiry  should  be  of 
the  most  searching  character,  and  he 
felt  bound  to  take  this,  the  first,  public 
opportunity  presented  to  him  to  acknow- 
ledge the  valuable  assistance  he  received 
from  the  other  Members  of  the  Commit- 
tee. As  no  two  men  appeared  to  think 
alike  either  in  regard  to  the  past  or  the 
future  of  the  Hospital,  he  did  not  expect 
that  the  recommendations  of  the  Committee 
would  command  universal  assent.  But  the 
Committee,  as  the  Report  abundantly 
showed,  entered  upon  their  investigation 
with  no  predilections  in  favour  of  profuse 
expenditure  or  useless  sinecures.  Their 
desire  throughout  was  to  ascertain  how 
thev  could  combine  the  strictest  economy 
with  the  fullest  efficiency  on  the  part  of  the 
establishment  of  the  Hospital.  He  hoped 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bailiie  Cochrane) 
would  not  think  him  discourteous  if  he  did 
not  follow  him  to-night  through  his  elabo- 
rate history  of  the  birth  of  the  Hospital  and 
first  intentions  of  its  founder.  Tbe  object 
now  was  to  deal  with  the  future  of  the 
Hospital,  and  upon  this  subject  two  broad 
views  might  be  said  to  be  entertained  by 
different  parties.  The  first  was  that  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  who  would  go  back  to  the 
early  days  of  the  Hospital  and  carry 
out  to  the  very  letter  the  charter  of 
William  and  Mary,  and  would  by  so  doing 
establish  a  state  of  things  unsuited  to 
the  present  time.  The  second  was  the 
view  taken  last  year  by  the  lion.  Member 
for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Cmlders),  who  would 
offer  to  the  present  inmates  inducements 
somewhat  similar  to  those  ivhich  produced 
a  clearance  in  1865,  and  the  ultimate 
operation  of  which  would  be  to  closjs  the 
Hospital  altogether.  The  R^K>rt  of  the 
Committee  took  a  middle  course  betwe^ 
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these  two  extremes.  No  doubt  it  might  be 
coQsidereci  a  retrograde  course  in  some  re- 
spects, but  the  Committee  had  no  wish  to 
re-establish  the  exact  state  of  things 
which  existed  before  1865,  or  anything 
approaching  to  it.  He  thought  the  Hos- 
pital ought  to  be  a  self-contained  institu- 
tion under  the  Admiralty,  but  he  had  no  wish 
to  revert  to  the  old  system  of  the  doable 
gOTcrnment  or  to  see  re-established  there 
sinecure  oflSoes  with  nominal  duties  attached 
to  them.  And  although  the  Committee 
recommended  to  a  considerable  extent  the 
re-filling  of  the  Hospital  they  by  no  means 
desired  to  see  the  sailors  of  the  Eoyal  Navy 
compelled  nolentes  volenUs  to  become  in- 
pensioners,  to  be  separated  from  their  wives 
and  families,  and  to  adopt  a  life  which 
many  of  the  former  inmates  had  indisputably 
complained  of  as  being  one  which  isolated 
them  from  the  outside  world,  and  forced 
them  into  almost  monastic  seclusion.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  certainly  suggested  a 
remedy  for  the  monastic  grieyance,  for  he 
wanted  to  see  the  in-pensioners  accompa- 
nied by  their  wives  and  families,  and  he 
argued  in  favour  of  a  fair  provision  for 
the  maintenance  of  their  widows.  There 
was  something  very  attractive,  no  doubt, 
in  the  idea  of  thus  parcelling  out  the 
Hospital  into  a  number  of  domestic  inte- 
riors, but  there  were  limits  to  the  funds  of 
the  Hospital.  All  would  agree  that  the 
object  should  be  to  provide  the  greatest 
happiness  for  the  greatest  number.  The 
idea  of  the  hon.  Member  could  only  be 
realized  by  a  large  augmentation  of  the 
funds  of  the  Hospital,  which  Parliament 
would  not  sanction,  or  else  by  a  great  dimi- 
nution, if  not  the  entire  suppression,  of 
those  5,000  out-pensioners  who  now  in  a 
great  measure  realised  outside  the  Hospital 
his  hon.  Friend's  ideas  of  the  state  of 
things  that  ought  to  exist  within  it,  for 
they  lived  among  their  wives  and  families, 
and  thus  proclaimed  in  various  parts  of 
the  eountiy  the  glories  of  the  naval 
service  and  the  benefits  of  Greenwich 
Hospital.  His  hon.  Friend  asserted  that 
widows  at  present  derived  no  direct  benefit 
from  the  funds  of  the  Hospital.  He  would 
admit  that  his  hon.  Friend  was  justified  in 
stating  that  widows  were  in  the  original 
charter  of  the  institution,  and  he  should 
like  to  see  some  further  provision  made  for 
them;  but  if  they  were  to  receive  pensions, 
or  if  the  pensions  of  the  in-pensioners  were 
to  be  continued  to  their  widows  after  death, 
either  the  number  of  pensioners  most  be 
diminished  or  else   some  further  grants 


must  be  made  out  of  the  public  purse.  At 
present  the  widow  of  every  seaman  of  the 
Royal  Navy  killed  or  drowned  in  the  ser- 
vice received  the  gratuity  of  a  year's  pay 
out  of  the  funds  of  the  Hospital.  In  time  of 
peace,  of  course,  the  number  was  not  very 
great;  but  thispayment  would  require  a  large 
fund  in  the  event  of  a  naval  war.  Another 
benefit  to  the  widows  was  that  the  large 
staff  of  hospital  nurses  was  almost  entirely 
recruited  from  the  class  of  pensioner's 
witlows,  and  very  excellent  nurses  they 
were.  The  widows  also  had  a  prior 
claim  to  the  benefits  of  the  school  for 
the  education  of  their  children.  Then 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  had 
resuscitated  the  old  story  of  the  claim 
that  the  merchant  seamen  were  supposed 
to  possess  to  share  in  the  benefits  of  the 
Hospital  on  account  of  the  payment  of  the 
"Merchant  Seamen's  Sixpences."  The  ori- 
ginal intention  of  the  founders  of  the  insti- 
tution appeared  to  be  to  establish  a  hos- 
pital in  the  first  place  for  seamen  of  the 
Royal  Navy,  and,  secondly,  for  seamen 
of  the  merchant  service  who  might  be 
maimed  or  wounded  while  serving  in  the 
Royal  Navy,  but  not  for  the  large  body  of 
merchant  seamen  who  had  never  served 
the  Crown  in  any  capacity.  That  payment 
of  6(1.,  so  far  as  he  could  make  out,  was 
an  equivalent  levied  upon  the  whole  body 
of  merchant  seamen  for  the  protection 
afforded  to  British  commerce  by  the  British 
Navy,  for  whose  benefit  the  Hospital  was 
established.  No  doubt,  in  the  early  history 
of  the  Hospital,  merchant  seamen  who 
under  the  Registration  Act  of  the  time 
registered  themselves  as  willing  to  serve, 
and  who  were  killed,  maimed,  or  wounded 
in  action  against  either  an  enemy,  a  pirate, 
or  a  rebel  were  admitted  to  the  benefits  of 
the  Hospital.  The  seamen  of  the  Royal 
Naval  Reserve  of  the  present  day  exactly 
answered  the  description  of  those  who  were 
registered  under  the  Registration  Act  of 
100  years  ago,  and  they  would  reap  all  the 
benefit  of  the  HospiUd  enjoyed  by  the 
merchant  seamen  of  that  day,  without 
contributing  to  the  maintenance  of  its 
revenue  as  they  did.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  referred  to  the  question  of  the  Dread' 
nought  hospital  ship.  That  matter  was 
very  fully  discussed,  as  the  House  would 
recollect,  last  year,  and  the  case  was 
briefly  this  — The  Admiralty  allotted  a 
Quarter  of  the  Hospital,  called  Queen 
Mary's  Quarter  to  the  Dreadnaughi,  while, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  DreadnouglU  au- 
thorities asked  for  Queen  Anne's  Quarter 
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as  being  the  moBt  suitable.  Well,  the  Ad- 
miralty then  had  Queen  Mary's  and  Queen 
Anne's  Quarters  inspected,  not  only  by 
medical  officers  of  the  navy  but  by  inde- 
pendent medical  authorities,  who  all  re- 
ported in  favour  of  Queen  Mary's  Quarter. 
The  Dreadnought  authorities,  being  still 
dissatisfied,  the  Admiralty  then  referred 
the  question  to  a  Committee,  which  con- 
tained an  evenly-balanced  number  of  re- 
presentatives of  the  Admiralty  and  the 
Ihreadnought,  with  the  medical  officers  of 
that  ship.  The  majority  of  the  Committee 
decided  that  neither  Quarter  would  be 
fit  for  hospital  purposes  without  consider- 
able alteration,  but  that  the  one  offered 
by  the  Admiralty  was,  for  many  reasons, 
more  fit  than  the  other.  The  Admi- 
ralty were,  therefore,  open  to  no  re- 
proach on  this  head.  As  to  the  future  of 
the  Hospital,  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Childers)  suggested  last  Session  that 
terms  should  be  offered  to  the  present  in- 
mates to  leave,  that  the  infirm  should  be 
transferred  to  the  naval  port  hospitals, 
and  that  the  establishment  should  be 
finally  closed.  This  appeared  at  first  sight 
a  simple  solution  of  the  question,  and  in 
the  early  part  of  their  inquiry  the  Com- 
mittee sought  for  evidence  in  support  of 
it,  but  they  ultimately  decided  both  against 
its  practicability  and  its  desirability.  The 
large  majority  of  the  inmates  being  infirm 
old  men  who  had  rejected  the  terms  of 
leaving  offered  in  1865,  it  was  unlikely 
that  any  great  number  of  them  would 
accept  another  such  offer,  in  which  case 
the  whole  scheme  would  fall  to  the  ground. 
On  the  most  sanguine  view  200  or  250 
inmates  would  be  left.  Now»  the  accom- 
modation of  Haslar  Hospital  was  only 
sufficient  for  the  requirements  of  the  ser- 
vice and  for  emergencies  such  as  might  be 
expected  in  a  large  harbour  like  Ports- 
mouth, with  a  dockyard  and  the  Channel 
squadron  in  close  proximity  to  it.  He  had 
visited  Haslar  Hospital  last  summer,  in 
company  with  his  noble  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  and  the  conclusion 
was  forced  on  them  that  it  was  out  of  the 
question  that  the  men  could  be  sent  to 
Haslar.  At  Plymouth  fifty  or  sixty  men 
might,  perhaps,  be  taken  in,  but  the  autho- 
rities were  strongly  of  opinion  that  Green- 
wich pensioners  accostomed  to  liberty  and 
the  absence  of  restraint  could  not  dwell 
under  the  same  roof  as  sailors  subject  to 
the  strictness  of  naval  discipline,  and  that 
a  separate  building  would  be  necessary. 
Now  this  would  probably  involve  a  sepa- 
Mr,  Du  Cans 


rate  establishment  and  separate  staff,  and 
two  or  three  small  establishments  of  this 
kind  at  the  naval  port  hospitals  would  be 
little  less  costly  than  one  great  establish- 
ment. There  was,  moreover,  the  absolute 
necessity,  whatever  became  of  the  present 
inmates  of  Greenwich  Hospital,  of  the 
whole  building  being  under  the  immediate 
control  of  the  Government,  for  if  a  naval 
war  broke  out,  not  only  would  the  naval 
port  hospitals  be  soon  filled  to  overflow- 
mg,  but  there  would  be  in- pensioners 
enough  to  re-people  the  whole  range  now 
vacant  at  Greenwich.  If,  however,  different 
portions  of  the  building  were  given  over  to 
the  DreadnougJU,  to  a  local  hospital,  and 
to  other  objects,  their  reclamation  would 
be  very  difficult.  Admitting,  therefore, 
that  the  present  state  of  things  was  un- 
satisfactory, the  number  of  in-pensioners 
having  till  recently  been  rapidly  decreasing, 
while  the  cost  of  the  establishment  was 
undiminished,  the  Committee  considered 
whether,  avoiding  the  abandonment  of 
hospitals,  the  area  of  admission  could  be 
so  widened  as  wisely  to  extend  its  benefits, 
and,  while  utilizing  the  present  establish- 
ment, diminish  the  cost  per  head  of  each 
man.  Now,  while  under  the  old  system 
the  object  was  to  drive  everybody  into  the 
Hospital,  the  Act  of  1865  appeared  to 
them  to  go  too  far  in  the  opposite  direction, 
the  present  regulations  for  in-pensioners 
excluding,  as  it  seemed  to  them  unfairly, 
numbers  who  were  fit  to  enjoy  those 
benefits.  Without  detailing  the  evidence 
on  this  point  he  might  mention  that 
whereas  in  1866  1,468  men  were  invalided 
from  the  port  hospitals  as  incapable  of 
further  service,  a  large  proportion  of  them 
being  incapable  of  maintaining  themselves 
in  any  way,  only  seven  of  them  found  their 
way  to  Greenwich,  though  618  of  them 
received  pensions  and  were  therefore 
eligible.  This  showed  that  the  in-pension 
system  was  heavily  weighted,  and  the  fact 
that  850  received  no  pensions  proved  the 
strict  administration  by  the  Pension  Board 
of  the  pension  regulations.  He  feared 
that  a  very  large  proportion  of  the  men 
thus  discharged  without  pensions  ended 
their  days,  to  the  scandal  of  the  service,  in 
Union  houses.  The  Committee  desired  to 
remedy  this  by  a  relaxation  of  the  in- 
pension  regulations,  so  as  to  admit  every 
man  of  good  character,  irrespective  of 
length  of  service,  who  was  discharged  from 
the  naval  port  hospitals  as  incapable  of 
further  service  and  of  maintaining  himself. 
With  regard  to  the  contribution  for  the 
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education  of  ■eamen's  claughter8»  200,  for 
whom  it  was  proposed  to  proride  from  the 
Hospital  reYODues,  was  precisely  the  num- 
ber of  girls  educated  in  the  school,  which 
was  given  up  in  1841,  but  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hooiton  (Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane) 
desired  to  resuscitate.  He  thought  the 
House  would  agree  that  the  furnishing  out 
of  the  funds  of  the  Hospital,  annual  grants 
for  excellent  educational  institutions  al- 
ready in  existence — the  Orphan  School  at 
DoTonport  and  other  institutions  of  that 
character — the  Admiralty  having  the  right 
to  nominate  a  certain  number  of  scholars, 
would  be  a  better  plan  than  repeating 
the  experiment  of  a  girls'  school  in  so 
questionable  a  locality  as  Greenwich — an 
experiment  which  had  failed  once  and 
might  do  BO  again.  He  did  not  think  the 
interests  of  the  Hospital  would  suffer  from 
no  precipitate  action  having  been  taken, 
for  the  carrying  out  of  the  Committee's 
recommendations  would  require  time,  and 
some  of  them,  indeed,  legislation.  It  was 
the  intention  of  the  Admiralty  to  consider 
those  recommendations  during  the  Recess 
with  a  view  to  the  production  early  next 
Session  of  a  measure  dealing  with  the 
whole  subject.  It  would  be  a  source  of 
great  satisfaction  to  the  Committee  if  their 
labours  resulted  in  leaying  a  mark  on  the 
future  history  of  the  Hospital,  and,  while 
promoting  judicious  economy  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  its  revenues,  in  advancing 
also  the  welfare  of  those  for  whom  this 
noble  institution  was  originally  founded. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOVTyER  said,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Honiton  (Mr.  Baillie 
Cochrane)  desenred  the  thanks  both  of  the 
naval  service  and  the  country  for  having 
brought  forward  this  question.  He  was 
one  of  those  who  greatly  regretted  what 
be  might  call  the  destruction  of  that 
noble  naval  institution,  Greenwich  HospitaU 
The  office  of  Governor  had  been  a  great 
naval  dignity  which  Admirals  who  had 
served  in  all  parts  of  the  world  might  look 
forward  to  as  a  great  reward.  Then  the 
Hospital  itself  was  regarded  by  the  sidlors 
as  a  post  of  honour.  They  considered  it 
an  honour  to  wear  its  uniform  and  to  be 
members  of  the  institution.  It  was  very 
like  what  the  Invalides  in  France  was.  But 
we  bad  now  got  rid  of  it,  and  the  same 
thing  would  be  done,  he  supposed,  by-and- 
by  with  Chelsea  Hospital,  which  occupied 
towards  the  army  much  the  same  position 
as  Greenwich  Hospital  towards  the  navy. 
We  should  do  a  great  injury  to  the  military 
aerviee  if  we  lost  Chelsea  Hospital,  and  he 


Eotpiiai.  1409 

thought  we  had  done  great  mischief  to  the 
navy  by  getting  rid  of  Greenwich  Hospital 
instead  of  retaining  it  as  a  refuge  for  our 
destitute  old  seamen.  It  was  said  that  the 
men  did  not  like  the  Hospital.  But  the 
fact  was  the  place  was  made  uncomfortable 
to  them.  When  the  whole  police  of  the 
Hospital  was  in  the  hands  of  the  men  they 
used  to  take  charge  of  it  with  pride ;  but 
when  new  regulations  were  introduced 
and  the  metropolitan  police  were  brought 
into  the  place  the  sailors  looked  upon  it  as 
a  degraaation  to  be  under  them.  [Mr. 
Locke  :  Like  the  Temple.]  He  thought  it 
a  great  disgrace  to  the  Benchers  to  have 
allowed  the  police  to  come  in  there.  If  a 
sailor  had  had  a  little  too  much  grog  he 
was  met  by  a  policeman  and  taken  to  the 
station-house,  but  under  the  old  system  he 
would  fall  into  the  hands  of  his  comrades, 
who  would  take  care  of  him  and  nothing 
more  was  said  about  it.  Then,  the  sailor 
liked  to  smoke,  but  smoking  in  the  wards 
was  prohibited,  and  no  smoking  room  was 
provided.  That  might  appear  a  little  thing 
to  hon.  Gentlemen,  but  it  was  a  great  thing 
to  the  sailor.  Again,  there  was  nothing 
a  sailor  hated  more  than  to  be  turned  into 
a  soldier.  He  did  not  like  to  be  subjected 
to  the  strict  discipline  of  the  soldier.  All 
these  things  made  the  Hospital  distasteful 
to  him,  and  then  a  small  inducement  was 
offered  to  the  men  to  go  away,  which  a 
great  many  of  them  did.  But  he  was 
quite  sure,  if  their  habits  and  comforts  had 
been  duly  considered,  they  would  never 
have  gone  away.  If  the  place  had  been 
properly  msnaged,  there  would  always  have 
been  more  candidates  for  admission  than 
could  be  accommodated  there.  If  Green- 
wich Hospital  were  made  pleasant  to  the 
sailor,  he  had  no  doubt  that  it  would  be  a 
real  assistance  to  the  navy,  by  rendering 
the  naval  service  more  popular  that  it  was. 
He  trusted  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  never  reconcile  themselves  to  the 
notion  of  making  Greenwich  Hospital  a 
mere  receptacle  for  the  sick.  It  was  in- 
tended by  the  founder  to  be  an  asylum  for 
meritorious  seamen  who  had  served  their 
country,  and  had  been  wounded  in  the 
service.  He  did  not  think  that  the  men 
of  the  merchant  service  ought  to  be  al- 
together excluded,  but  that  one  portion 
of  the  Hospital  ought  to  be  appropriated 
to  those  that  were  qualified.  He  must  say, 
however,  that  the  man-of-war's  man  did 
not  like  to  be  mixed  up  with  the  mer- 
chant seamen,  and  unless  restrictions  were 
placed  on  the  admission  of  that  element 
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into  the  SoBDital  it  would  neror  be  tery 
popular  in  the  nafj.  Merchant  seamen 
ought  to  be  admitted  khen  thej  had  per- 
formed Boine  valorous  aotion  or  other  dis- 
tinguifthed  Bonrice.  It  was  not  desirable 
that  there  should  be  too  many  places  for 
officers  of  the  navy  kept  up  at  the  Hos- 
pital. Those  places  must  to  a  great  extent 
be  sinecures,  and  the  great  grievance  of 
the  Hospital  from  time  immemorial  was 
that  the  money  which  should  have  been  de- 
voted to  the  comfort  of  the  men  had  been 
given  in  payment  to  sinecurists.  Thev  all 
remembered  the  famous  speech  of  Erskine 
when  he  denounced  the  system.  It  would 
be  desirable,  however,  to  keep  up  iw  few 
honorary  offices,  such  as  that  of  Governor, 
to  whicn  Admirals  who  bad  served  their 
country  might  look  forward  ;  and  the 
Hospital  would  be  all  the  more  popular  if 
there  were  at  the  head  of  it  naval  men 
whom  the  old  sailors  would  respect.  In 
conclusion,  he  would  express  a  hope  that 
what  had  been  done  a  short  time  ago  to 
revolutionize  the  Hospital  would  not  be 
deemed  irrevocable,  and  that  the  false  step 
which  had  been  then  taken  would,  if  pos- 
sible, be  retraced. 

Mb.  LIDDELL  said,  the  House  had  not 
yet  been  told  whether  the  recommendations 
of  the  Admiralty  Committee  had  received 
the  sanction  of  the  Board.  As  far  as  the 
general  tenor  of  those  recommendations 
went,  he  was  prepared  at  the  proper  time 
to  give  them  a  general  support,  because 
they  were  framed  in  a  liberal  and  kindly 
spint  towards  the  infirm  and  aged  seaman. 
But  many  parts  of  those  recommendations 
would'  require  careful  consideration,  and 
among  other  important  matters  very  large 
questions  of  a  financial  character  would 
present  themselves.  One  point  which  he 
had  before  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  House  he  would  venture  to  recall  to 
their  attention  now.  There  were  in  the 
North  of  England  a  certain  number  of  the 
survivors  of  those  men  who  formerly  paid 
6d.  from  their  wages  towards  Greenwich 
Hospital.  They  had  no  legal  claim  upon 
the  revenues  ;  but  as  an  act  of  grace, 
seeing  that  the  Hospital  funds  were  very 
flourishing,  he  hoped  that  their  case  would 
be  oonsideredi  and  that  a  small  sum  would 
be  applied  to  .their  relief,  many  of  them 
being  in  distressed  circumstances. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  that  being  re- 
sponsible for  the  legislation  of  1865  with 
regard  to  Greenwich  Hospital,  he  felt 
sure  that  his  hon.  Friends  who  had  spoken 
in  favour  of  restoring  the  monastic  instita- 
Sir  Chorg^  JBowjfer  ' 


tion  of  Greenwich  would  stand  almost  alone 
in  that  opinion.  The  hon.  Gdntleman  (Mr. 
Baillie  Cochrane)  said  that  the  result  of 
discharging  the  men  from  the  Hospital 
was  that  400  of  them  died  in  about 
eighteen  months.  Now,  fortunately,  the 
official  statement  was  before  the  House, 
and  from  this  it  appeared  that  the  number 
discharged  in  October,  1865,  was  977, 
and  the  number  of  those  living  sixteen 
months  afterwards,  in  January  or  February, 
1867,  was  905.  The  death  of  seventy- two 
out  of  977  was,  considering  the  age  of  the 
men,  a  very  low  average.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, in  stating  that  400  had  died,  in- 
stead of  seventy-two,  had  taken  the  figures 
out  of  a  public  newspaper.  He  had  seen 
the  statement  there  himself,  but  there  was 
not  the  slightest  foundation  for  it.  His 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Du  Cane)  in  the  able 
Report  which  he  had  presented,  expressed 
his  approval  of  the  general  features  of  the 
Act,  and  spoke  of  the  abuses  which  existed 
before  it  was  passed.  But  he  made  some 
proposals  tending  in  his  (Mr.  Childers*) 
opinion  to  the  very  evils  the  Act  had  re- 
moved ;  and  this  at  a  considerable  cost  to 
the  country.  He  was  not  prepared  merely 
to  carry  out  charitable  obiects,  but  to  adopt 
measures  which  would  destroy  the  sound 
financial  basis  on  which  the  Greenwich 
funds  were  placed.  It  was,  for  instance, 
proposed  to  increase  the  number  of  admis- 
sions to  the  Hospital  from  400  to  1,200,  to 
reduce  the  charge  for  pensions  very  consi- 
derably, to  increase  the  number  of  children 
in  the  schools  from  800  to  1,000,  and  to 
carry  out  further  improvements.  These 
charges,  however,  would  entail  very  consider- 
able expenses.  The  increase  of  admissions 
from  400  men  to  1,200  would  cost  £40,000 
a  year,  which,  along  with  the  other  altera- 
tions, would  entail  a  total  expenditure  of 
£172,000.  The  gross  income  of  the  Hos- 
pital was  £155,000,  so  that  in  time  of 
peace,  when  there  ought  to  be  a  consider- 
able surplus,  there  would  be  a  deficiency 
of  £17,000  a  year,  assuming  that  £15  a 
head  was  still  paid  to  the  Consolidated 
Fund  under  the  Act.  The  proposal  of 
the  late  Government  to  keep  a  surplus 
of  £10,000  a  year  in  order  to  put  the 
finances  in  the  condition  they  were  in 
before  1865  was  characterized  as  extrava- 
gant, and  it  was  said  that  £5,000  a  year 
would  be  sufficient;  but,  looking  at  the 
large  proportion  of  terminable  mineral 
income,  and  considering  that  the  build- 
ing was  not  insured,  as  was  originally 
intended,  it  would  be  most  unwise  to  have 
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a  Btirpltit  of  lets  iban  J^10,000  a  j^t. 
In  this  oase  tbe  old  saying  was  ijuite  ap- 

Sropriate,  ''  Yon  can't  eat  your  cake  and 
aTO  it/'  We  must  in  these  matters  be 
prndent ;  we  must  not  indalgd  in  the 
pleasure  of  granting  Ml  that  every  one 
asks;  eiidless  demaAds  might  be  m&de, 
and  it  was  tbe  duty  of  those  who  held  the 
purse*  strings  not  to  yield.  The  plan  his 
hon.  Friend  proposed  showed  where  it  was 
hoped  to  get  the  money  from ;  he  proposed 
to  bring  into  the  Hospital  fund  the  out- 
pensions  of  everyone  takert  into  the  Hos- 
pital, and  thus,  and  by  giving  up  the  £15  a 
head  contribution,  to  get  from  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  no  less  a  sum  than 
£20,000  a  year.  His  hon.  Friend  had  not 
got  it  yet,  and  he  doubted  whether,  with 
such  a  deGcit  as  we  had  now,  and  with  a 
falling  Eevenue,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  spare  £20,000  a  year  to 
carry  out  these  proposals;  There  were 
many  good  points  in  the  Report.  It  was 
distinctly  proved  that  the  establishment 
was  too  great,  and  he  must  say  that  the 
Government  were  a  little  responsible  for 
not  previously  themselves  watching  mat- 
ters which  did  not  require  a  Royal  Com- 
mission. Fot  instance,  the  late  Govern- 
ment had  appointed  a  certain  number 
of  medical  officers  for  600  men,  but, 
for  reasons  which  were  not  clear,  the 
late  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  un- 
necessarily appointed  another  medical  offi- 
cer, although  the  number  of  men  was  only 
400.  The  proposals  made  as  to  the  better 
management  of  the  school  were  sound. 
Two  tendencies  had  been  pulling  against 
each  other,  and  nobody  baa  had  the  cour- 
age to  say  which  should  prevail ;  but  the 
proposal  made  did  so.  As  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Controller,  he  would  say  the 
expenditure  in  connection  with  the  control 
of  the  revenue  was  unnecessarily  large,  and 
economy  could  be  effected.  It  was,  however, 
doubtful  whether  we  should  always  have 
a  Ci?il  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  who  would 
be  competent  to  do  what  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  undertaken,  for  Civil  Lords  were 
generally  appointed,  not  with  reference  tb 
the  management  of  Estates,  but  with  re- 
ference to  their  fitness  for  the  civil  duties 
in  connection  with  the  dockyards  and  the 
navy  ;  and  it  was  not  often  we  had  a 
Civil  Lord  who  possessed  the  knowledge 
and  the  aptitude  of  his  hon.  Friend.  He 
therefore  doubted  the  wisdom  of  making 
the  Civil  Lord  a  sort  of  superior  estate 
manager.  He  deprecated  also  the  lax  and 
uncertain  rules  laicl  down  with  rosped  to 


admission  into  the  fiospital,  b  mitlter  libont 
which  ridgulations  ought  to  be  distinct  and 
intelligible,  seeing  that  vagueness  would 
infallibly  end  in  the  abuses  of  former  days, 
and  the  filling  6f  the  Hospital  with  men 
who  had  no  right  to  be  there.  Laxity  in 
admission  was  opposed  to  the  policy  of  the 
Act,  which  was  that  sailors  were  better 
off  in  the  bosoms  of  their  families  than 
collected  together  in  the  Hospital,  and 
the  only  cases  for  admission  should  be 
circumstances  of  utter  helplessness  and 
having  no  friends  ;  indeed,  the  very 
fact  that  in  1865,  for  £30  or  £40  a 
year,  men  who  had  cost  £100  a  year 
preferred  returning  to  their  families,  jus- 
tified the  policy  of  the  Government.  He 
should  be  sorry  now  to  see  any  act 
taken  of  a  retrogressive  character,  and  he 
much  feared  the  effect  of  the  proposals 
would  be  a  considerable  retrogression. 
With  respect  to  the  merchant  service  the 
case  was  plain  ;  as  a  matter  of  right  they 
had  no  claim  on  the  Hospital.  The  6a. 
paid  before  1833  by  sailors,  whether  in 
the  merchant  or  the  Queen's  service,  was 
a  tax  imposed  to  maintain  Greenwich  for 
the  purposes  of  the  navy;  when  it  was 
repealed,  in  1834,  it  was  expressly  stated 
by  those  who  moved  the  repeal  that  the 
merchant  seamen  had  no  right  whatever 
to  Any  advantages  in  consideration  of  it ; 
and  it  would  be  absurd  now,  when  they 
did  net  pay,  that  they  should  be  supposed 
to  obtain  a  right.  He  had  expressed  the 
obligations  due  to  his  hon.  Friend  and  the 
Committee  for  their  able  Report ;  he  had 
pointed  out  the  dangerous  proposals  that 
were  made  in  a  financial  point  of  view, 
admitting  their  excellence  from  a  chari- 
table point  of  view  ;  and  he  hoped  that 
when  the  plan  came  before  the  House 
next  year  they  would  insist  upon  a  scheme 
of  management  showing  a  fair  balance  of 
income  over  Expenditure. 

Admiral  SEYMOUR  said,  he  wished 
to  correct  the  statement  that  old  pension- 
ers when  once  they  had  left  the  Hospital 
could  not  return  to  it.  They  could  return  at 
any  time  ;  they  had  nothing  to  do  but  to 
go  to  Somerset  House  and  relinquish  their 
pensions  and  they  would  be  received  at 
once.  As  to  their  not  being  received  un- 
less they  were  "infirm  and  helpless,"  if 
they  were  that  when  first  admitted,  when 
they  returned  some  years  afterwards  they 
were  not  likely  to  have  become  sound  again. 
It  had  been  his  duty  during  the  last  two 

i rears  to  investigate  the  claims  of  these  poor 
bllowif  and  a  very  painful  duty  it  was*.  ^T^ 
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Mb.  Aldbbmah  LUSE  said,  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  take  into  their  fa> 
tonrable  consideration  the  claims  of  the 
seamen  of  the  merchant  sertice,  and  offer 
them  a  wing  of  the  Hospital  which  conld 
be  put  into  an  efficient  state  of  repair  at  a 
moderate  cost.  This  would  be  but  just,  and 
he  hoped  the  Gotemment  would  consent 
to  the  arrangement,  instead  of  handing 
them  oyer  to  a  charitable  society. 

CUSTOMS  EXTRA  CLERKS. 
BBSOLUnOK. 

Mb.  H.  B.  SHEEIDAN  said,  he  rose 
to  call  attention  to  the  case  of  the  Cus- 
toms Extra  Clerks.  These  gentlemen 
had  no  complaint  to  make  against  the 
chiefs  of  their  Department  nor  against 
the  Treasury.  Their  complsint  had  re- 
ference solely  to  the  system  or  law  which 
was  in  force,  and  which  inflicted  great  in- 
justice and  hardship  upon  them.  When 
there  had  been  an  unusual  pressure  of  work 
in  the  Customs  Department  it  had  been  the 
practice  to  engage  a  number  of  Extra 
Clerks,  but  as  the  additional  work  had 
intariably  increased,  instead  of  diminish- 
ing, these  clerks  were,  of  course,  perma- 
nently engaged.  Notwithstanding  this^ 
they  were  not  attached  to  any  particular 
class,  and  received  no  regular  promotion. 
He  could  not  conceive  that  any  person  ac- 
quainted with  the  internal  details  0/  the 
Customs  administration  could  entertain 
any  doubt  as  to  the  importance  of  having 
those  details  carried  out  by  a  class  of  men 
educated  and  trained  to  expertness  in  the 
duties  devolving  upon  them,  in  preference 
to  raw  and  untried  labourers.  There  was, 
however,  an  entire  want  of  acknowledg- 
ment of  the  services  rendered  by  them. 
They  could  not  at  any  time  receive  pro- 
motion or  be  draughted  on  to  what  was 
called  the  establishment.  Some  fifteen  years 
ago,  it  appeared,  the  Treasury  published  a 
Minute  to  the  effect  that  all  persons  then 
engaged  in  the  service  of  the  Crown,  and 
who  had  been  so  engaged  at  an  age  above 
twenty-five  years,  should  thenceforward 
have  no  promotion  in  the  public  service, 
nor  be  draughted  to  the  regular  establish- 
ment of  the  Customs  or  any  of  the  depart- 
ments subject  to  the  administration  of  the 
Treasury.  They  were  deprived  of  all  the 
advantages  enjoyed  by  those  who  belonged 
to  the  permanent  establishment.  This 
Minute  sinned  against'  the  elementary 
principles  of  justice  in  legislation,  and  it 
was  impossible  to  discover  any  principle 
Admiral  S^ifmow 


on  which  it  coold  have  been  framed.  The 
number  of  persons  thus  employed  was 
thirty-eight,  of  whom  twenty  had  entered 
the  service  previously  to  the  promulgation 
of  the  Minute.  The  Treasury  Minute  ap- 
peared to  overlook  the  fact  that  many  of 
these  clerks  had  been  twenty  years  in  the 
service  at  the  time  it  was  issued,  and  it 
was  the  cause  of  those  that  he  chiefly  ad- 
vocated on  the  present  occasion.  Their 
salaries  amounted  for  the  flrst  five  years 
to  only  30«.  a  week,  for  the  next  five 
years  to  only  35s.  a  week  ?  and  for  the  re- 
maining period  of  their  service  to  only  40«. 
a  week.  Anyone  would  conclude  that 
the  Minute  was  based  on  the  supposition 
that  these  gentlemen  were  the  journeymen 
of  their  occupation,  instead  of  being,  as 
they  were,  men  eminently  fitted  to  dis- 
charge all  the  duties  of  the  Department. 
They  were  liable  to  be  draughted  from  one 
branch  to  another  at  the  discretion  of  any  of 
the  heads  of  their  office,  and  to  be  called  upon 
temporarily  to  fill  any  situation  that  might 
fall  vacant,  and  thus  it  happened  that  one 
so  appointed  was  called  upon  to  discharge, 
and  was  expected  to  be  able  to  discharge, 
the  duties  of  an  office,  the  regular  holder 
of  which  would  receive  a  salary  of  from 
£500  to  700  a  year.  If  they  were  absent 
from  sickness,  no  allowance  was  made 
to  them  on  this  score,  although  those  who 
were  regularly  on  the  staff  were  allowed 
to  be  absent  from  this  cause  for  a  period 
of  six  months  without  deduction  from  their 
incomes.  They  were  entitled  to  no  super- 
annuation allowance;  but  were  expected 
out  of  the  40#.  a  week  they  received,  to 
provide  for  themselves  a  fund  which  should 
keep  them  from  the  workhouse  in  old  age; 
and  though  receiving  only  the  remunera* 
tion  of  ordinary  workmen,  they  were 
obliged  to  keep  up  the  same  appearance 
and  pass  the  same  examinations  as  gentle- 
men placed  on  the  establishment.  He  could 
not  believe  that  the  Government,  if  they 
were  aware  of  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  would  allow  gentlemen  thus  em- 
ployed to  work  for  so  wretched  a  stipend, 
and  to  be  deprived  of  the  common  ad- 
vantages which  belonged  to  all  persons  in 
the  service  of  the  Crown.  If  they  were 
not  wanted  for  the  works  of  the  Depart- 
ment they  ought  to  be  dismissed  ;  if  they 
were  wanted,  the  dignity  of  the  public 
service  required  that  they  should  be  pro- 
perly remunerated.  From  a  printed  cir- 
cular which  had  been  sent  to  him,  as  well 
as  to  other  hon.  Members,  he  learned  that 
they  were  appointed  by  the  Lords  of  the 
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TroAtury  on  the  reeommendation  of  a 
Member  of  that  Hoatei  that  they  were 
permanently  and  not  temporarily  employed, 
that  most  of  them  were  married  men  with 
families,  and  entirely  dependent  upon  their 
salary  for  their  support.  If  retrenchment  was 
to  be  the  order  of  the  day,  it  was  scarcely 
fair  that  it  should  be  applied  to  a  score  or 
so  of  miserably  paid  Extra  Clerks.  He 
trusted  that  the  case  he  had  endeavoured 
to  explain  would  reoeiye  the  farourable 
attention  of  the  GoTernment,  and  that  he 
should  receite  an  assurauce  to  that  effect 
from  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  opposite, 
though  the  forms  of  the  House  precluded 
him  from  making  the  Motion  which  stood 
on  the  Paper  in  his  name — 

'*  That  the  Cnstomi  Extra  Clerks  be  either 
amalgamated  with  the  eetahlishmeat  or  egtab- 
lifhed  as  a  separate  class,  and  placed  upon  a 
footing  with  the  establishment  with  regard  to  paj, 
prospects  of  promotion,  and  sick  leaTe." 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  the  Qo- 
Temment  were  placed  in  this  difficulty — 
that  the  hon.  Oentleman  was  asking  them 
to  depart  from  the  conditions  and  terms 
under  which  these  Extra  Clerks  entered  the 
public  senrice.  It  might  be  terv  true  that 
those  clerks  did  a  tery  good  day  s  work  for 
Tory  moderate  pay,  but  if  they  were  tired  of 
the  conditions  under  which  they  seryed  the 
public,  and  chose  to  Tacate  their  situations, 
their  places  could,  no  doubt,  readily  be 
filled,  not  perhaps  by  persons  with  the  de- 
signation of  Extra  Clerks,  but  by  persons 
who,  while  discharging  analogous  duties, 
and  engaged  in  a  similar  manner  by  the  day 
or  week,  would  not  be  on  the  establishment, 
and  would  not  enjoy  those  priyileges  and  ad- 
Tantages  which  persons  who  were  on  the 
regular  establishment  did  enjoy.  The  ap- 
pomtment  of  the  Extra  Clerks  was  one  of 
the  many  attempts  which  had  been  made 
from  time  to  time  to  limit  the  unwieldy 
character  of  the  establishment  in  the  Cus- 
toms and  in  other  Departments  of  the 
State.  Any  one  who  had  listened  to  the 
statement  which  had  been  made  a  few 
nights  ago  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers)  could  not 
failed  to  hare  perceived  not  only  how  im- 
portant but  how  difficult  it  was  to  check 
the  tendency  which  all  our  public  estab- 
lishments had  to  become  overgrown.  It 
was  true  that  the  Extra  Clerks  were  few  in 
number  and  many  of  them  adyanced  in 
years,  but  it  would  be  impossible  to  depart 
from  the  terms  under  which  they  were  en- 
gaged and  to  pnt  them  on  the  establish- 
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ment.  No  injustice  had  been  done  to  them, 
howeyer.  For  several  years  no  clerk  had 
been  appointed  to  the  establishment  of  the 
Customs,  and  it  was  the  hope  and  intention 
of  the  Goyernment,  by  limiting  the  number 
of  the  establishment  clerks,  to  limit  the 
charge  on  the  public  in  regard  to  pro- 
motion and  superannuation,  and  to  confine 
the  higher  positions  of  the  Customs  to  those 
specially  engaged  for  the  higher  class  of 
work,  while  the  lower  class  of  work  should 
be  done  by  persons  who  could  be  easily  en- 
gaged at  a  lower  scale  of  pay,  without 
haying  claims  for  promotion  and  super- 
annuation. He  was  extremely  sorry  to 
hare  to  make  any  statement  which  might 
be  unsatisfactory  to  those  gentlemen  whose 
case  the  hon.  Member  had  so  ably  advo- 
cated ;  but  their  case  had  over  and  over 
again  been  considered  by  the  Treasury  and 
the  Commissioners  of  Customs,  and  although 
their  pay  was  small  it  was  not  so  small 
that  their  places  could  not  be  filled  up  at 
the  same  rate  should  they  choose  to  with- 
draw from  the  public  service.  Thej  had 
been  engaged  under  certain  conditions 
of  temporary  employment  and  pay  ;  and 
though  their  employment  had  gone  on  from 
year  to  year,  they  had  a  regular  defi- 
nite increase  of  pay,  although  it  was  only 
small.  But  the  whole  question  of  the 
Custom  House  establishment  in  London 
was  under  the  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  any  special  ground  of  grievance 
which  the  Extra  Clerks  miffht  have  would 
be  sure  to  receive  fair  and  attentive  con- 
sideration. He  could  not  undertake  to 
say,  however,  that  those  clerks  would  be 
placed  on  the  establishment,  and  thus  made 
a  permanent  charge  on  the  public.  There 
was  no  wish  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  press  hardly  on  any  individual,  or  on 
any  class,  and  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
bring  forward  any  special  case  of  hardship 
in  which  an  extra  clerk  had  been  disap- 
pointed in  his  legitimate  expectations,  or 
in  which  his  services  had  been  so  consider- 
able as  to  be  out  of  proportion  to  the  salary 
he  received,  such  a  case  would  be  fairly 
considered.  But  he  must  express  a  hope 
that  the  Government  would  be  supported  in 
its  endeavours  generally  to  improve  the 
classification  and  divide  the  duties  of  a 
great  Department  such  as  the  Customs, 
without  at  the  same  time  allowing  the  ex- 
penditure connected  with  it  continually  to 
grow  npon  the  country. 
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IRELAND— TENURE  OF  LAND. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  O'BEIRNE  asked  tho  CbM  Se- 
oretarj  for  Ireland,  Whether  he  vould  gWe 
lostmctioos  to  the  Commitsion  he  pro- 
poeed  to  appoint  with  reference  to  Land 
Tenure  to  inquire  into  and  report  on  the 
heat  meani«  whether  bj  GoTemmeat  aid 
or  otherwise,  of  encouraging  and  atsiettng 
the  ereation  of  an  independent  proprietary 
of  small  freehold  estates  in  Ireland  ?  He 
was  unwilling  at  so  late  a  period  of  the 
Session  to  enter  at  any  great  length  into 
the  subject  of  whieh  he  had  given  Notice, 
but  he  would  briefly  refer  to  some  state- 
ments some  Ume  since  made  by  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Mayo),  and  upon  which 
he  (the  noble  Earl)  seemed  to  rely  in  sup- 
port of  his  assurance  to  the  House  of  the 
advancing  prosperity  of  Ireland.  He 
would  refer  to  two  or  three  bread  facts 
which  would  be  sufficient  to  sustain  his 
▼lews,  and  he  would  support  those  facts 
from  figures  taken  from  the  noble  Earl's 
own  statement,  or  from  the  Retnm  lately 
moved  for  by  him  (Mr.  O'Beime),  and  now 
on  the  table  of  the  House.  The  noble 
Earl,  he  beiioTed,  was  simply  in  error  in 
the  assurance  he  gave  of  the  immense  and 
daily  increasing  advance  of  Ireland  in 
wealth  and  prosperity,  as  a  very  few  ex- 
amples would  show.  Taking  for  instance 
the  state  of  the  Savings'  Banks  deposits, 
in  1847»  certainly  a  year  not  very  famed 
for  its  happy  recollections,  but  still  a  re- 
markable year  in  Ireland's  history,  the  de- 
posits amounted  to  the  sum  of  £2,410,000, 
while  in  the  year  1866,  twentv-one  years 
afterwards,  they  only  reached  £1,540,500. 
Well,  what  said  the  emigration  Returns  ? 
In  1850  there  were  80,000  emigrants,  in 
1863  there  were  117,000,  and  the  average 
of  the  four  years  up  to  1867  was  over 
100,000  in  each  year.  If  they  turned  to 
the  state  of  the  population  they  found 
that  at  the  Union  the  people  numbered 
over  5,000,000.  The  population  steadily 
increased  up  to  1846,  until  within  the 
period  of  forty-five  years  it  had  reached 
8,287,848.  But  when  they  looked  at  the 
Census  of  1865  they  found  that  plague 
and  famine  had  fearfully  done  their  sad 
work,  and  the  population  had  fallen  to 
5,641,000  ;  and  he  deeply  regretted  to  add 
that  it  continued  to  decrease,  the  last  Re- 
turn showing  that  in  1867  it  had  fallen  to 
5,557,000.  Now,  it  did  seem  to  him 
strange  that  with  three  such  striking  facts 
before  him  the  noble  Earl  could  find  aoj 


ground  far  hie  statemeAft  that  proaperitj 
was  making  such  advaacee  throughout 
Ireland.  Suppose  they  looked  te  neigh- 
bouring  nations  as  a  test.  They  saw  Id 
Ghermany  an  increase,  duriag  a  leas  period, 
of  90  per  cent ;  in  Russia  90  per  cent ; 
in  Austria  80  per  cent ;  in  France  50  per 
cent ;  and  in  England  120  per  cent. 
Would  it  be  contended  that  deerease  in 
population  was  to  be  accepted  in  Ireland 
as  a  proof  of  improvement  ?  If  so,  they 
should  be  informed  upon  what  principle  <^ 
argument  so  singular  a  doctrine  eonkl  be 
sustained.  He  next  came  to  the  subject 
of  the  condition  and  relief  of  the  poor, 
and  he  found  that  in  1856,  twelve  jeara 
since,  the  sum  expended  in  the  relief  ol 
that  class  was  £576,300.  The  amount 
decreased  in  1857  and  1858,  bot  in  1861 
it  began  to  increase ;  in  1862  it  was 
£578,789  ;  in  1863,  £605.981 ;  in  1864. 
£596,465 ;  and  in  1866.  £611,891.  Now. 
in  connection  with  this  branch  of  the  ques- 
tion, this  very  remarkable  fact  appeared — 
that  the  population  in  1857  amounted  to 
6,047,492,  whUe  in  1866  it  had  fallen  to 
5,582,625  ;  so  that  a  smaller  population 
in  1866  required  a  much  larger  outlay  to 
relieve  them  than  the  population  in  1857 
required,  and  certainly,  so  far  as  he  (Mr. 
O'Beime)  oould  read  such  figures,  there 
was  no  evidence  of  advancement  to  be 
found  in  them.  But  although  he  difiSsred 
so  widely  from  the  noble  Earl  in  his  eon- 
dusions,  he  was  not  unwilling  to  admit 
the  fact— and  there  was  some  hope  of  the 
future  to  be  found  in  it — that  the  country 
was  not  losing  ground.  What  he  com- 
plained of  was  that  remarks  which  had 
the  effect  of  producing  erroneous  impres- 
sions upon  the  minds  of  hon«  Members 
should  be  made.  He  (Mr.  O'Beime)  for 
bis  part  contended,  and  he  believed  it  waa 
beyond  doubt,  that  Ireland  had  not  kept 
pace  with  England,  Scotland,  and  Wales  ; 
and,  therefore,  there  must  be  something 
wrong  — some  reason  for  her  backward 
state.  That  reason  he  desired  to  disoover, 
and,  so  far  as  his  humble  efforts  would 
admit,  to  apply  a  remedy.  But  before  he 
came  to  the  remedy  which  he  adToeated, 
he  would  allude  to  the  valuation  of  the 
surface  of  land  under  crops,  and  used  aa 
a  productive  medium.  The  noble  Earl 
had  told  the  House  that  in  1841,  the  date 
of  the  first  valuation,  there  were  13,461,000 
acres  productive,  which  were  valued  at 
£13.215,000.  He  also  stated  that  in  1856 
the  acreage  had  increased  to  15,000,(X)0, 
9r  nearly  2,000|000  in  excess  of  1841. 
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B«t  the  noble  Earl  Btooped  Aere ;  he  did 
not  iaform  the  Heaie  what  the  raluation  of 
this  15,000»000  acres  in  1856  amounted 
to.     That  figare  conld,  however,  be  found 
in  his  (Mr.  O'Beime's)  late  Return,  and, 
singular    to    say,     it    did    not    exceed 
£12,989,000,  and  hi  that  sum  should  be 
included  the  value  of  some  £26,000,000  of 
railway  property  which  did  not  exist   in 
1841,  and  which  could  not  amount  to  much 
less  than  £500,000  a  year.      This  was, 
he  submitted,  rather   a   startling  result ; 
2,000,000  acres  in    1856  in  excess  of 
those  in  1841  ;  and  yet  with  the  addition 
of  the  railway   property,  valued   at   up- 
wards of  £200,000  a  year,  less  than  the 
13,461,000  acres  in  1841.    Did  this  show 
a  great  advance  in  prosperity  in  agriculture 
or  commerce  ?     He  would  not  go  further 
into  the  figures  he  had  prepared,  as  he 
thought  the  House  would  agree  with  him 
in  considering  that  the  picture  drawn  by 
the  noble  Earl  of  the  immense  advances 
which  had  been  for  the  last  twenty  years 
made  in  Ireland  was  not  borne  out  by  the 
real  facts.     But  that  the  condition  of  the 
land  tenure  and  relations  between  landlord 
and  tenant  were  eminently  unsatisfactory 
had  been  admitted  by  the  noble  Earl,  and 
indeed  he  had  himself  proposed  and  pro- 
mised to  issue  a  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  whole  question.      As  that  point 
of  the  subject  was  that  to  which  his  Mo- 
tion pointed  most  directly,  he  must  say 
that  he  rejoiced  at  the  prospect  of  that 
inquiry,  and  for  his  part  he  should  accept 
it  at  the  hands  of  the  Government  most 
willingly.     He  had  no  reason  to  doubt  that 
the  Commission  would  be  well  and  effi- 
ciently  composed,  and  that  its  inquiries 
would  be  large,  searching,  and  satisfac- 
tory.    The  result  would,  in  that  case,  he 
felt  assured,  produce  results  to  all  of  a 
very  useful  and  beneficial  character.     It 
was  so  many  years  since  the  last  Com- 
mission, under  the  able  presideucy  of  the 
Earl  of  Devon,  took  its  evidence  and  made 
its  valuable  Report,  that  its  recommenda- 
tions and  findings  could  scarcely  now  be 
considered  as  very  applicable,  so  large  had 
been  the  change  in  the  interim.     There- 
fore, it  did  seem  that  the  time  was  come 
when  much  valuable  information  might  be 
obtained  by  a  new  and  well-conducted  in- 
quiry.     Then  the  subject  of   ejectments 
wasone  which  required  attention  and  in- 
quiry, and  well-considered  legislation    as 
the  result  of  that  inquiry.     The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe)  had  stated, 
on  a  previous  occasion,  that  he  had  never 


yet  heard  a  well-authenticated  case  of  in- 
justice and  cruelty  on  the  part  of  landlord 
to  his  tenant,  and  that  in  point  of  fact  the 
complaints  so  often  made  and  repeated  in 
that  House  were,  if  not  fictitious,  little 
more  than  imaginary.     Now,  besides  the 
indignant  language  of  the  late  Master  of 
the  Rolls,  in  giving  judgment  on  a  case 
before  him,  the  Return  recently  moved  for 
by  Lord  Belmore  showed  that  for  the  last . 
ten  years  the  average  of  ejectments  was 
6,000  a  year,  giving  a  total  of  at  least 
30,000  persons  turned  on  the  roadside 
annually.     These  facts  showed  the  abso- 
lute necessity  of  dealing  with  this  import- 
ant question.     He  would  not  trouble  the 
House  by  making  these  extracts  from  the 
voluminous  authonties  to  whom  he  could 
refer  in  support  of  the  particular  system 
of  small  freehold  proprietors,  which  he  so 
earnestly  advocated.     But  he  would  refer 
to  one  circumstance  which  was  on  the  Re- 
cords of  the  House,  and  upon  which  he 
thought  he  might  rely  in  support  of  his 
position.      It  was  this — that  some  years 
since  Sir  Matthew  Barrington,  a  member 
— and  a  most  distinguished  member — of 
the  legal  profession  in  Ireland,  being  im- 
press^  with   the  unsatisfactory  state  of 
the  tenure  of  land  in  that  country,  asso- 
ciated himself  with  Lord  Devon  and  several 
other  influential  persons,  amongst  whom 
was  the  late  Sir  Robert  Peel,  and  they 
introduced  a  Bill  in   that   House  giving 
authority  for  the  promotion  of  a  private 
company  to  carry  the  principle  of  estab- 
lishing small   proprietors   into   operation, 
believing,  as  it  appeared  from  their  evi- 
dence before  the  Committee  to  which  that 
Bill  was  referred,  that  such  a  measure  was 
eminently  calculated   to  elevate  and  im- 
prove the   people,  and  to  foster  loyalty 
and   a  closer  union   with  Great  Britain. 
The  Chairman  of  that  Committee  was  the 
right   hon.   Gentleman   the  Member    for 
South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone),  and  he 
was  requested  by  the  Committee  to  make 
a  special  Report  to  the  House  in  the  fol- 
lowing words : — 

"  That  on  aooount  of  the  important  oonsidera- 
tion  of  public  policy  which  this  Bill  appeared  to 
inTolye,  they  have  directed  him  to  move  the 
House  that  the  Bill  be  re-committed  to  the 
Whole  House  and  be  printed,  with  the  evidence 
upon  it,  for  the  use  of  Members." 

The  Bill  was  re-committed  and  passed 
through  that  House  and  the  other  House 
unanimously,  and  on  the  31st  of  August, 
1848,  it  became  law.  He  would  read  what 
the  Preamble  of  that  Bill  said,  and  hon. 
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Members  would  bear  in  mind  that  it  was 
DOW  upon  the  statute  book  of  the  kingdom 
as  the  ezpression  of  the  united  opinion  of 
the  Legislature  and  the  Crown. 

"  Whereas,  the  formation  and  the  establishment 
of  a  permanent  hodj  of  independent  yeomen,  con- 
sisting of  resident  proprietors,  holding  fiirms  in 
fee  simple,  containing  respectively-  not  less  than 
thirty  acres,  would  materially  improve  the  social 
condition  of  Ireland  hy  promoting  the  better 
cultivation  of  land,  the  reclamation  of  waste 
lands,  and  hy  personally  interesting  a  large  pro- 
portion of  the  population  in  the  preservation  of 
peace  and  order ;  and  whereas  there  are  many 
persons  in  Ireland  possessing  a  limited  amount 
of  capital  which  they  would  gladly  employ  in  the 
purchase  of  land  if  fiekcillties  were  given  for  the 
transfer  of  estates  or  portions  thereof,  be  it 
enacted,"  &o. 

Now,  that  Preamble,  both  in  spirit  and  in 
language,  expressed  his  full  meaning.  He 
did  not  desire  to  add  anything  more.  That 
was  the  entire  of  his  case.  He  believed  it 
was  admitted  bj  many  that  the  measure 
would  largely  facilitate  the  transfer  of 
land,  and  tend  to  unite  the  people  in  feel- 
ings and  in  sympathy  with  this  country. 
He  would  not  quote  any  further  ;  he  would 
merely  allude  to  the  opinions  of  some  in- 
telligent and  practical  men  who  had  lately 
published  their  views  on  the  subject,  and 
to  whom  he  was  indebted  for  much  infor- 
mation. Amongst  them  he  would  mention 
Mr.  Butler,  a  gentleman  living  in  Tippe- 
rary,  who  lately  examined  this  question 
himself,  and  found  the  plan  working  ad- 
mirably in  our  possessions,  the  Channel 
Islands  ;  Mr.  Hutton  also,  a  gentleman 
who  had  written  a  very  able  pamphlet  on 
the  subject,  giving  an  excellent  description 
of  the  Prussian  system ;  Mr.  Fisher,  and 
many  others.  The  unqualified  conclusion 
of  those  gentlemen  was  that  the  introduc- 
tion of  such  a  class  of  owners  into  the 
country  would  be  of  the  greatest  possible 
importance  in  every  respect^ — socially,  poli- 
tically, and  in  an  agricultural  sense.  Last 
year  the  noble  Earl  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  in  opposing  a  Motion  which 
he  (Mr.  O'Beirne)  made  of  a  different 
character,  but  on  the  same  subject,  took 
several  objections  to  the  principle.  The 
first  was  that  under  the  Landea  Estates 
Court  means  at  present  existed  for  pur- 
chasing small  estates  where  there  was  any 
desire  to  do  so.  He  had  since  then  care- 
fully examined  the  Landed  Estates  Court 
Advertiser,  and  had  made  sufficient  inqui- 
ries. The  result  justified  him  in  stating 
that  the  noble  Earl  was  entirely  misin- 
formed, and  that  no  such  facilities  in 
fact  existed.  Another  of  the  noble  Earl's 
Mr.  (/Beime 


objections  was  that  this  principle  did  not 
succeed  in  European  countries  where  it 
existed.  To  this  he  could  only  reply  that 
he  had  sought  for  information  from  the 
registries  of  countries  where  this  principle 
was  in  large  operation,  and  that  he  was 
assured  it  acted  most  beneficially.  In 
fact,  the  result  of  the  information  he  bad 
gathered  justified  him  in  differing  alto- 
gether from  the  noble  Earl  in  the  opinions 
he  had  expressed.  But  all  he  asked  was 
a  careful  and  honest  inquiry.  He  asked 
that  Instructions  might  be  given  to  the 
Commission  to  examine  this  large  and,  in 
his  estimate,  this  most  important  quea- 
tion.  He  had  no  wish  to  thrust  it  down 
the  throat  of  Parliament.  He  merely  de- 
manded a  fair  hearing  for  a  principle 
advocated — warmly  supported,  he  would 
say — by  so  many  able,  intelligent,  and 
practical  men<~men  who  had  applied  their 
minds  earnestly  to  the  tenure  of  land  in 
Ireland,  and  whose  opinions  on  that  sub- 
ject were  entitled  to  respect  and  considera- 
tion. The  noble  Earl  might  be  right  in 
his  view,  and  he  nijght  be  entirely  and 
completely  wrong.  He  accepted  the  issue 
— he  invited  the  inquiry.  If  there  were 
no  merit  in  the  principle  let  it  be  so  de- 
cided, and  then  let  it  be  cast  aside,  and 
the  House  no  longer  troubled  with  the 
consideration  of  it.  But  if  the  proposal 
were  found  to  justify  the  views  of  those 
who  advocated  it  —  if  the  Commission 
should  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
would  be  a  useful  measure,  and  was  likely 
to  work  out  the  beneficial  effects  ascribed 
to  it,  he  asked  for  an  assurance  that  then 
it  would  be  promptly  accepted  and  taken 
up,  that  the  Government  would  aid  in 
carrying  it  out,  that  the  Irish  people  miffht 
at  length  hope  to  see  a  remedy  within 
their  reach  which,  without  outraging  any 
of  the  known  principles  of  political  eco- 
nomy, would  confer  upon  them  a  great  and 
lasting  benefit. 

The  Eabl  of  MAYO  said,  the  hon. 
Oentleman  had  entered  upon  a  very  large 
question,  and  had  brought  forward  matters 
which  required  much  more  extensive  dis- 
cussion than  could  be  given  to  them  that 
night.  He  had  not  been  aware  from  the 
Notice  on  the  Paper  that  the  hon.  Oentle- 
man meant  to  do  more  than  ask  a  Question. 
Had  he  known  that  it  was  intended  to  im- 
pugn the  statements  he  made  on  a  former 
occasion,  he  would  have  been  fully  nrepared 
to  vindicate  them.  The  facts  and  figures 
he  had  then  stated  had  been  before  the  coun- 
try for  a  considerable  time;  and  on  no  one 
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substantial  point  had  they  been  dispnted. 
He  had  given  no  glowing  or  exaggerated 
description  of  Ireland  ;  but  he  had  shown 
what,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  resided  as 
much  in  the  country  as  he  had  done  he 
would  have  known — that  the  country  had 
been  steadily  improying  for  the  last  thirty 
years.  He  was  not  prepared  to  say  that 
at  many  times  during  that  period  there  had 
not  been  causes  which  tended  to  create 
much  uneasiness  and  alarm »  and  that 
still  in  many  respects  the  state  of  things 
was  not  satisfactory.  But  what  he  proved 
was  this,  that  for  a  certain  number  of 
years  there  had  been  a  steady,  gradual, 
and  wholesome  improvement  in  the  state 
of  every  industry  and  of  every  class,  all 
indicative  of  a  really  healthy  condition ; 
and  he  believed  the  more  the  subject 
was  studied  the  more  that  improvement 
would  become  manifest.  He  did  not  say 
that  any  miracles  had  been  wrought  — 
he  did  not  believe  that ;  or  that  there  was 
not  enormous  room  for  great  improvement 
for  the  future.  The  Poor  Law  Gommis- 
stoners  in  their  last  Beport  said  that  the 
rags  of  the  people  had  disappeared  ;  that 
they  were  healthy  and  well  dressed,  and 
that  when  coming  from  church  on 
Sunday  they  looked  clean  and  comfort- 
able. They  also  said  that  the  character 
of  the  houses  had  improved — that  the 
dwellings  were  more  healthy  than  those 
of  the  labourers  in  this  country.  The 
dreadful  epidemic  diseases  that  so  fre- 
quently ravaged  Ireland  twenty  years  ago 
had  entirely  disappeared,  while  the  ge- 
neral health  of  the  people  had  greatly 
improved.  They  did  not  require  statistics  ; 
everybody  who  lived  in  the  country  was 
aware  of  the  fact  that  the  condition  of  the 
poorer  classes  of  Ireland  had  been  for  a 
considerable  time  gradually  improving ;  and 
he  believed  that  the  improvement  would 
continue.  With  regard  to  the  particu- 
lar question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
had  to  state  that  the  Instructions  to  that 
Commission  would  be  identical  with  those 
given  to  the  Devon  Commission — namely, 
Co  inquire  into  the  whole  system  of  tenure 
in  Ireland  ;  and  therefore  they  would  be  at 
liberty  to  inquire  into  the  vexed  question 
«rhether  small  or  large  holdings  were  the 
most  suitable  for  the  wants  of  the  people  ; 
and  he  had  every  reason  to  believe  that  the 
Commission  he  proposed  to  appoint  would 
devote  considerable  attention  to  the  point. 
He  did  not  personally  anticipate  that  any 
peculiarly  satisfactory  results  would  be  ob- 
tained from  creating  a  large  class  of  small 


landholders  ;  but  still  the  subject  was  a 
fair  one  for  further  inquiry.  He  believed 
that  the  notion  that  very  small  holdings 
contributed  to  the  prosperity  of  a  country 
had  been  long  exploded,  and  that  it  was 
now  felt  that  if  a  man  was  to  hold  land  at 
all  he  ought  to  be  in  the  position  of  a  farmer 
holding  a  sufficient  quantity  of  land  to 
sustain  himself  and  his  family.  He  thought 
that  the  proper  policy  for  Parliament  to 
pursue  with  reference  to  the  question  was 
to  remove  all  obstructions  to  the  pur- 
chase of  land  by  small  capitalists  who 
might  desire  to  invest  their  money  in  such 
property,  but  not  to  undertake  any  special 
legislation  like  that  asked  for  by  the  hon. 
Member.  He  believed  that  the  difficulties 
that  now  existed  in  Ireland  in  the  way  of 
small  capitalists  investing  in  land  had  been 
greatly  exaggerated,  and  that  by  combinipg 
together,  and  by  other  means,  purchasers 
could  obtain  small  quantities  of  land  at  a 
reasonable  rate.  The  Incumbered  Estates 
Court  were  bound  to  sell  the  land  to  the 
best  advantage ;  and  if  small  capitalists 
could  give  a  good  price  for  small  lots, 
they  would  easily  become  its  purchasers. 
He  must,  however,  admit  that  the  working 
of  the  Incumbered  Estates  Courts  had  not 
been  entirely  successful,  as  it  had  enabled 
some  persons  to  buy  up  the  estates  at  low 
prices  for  the  purpose  of  re-selling  them. 
At  the  same  time  he  felt  that  these  were 
all  subjects  for  inquiry,  and  he  thought 
that  the  result  of  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mission he  proposed  to  appoint  would  be  to 
remove  a  great  deal  of  misapprehension 
from  the  public  mind  upon  this  subject. 

SiB  JOHN  GRAY  said,  it  would  be  in 
the  memory  of  the  House  that,  shortly 
after  the  General  Election,  amongst  the 
first  steps  taken  by  the  Irish  Secretary  of 
the  then  Government  (Mr.  Chichester 
Fortescue)  was  the  introduction  of  a  Bill 
dealing  with  the  question  of  landlord  and 
tenant  in  Ireland,  proposing  to  give  some 
approach  to  secure  tenure  to  the  people. 
That  Bill  was  energetically  opposed  by 
the  party  with  whom  the  noble  Earl  acts 
in  this  House,  and  by  none  more  energeti- 
cally than  by  the  noble  Earl  himself.  [The 
Earl  of  Mato  :  I  only  opposed  one  clause 
in  the  Bill.]  The  noble  Earl  not  only  ob- 
jected to  one  particular  clause,  but  he  op- 
posed the  second  reading  in  a  very  long 
and  most  energetic  speech,  and  if  he  (Sir 
John  Gray)  rightly  remembered  he  do- 
scribed  it  to  the  House  as  a  confiscation 
Bill  designed  to  spoliate  the  property  of  the 
landlords,  and  the  noble  Earl  succeeded  in 
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his  opposition,  and  prerentod  the  Bill  from 
heing  read  the  seoond  titne.     Then  when 
the  nohle  Earl  himself  came  into  Office,  be 
hrought  in  a  Bill  which  was  heralded  hj 
his  friends  as  the  perfection  of  legislative 
wisdom.      But   he   never  proceeded  with 
that  Bill,  and  let  the  question  drop,  though 
he  pledged  himself  to  the  House  that  he 
and  his  party  were  fully  informed  upon  the 
suhject,    and  quite  capahle  of  settling  it 
without  further  delay.     Now,  however,  at 
the  expiration  of  the  Parliament,  he  and 
his  party  tell  us  they  must  have  more  de- 
lay, they  must  have  another  Commission, 
and  must  hare  more    knowledge    hefore 
they  can   deal  with  this  great  question. 
They  were  to  have  another  Land  Commis- 
sion issued,   based  on  the   model   of  the 
DoTon  Commission,  which  was  issued  four- 
and-twenty  years  ago,   and   which  ended 
in  nothing.      They  were  now  to  have  an- 
other  based  on  a  precisely  similar  mod«l, 
which  would,  no  doubt,  terminate  in  the 
same  way.     The  noble  Earl  spoke  of  the 
advisability  of  inquiry  into  the  extent  of 
land  on  which  a  peasant-farmer  might  lire, 
and  said  that  would  constitute  a  feature 
of  the  promised  Commission.     The  Irish 
people  wanted  no  such  inquiry — they  could 
determine  that  for  themselTes.    Each  man 
could  best  ascertain  how   much   or    how 
little  land  suited  his  requirements.     The 
adjustment  they  wanted  was  an  adjustment 
as  to  tenure,  and  not  as  to  extent  of  the 
holding.     The  tenant-farmers  ask  you  not 
for  inquiry,  but  for  security.     They  want 
secure  tenure— they  want  a  firm  foothold 
in  the  land  they  occupy  and  till — they  want 
that  neither  political  malice,  nor  religious 
rancour,   nor  personal  caprice  shall  have 
the  power  to  thrust  them,  their  wives  and 
children,  oat  on  the  road- side ;  and  to  do 
this  no  inquiry  is  needed,   and   no  delay 
should   be   countenanced   or   encouraged* 
He  (Sir  John  Gray)  then  protested  alto- 
gether against  this  Commission — it  was  a 
delusion,  and  would  end  in  postponement 
and  disappointment. 

PARLUMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS; 

Mb.  DILLWYN  desired  to  say  a  word 
or  two  upon  the  question  of  the  adjourn- 
ment. He  had  no  objection  to  attending 
the  House  on  a  Saturday  for  the  purpose 
of  advancing  Bills  which  had  already  been 
progressed  with,  and  the  passing  of  which 
was  necessary,  but  he  thought  it  undesir- 
able that  a  •« jaded  House,*'  to  use  the 
Prime  Minister's  own  words,  should  be 
8ir  John  Gray 


called  upon  to  discuss  new  Bnsmess  on  a 
Saturday  in  the  middle  of  July.  He  re- 
ferred to  the  Inland  Revenie  BiU,  the  'jpx^ 
visions  of  which  would  excite  a  good  deal 
of  discussion.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemaa, 
he  felt  certain,  did  not  intend  to  take  the 
House  by  surprise,  and  he  would  noty 
therefore,  he  trusted,  proceed  witk  any 
new  measure  which  would  give  rise  to  dia- 
cussion. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  feared  that,  owing  to 
the  shortness  of  the  Notice,  there  would 
not  be  so  large  an  attendance  as  there 
otherwise  would  have  been  to  discusa  the 
new  cktuses  of  the  Corrupt  Practices  Bill, 
seyeral  of  which  were  very  important. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  he  always  en- 
deaTOured  to  arrange  the  Busineaa  in  ao- 
cordance  with  the  conTenience  of  Members. 
There  were  certain  measures  the  pasaiag 
of  which  it  was  necessary  to  secure.  There 
would  be,  he  supposed,  little  if  any  doubt 
as  to  the  propriety  of  proceeding  with  the 
Appropriation  Bill.  With  regi^  to  the 
Corrupt  Praotices  Bill,  he  had  certaialj 
notified  to  hoa.  Members  the  possibility  A 
its  being  proceeded  with  on  Saturday,  bat 
he  had  stated  that  the  matter  would  be 
definitely  settled  that  evening.  They  had 
made  considerable  progress  with  the  BiU 
that  day  having  got  through  all  the  origi- 
nal clauses,  the  postponed  clauses,  and  a 
great  many  of  the  new  olaases  ;  and  bot 
Iqt  the  constitutional  discussion  which  had 
arisen  they  would  probably  have  succeeded 
in  passing  it  through  Committee.  The  re- 
maining clauses  would  probably  be  dealt 
with  in  about  an  hour  to-morrow  so  that 
the  Bill  might  be  read  a  third  time  oa 
Monday.  The  Inland  Revenue  Bill  was, 
he  believed,  a  good  one  and  ought  to  pass, 
but  if  it  was  likely  to  give  riae  to  serioua 
discussion  he  certainly  should  not  Uiink  of 
pressing  it  on  a  Saturday  morning.  If 
there  were  any  other  measures  which  eonld 
be  advanced  a  stage,  and  on  which  no  dis- 
cussioB  was  expected,  they  would  of  coarse 
also  be  put  down. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  heard 
that  oonsiderable  objection  was  entertained 
on  the  part  of  several  Members  to  going 
forward  with  the  Indiui  Bills  to-morrow. 
He  mentioned  this  matter  in  order  that 
the  Government  might  not  be  unprepared 
for  objection. 

SiB  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB  said, 
he  would  be  glad  if  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
objected  to  any  of  these  measuree  would 
communicate  with  him,  so  that  those  BiUi 
likely  to  lead  to  discussions  might  not  be 
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pmt  <m  tiM  Paper  only  to  be  withdnwii 
after  ho».  Members  had  taken  the  trouble 
to  come  down  to  the  Home. 

Mb.  DAEBT  GRIFFITH  iaid«  he 
hoped  that  the  Appropriation  Bill,  about 
which  a  good  deal  might  be  said,  would 
be  placed  on  the  Paper  after  the  Corrupt 
Practices  Bill. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  GOCHRANB  said,  he 
would  withdraw  his  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House. 

Motion,  by  leate,  toUhdraum. 

POOR  RELIEF  BILL— [Biu.  186.] 
[Zorcia]— CdDOTTiB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Bill  considered  in  Conraiittee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Claose  3  (Poor  Law  Board  may  appoint 
Officers  when  Gaardians  make  Defa«it). 

Mb.  knight  said,  that  nothing  covld 
be  more  objectionable  than  giring  the  Board 
the  power  of  taxing  the  ooontry. 

Ma.  P.  A.  TAYLOR  moved  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  effect  that  the  Board  should 
not  insist  on  the  appointment  of  a  ehap- 
lain,  when  the  duties  of  that  officer  were 
efficiently  performed  without  payment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Clause,  to  add  the  words 
"  Provided,  always,  That  the  Poor  Law  Board 
shall  not  insist  upon  the  appointment  of  a  ohap- 
lain  wherever  the  duties  of  that  oflBoer  shall  be 
efiBcientlj  performed  without  payment."  —  {Jifr, 
P.  A.  TayUr.) 

Sm  MICHAEL  HIOES^BEACH  said, 
the  Amendment  woald  deprire  the  Board 
of  a  power  it  possessed  already.  The  dauae 
did  not  design  so  much  to  inrest  the  Board 
with  new  power  as  to  giro  it  the  means 
of  enforcing  the  power  it  was  already  in- 
trusted with.  If  the  guardians  failed  to 
appoint  any  neceesary  officer  the  Board 
could  apply  for  a  mandamus  to  compel 
them  to  do  so.  That  might  be  argaed, 
and  a  return  made  that  the  guai^tans 
ceald  not  find  a  proper  person,  and  the 
thing  might  go  on  for  a  year  or  two,  so 
that  practically  the  law  ooold  not  be  carried 
out.  Last  Session  a  power  similar  to  that 
sought  to  be  conferred  by  the  clause  was 
giten  to  the  Beard  witbin  the  metropolis, 
and  therefore  the  Board  was  oaly  asking 
for  that  power  in  the  profinces  which  it 
already  pesseseed  in  London.  He  could 
not  nnderitaod  why  a  chaplain  should  be 
tiia  only  otteer  who  should  be  expected  to 


pavform  his  dnties  without  security  that 
his  salary  would  be  paid. 

Mb.  P.  A.  TAYLOR  said,  that  at 
Leicester  the  duties  of  chaplain  were  duly 
performed  by  rolnntary  officers;  and  the 
question  was  whether  in  such  a  case  the 
Board  should  hare  the  power  of  appoint- 
ing an  officer  who  must  be  paid  ? 

Mm.  GATHORNB  HARDY  said,  the 
Board  had  the  power  already,  altheagh 
they  had  been  compelled  to  resort  to  it  in 
only  one  mstance,  in  which  the  guardians 
refused  to  appoint  a  chaplain  ;  and  even 
the  language  of  the  proposed  Amendment 
would  leare  the  Board  iudges  of  the  ne- 
cessity just  as  much  as  they  were  now. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  these 
remarks  seemed  to  show  that  it  was  un- 
necessary that  the  clanse  should  apply  to 
chaplains  at  all,  although  there  might  be 
strong  arguments  for  passing  it  as  regarded 
other  officers,  such  as  schoolmaster,  school- 
mistress, medical  officers,  and  nurses.  The 
office  of  chaplain  was  of  a  different  nature, 
and  it  would  hare  been  well  to  hare  raised 
the  question  separately.  On  the  Report 
he  should  propose  to  define  the  offices  to 
which  the  clause  applied. 

Sia  MICHAEL  HICKS-BBACH  said, 
so  far  from  there  being  no  difficulty  with 
regard  to  the  appointment  of  chaplains,  it 
happened  tbere  was  at  present  a  London 
case  before  tlie  Board.  A  chaplain  was 
absolutely  necessary,  and  but  for  the  power 
already  possessed  by  the  Board  in  London 
the  case  conld  not  be  dealt  with. 

Mr.  SYNAN  said,  he  did  not  see  why 
the  discretion  sought  should  not  be  rested 
in  the  Commissioners,  and  why  they  should 
be  under  the  necessity  of  applying  for  a 
mandam%u. 

Mb.  T.  CHAMBERS  said,  he  wondered 
that  gentlemen  could  be  ffot  to  undertake 
the  dnties  of  guardians  if  all  the  discre- 
tionary power  was  to  be  exercised  by  the 
Board. 

OoLOKBL  GREYILLE-NTJGENT  said, 
there  was  a  workhouse  in  Ireland  in  which, 
though  there  was  only  one  Protestant 
pauper  inmate,  a  Protestant  chaplain  at- 
tended, and  was  paid  a  salary. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  did  not 
require  the  example  of  Ireland.  After  the 
description  given  of  that  country  by  a  dis- 
tinguished Member  of  the  House  of  Cem* 
mons,  and  after  what  they  had  heard  of  it 
that  night  from  an  Irish  Gentlen>an,  he  bad 
no  desire  to  see  England  assimilated  to 
Ireland.  He  remem^red  to  hare  heard  a 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  state  that  the 
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power  of  appointiDg  obaplains  was  glTon 
to  the  Irish  Poor  Law  Commissioners  be- 
cause it  was  necessary,  owing  to  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  country,  that  they  should 
have  a  veto  in  the  matter.  It  required  the 
power  of  the  GoTemment  to  cope  with  that 
of  the  Eoman  Catholic  hierarchy  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  there  had  been  instances  in 
which  ▼aoancies  had  been  created  in  chap- 
laincies against  the  will  of  theGoferoment, 
owing  to  the  opposition  of  that  hierarchy. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTERsaid,  bethought 
the  Secretary  to  the  Poor  Law  Board  ought 
to  giro  the  Committee  some  information  as 
to  whether  the  question  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  chaplains  was  really  involred  in 
this  clause. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
it  was  agreed  that  the  appointment  of  paid 
nurses  was  desirable  in  country  workhouses. 
He  thought,  also,  that  where  the  great 
majority  of  the  inmates  of  a  workhouse 
were  of  one  religious  persuasion,  a  chap- 
lain of  that  persuasion  ought  to  be  ap- 
pointed to  attend  them  and  be  paid  for  the 
discharge  of  that  duty.  There  was  a 
Liverpool  workhouse  in  which,  he  believed, 
the  great  majority  were  Roman  Catholics, 
and  a  Roman  Catholic  chaplain  was  paid 
£300  a  year  for  attending  that  institution. 
If  the  majority  of  the  inmates  of  a  work- 
house were  members  of  the  Established 
Church,  and  the  guardians  should  refuse 
to  appoint  a  chaplain  for  them,  he  belieyed 
it  would  be  the  feeling  of  the  House  that 
the  Poor  Law  Board  ought  to  have  the 
right  to  interfere,  in  order  that  the  inmates 
might  be  provided  with  the  consolations 
which  the  visit  of  a  clergyman  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church  would  afford  them. 

Mr.  EINNAIRD  asked  whether  red 
tapeism  was  to  step  in  where  religious  cou' 
sola ti on  was  afforded  by  voluntary  efforts  ? 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  :  In 
such  a  case  the  Poor  Law  Board  would 
not  for  a  moment  think  of  interfering. 

Mb.  knight  said,  that  propositions  to 
alter  our  Poor  Law  arrangements  proceeded 
year  after  year  from  the  permanent  staff 
of  the  Poor  Law  Board. 

Colonel  W.  STUART  said,  that  in  an 
omnibus  Bill  like  the  one  now  before  the 
Committee,  one  found  it  difficult  to  discover 
in  which  of  the  clauses  the  important  prin- 
ciple of  the  measure  was  really  contamed. 

Question  put,  "That  those  words  be 
there  added." 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  27 ; 
Noes  77 :  Majority  50. 
Mr,  NewdegaU 


CoLOKEL  W.  STUART  then  proposed  at 
the  end  of  the  clause  to  add  these  words 
— "  Provided  always,  That  nothbff  herein 
contained  shall  relate  to  the  appointment 
of  chaplains." 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the 
Clause,  to  add  the  words  ''Provided 
always.  That  nothing  herein  contained 
shall  relate  to  the  appointment  of  chap- 
lain."—(CoAww/  StuarL) 

Question  nut,  ''  That  those  words  be 
there  added." 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  25 ; 
Noes  73 :  Majority  48. 

Mb.  REARDEN  stated  that  he  had  by 
mistake  given  his  vote  in  the  last  division 
in  the  opposite  way  to  that  which  he  in- 
tended, and  he  was  proceeding  to  explain 
how  the  mistake  occurred,  when — 

The  CHAIRM  AN,interposing,  informed 
him  that  the  rule  of  the  House  was  that  if 
an  hon.  Member  went  into  a  Lobby  his  vote 
was  counted  with  that  Lobby.  The  hon. 
Member  might  set  himself  right  by  stating 
that  he  had  made  a  mistake,  but  beyond 
that  the  House  could  not  enter  into  the 
consideration  of  the  matter. 

On  Question,  ''That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 

Mb.  KNIGHT  said,  he  would  divide 
the  Committee  against  the  clause,  which 
contained  a  principle  against  which  the 
country  was  now  in  arms— namely,  a 
great  increase  of  the  rates.  The  Honse 
bad  of  late  years  been  too  ready  in  increas- 
ing the  rates.  When  a  question  of  in- 
creasing the  general  taxation  was  raised 
the  House  took  alarm,  but  when  the  local 
rates  were  concerned  the  case  was  quite 
different.  When  hon.  Gentlemen  went  to 
the  elections  he  believed  they  would  be 
asked  whether  they  had  voted  for  or 
against  clauses  in  Bills  largely  increasing 
the  rates. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  the 
country  objected  to  giving  the  Central 
Board  power  over  the  rates,  because  the 
rate-payers  had  not  the  opportunity  locally 
of  being  heard  on  the  subject.  He  should 
oppose  the  clause. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  that 
the  grand  principle  of  improvement  in 
Poor  Law  administration  was  not  to 
strengthen  the  power  of  the  guardians 
but  of  the  Poor  Law  Board.  The  guar- 
dians frequently  refused  to  perform  their 
obvious  local  dutiesi  to  tibe  injury  of  the 
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Biok,  the  poor,  and  the  lunatics,  and  to 
the  oppresBion  of  the  medical  profestion, 
which  performed  the  moBt  important  du- 
ticB  to  these  Buffering  and  unprotected 
perBons.  In  all  these  matters  the  central 
authority  was  more  to  he  depended  upon 
than  the  local  Boards.  He  preferred  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mn  P.  A. 
Tajlor),  hut,  as  the  Committee  had  nega- 
tived it,  he  should  give  his  strong  support 
to  the  clause. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  that,  as  he  did  not 
wish  to  see  a  national  poor  rate,  he  should 
Tote  against  this  clause,  hecause  local  ad- 
ministration was  the  only  ground  on  which 
a  national  rate  could  be  resisted.  Eyery 
step  they  were  taking  in  setting  up  and 
strengthening  a  central  administration  was 
breaking  down  the  local  rate.  What  had 
occurred  this  Session  ?  There  had  been 
Motion  after  Motion  to  bring  different 
species  of  property  into  assessment  which 
now  paid  nothing,  and  how  much  longer 
would  the  House  he  able  to  resist  these 
Motions  if  the  pressure  of  local  burdens 
went  on  every  day  increasing?  This 
clause  authorized  medical  men  to  corre- 
spond with  the  Poor  Law  Board  in  Lon- 
don, but  not  through  the  guardians.  A 
wholly  independent  management  would 
thus  be  set  up.  After  a  rery  short  time 
he  believed  the  new  system  would  break 
down,  and  then  the  poor  would  be  worse 
cared  for  by  the  central  authority  in  Lon- 
don than  by  the  local  Board  of  Guardians. 
Mb.  PERCY  WYNDHAM  said,  he 
should  support  the  cUuse  on  the  ground  of 
economy,  because  there  was  no  economy 
like  employing  properly-qualified  and  pro- 
perly-paid persons.  The  system  of  em- 
ploying pauper  nurses  and  pauper  assis- 
tants had  let  to  great  abuses  and  great 
peculation. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Saturday,  July  18,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  —  Select  Commhteb— Royal  Gun 
Factories  ruminatsd. 

PuBuo  BzLLB  —  Ordered  — Tenure  and  Improre- 
ment  of  Land,  Ac.  (Ireland)*;  Schools  and 
Training  Factories  (Ireland).* 

First  Reading  —  Tenure  and  Improrement  of 
Land,  d^.  (Ireland)  *  [2441 ;  Schools  and  Train- 
ing Factories  (Ireland)*  [245]; 

Second  Reading  —  Consolidated  Fund  (Appro- 
priation*; Hudson's  Bay  Company*  [240]; 
St.  Mary  Somerset's  Church,  London  *  [228]. 

Referred  to  Select  Committee — St.  Mary  Somer- 
set's Church,  London  *  [228]. 

Committee  —  Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt 
Practices  at  Elections  (re^comm,)  [631. 

Report — Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices 
at  Elections  (re^omm.)  [68-243.] 

Third  Reading  —  Danuhe  Works  Loan  *  [227] ; 


Question   put,     '*  That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The   Committee    <WWaW;— Ayes  71; 
Noes  29:  Majoritj42. 
Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

House  reiumed. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow, 

House  adjourned  at  half  past 
Two  o'clock. 


Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands  (Ireland) 
Supplemental  (No.  4)  *  [235]  ;  Colonial  Ship- 
ping* [286];  Admiralty  Suits*  [284];  RaU- 


way  Companies*  \2zf]l 
Withdrawn  —  Probate  of  Wills,  to,  (Ireland)  * 
[129]. 

The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  olook. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE  OFFICERS'  GRIEV- 
ANCES.—QUESTION. 

Mb.  GEAYES  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Commission  appointed  by  the  Treasury 
to  inquire  into  the  grievanoes  of  Customs' 
Officers  in  London  has  made  its  Report ; 
and,  if  it  is  intended  to  extend  the  inves- 
tigation to  the  outports,  when  the  inquiry 
may  be  expected  to  commence  ? 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  repHed  that 
when  a  similar  Question  was  put  to  him  a 
few  days  ago  he  stated  that  the  Commis- 
sion would  probably  report  before  the  close 
of  the  Session,  and  he  had  still  reason  to 
belieye  that  this  would  be  so.  WiUi  re- 
gard to  the  outports,  that  was  a  matter 
which  the  Treasury  would  have  to  decide. 
Certainly  the  Commission  in  its  present 
form  would  not  continue  the  inquiry,  but 
it  was  intended  tliat  the  whole  subject 
should  be  investigated. 

ARMY— EXPERIMENTS  AT  SHOEBURY- 
NESS.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mb.  O'BEIRNE  rose,  pursuant  to  No- 
tice, to  call  attention  to  iSie  recent  experi- 
ments  at  Shoeburyness  with  reference  to 
the  proposed  Plymouth  fortifications. 

Mju  darby  aRUTITH  expressed  a 
hope  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  post- 
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pone  his  Notice  and  allow  the  Appropri- 
ation Bill  to  pass  its  present  stage,  so  that 
the  House  might  at  once  proceed  with  the 
discussion  on  the  Corrupt  Practices  Bill. 
This  Bill  was  one  that  the  Gbyemment 
had  done  everything  they  could  to  carry, 
and  it  was  necessary  that  it  should  be 
carried  to  complete  the  Eefbrm  scheme. 
Some  thought  should  be  bestowed  upon 
what  would  be  the  position  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers if  they  had  to  go  before  the  new 
constituencies  without  the  proteotion  that 
this  measure  would  afford;  and  it  shoold 
also  be  borne  in  mind  that,  while  some 
Members  were  staying  in  the  House  and 
doing  their  duty  in  reference  to  this 
Bill,  other  Members  were  floneptitiously 
canvassing  behind  tiieir  badcs>  and  tlm 
obtaining  an  advantage  over  tiiem.  The 
hon.  Member  might  very  well  delay  his 
Question,  which  would  not  lose  by  waiting. 
Mb.  O'BEIENE  :  I  think,  if  the  hon. 
Member  had  recollected  for  a  moment,  be 
would  have  scarcely  made  that  request. 
This  Motion  stood  in  a  &dr  position  on 
Thursday  last  for  discussion.  It  is  one 
which  has  been  watched  with  considerable 
interest  by  many  Members  of  this  House, 
and  also  by  a  large  number  of  pecsoiM 
outside  ;  and,  at  the  instanoe  of  the  right 
hon«  Gkntieman  the  Prime  Minister,  I  at 
once  postponed  it»  in  order  that  the  other 
Public  Business  then  on  the  Paper  might 
be  proceeded  with.  The  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  at  that  time  informed  me  that  I 
should  haye  an  opportunity  of  bringing 
the  matter  under  the  notice  of  the  House 
to-day,  and  therefore  I  am  prepared  to  do 
so.  I  may  state  that  I  do  not  intend  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  House  at  any 
great  length.  I  therefore  hope  I  may  be 
permitted  to  call  attention  to  the  Motion. 
Althqugh  I  agree  with  the  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Member  for  Devises,  that  the  Corrupt 
Practices  Prevention  BiU  is  one  of  great 
importance,  yet  I  think  the  House  will 
scarcely  say  that  the  question  I  desire  to 
discuss  is  one  of  less  importance  to  the 
country  generally,  inasmuch  as  it  affects 
the  safety  of  the  kingdom,  and  also  the 
interests  of  the  ratepayers,  involving  as  it 
does  an  enormous  amount  of  expenditure. 
Before  entering  on  the  question  of  which 
I  have  given  ]f  otiee,  I  wish  ftfot  to  say 
one  word  to  clear  away  a  misoonceptton 
which  has  arisen.  I  never  entertained 
the  opinion,  much  less  expressed  it,  that 
the  policy  already  decided  upon — ^Uiat  a 
certain  amount  of  expenditure  for  shore 
fortifications  should  be  ineurred— was^  ant 
Mr.  Darby  Qr\ffith 


erroneens  poHoy.  I  bdieve  &at  a  sjrstem 
of  fixed  fortifications  is  a  neoessary  and 
proper  expenditure.  What  I  did  object 
to  was  the  prioeiple  on  which  the  foitifi- 
cations  were  being  oonstmoted,  and  no^ 
the  poliey  which  dictated  their  conetmo- 
tioD.  I  also  wish  distinctiy  to  state— 
and  I  hope  the  ri^  hon. Baronet  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  ixx  War  will  give  me  his  atten- 
tion—that  h^  was  under  some  misappre- 
hension when  he  answered  a  Question 
which  I  put  to  him  some  time  ago.  He 
then  intimated  that  I  ought  to  be  m  a  ^ 
sition  to  satisfy  myself  on  the  information 
and  figures  for  which  I  asked,  beeamse  I 
was  in  connection  witii  one  of  the  con- 
tracting firms.  This  is  a  personal  matter ; 
and  I  now  assure  him  that  the  statement 
was  entirely  without  foundation;  that  I 
had  no  connection  with  any  company,  or 
any  firm  of  contractors;  and  that  I  had 
no  interest  in  the  matter  beyond  that 
which  I  take  as  a  private  Member  of  Uiis 
House  and  as  one  of  the  general  public. 
Sir,  in  February,  1867,  a  Report  was 
issued  from  the  War  Office  giving  ta  a 
very  lengthened  aad  precise  account  of  the 
several  fortifications  which  it  was  proposed 
to  construct  for  the  purpose  of  defending 
our  arsenals  and  dockyards,  and  describing, 
with  a  considerable  amount  of  detail,  the 
principles  and  plans  on  which  &ese  forti- 
fications were  to  be  erected.  As  soon  as 
the  information  ^ven  in  that  Report  oasie 
to  the  hands  of  hon.  Members,  ai^  reached 
the  public  out-of-doors,  very  many  Gf^i- 
tlemen  who  had  given  great  consideration 
to  this  question  were  s^uck  with  the  in- 
sufficient character  and  faulty  principle  of 
the  fortifications  as  proposed.  The  sulijeet 
was  much  canvassed,  and  when  the  right 
hon.  Gfentleman  last  Session  introduced 
the  Appropriation  Bill,  asking  for  a  fnrtb^ 
Yote  of  £800,000  to  be  applied  to  this 
purpose,  I  took  the  liberty  of  placing  on 
the  Records  of  this  House  a  Motion  to  the 
effect  that  no  farther  expenditure  should 
be  incurred  on  account  of  fortifications 
until  sufficient  experiments  had  been  made 
for  the  purpose  of  testing  the  principles 
upon  which  it  was  proposed  to  construct 
them.  In  that  Motion  I  was  ably  sup- 
ported by  my  noble  Friend  below  me 
(Lord  Eldio),  who  moved  an  Amendment 
to  my  Resolution  of  a  more  moderate 
efi'ect,  that  experiments  should  be  under- 
taken to  test  the  efficiency  of  the  War 
Office  plans.  The  result  was  an  assurance 
from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  sufficient 
experiments  should  be  mode,  and  that  the 
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principles  of  tbe  fortifications  and  shidds 
should  be  folly  tried.  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  these  experiments  haye  been  largely 
and  satisfactorily  undertaken  and  carried 
oot.  And  I  now  wish  to  deal  with  the 
results,  and  I  think  the  House  will  agree 
with  me  that  they  are  of  a  Terj  remark- 
able character.  The  first  experiment  was 
to  proye  the  power  of  the  shields.  The 
House  is  alrc^y  aware  of  the  result  of 
that  experiment,  as  it  has  formed  the  sub- 
ject of  a  Report  by  the  Committee  which 
was  appointed  by  the  right  hon.  "Barcmet 
at  the  end  of  last  year.  That  Report 
was  deliyered  in  the  beginning  of  this 
Session.  It  contains  an  unqualified  con- 
demnation of  the  shieldst  thirty-fiye  of 
which  had  been  most  unfortunately  and 
prematurely  sent  to  Gibraltar  and  Malta 
for  the  protection  of  those  colonies.  The 
experiments  with  reference  to  the  Ply- 
mouth and  Bermuda  forts  took  place  on 
the  16Ui  of  last  month.  There  was  on 
that  occasion  a  large  and  influential  at- 
tendance of  gentlemen,  many  of  whom 
were  Members  of  this  and  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament;  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  was  present,  and  many  other  dis- 
jtinguished  persons  who  are  interested  in 
the  subject.  The  firing  on  that  day, 
although  it  was  by  no  means  of  a  satisfac- 
tory character,  so  ficur  as  any  real  test  was 
in  question,  was  quite  sufilcient  to  show 
that  the  Plymouth  fortification  which  has 
been  so  much  relied  upon  was  an  exceeds 
ingly  inefficient  mode  of  defence.  But  on 
the  second  day  of  the  firing  the  result  was 
still  more  disastrous  to  the  target.  As 
I  haye  promised  the  House  to  be  brief,  I 
shall  not  enter  into  details  as  to  the  efibcts 
of  tbe  firing  on  the  seyeral  days.  Nor 
shall  I  attempt  to  describe  the  extraordi- 
nary damage  done  by  each  shot ;  it  will 
be  sufficient  for  my  purpose  to  state  that 
the  effect  of  the  tliree  days'  firing  was  to 
completely  destroy  the  febric,  and  to  leaye 
the  impression  on  the  minds  of  all  present 
that  it  was  a  most  ill-adapted,  and,  I  may 
say,  a  most  useless  structure.  In  order  to 
giye  the  House  some  idea  of  the  general 
result  of  the  firing,  I  will  read  a  short 
extract  from  77ie  Tmes,  describing  the 
effect  of  the  shells,  which  penetrated  com- 
pletely the  targets  on  the  third  day.  The 
JVmM  on  the  9th  of  July  states— 

"  The  Mxt  round,  alM>  a  10-ineh  shell  with 
charge  ibr  1,000  yards,  was  more  soooeesftil, 
striking  a  little  ahoye  the  left-hand  oomer  of  the 
porthole.  It  did  mat  damage,  oarrring  away 
the  whole  of  the  udeld  abore  the  emhrMore  vp 


to  the  leyel  of  the  under  side  of  tbe  toot  An 
enormous  mass  of  iron,  weighing  about  a  ton  and 
a  auarter,  was  projected  into  the  gun  chamber, 
ana  two  short  pieces  of  iron  planks,  each  weigh- 
ing about  2  cwt.,  were  hurled,  one  nearly  150  feet, 
and  the  other  nearly  100  feet  to  the  rear.  The 
shell  burst  inside  the  casemate,  setting  Are  slightly 
to  the  rope  mantlet,  and  sending  fragments  of 
iron  flying  in  all  directions.  This  was  the  most 
formidable  result  yet  produced.  Had  it  occurred 
in  action  it  would  hare  disabled  the  gun,  and 
made  a  clean  sweep  of  all  the  defenders  in  Uiai 
part  of  the  building.*' 

Such  is  the  account,  giTen  by  The  Timee* 
reporter,  of  the  third  day's  firing.  But 
the  Committee  were  not  entirely  satisfied, 
and  on  the  8th  of  the  present  month  they 
decided  to  fire  what  is  called  a  salyo  of 
guns  at  the  structure.  Four  guns  were 
laid  in  position,— one  of  them  missed  fire, 
but  the  shots  from  the  other  three  struck 
the  target.  As  soon  as  the  smoke  from 
the  discharge  had  cleared  away,  tbe  first 
object  which  met  the  yiew  of  those  on  the 
ground  was  the  actiye  eflbrt  of  a  gallant 
general  to  get  liirough  the  breach  which 
had  been  made  in  the  face  of  the  target— 
an  effort  in  which  he  succeeded  without 
much  trouble,  his  purpose  being  to  examine 
ike  damage  sustoined  by  the  interior. 
This  fact,  I  think,  is  sufficiently  condu- 
siye  as  to  the  target's  inefiiciency  for  de- 
fensiye  purposes.  But  before  I  leaye  this 
part  of  the  question  I  am  anxious  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to 
the  iaot  that  that  target  was  not  a  ^e 
representation  by  any  means  of  the  fort 
contracted  for  and  to  be  constructed  at 
Plymouth.  The  fort  as  contracted  for  was 
less  than  the  target  erected  at  Shoebury- 
nees  by  5  inches  of  iron  in  the  interior 
supports,  on  which  such  structures  mainly 
depend.  The  fort  to  be  constructed  at 
Plymouth  presents  also  on  its  surflne  15 
inches  of  iron  in  three  thickneaeesy  while 
the  target  shot  at  at  Shoeburyness  con- 
sisted of  a  thickness  of  twenty  inches.  The 
Shoeburyness  target  was  strengthened 
materially  on  the  inner  side,  and,  in  point 
of  fact,  as  I  am  assured  bjr  those  who 
examined  both,  was  a  yery  different  strue- 
ture  to  that  which  was  contracted  for  in 
1867.  But  this  is  not  the  most  remark- 
able circumstance  connected  with  this 
matter.  The  fort  which  was  contracted 
for  in  February,  1867,  and  that  which  is 
being  completed  under  a  modification  of 
that  contract  at  this  moment,  are  completely 
different  in  their  characters.  The  alterations 
in  ihe  contract  haye  added  a  great  amount 
of  strengthening,  in  fact,  many  changes 
haye  b^n  made,  but  at  great  axpensei 
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which  haye  altogether    altered   and  in- 
creased the  resisting  power  of  the  fort.     I 
think  it  is  perfectly  right,  wherever  any  im- 
proyement  presents  itself  to  the  minds  of 
those  who  haye  charge  of  the  construction 
of  these  fortifications,  that  those  improve- 
ments should  be  at  once  adopted ;  but  I 
think   these   alterations  fully  and  com- 
pletely justify  my  noble  Friend  and  myself 
in  the  course  we  adopted  last  year»  when 
we  urged  upon  the  House  the  entire  in- 
efficiency of  the  proposed  structure,  and 
endeavoured  to  stop  further  expenditure 
upon  it,  the  more  particularly  as  many  of 
the  points  of  weakness  to  which  I  then  re- 
ferred have  been  since  rectified  by  orders 
^m  the  War  Office.     What  has  recently 
taken  place  has  abundantly  shown  that, 
at  the  time  we  interfered  last  year,  no 
experiments  which  could  be  relied  upon 
had  then  been  undertaken,  and  also  proved 
that  the  experiments  which  have  since 
been  carried  on  have  not  been  nearly  suffi- 
cient to  tell  us  what  is  the  true  system 
which  ought  to  be  adopted.    The  target 
representmg  the  Plymouth  and  Bermuda 
forts  has  now  been  proved  to  be  utterly 
useless  for  the  purposes  for  which  these  forts 
were  intended,  and  if  this  be  the  case  it  will 
scarcely  require  much  argument  to  show 
that  the  forts  which  are  now  being  con- 
tracted ^for  in  the  North  of  England  and 
on  the  Thames  are  utterly  usdess,  and 
that  the  money  which  has  been  expended 
upon  them  up  to  the  present  time,  amount- 
ing to  little  short  of  £35,000  for  each  fort, 
has  been  totally  lost  to  the  country.    Now 
thb,  I  say,  is  a  serious  question,  which 
the  House  would  dp  well  to  consider,  and 
which  requires  that  we  should  receive  from 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  who  has  charge  of 
this  Department  some  assurance  that  the 
present  system  should  be  discarded,  and 
that  no  further  outlay  should  be  permitted 
until  the  question  shall  be  fully  inquired 
into.    I  must  also  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  another  remarkable  circum- 
stance.   Two  years  ago,  before  the  Ply- 
mouth contract  was  entered  into,  a  case- 
mate, called  the  War  Office  casemate,  had 
been  erected  at  Shoeburyness.    That  case- 
mate was  built  upon  a  very  peculiar  sys- 
tem, with  great  care    and  after  mature 
deliberation,  I   think  after    the  plan  of 
Colonel  Jervois,  one  of  the  officers  of  the 
War  Department,  and  I  think  that  the 
principle  of  that  casemate  does  that  officer 
very  great  credit.    It  was  designed  at  a 
time  when  the  12-inoh  guns  had  not  been 
tried  against  any  of  our  armour  plates, 
Mr,  (yBeime 


and  was  simply  intended  for  the  purpose 
of  resisting  the  artillery  then  known — 
the  7-inch  and  the  9-inch  guns  —  and  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  it  completely  suc- 
ceeded in  throwing  off  the  shot  and  shell 
fired  irom  those  guns.   The  casemate  now 
offers  the  fullest  evidence  of  its  own  suc- 
cess   at   Shoeburyness,   where  it  stands 
perforated  in  many  places  by  the  11 -inch 
and  12-inch  guns,  having  perfectly  resisted 
the  smaller  class  of  artillery  brought  against 
it,  which  entirely  failed  to  do  it  any  mis- 
chief,   although    forty-two  rounds    were 
fired  against  it,  or  nearly  double  the  num- 
ber fired   at   the  Plymouth  target.      It 
certainly  does  appear  somewhat  singular 
that  such  a  structure,  which  stood  ready 
at  the  hand  of  the  authorities  to  be  tried 
as  a  test  of  the  resisting  power  of  forts  so 
constructed,  should  have  been  left  undis- 
turbed on  the  sands  of  Shoeburyness  for 
so  long  a  period,  and  that,  notwithstanding 
the  opportunity  of  learning  sometMng  of 
the  subject  was  thus  offered  to  the  War 
Office  they  should  not  have  availed  them- 
selves of  it,  but  should  have  entered  ob- 
stinately and  without  trial  into  the  large, 
and  as  I  believe  useless,  contracts  whioh 
I  have  described.  I  believe  the  right  hon.. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  for  War  is  now 
pretty  well  aware  that  the  experiments 
asked  for  last  year  were  very  necessary 
and  very  desirable,  and  that  a  great  amount 
of  advantage  will  be  gained  by  the  country 
from  the  result  of  those  experiments.  Pro- 
bably the  right  hon.  Baronet  will  consider 
it  within  the  line  of  his  duty  to  tell  us, 
in  the  observationB  he  will  doubtless  make 
in  reply  to  me,  whether  he  does  not  think 
that  the  advice  given  to  him,  even  by 
amateur  Members,  as  he  chose  to  call  my 
noble  Friend  and  myself  last  year,  was 
not  sound  and  good  advice.    I  regret  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  did  not  accept  the 
caution  which  we  then  offered  to  him.     I 
am  sure  it  was  offered  in  the  very  best 
spirit,  and  without  the  slightest  feeling 
of  hostility  to  the  War  Office.     I  have 
only  one  or  two  words  to  add.    I  desire 
to  call  attention  to  the  last  experiment 
whioh  was  made  the  day  before  yesterday, 
and  I  do  so  because  it  refers  speciaUy  to 
the  question  of  shields.    The  House  will 
remember  that  the  shields  to  which    I 
have  alluded  as  being  sent  to   Bermuda 
and  Gibraltar  turned  out  to  be  failures. 
The  question  was  then  raised  whether  a 
shield  could  be  constructed  which  would 
resist  the  heavy  ordnance  which  could  now 
be  brought  against  it.  Almost  coeval  with 
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the  War  Office  casemate  was  the  shield 
constraoted  by  Mr.  Hughes,  of  the  Mill- 
wall  Iron  Works  on  a  principle  he  had 
long  advocated.  This  shield  was  con- 
structed and  finished  in  1865 ;  but  the 
War  Office  authorities  did  not  belieye  in 
it,  as  the  principle  on  which  it  was  con- 
structed was  not  their  principle,  and  in 
consequence  found  no  more  fiBiyour  in  their 
eyes  than  the  casemate,  and  therefore  it 
was  neyer  tried.  The  contract  for  the 
construction  of  shields  for  our  foreign 
colonies  was  entered  into  although  this 
shield  remained  within  the  control  of  the 
War  Department,  to  be  experimented  upon 
when  they  pleased,  and,  singular  to  say, 
it  was  not  shot  at  until  the  day  before 
yesterday — nearly  two  years  and  a  half 
or  tbree  years  from  the  date  of  its  con- 
struction. The  Committee  appointed  to 
superintend  the  experiments  yery  properly 
and  yery  fairly  submitted  this  iSiield  to 
precisely  the  same  ordeal  that  was  applied 
to  the  Gibraltar  shield.  The  guns  were 
the  same,  the  distance  was  the  same — 
seyenty  yards — ^the  charges  were  the  same, 
the  shot  the  same,  and,  if  I  remember 
rightly,  the  number  of  rounds  was  the 
same;  and  the  result  was  that  the  artillery 
entirely  failed  in  producing  any  effect 
whateyer  upon  it ;  as  may  be  seen  £rom 
the  morning  papers  of  to-day,  it  absolutely 
resisted  without  any  injury  the  effects  of 
the  heayy  firing  against  it.  In  fact,  it 
was  completeljr  successful  in  beating  the 
guns,  as  I  belieye  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
will  admit  when  he  receiyes  the  detailed 
Beports,  which  will  no  doubt  be  presented 
to  him  on  the  subject.  I  think,  therefore, 
it  is  also  yery  much  to  be  regretted  that 
this  shield  was  not  tried  before  the  con- 
tracts which  haye  cost  the  country  so 
much  money  were  entered  into.  It  ap- 
pears to  me.  Sir,  that  those  who  adyised 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  hesitate  about 
haying  that  shield  and  casemate  tried, 
did  not  offer  that  sound,  good  and  unpre- 
judiced adyice  which  they  ought  to  haye 
giyen.  If  the  shield  had  been  tried  this 
time  last  year,  when  it  was  quite  ready,  a 
large  amount  of  perfectly  useless  expendi- 
ture must  haye  been  sayed,  and  we  should 
by  this  time,  if  they  were  to  be  used  at  all, 
haye  had  structures  that  would  repel  any 
shot  that  could  be  fired  against  them,  so  far, 
at  least,  as  the  ordnance  at  present  known 
could  be  brought  to  bear  upon  them. 

Notice  taken  that  forty  Members  are 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  forty 
Members  being  found  present. 


Mb.  O'BEIRNE  resumed,  I  much  re- 
gret that  80  much  time  has  been  lost  by 
so  useless  a  proceeding  as  has  just  been 
adopted  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  behind 
me  (Mr.  Monk).  It  will  of  course  be  a 
question  between  the  hon.  Gentleman  and 
his  constituents  whether  the  latter  will 
approve  of  this  attempt  of  his  to  keep 
back  what  I  have  stated  is  a  grave  public 
question,  involving  the  expenditure  of 
millions  of  money  which,  as  I  have  as- 
serted, has  so  f&T  been  usdessly  expended, 
and  with  reference  to  which  I  have  been 
earnestly,  and  I  hope  briefly,  endeavour- 
ing to  explain  to  the  House  the  grounds 
upon  which  I  have  formed  these  opinions. 
The  immediate  object  which  led  me  to 
draw  attention  to  the  subject  at  this'  late 
period  of  i^e  Seraion  was  this — I  desired 
to  impress  on  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Secretary  for  War  the  necessity  of  giving 
to  the  House  some  assurance  as  to  what 
his  future  policy  will  be  with  regard  to 
this  matter.  I  wished  to  recall  the  attention 
of  hon.  Members  before  the  close  of  the  pre- 
sent Session— before  this  House  had  sat  for 
the  last  time— to  a  subject  which  I  believe  to 
be  of  serious  moment,  which  has  frequently 
and  for  a  long  period  occupied  public  con- 
sideration, and  which  I  believe  to  be  second 
to  no  other  in  the  general  interest  it  has 
excited  throughout  the  country.  I  have 
now  only  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
whether  after  the  various  experiments  to 
which  I  have  alluded,  and  the  results 
which  I  have  stated,  he  will  give  the 
House  some  hope  that  he  will  stop  fur- 
ther expenditure  on  fortifications  and 
shields  until  we  shall  have  attained, 
either  by  the  Beport  of  the  Committee 
which  he  has  himself  appointed,  or  by 
further  experiments,  should  they  be  con- 
sidered necessary,  such  a  degree  of  cer- 
tainty as  our  present  scientific  knowledge 
will  enable  us  to  reach  with  reference  to 
this  most  intricate  and  difficult  question  ? 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet  whether  he 
means  to  stay  his  hand  and  to  prevent 
further  outlay,  or  whether  he  means  to 
accept  before  the  House  and  before  the 
country  the  grave  responsibility  which 
will  fall  upon  him  and  his  Colleagues 
should  he  persevere  in  the  wasteful  appli- 
cation of  the  public  money  to  a  system  of 
fortifications  which  all  the  information  we 
now  possess  emphatically  and  beyond  aU 
question  declares  to  be  entirely  unsuited 
to  the  purposes  of  defence  of  our  arsenals 
and  dockyards  for  which  they  were  in- 
tended! 
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Snt  JOSN  PAEINGTOir  odd,  he  had 
no  reason  to  eomplain  of  the  ooune  taken 
by  the  hon.  GeBtieman  (Mr.  CBeime)  in 
bringing  this  matter  nnder  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Honse;  and  he  thought  the 
practical  reason  assigned  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  close  of  his  speech  for 
submittiDg  this  question  was  fair,  jast, 
and  reasonable.  He  (Sir  John  Pakington), 
howcTer,  regretted,  nnder  the  peonliar 
circumstances  of  the  Session,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  should  have  Mt  himself  com- 
pelled at  that  moment  to  raise  such  a 
question,  beeanse  he  confessed  that  he  was 
not  in  a  position  to  give  so  distinct  and 
decided  an  ansirer  to  the  hon«  Gentleman's 
inquiry  as  he  idiould  be  able  to  do  if  the 
matter  were  mentioned  a  fbw  days  later. 
The  important  experiments  which  took 
place  at  Shoeburyness  upon  the  Plymouth 
target  were  carried  on  under  the  super* 
intendenoe  of  the  Committee  especially 
appointed  for  the  purpose.  From  that 
Committee  he  expected  a  Ml  Report  of 
their  judgment  of  the  result  of  those  ex- 
periments, and  until  he  had  reoeiTcd 
that  Report  he  thought  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  would  admit  it  was  impos- 
sible for  him  to  come  to  a  conclusion 
upon  the  course  he  should  think  it  his 
duty  to  take.  He  could  not>  howerer, 
help  remarking  he  thought  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  a  little  exaggeratsd  the 
effect  of  the  firing  on  the  Plymouth  tar- 
get. The  Plymouth  fort  was  no  doubt 
designed  to  resist  most  powerfhl  artil- 
lery, but  not  precisely  the  guns  of  that 
da^.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  indeed 
pointed  out  the  distinction  between  the 
guns  in  favour  some  few  years  ago  and 
those  at  the  present  period ;  but  he  did 
not  apply  that  distinction  as  he  ought  to 
hare  done  to  the  experiments  which  were 
tried  Ihe  other  day  at  Shoebmyness. 
'  Those  experiments  of  firing  to  which  the 
target  was  exposed  were  of  extraordinary 
force.  The  order  which  he  (Sir  John 
Pakington)  had  giten  upon  this  subject 
was  ^at  the  fort  to  be  fired  at  should 
be  placed  at  the  nearest  possible  distance 
at  which  an  enemy's  ship  could  approach 
in  a  time  of  war  —  namely,  about  200 
yards,  and  that  it  should  be  exposed  to 
the  fire  of  a  22-ton  gun,  with  a  full 
charge  like  the  Armstrong  gun.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  must,  however,  candidly 
admit  that  the  fort  was  not  originally 
designed  to  bear  the  firing  of  a  gun  of 
that  kind,  such  a  gun  not  having  been 
known  at  the  time  the  fort  was  designed^ 
Mr.  ffBnm^ 


and  he  was  sure  that  he  would  aho  ad- 
mit that  an  enemy's  ship  could  hardly 
approach  to  within  200  yards  of  the 
forit,  eonsidering  die  ordinary  chances  of 
war.  The  hon.  Gentlemui  said  that  the 
target  on  that  occanon  was  knocked  to 
pieces  after  a  few  days'  battering.  He 
(Sir  John  Pakington)  indeed  belief  that 
the  target  was  in  a  very  infirm  condition ; 
but  it  must  not  be  forgotten  that  it  bad 
been  exposed  to  a  trial  of  most  extra- 
ordinary severity,  and  competent  judges 
were  disposed  to  think  that  the  resisting 
power  of  the  target  was  very  consider- 
able. There  existed  no  defect  in  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  the  fort  was  constructed^ 
and  there  was  nothing  to  prevent  its  being 
made  a  very  valuable  and  efficient  one  by 
taking  advantage  of  the  experience  de- 
rived firom  the  trial,  and  adding  to  the 
strength  of  the  structure.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  hon.  G^tleman  was  jus- 
tified in  his  remark  that  the  result  of  the 
trial  showed  that  the  fort  was  entirely 
indolent  for  the  purpose  it  was  designed 
for.  The  old  complaint  had  been  revived 
that  some  alteration  had  been  made  in  the 
construction  of  the  fort ;  but  on  question- 
ing some  persons  concerned  in  its  construc- 
tion he  was  informed  that,  though  in  one 
part  there  was  an  additional  layer  of  iron, 
in  other  parts  the  alteration  was  vary 
trifling.  He  did  not  admit  that  it  waa 
right  to  refuse  permission  to  individuals 
who  had  the  responsibility  of  building  such 
structures  to  avail  themselves  &om  time 
to  time  of  fresh  inventions  and  discoveries, 
so  that  the  fortifications  might  be  as  fit 
for  their  purpose  as  it  was  possible  to 
make  them.  In  referenoe  to  the  trial  of 
the  Millwall  shield,  which  took  place 
within  the  last  few  days,  it  would,  he 
thought,  be  premature  to  express  any  opi- 
nion upon  those  experiments.  Judging, 
however,  from  the  newspaper  r^orts  he 
had  seen  he  had  reason  to  l^lieve  that  that 
shield  had  stood  the  firing  to  which  it  was 
exposed  extremely  welL  He  should  be 
the  last  person  to  reftise  the  credit  that 
was  justly  due  to  the  contri?er  of  that 
shield  ;  but  still,  he  repeated,  it  would  be 
premature  to  pronounce  an  opinion  upon 
its  merits  merely  from  the  statements  they 
read  in  newspaper  reports.  He  would 
remind  the  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  said 
that  the  Hillwail  shield  the  day  before 
yesterday  was  exposed  to  the  same  kind 
of  trial  as  was  the  Gibraltar  shield  last 
autumn,  that  it  was  not  exposed  to  the 
same  trial  to  which  the  Plymouth  fort  was 
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eiposad  with  the  S3-ton  gim.  If  he  (Sir 
John  Pakington)  were  not  miBtaken  he 
had  seen  a  tother  statement  in  the  news- 
pap^  accounts  of  the  Millwall  ezperi- 
msniBy  whiob  itronglf  centiMted  with  ^m 
complete  flnccefle  reported  to  have  been 
achieved  —  namely,  a  statement  to  the 
effect  that  great  pains  had  been  taken  to 
giye  support  to  the  Millwall  shidd  by  eer- 
tain  artificial  erections  behind  it.  If  that 
were  the  case  it  must  necessarily  deduct 
from  the  ralue  of  the  construction  ;  but  he 
should  very  shortly  receiye  a  Beport  of  the 
experiments  from  the  same  C(»nmittee 
that  had  superintended  the  experiments 
with  the  Plymouth  target.  In  reply  to 
the  inquiry  put  to  him  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, he  should  certainly  ez^oise  what 
appeared  to  him  to  be  necessary  caution 
under  such  circumstances.  He  could  not 
give  a  definite  answer  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman until  he  had  in  his  hand  those 
interesting  and  important  Reports  referred 
to.  Whilst,  on  the  one  hand,  he  was  un- 
willing to  iidierpose  any  unnecessary  delay 
in  this  matter,  on  the  other  hand  he  felt 
that  the  result  of  those  experiments  im- 
posed a  heavy  responsibility  upon  the  Go- 
vernment not  to  proceed  further  in  this 
direction  without  tiie  fullest  consideration 
of  the  Beports  which  were  yet  to  be  pre- 
sented. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  he  thought  that  the 
hon.  (Gentleman  who  brought  this  subject 
forward  deserved  the  thanks  of  the  House, 
for  his  observation  led  him  to  the  ooBclu- 
sion  that  the  most  ungrateful  task  which 
could  fall  to  the  lot  of  any  Member  on  his 
side  of  the  House  was  to  submit  for  dis- 
cussion any  question  relating  to  mal-ad- 
ministration  in  a  great  public  Department, 
or  to  endeavour  to  bring  about  a  reduction 
of  expenditure.  On  such  occasions  the 
financial  Reformers  were  generally  absent, 
or,  if  present,  cheered  anything  which  fell 
from  a  Government  official  with  a  view  to 
throwing  a  shield  over  mal-administration. 
No  sooner  did  an  hon.  Gentleman  propose 
to  bring  forward  an  important  question 
like  that  under  consideration  than  he  was 
asked  not  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
House,  and  thereupon  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Eawcett)  cheered.  Imme- 
diately afterwards  another  great  financial 
Reformer,  the  hon.  Member  for  Glouces- 
ter, got  up  and  moved  that  the  House  be 
counted.  The  subjedt  under  discussion 
was  one  which  concerned  the  national 
safety,  and  the  due  and  proper  expendi- 
ture of  a  vast  amount  of  public  money, 


and  the  hon.  Member  for  Cashel  (Mr, 
CBeime)  had  brought  it  forward  that  day 
upon  a  dear  understanding  with  the  Leader 
of  the  House.  What  he  complained  of  was 
that  these  forts  had  been  contracted  for 
without  the  system  upon  which  they  were 
constructed  having  been  previously  ade- 
quately tested,  and  the  result  had  been 
that  a  large  sum  of  money  had  been  ex- 
pended upon  forts  which  were  totally  in- 
efficient. On  entering  the  railway  car- 
riage to  go  down  to  witness  the  trial  of 
the  Plymouth  shield  a  paper  was  put  into 
their  hands  which  informed  them  that  the 
trial  was  to  be  inductive  only  and  not  ac- 
tual ;  that  the  guns  were  to  be  fired  with 
reduced  charges,  at  200  yards,  in  order  to 
ascertain  the  exact  effect  that  would  be 
produced  were  the  guns  fired  at  1,000 
yards  with  full  battering  charges.  They 
were  informed  by  that  paper  that  no  ship 
could  come  within  500  yards  of  a  fort, 
whereas  Admiral  Dacres,  Admiral  Milne, 
BXkd  Sir  John  Hay  told  ^em  that  vessels 
oould  eafdly  be  taken  within  200  yards  of 
the  forts,  and  that  if  a  vessel  was  to  be 
sunk  a  oaptain  would  sooner  have  her  sunk 
in  shoal  water  than  in  deep  water.  On 
the  matter  being  pointed  out  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  at  once,  on  arriving  at 
Shoeburyness,  directed  that  the  experi- 
ments should  be  conducted  with  fvHl  bat- 
tering charges,  an  alteration  in  the  pro- 
gramme that  greatly  astonished  the  Com- 
mittee. The  Plymouth  fort  was  designed 
and  tendered  for  to  meet  the  gun  of  the 
period,  but  instead  of  that  it  was  tested 
with  the  22-ton  gun,  which  was  now  said 
to  be  invented  after  the  fort  was  designed. 
That  was  the  whole  point  at  issue.  The 
Gibraltar  shield  and  Plymouth  fort  were 
never  tested  before  they  were  designed  and 
constructed,  and  the  consequence  was  that 
they  went  to  pieces.  If  the  subject  had 
not  been  brought  before  the  House  the 
Bermuda  and  Gibraltar  shields  would  have 
been  put  up  at  all  the  important  ports. 
The  fact  was  that  they  were  designed  by 
a  Gentleman  in  the  War  Office  on  his  own 
hook,  without  taking  any  account  of  the 
valuable  information  on  the  point  possessed 
by  the  Admiralty.  That  Department  had 
conducted  a  series  of  experiments,  and  had 
laid  down  certain  data,  which,  if  followed, 
would  have  prevented  these  continual  com- 
plaints; but  in  spite  of  that  they  went  on 
constructing  Department  shields  at  a  great 
expense,  which  were  proved  defective, 
happily  under  fire  of  our  own  guns; 
whereasi  if  the  course  of  these  financial 
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Befonn«n  had  been  adopted  on  this  point, 
which  inrolyed  national  safety,  hoDoar, 
and  economy,  the  first  notice  Uie  public 
would  have  had  would  have  been  the 
crumbling  of  these  forts  under  the  fire  of 
the  enemy's  gun. 

8iE  JOBN  PABINGTON  said,  he  was 
under  the  impression  that  the  22-ton  gun 
was  invented  when  the  Plymouth  forts 
were  invented. 

Mb.  HENLET  said,  that  owing  to  the 
assistance  which  the  (Government  received 
from  amateurs  or  from  some  other  cause, 
the  expenditure  upon  the  army  and  navy 
had  been  enormously  increased  of  late 
years.  He  protested  against  the  time  of 
the  House  being  occupied  by  a  discussion 
of  this  kind  when  they  had  met  for  the 
purpose  of  considering  a  specific  mea- 
sure. 

Hb.  monk,  in  reply  to  the  taunt  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Elcho)  denied  that  hon. 
Members  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
were  anxious  to  obstruct  measures  for  the  re- 
duction of  expenditure.  Few  Members  were 
more  regular  in  their  attendance  than  he 
(lir.  Monk)  was  when  Supply  was  taken, 
and  he  invariably  voted  for  roduction  of  ex- 
penditure ;  but  he  was  unaware  that  any 
practical  good  would  result  from  the  dis- 
cussion which  had  been  raised  to-day.  The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Elcho)  and  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  O'Beime),  however,  had 
doubdess  accomplished  their  object,  which 
was  to  "  air  their  oratory." 

Mb.  FAWOETT  protested  against  the 
unnecessary  attack  which  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Elcho)  had  made  upon  him  in  ac- 
cusing him  of  not  being  a  sincere  financial 
reformer.  He  expressed  disapproval  at 
this  Motion  having  been  brought  forward 
at  a  time  when  they  were  brought  down 
to  consider  a  most  important  Bill  for  the 
prevention  of  bribery  and  corruption  at 
parliamentary  Elections.  So  far  as  he 
(Mr.  Fawcett)  knew  the  noble  Lord  had 
never  yet  voted  in  favour  of  a  Motion  for 
the  reduction  of  expenditure. 

ELECTION    PETITIONS    AND   CORRUPT 

PRACTICES   AT   ELECTIONS  (re-^MMit- 

mitted)  BILL— [Bill  68.] 

{Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ,  Mr,  Secretary 

Oathome  Hardy,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote.) 

OOMMITTEB.    [Progre9B  I7th  July,^ 

Bill  eomidered  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Sib   FRANCIS    GOLDSMID    moved 
the  following  clause : — 
LordMcho 


**  Whentrer  any  penon  who  thall  have  been  a 
candidate  at  anj  Eleotion  (whether  he  shall  or 
■hall  not  have  been  returned  at  tuoh  Eleetion) 
•hall  be  reported  bj  the  Judge  who  triee  a  Petition 
complaining  of  such  Election,  to  hare  been,  by 
himaell  or  hie  agenti,  gniltj  of  briberj  or  treating 
at  inch  Election,  all  votes  which  shall  hare  been 
ffiren  for  inch  candidate  at  inch  Election  wbaXi 
be  deemed  to  hare  been  thrown  awaj,  in  like 
manner  as  if  he  had,  at  the  time  of  inch  Election 
been  incapable  of  beinc  elected,  and  as  if  notioe 
of  inch  incapacity  had  been  given  to  every  elector 
immediately  prcTioos  to  his  voting  :  ProTided 
always,  That  no  other  person  who  shall  haTc  been 
a  candidate  at  snch  Election  shall  be  deemed  to 
haye  been  duly  elected  thereat,  in  oonseqoenoe  of 
the  votes  giren  for  the  candidate  who  sliali  be 
reported  cnilty  of  bribery  or  treating  being 
deemed  to  hare  been  thrown  away,  unless  at  lemst 
one-third  of  the  regiBtered  electors  entitled  to 
TOte  at  snch  Election  shall  have  voted  thereat  lor 
snch  other  candidate." 

The  hon.  Baronet  said  hia  proposition  was 
founded  upon  the  principle,  not  of  inflict- 
ing penal  consequences  upon  those  guiltj 
of  hribery,  but  of  removing  all  temptation 
to  commit  the  offence^  and  making  bribery 
defeat  its  own  object  b j  leaving  the  briber 
outside  that  House  instead  of  bringing  him 
into  it. 

Clause  (Votes  for  candidates  guilty  of  I 

bribery  thrown    away,)  —  (Sir    Frtme%9  I 

Ooldsmid,) — brought  up»  and  read  the  first  \ 
time. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  he 
had  done  ever^hing  he  could  and  adopted 
every  suggestion  that  appeared  likely  to 
put  an  end  to  bribery  and  corruption,  un- 
less the  proposal  were  carried  to  an  extent 
that  seemed  to  him  unjust.  It  was  once 
said  that  a  Judge  put  an  end  to  a  practice 
which  during  his  time  was  very  rife,  of 
captains  ill-treating  their  seamen,  by  hang- 
ing an  innocent  captain.  The  practice 
might  have  been  put  an  end  to  by  hanging 
that  captain,  but  he  objected  to  the  means 
by  which  the  end  was  accomplished.  He  \ 
objected  to  this  clause  because  he  believed  I 
it  to  be  unjust  to  the  constituency.  The  ^ 
question  was  not  how  it  would  work  in 
one  but  in  every  instance.  He  would  take 
the  case  of  a  constituency  of  3,000  electors, 
one  candidate  polling  1,000  and  the  other 
2,000.  If  four  or  five  cases  of  corruption 
among  the  majority  were  proved,  the  effect 
of  this  clause  would  be  practically  to  dis- 
franchise the  great  majority  of  the  consti- 
tuency, against  whom  there  was  no  im- 
putation. That  seemed  to  him  unjust. 
Besides,  the  succesdhl  candidate  would  be 
exposed  to  great  danger.  What  a  tempta- 
tion would  be  held  out  to  any  four  or  five 
persona  to  come  forward  and  say  they  had 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1441 


Practices  at 


IJttly  18,  1868] 


Ehction$  Bill. 


1442 


Toted  for  the  successful  candidate  and  were 
improperly  dealt  with.  It  would  be  im- 
possible to  meet  such  a  case.  The  minority 
would  be  represented  during  the  Parlia- 
ment, the  successful  candidate  would  be 
disqualified,  and  the  great  bulk  of  the 
constituency  practically  disfranchised. 

Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  the 
House  was  on  its  trial.  The  principle  of 
the  plan  proposed  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Francis  Goldsmid)  was  introduced  by 
the  present  Government  in  the  Reform 
Bill.  They  had  paltered  with  electioneer- 
ing corruption  till  the  money  question  had 
become  the  disgrace  of  English  election- 
eering, and  they  must  apply  a  drastic 
remedy  by  the  establishment  of  a  pure 
tribunal.     He  should  support  the  clause. 

CoLONBL  WILSON-PATTEN  said,  the 
clause  would  lay  candidates  open  to  all 
kinds  of  tricks  and  snares;  and  any 
Member's  seat  could  be  taken  from  him  if 
it  were  passed.  A  couple  of  clever  lawyers 
oould  put  upon  it  any  interpretation  they 
liked. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  he  did  not  think 
they  would  succeed  in  stopping  corruption 
by  attempting  to  do  so  by  means  of  such 
gross  injustice  as  formed  the  basis  of  this 
clause.  It  would  admit  to  the  House 
Members  who  had  polled  olily  one-third  of 
the  number  of  electors.  The  good  feeling 
of  every  man  must  revolt  against  it. 

Mr.  LOWE  maintained  that  the  argu- 
ment of  the  Solicitor  General  was  put  too 
high  when  he  placed  it  on  justice  and  the 
rights  of  the  majority.  How  did  they 
respect  the  rights  of  the  majority  now  ? 
In  cases  of  bribery  the  votes  of  the  ma- 
jority actually  went  for  nothing;  but  the 
question,  which  was  one  not  of  justice  but 
expediency,  was  this — given,  a  case  of 
bribery  proved  against  the  successful  can- 
didate ;  given,  another  candidate  petition- 
ing who  had  polled  one- third  of  the  votes; 
was  it  most  for  the  good  of  the  public 
and  for  the  cause  of  purity — which  they 
all.  had  at  heart — that  the  minority  should 
be  represented  during  the  then  Parliament, 
or  that  those  who  had  had  their  pockets 
filled  should  at  a  new  election  have  an 
opportunity  of  reaping  a  double  harvest  ? 
As  the  votes  have  been  thrown  away  so 
far  as  the  return  of  one  candidate  is  con- 
cerned, they  should  be  equally  thrown 
away  as  against  his  opponent.  He  thought 
the  clause  offered  a  great  encouragement 
to  purity.  There  was  no  injustice  or  ini- 
quity in  it  of  any  kind. 

Mb.  KINGLAXE  explained  that  he  had 

yOL-  CXCIII.      [tHIBD  SKBIB8.] 


on  the  Paper  a  Motion  to  add  to  the  clause 
a  provision  that  any  candidate  petitioned 
against  shall  be  able  to  present  a  counter 
Petition,  and  the  defeated  candidate  must 
clear  himself  of  imputation  before  his  Peti- 
tion against  the  elected  candidate  shall  be 
heard.  The  question  was  whether  the 
House  would  not  merely  constitute  a  tri» 
bunal,  but  make  it  the  duty  or  interest  of 
some  one  to  put  its  machinery  in  action. 
Under  the  present  system  it  was  neither 
the  duty  nor  the  interest  of  any  one  to  be 
a  Petitioner.  It  was  very  rare  indeed 
that  the  person  petitioning  gained  the  seat 
by  it. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  con- 
tended  that  the  clause  would  operate  with 
the  greatest  possible  injustice  to  the  large 
majority  of  the  electors  in  a  borough.  A 
successful  candidate  who  was  perfectly 
innocent  would  be  exposed  to  this  danger 
— a  person  who  represented  himself  to  be 
an  agent  who  had  opened  a  public-house 
and  fraudulently  treated  or  bribed  some 
three  or  four  individuals  might  come  for- 
ward and  say,  '•  I  bribed  these  men ;  I 
can  show  you  how  not  only  to  unseat  the 
Member,  but  to  disqualify  him,  disfran- 
chise the  great  majority  of  the  constituency, 
and  transfer  the  seat  to  a  candidate  who 
had  polled  only  one-third  of  the  voters." 
This  was  a  question,  not  of  expediency, 
but  of  justice.  The  clause  seemed  to  him  J 
to  carry  the  penalty  too  far.  ' 

Mb.  DARBY  GRIFFITH  said,  there 
was  no  such  thing  as  an  immaculate 
borough,  with  only  two  or  three  black 
sheep.  The  character  of  a  borough  was 
well  known  in  the  bribery  market.  The 
clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Reading 
(Sir  Francis  Goldsmid)  went  directly  to 
the  root  of  the  evil.  The  Bill  was  the 
keystone  of  the  arch  of  Reform. 

Mb.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  said,  the  great 
objection  to  this  clause  was  that  by  its 
operation  an  injustice  would  be  done  to 
the  opinions  of  the  majority.  Now,  either 
that  majority  was  tainted  with  the  corrup- 
tion of  the  candidate,  or  it  was  not.  If 
it  were,  it  ought  to  be  punished  as  well  as 
the  candidate;  if  it  were  not,  then  it  would 
be  only  too  glad  to  get  rid  of  a  corrupt 
Member. 

Mb.  Sebjbant  GASELEE  said,  the  ob- 
jection was,  not  that  they  got  rid  of  a 
corrupt  Member,  but  that  they  were  also 
saddled  with  one  to  whose  opinions  they 
had  the  greatest  objection. 
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*  That  the  Clause  be  read 


/ 


Qaestion  pat, 
a  second  time." 

The   Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  48; 
Noes  79  :  Majority  31. 

Mb.    FAWCETT   brought    forward  a 
clause,  the  substance  of  which,  and  of  a 
supplementary  clause,  he  explained  to  be 
to  throw  the  expense  of  elections  upon  the 
county  or  borough  rales ;  but  that,  with 
a  view  to  prevent  clearly  unnecessary  and 
vexatious  contests,    a  condition  was  an- 
nexed which  was  adopted  with  good  effect 
in   Australia,  that  the  candidate   should 
deposit  a  sum  with  the  returning  officer 
as  a  pledge  of  his  sincerity  in  the  contest. 
He  had  fixed  the  sum  at  £100,  but  he 
was  willing  to  consult  the  feeling  of  the 
House,  and  either  to  diminish  or  to  in- 
crease the  sum.     In  order  to  prevent  the 
constituency  being  put  to  unnecessary  ex- 
pense, he  proposed  that  this  sum  should 
be  forfeited  if  the  defeated  candidate  did 
not  poll  one-tenth  of  the  number  of  votes 
recorded  for  the  successful  candidate  who 
was  lowest  on  the  poll.     Here,  again,  he 
was  in  the  hands  of  the  House  as  to  the 
exact  numbers,  as  he  only  was  anxious  to 
affirm  the  principle.     It  was  objected  to 
this  plan  that  the  constituencies  might  not 
like  it,  and  that  Members  might  be  afraid 
to  disoblige  their  constituencies.     In  an- 
swer to  that  he  could  only  say  that  the 
subject  had  been  before  the  public  for  a 
long  time — it  had  been  discussed  in  all  the 
papers,  and  he  had  received  many  hundreds 
of  letters  upon  it;   but  there  was  not  a 
single  one  that  did  not  express  the  warmest 
approval  of  the  scheme.     Then  it  was  said 
that  this  scheme  would  encourage  unne- 
cessary contests  ;   but  he  did  not  think 
that  would  be  the  case.     Everybody  knew 
that  at  present  the  contests  were  got  up 
mainly  by  solicitors  and  agents,  and  this 
scheme  would  rather  have  a  tendency  to 
check  that  course.     Besides,  the  expenses 
of  the  municipal   elections  were  all  de- 
frayed by  the  rates,  and  he  was  at  a  loss 
to  understand  why  the  county  elections 
should  not  be  defrayed  in  the  same  manner. 
It  was  the  general  opinion  that  the  cost  of 
elections  was  the  great  danger  to  the  Con- 
stitution.     If  something  were  not  done, 
and   that  speedily,  to  check  the  evil,  it 
would  be  impossible  in   a  few  years  to 
obtain  a  seat  in  the  House  except  by  a 
large  expenditure  of  money,  and  he  thought 
there  was  a  danger  to  the  Constitution  in 
such  a  state  of  things. 


Clause — 


(ProTiding  for  returning  offioers'  expenses  oat 
of  rates.) 

*'  At  erery  Election  for  any  ooonty  or  borough, 
the  expenses  Uwfally  ineurred  bj  the  retnminf 
officers  for  the  provision  of  bastings,  poll  clerks, 
polling  booths  or  rooms,  and  any  other  neoessarj 
requisites  for  the  conduct  of  the  Election,  shall 
be  defrayed  in  the  case  of  any  countj  from  the 
county  rate,  and  in  the  case  of  any  borough  oat 
of  the  monies,  and  in  the  manner  and  proportions 
mentioned  in  the  Act  of  the  sixth  year  of  Victoria^ 
chapter  eighteen,  section  fifly-fiTe,  with  respeoi 
to  the  expenses  of  carrying  into  effect  the  pron- 
sions  of  that  Act ;  and  the  account  of  such  ex- 
penses shall  be  made,  allowed,  and  paid  in  the 
manner  provided  in  the  said  Act :  Provided,  That 
it  shall  not  be  lawful  for  any  person  to  be  nomi- 
nated as  a  candidate  at  any  such  Election,  unlets 
he  or  some  person  on  his  behalf  shall,  before  one 
o'clock  in  the  afternoon  of  the  day  preceding  the 
day  of  nomination,  haye  paid  to  the  retaming 
officer  the  sum  of  one  hundred  pounds  to  be  ap- 
plied in  the  following  manner  (that  is  to  say): 
where  a  poll  shall  take  place  at  any  such  Election, 
the  returning  officer  shall  apply  the  monies  so 
paid  to  him  by  any  such  candidate  who  shall  not, 
at  the  dose  of  the  poll,  have  reoeired  a  number 
of  TOtes  equal  at  leadt  to  one-tenth  part  of  the 
▼otes  received  by  the  successful  candidate,  if  onlj 
one,  or  by  such  one  of  the  successful  candidates 
if  there  shall  be  more  than  one,  as  shall  hare 
received  the  smallest  number  of  TOtes,  in  and 
towards  defraying  the  lawful  expenses  of  the  re- 
turning officer  relating  to  such  Election ;  and 
after  any  such  Election  the  returning  officer  shall 
forthwith  repay  to  any  such  candidate  who  shall 
have  been  declared  elected  without  a  poll,  or  who^ 
whether  declared  elected  or  not,  shall  haye  re- 
ceived a  number  of  Totes  equal  at  least  to  such 
tenth  part,  the  monies  so  paid  by  or  for  him  m 
aforesaid,"— (iff.  Fawcettf) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Mb.  DISEAELI  said,  the  question  in 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Fawoett)   was  interest-ed  had  also  been 
treated  by  another  Member  of  the  House 
— the  hon.   Member  for  Middlesex  (Mr. 
Labouchere)«and  he  confessed  that  if  the 
House  were  to  adopt  the  principle  of  the 
measure  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  seemed  to  him  to  be 
the  simplest  and  the  most  sensible  of  the 
two.     But  he  objected  to  the  proposition, . 
because  the  rates  of  the  county  had  been  1 
so  burdened  of  late  that  he  thought  they  J 
ought  to  lie  fallow  for  a  time,  and  that  it  / 
would  be  unwise  in  a  Bill  for  the  suppres-l 
sion  of  corruption  to  introduce  this  iuTidious^ 
principle  of  increasing  the  rates.     But 
there  was  another  objection.     This  was  a 
Bill  to  prevent  corrupt  practices,  and  he 
had  yet  to  learn  that  the  payment  of  the 
expenses  of  the  returning  officer  by   a 
candidate  was  a  corrupt  practice.     It  was 
not  connected  with  the  subject-matter  of 
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the  Bill,  and  on  these  two  grounds  he  mast 
oppose  the  clause. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  observed  that  the 
payment  of  returning  officers*  expenses 
became  a  corrupt  practice  by  the  ezcessiye 
charges  which  were  made  in  some  cases. 

Mb.  CORRANCE  :  Knowing  that  some 
difference  of  opinion  exists  on  this  side  of 
the  House  upon  the  merits  of  the  question 
now  before  us,  I  may  ask  to  be  allowed  to 
say  a  few  words,  which  will,  at  least,  ex- 
plain my  own  conduct  upon  it.  It  seems 
to  me  an  eminently  unsatisfactory  result 
of  the  present  Reform  Bill  that  it  should 
tend,  both  in  county  and  town,  to  increase 
the  expenses  of  elections.  And  no  less  so, 
that  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment no  effort  of  a  hond  fids  nature  has 
been  made,  at  least  as  far  as  counties  are 
concerned,  to  lessen  that  expense.  First, 
the  voting  papers  were  quietly  dropped 
out,  and  no  further  effoit  was  made  to 
retain  the  principle,  even  as  far  as  out- 
county  voters  were  concerned.  On  two 
occasions  I  endeavoured  to  bring  this 
question  before  the  House.  I  met  no 
support,  notwithstanding  its  importance 
to  Members  on  this  side  the  House.  Let 
me  confess  that  it  caused  me  great  regret. 
Then  came  the  question  of  conveyance ; 
and  Clause  23  was  struck  out.  It  was, 
indeed,  revived  as  far  as  the  boroughs 
were  concerned ;  but,  although  we  were 
warned  of  its  importance  to  ourselves  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire, I  was  once  more  unsuccessful  in 
calling  the  attention  of  the  Qovemment  to 
the  point.  No  alternative  was  offered  to 
.  me,  and  no  effort  made  to  meet  the  obvious 
want.  On  the  other  hand,  by  every  pro- 
vision of  this  Reform  Bill,  the  expenses 
will  be  increased.  Now,  let  me  ask,  to 
what  result  ?  The  return  of  rich  men,  no 
doubt,  and  the  representation  of  wealth. 
Now,  there  does  seem  to  me  to  be  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  danger  in  this  if  pushed 
beyond  a  certain  point.  I  know  it  may 
seem  to  some  a  consistent  thing  that  in  a 
wealthy  county  representatives  should  be 
rich,  and  very  consonant  to  social  con- 
ditions that  we  should  be  governed  thus ; 
but  let  the  House  remember  this — that 
among  the  constituencies  there  will  not 
fail  to  be  men,  and  these  of  no  ordinary 
class,  who  will  object  to  be  thrown  in 
with  the  lot.  and  who  view  with  great  re- 
pugnance a  Government  based  upon  such  a 
mercantile  principle  as  this;  and  that 
there  may  arise  no  small  danger  and  in* 
oonyenience  flrom  such  a  source.    It  seems 


to  me  that  we  have  already  experienced 
the  disadvantage  of  this ;  and  it  is  as  the 
representative  of  an  agricultural  commu- 
nity that  I  say  this.  I  have  asserted  that 
we  have  something  to  complain  of,  and 
even  some  wrongs  to  be  redressed  ;  and 
though  this  is  denied  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  South  Lancashire,  I  repeat  it 
as  a  i'act.  Well,  perhaps  it  is  our  own 
fault,  due  to  the  state  of  our  representa- 
tion in  this  House.  From  such  a  cause 
our  estates  have  been  wasted  and  our 
choice  of  Members  restricted  greatly  to 
our  loss.  There  has  been  wanting  even 
the  stimulus  of  competition  to  such  men 
to  induce  them  to  qualify  for  the  post; 
and  of  this  we  feel  the  result  in  our  pre- 
sent position  in  this  House.  Now,  of 
these  things  I  speak  as  one  personally 
unconcerned,  and  I  ask  hon.  Members  to 
place  themselves  on  the  same  footing  while 
they  consider  this.  It  is  a  public  question 
of  no  slight  importance,  and  should  be 
considered  in  no  other  light.  One  thing 
alone  prevents  us  from  accepting  it — that 
it  adds  even  slightly  to  the  rates.  I  have 
stated  my  opinion  firstly  fully  upon  this, 
that  such  taxation  is  often  illegal  and 
always  unjust  upon  its  present  base.  I 
cannot  consent  to  add  to  such  burdens, 
even  for  so  great  an  object  as  this  ;  and 
unless  the  hon.  Gentleman  can  propose 
some  alternative  I  must  decline  to  record 
my  vote. 

Mb.  BAINES  argued  that  the  Act  of 
last  year  would  greatly  increase  the  neces- 
sary expenses  of  elections;  and  if  those 
expenses  were  to  be  thrown  on  the  can- 
didates, it  would  be  tantamount  to  restoring 
the  old  property  qualification  for  Mem- 
bers, which  had  been  abolished  some  years 
since  by  Parliament  as  wrong  in  principle. 
In  Leeds  the  number  of  electors  had 
been  increased  from  7,000  to  upwards 
of  86,000  ;  and  as  no  more  than  500 
votes  could  be  recorded  under  the  Reform 
Act  at  any  one  polling-place,  there  must 
be  between  sixty  and  seventy  polling 
places.  It  was  customary  to  have  at  each 
polling-place  a  deputy  returning  officer 
at  three  guineas,  a  clerk  at  a  guinea, 
besides  messengers ;  and  without  the 
check  which  municipal  management  would 
certainly  impose  the  expenses  would  be 
enormous.  However  prejudicial  this  might 
be  to  candidates,  it  would  be  still  more 
injurious  to  those  lately  admitted  to  tho 
franchise;  for  the  votes  conferred  upon 
them  would  be  of  no  use  if  we  diminished 
the  number  of  those  out  of  theirAwn  olasa 
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who  could  be  returned  to  Parliament,  by 
increasing  the  expenses  of  elections  and 
throwing  them  on  the  candidates.  A 
greater  evil  could  not  be  inflicted  on  the 
constituencies  than  to  reduce  the  number 
of  those  who  might  be  fairly  and  justly 
called  upon  to  represent  them  ;  and  the 
House  had  been  repeatedly  appeajed  to 
from  both  sides  to  enable  those  to  enter  it 
who  in  interests  and  feelings  were  iden- 
tified with  the  classes  forming  so  con- 
siderable a  portion  of  the  large  constitu- 
encies. The  objection  to  imposing  a  new 
tax  upon  the  rates  was  met  in  ppnoiple  by 
the  fact  that  the  Reform  Act  extended  the 
franchise  to  every  ratepayer.  When  com- 
paratively few  of  the  ratepayers  had  votes, 
it  would  have  been  unjust  to  throw  the 
expenses  of  elections  on  the  whole  body ; 
but  now  that  all  the  ratepayers  were  en- 
franchised, it  was  just  and  reasonable  that 
all  should  contribute  to  the  expenses 
attendant  on  the  giving  of  their  votes. 
The  Parliamentary  Committee  of  the  Leeds 
Town  Council  had  considered  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Fawcett), 
and  approved  of  it.  It  was  idle  to  suppose 
that  any  undue  number  of  the  working 
classes  would  be  returned  to  Parliament.  It 
would  always  be  so  expensive  to  live  in 
London  and  to  devote  one- half  of  the  year 
to  Parliamentary  Business,  that  there  was 
no  probability  that  any  large  number  of 
Members  in  humble  circumstances  would 
enter  the  House ;  there  was  no  fear  that 
property  would  not  always  be  well  repre- 
sented ;  and,  under  these  circumstances, 
it  seemed  that  the  Amendment  proposed 
was  the  necessary  corollary  of  the  exten* 
sion  of  the  franchise  which  had  already 
been  made 

Mb.  dabby  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
was  much  interested  to  hear  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Baines)  so  well  describe 
the  evils  and  dangers  of  a  system  of  which 
he  had  been  a  most  distinguished  advo- 
cate. Not  one  of  the  labouring  classes,  if 
his  statements  were  true,  would  ever  be 
able  to  set  his  foot  within  those  doors  as 
the  advocate  of  his  class.  It  was  an  ex- 
cellent illustration  of  the  maxim — j^eeis 
artifices  arte  perire  stta. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  must  give 
V  his  vote  in  favour  of  the  clause.  He 
^.  viewed  with  great  regret  the  addition  of 

I  any  charges  to  the  rates  of  this  country  ; 

I  but  the  chief  importance  of  the  clause,  was 

.  as  to  its  effect  on  the  borough  franchise. 

I  On  the  part  of  the  community  at  large  it 
would  really   effect  a  very   considerable 
Mr.  Baines 


economy,  because  it  had  a  tendency  to 
prevent  wasteful  expenditure.     It  was  a 
mistake  to  suppose  that  the  expense  con- 
nected with  contested  elections  fell  apoa 
the  candidate  alone.     In  a  multitude  of 
ways  it  was  a  burden  upon  the  commn- 
nity ;  and  with  a  view  to  the  interests  of 
the  ratepayers  it  would  be  desirable  to 
have   this  provision.      He   regarded    the 
clause  as  proceeding  upon  a  sound  principle. 
It  was  time  Parliament  expressed  a  judg- 
ment, especially  with  the  widely  extended 
constituency,  as   to   the    true  nature    of 
Parliamentary  duties,  and  decided  whether 
sitting  and  voting  in  the  House  was  a 
privilege  to  be  enjoyed  by  the  individual 
or  a  duty  to  be  performed  towards  the 
community.     In  his  judgment  it  was  a 
duty  performed  towards  the  community, 
and  preaching  upon  the  subject  would  be 
greatly  strengthened  by  enactments  show- 
ing that  it  was  regarded  as  a  duty.     Of 
course,  it  would  be  unjust  to  impose  upon 
the    community    any    election    expenses 
which  could  be  regarded  as  optional ;  yet 
the  essential  and  necessary  expenses  ought 
to  be  borne  by  the  community.     As  to  the 
bearing  of  the  clause  or  some  such  clause 
upon  the  admission  of  rich  men  and  poor 
men  into  the  House,  it  was  impossible  not 
to  feel  the  force  of  the  arguments  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Baines).     It 
would  be  worse  than  ridiculous  to  admit 
all  classes  to  the   franchisct  and  yet  to 
continue  arrangements  which  practically 
limited  the  choice    of  candidates.      He 
thought  that  to  hold  it  was  necessary  for 
the  safety  of  our  institutions  to  prevent 
poor  men  from  coming  into  that  House 
was  a  most  pernicious  doctrine.     On  the 
contrary,  in  his  opinion,  nothing  could  be 
more    desirable,    with    reference    to   the 
safety  of  those  institutions,  than  that  the 
artizans— the  working  classes — should  be 
represented  by  men  of  their  own  order. 
Of  course,  they  could  not  have  many  of 
that  class  in   the  House  of   Commons. 
There  were  barriers  to  it  which  no  legis- 
lation had  imposed;  but  let  not  Parliament 
impose  other  barriers  —  hard  legal  ones. 
The  coming  into  Parliament  of  such  men 
would  be  most  beneficial  to  all  classes.     It 
would  do  more  than  anything  else  could 
do  to  strengthen  the  confidence   of  the 
people  in  the  Imperial  Parliament.     He 
did   not  think  this  clause   would   effect 
mpch  in  the  way  of  admitting  those  men ; 
but,   at  least,  it  would   remove  a  very 
odious  barrier  to  their  admission. 
Mb.  BONHAM-CART^B  said,  he  was 
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in  favour  of  the  principle  on  which  the 
clause  was  framed  ;  but  should  prefer  the 
clause  of  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northumberland  (Mr.  W.  Beaumont)  had 
given  Notice— that  one  half  the  expense 
should  be  paid  out  of  the  rates. 

Me.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  that 
the  point  which  had  been  for  some  time 
under  discussion  was  undoubtedly  one  of 
yery  considerable  importance  ;  but  as  that 
point  had  no  reference  to  corrupt  prac- 
tices, he  thought  the  proposed  clause 
would  be  very  much  out  of  place  in  that 
Bill.  The  principle  of  the  clause  was  one 
which  deserved  more  consideration  than 
could  be  given  to  it  on  the  present  occa- 
sion. It  might  be  said  that  the  counties 
and  boroughs  ought  to  bear  the  expenses 
of  the  elections;  but  he  thought  that 
principle  was  open  to  question.  Suppose 
a  Member  of  Parliament  accepted  an  office 
in  the  Government,  his  appointment  to 
which  made  it  necessary  that  he  should 
go  to  his  constituents,  ought  the  expenses 
of  the  election  to  be  charged  on  the  county 
or  the  borough,  as  the  case  might  be  ? 

Me.  J.  STUART  MILL:  Is  it  fair  or 
reasonable  to  take  advantage  of  a  technical 
difficulty  in  order  to  leave  a  question  of 
this  sort  undecided  until  after  the  next 
election  ?  If  in  a  purely  legal  point  of 
view  it  does  not  belong  to  the  subject  of 
corrupt  practices,  yet  it  belongs  to  a  sys- 
tem of  measures  of  which  that  relating  to 
corrupt  practices  is  the  completion.  Un- 
less it  be  agreed  to,  the  system  will  be 
left  incomplete,  and  the  Reform  Act  will, 
in  some  important  respects,  actually  de- 
teriorate the  representation,  for  its  prac- 
tical eflfect  will  be  to  bring  us  nearer  to 
a  plutocracy  than  we  ever  have  been 
before.  I  would  most  earnestly  appeal 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Suffolk  (Mr. 
Corrance),  who  has  made  so  excellent  a 
speech  in  favour  of  the  proposition,  to  put 
for  the  present  in  abeyance  his  objections 
to  any  additional  burthen  on  the  local 
rates  —  objections  in  which,  as  I  have 
stated  on  a  former  occasion,  I  in  part 
agree,  and  which  will  certainly,  with  the 
whole  subject  of  the  incidence  of  rates, 
come  under  the  early  consideration  of  the 
new  Parliament.  I  beg  him  to  trust  the 
fairness  and  sense  of  justice  of  the  future 
House  of  Commons,  and  not  to  resist  a 
provision  required  for  the  beneficial  work- 
ing of  our  political  institutions,  because  it 
involves  a  very  small,  and  probably  tem- 
porary, addition  to  the  local  expenditure. 

Mb.  CORRANCE  said,  to  the  proposal 


made  there  was  but  one  objection  he  could 
entertain — that  it  fell  upon  one  kind  of 
property,  and  not  upon  the  whole,  as  it 
ought.  Hon.  Gentleman  had  promised 
their  assistance  to  remove  that,  and  he 
closed  with  the  offer  held  out,  and  should 
doim  it  in  due  time  and  place,  and  upon 
that  distinct  understanding  he  would  give 
his  vote. 

Mr.  W.  B.  BEAUMONT,  while  pre- 
ferring  his  own  proposal,  would  give  his 
support  to  the  second  reading  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Brighton's  clause. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  it 
would  no  doubt  be  agreeable  enough  to" 
Members  not  to  be  called  upon  to  pay 
these  expenses ;  but  it  should  be  remem- 
bered that  the  county  rates  were  very 
heavy,  and  the  borough  rates  so  over- 
powering that  in  many  places  they  could 
hardly  be  collected.  Yet  they  were  now 
asked  to  pass  a  clause  which  was  admitted 
to  have  nothing  to  do  with  corrupt  prac- 
tices—the proper  subject  of  this  Bill.  Far 
from  lowering  the  expenses,  it  would  in 
all  probability  increase  them  by  diminish- 
ing the  interest  of  individual  candidates 
to  keep  them  down. 

Mb.  white  did  not  hesitate  to  say 
that,  taking  into  consideration  the  economy 
which  would  be  practised  if  this  charge 
were  forced  upon  the  constituencies,  the 
burden  on  the  property  of  the  country 
would  not  exceed  \^d.  in  the  pound. 

Mb.  THOMSON  HANKET  expressed 
his  opinion  that  the  Government  were 
acting  disgracefully  in  raising  technical 
objections  to  the  clause,  which  would  cer- 
tainly receive  his  hearty  support.  This 
was  the  first  occasion  on  which  any 
attempt  had  been  made  to  diminish  the 
expenditure  at  elections. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Clause  be  read 
a  second  time.'' 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  t8; 
Noes  69  :  Majority  9. 

Mb.  W.  B.  BEAUMONT  moved  an 
Amendment  in  the  hon.  Member  for ' 
Brighton's  clause  as  to  expenses  of  return- 
ing officers,  &c.,  to  the  effect  that  oiie- 
half  of  these  expenses  shall  be  paid  out  of 
the  rates. 

Mb.  BAINES  trusted  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northumberland  (Mr.  W.  B.  Beaumont) 
would  not  persevere  with  his  Motion, 
which  was  founded  half  in  injustice  and 
half  in  justice.  The  whole  of  the  official 
expenses  at  municipal  elections  were  paid 
out  of  (he  borough  rates. 

Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


1451  mctim  PetMoM  [COWiOKB] 


and  Corrupt 


1452 


Mb.  FAWCETT  said,  he  was  under 
the  impression  that  there  had  heen  a  dis- 
tinct understanding  between  himself  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northumberland  to 
the  effect  that  if  his  scheme  were  rejected 
the  hon.  Member  should  introduce  his 
Amendment.  On  his  part,  he  promised 
that,  in  the  event  of  his  own  proposal 
being  rejected,  he  would  vote  for  that  of 
his  hon.  Friend.  He  was  somewhat  sur- 
prised to  find,  therefore,  that  his  hon. 
Friend  had  now  deemed  it  necessary  to 
bring  forward  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  monk  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  W.  B.  Beaumont)  would  not  with- 
draw his  Amendment.  He  should  not 
have  voted  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  if  he  had  not  understood  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northumberland 
intended,  if  the  clause  were  carried,  to 
move  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  M.  T.  BASS  said,  he  could  not  see 
that  there  had  been  any  misunderstanding 
in  the  matter.  He  trusted  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northumberland  would  not 
press  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  was  also  of  opinion 
that  there  had  been  no  violation  of  any 
understanding ;  but  at  the  same  time  urged 
the  withdrawal  of  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  that  they  had  been 
told  that  Gentleman  went  down  to  con- 
stituencies ticketed  at  the  amount  of 
money  they  could  spend.  He  never  heard 
of  that  before  ;  but  the  authority  wns  so 
good,  he  daresay  the  statement  was  true. 
If  a  candidate  were  saved  the  necessary 
expenses  of  an  election,  he  would  have  so 
much  more  money  to  spend  in  bribery. 

Mb.  W.  B.  BEAUMONT  said,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum, 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  objected  to  the  proviso 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Fawcett)  providing  that  no  candidate 
should  be  named  unless  before  the  day  of 
nomination  he  should  have  deposited 
£100  with  the  returning  officer.  A  pro- 
posal of  that  nature  proceeding  from  the 
Liberal  side  of  the  House  was  calculated 
tojnake  hon.  Members'  hair  staud  on  end. 
It  was  the  common  right  of  the  electors  at 
an  election  to  nominate  anybody  who  was 
a  subject  of  the  Queen  and  of  full  age  as 
a  candidate  for  the  constituency. 

Mb.  J.  STTJART  MILL  said,  the  House 
would  be  glad  to  learn  that  anyone  could 
be  nominated  and  elected  who  was  not  in 
possession  of  £100,  but  whose  friends  were 
willing  to  put  down  £100  for  him. 

Mr,  Bainea 


Mb.  LIDBELL  said,  he  doubted  who 
ther  it  was  competent  for  the  House,  ex- / 
cept  in  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,/ 
to  impose  burdens  upon  rates,  as  had  beeai 
done  by  the  last  division.  \ 

The  chairman  intimated  that  tha^ 
vote  was  quite  in  Order. 

Viscount  MILTON  said,  the  elaoae 
which  had  just  been  agreed  to  contained 
no  reference  to  the  county  of  York  or 
those  other  counties  which  were  split  up 
into  divisions.  He  moved  the  addition  at 
the  end  of  the  clause  of  the  words —  ^ 

"  Provided  always  that  in  case  the  ooaotj  at 
which  the  county  rate  ii  made  is  or  sbaU  be  di- 
Tided  into  two  or  more  parts  for  Parliamentaiy 
representation,  then  the  same  expenses  shaU  b« 
charged  and  defrayed  by  and  out  of  the  ooonty 
rate  levied  for  that  part  of  the  county  for  which 
the  election  takes  place." 

The  CHANCELLOE  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  thought  the  principle  of  the 
Amendment  was  sound,  as  it  would  be 
unjust  to  saddle  a  whole  county  with  the 
expense  of  an  election  for  one  of  its  divi* 
sions,  But  in  most  counties  at  present  ] 
the  county  rate  was  indivisible,  and  there 
was  no  machinery  for  separating  it.  It 
would,  therefore,  be  necessary  to  add  some 
words  to  the  Amendment  to  provide  ma- 
chinery for  dividing  the  rate. 

Mb.  W.  B.  BEAUMONT  said,  there 
were  many  parishes  that  were  partly  in 
one  division  and  partly  in  another. 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  regarded  this  as  an  \ 
example  of  the  difficulties  in  which  the 
House  had  involved  itself  by  accepting 
the  clause.  He  approved  of  the  principle 
of  the  Amendment ;  but  he  suggested 
that  the  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Milton) 
should  withdraw  it  for  the  present,  and  \ 
bring  it  up  in  a  more  practicable  form  at 
a  future  stage  of  the  Bill. 

TffiE  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  said,  the 
whole  question  was  one  of  policy,  not  of 
words.  The  difficulty  of  dividing  the 
rates  would  apply  not  only  to  counties  but 
even  to  certain  boroughs,  where  the  pa- 
rishes were  not  conterminous  with  the 
borough.  There  was  neither  time  nor 
opportunity  to  carry  into  eflTect  a  policy  of 
this  kind,  nor  had  the  House  given  suffi- 
cient consideration  to  the  subject. 

Mb.  SEBJEAJfTT  GASELEE  believed,  that 
where  there  was  a  will  there  was  a  way, 
would  not  be  frightened  by  the  time  argu- 
ment, and  would  leave  the  counties  to  pay 
for  divisional  electioDs  rather  than  sacrifice 
the  clause  that  had  been  carried. 

Mb.  LEEMAN,  as  a  practical  man, 
said,  there  was  no  difficulty  whatever  in 
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arranging  the  matter  and  properly  appor- 
tioning tne  county  rate. 

Mb.  LOCKE  also  thonght  that  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  in  apportioning  the 
expenses  among  the  different  districts  of  a 
county. 

Me.  CHILDERS  said,  the  Committee 
had  passed  by  a  small  majority,  but  after 
a  considerable  discussion,  a  very  important 
clause,  involving  a  new  principle,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  undesirable  that  they 
should  now  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
matters  of  detail.  He  would  therefore 
suggest  that  the  noble  Lord  (Viscount 
Milton)  should  withdraw  his  Amendment, 
and  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
(Mr.  Fawcett)  should  allow  the  proviso  to 
be  struck  out  of  the  clause  on  the  under- 
standing that  upon  the  Eeport  these  two 
questions  would  be  fully  considered,  and 
provision  made  respecting  them. 

Me.  WYLD  observed,  that  many  hon. 

Members  had  voted  for  the  clause  who 

!  would  not  have  voted  for  the  proviso. 

He  himself  was  under  the  impression  that 

he  was  voting  for  the  clause  alone. 

YiscoTJNT  MILTON  expressed  his  readi- 
ness to  withdraw  his  Amendment,  with  a 
view  to  afford  an  opportunity  for  a  more 
pareful  consideration  of  the  subject. 

I     Amendment  wUhdrawn, 

Me.  fawcett  intimated,  that  he 
would  not  press  his  proviso  at  that  moment 
if  it  were  understood  that  they  should 
hereafter  have  an  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing an  amended  proposal  for  the  attain- 
ment of  the  same  object.  If  hon.  Members 
should  think  it  a  better  arrangement  he 
would  have  no  objection  to  provide  that 
the  £100  should  be  deposited  when  a  poll 
was  demanded. 

Mb.  WHITBBEAB  observed,  that  if 
the  clause  had  been  proposed  without  that 
proviso  there  were  many  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  would  not  have  voted  for  it.  He 
therefore  suggested  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Brighton  should  withdraw  the  clause 
as  a  whole,  and  bring  up  a  new  one  on  the 
Keport. 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  thought  that, 
before  consenting  to  have  the  clause  in- 
serted in  the  Bill,  the  Committee  should 
have  a  guarantee  that  some  proviso  would 
be  inserted  in  it  to  prevent  candidates  who 
had  no  bond  fide  intention  of  contesting  a 
seat  from  standing  up  on  the  hustings, 
getting  themselves  nominated,  and  then 
leaving  the  county  or  the  borough  to  pay 
the  expenses. 


Mb.  BOUYEEIE  moved  the  omission 
of  the  proviso  from  the  clause. 

Mb.  HENLET  thought  the  proviso  was 
a  material  element  in  the  clause.  The 
Committee  were  now  asked  to  set  aside 
the  proviso  and,  for  the  present,  to  take 
the  clause  without  it.  He  believed  that 
there  were  many  Members  who  would  not 
have  voted  for  the  clause  without  the  pro- 
viso. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  observed,  that  inas- 
much as  the  clause  had  not  yet  been  added 
to  the  Bill  nothing  had  been  done  to  em- 
barrass the  Committee.  He,  and  he  be- 
lieved many  other  Members,  had  voted  for 
the  clause  without  the  slightest  idea  that 
they  voted  for  the  proviso.  They  had  no 
notion  when  voting  that  the  principle 
which  they  wished  to  affirm  had  been  re- 
duced to  a  practical  shape. 

Mr.  REPTON  concurred  in  the  view 
taken  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr,  Henley). 

Mb.  ATRTON  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Brighton  ought  to  make  a  state- 
ment of  his  plan. 

Mr.  fawcett  explained,  that  his 
whole  speech  in  moving  the  clause  was 
based  upon  the  supposition  that  the  pro- 
viso was  to  form  a  part  of  the  clause.  He 
would  withdraw  the  proviso,  in  order  to 
bring  it  up  in  an  amended  form  on  the 
Report. 

Proviso,  by  leave,  withdrawn.       j 

Question  put,  '*  That  the    Clause,  as  \ 
amended,  be  added  to  the  Bill."  i 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  84; 
Noes  76  :  Majority  8. 

Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  clay  said,  the  object  of  the 
declaration  he  proposed  was  to  make  it 
impossible  for  a  gentleman  to  commit 
bribery  and  to  hold  up  his  head  after- 
wards. He  desired  to  make  bribery  an 
offence  for  which  a  man  should  be  black- 
balled at  his  club  and  cut  by  his 
friends,  for  in  that  way  alone  could  a 
proper  stigma  be  attached  to  the  offence. 
It  was  said  that  the  declaration  would 
catch  the  man  with  the  sensitive  con- 
science and  not  the  unscrupulous  man  ; 
but  he  must  indeed  be  an  unscrupulous 
man  who  could  deliberately  make  the 
declaration  at  the  table,  knowing  that  it 
was  false,  and  that  its  falsity  was  known 
to  many  others — those  others  his  intimate 
friends  and  supporters.  Some  years  ago, 
when  he  made  a  similar  proposal,  his  hon. 


y 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1465 


JSleetian  Petitiotu 


ICOVKONSI 


^..  BM. 


1456 


Friend  the  Member  for  Kottiogliam  (Mr. 
Osborne),  in  one  of  his  most  effectiye 
stage  whispers,  expressed  wonder  that  he 
coald  be  so  green.  He  was  simple  enough 
to  believe  that  the  House  of  Commons 
contained  the  pick,  not  only  of  the  intel- 
lect, but  of  the  honour  of  England.  To 
think  otherwise  would  be  treason  to  that 
great  Assembly,  the  having  been  a  Mem- 
ber of  which,  now  for  many  years,  had  been 
the  one  only,  and  highly-prized  illustration 
of  his  career.  But  if  a  man  made  the  de- 
claration falsely,  there  must  be  many  who 
were  acquainted  with  his  lie ;  and  if  he 
escaped  penalty,  he  could  not  escape 
disgrace,  unless  Englishmen  were  much 
changed  indeed.  Some  years  ago  he  pro- 
posed that  making  a  false  declaration 
should  be  treated  as  perjury ;  but  on  fur- 
ther consideration  he  thought  it  better  to 
attach  a  penalty,  to  be  given  to  the  in- 
former. He  did  not  care  about  the  amount, 
wishing  it  to  be  understood  that  it  was 
not  imposed  as  a  punishment ;  for  a  man 
I  who  had  spent  a  large  sum  would  think 
\  little  of  an  extra  £500.  All  he  wanted 
was  to  offer  a  sufficient  inducement  to  any 
one  acquainted  with  the  falsehood  to  come 
forward  and  expose  it.  By  these  means 
alone  should  we  make  the  offence  disgrace- 
ful and  unworthy  of  a  gentleman;  and 
when  we  had  made  it  so,  he  was  certain  it 
would  not  be  committed  by  Members  of 
the  House. 

Clause  (Declaration  to  be  subscribed  by 
Members,)— (J/r.  Clay,) — brought  up,  and 
read  the  ffrst  time. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  he 
hoped  the  Qovemment  would  not  accept 
the  clause.  They  should  pause  before 
establishing  new  declarations  like  this 
when  they  had  only  just  been  engaged  in 
abolishing  a  lot  of  the  old  promissory  oaths, 
lie  believed  that  such  declarations  were 
only  traps  for  tender  consciences.  They 
all  knew  when  gentlemen  had  to  make  an 
oath  that  they  had  sufficient  property 
qualification,  that  such  oaths  were  con- 
stantly taken  by  persons  who  had  not  the 
qualification. 

The  solicitor  GENEEAL  said,  the 
Government  would  oppose  the  clause  on 
the  simple  ground  that  these  declarations 
had  been  very  often  tried  and  had  in- 
variably failed.  They  were,  in  fact,  merely 
a  means  of  putting  difficulties  in  the  way 
0  f  tender  consciences.  Another  reason  why 
he  opposed  the  clause  was  that  the  hon. 
Member  who  proposed  it  (Mr.  Clay)  did 
Mr.  Clay 


not  trust  hon.  Members  or  believe  thai 
they  would  take  it  truly,  but  threatened 
to  impose  a  penalty  upon  those  who  took 
it  improperly.  The  penalty  coald  not  be 
exacted  until  a  man  had  been  convicted  of 
bribery,  and  then  he  would  be  sufficiently 
punished,  for  he  would  be  excluded  from 
the  House  for  seven  years  and  liable  to 
imprisonment.  The  declaration  would 
only  suffice  to  keep  out  of  the  Hooae 
persons  who  might  be  afraid  of  the 
slightest  accusation  being  brought  against 
them,  and  making  them  feel  they  were 
henceforth  unfit  for  the  society  of  gentle- 
men. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  it  was 
no  great  compliment  to  the  House  to  re- 
present that  it  consisted  of  persons  whom 
a  declaration  upon  honour  would  not  bind. 
He  himself  thought  a  declaration  on 
honour  would  bind  the  Members  of  the 
House,  provided  it  was  imposed  with  a 
serious  intention  of  doing  so.  It  had 
been  too  much  the  fashion  to  r^ard  these 
declarations  as  mere  forms ;  but  they  were 
so  only  when  the  engagement  which  they 
made  was  one  which  opinion  did  not 
really  desire  to  enforce.  The  object 
should  be  to  impress  upon  Members 
that  the  House  was  really  in  earnest  and 
meant  the  declaration  to  be  a  sincere  one.. 
That  object  was  sought  to  be  obtained  byi 
the  penalty  of  £500,  and  he  thought  this 
would  be  a  means  of  enforcing  the  de- 
claration. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  suggested  that  a 
Member  who  could  not  subscribe  to  the 
declaration  might  wait  until  the  time  for 
the  presentation  of  Petitions  was  passed. 

Mb.  clay  denied  that  a  declaration 
had  been  tried  and  failed.  No  man  could 
take  this  declaration  falsely  without  know- 
ing it  to  be  false  and  without  knowing 
that  the  fact  must  be  within  the  knowledge 
of  others.  When  a  man  entered  Parlia- 
ment with  a  property  qualification  sup- 
plied to  him  by  others  for  the  purpose, 
the  qualification  was  real  and  not  fictitious, 
and  the  Member,  therefore,  could  honestly 
make  the  declaration  that  used  to  be  re- 
quired. That  a  man  was  thus  trusted 
with  a  property  which  he  might  appro- 
priate to  himself — and  there  was  a  case  in 
which  this  had  been  done  —  was  primd 
facie  evidence  that  he  was  a  man  of 
honour. 

Mb.  KEATE  said,  he  thought  the  de- 
claration would  not  meet  the  worst  cases 
— those  of  boroughs,  where  it  was  well- 
known  votes  were  bought,  for  the  man 
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-who  informed  would  be  considered  the 
basest  of  men. 

Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  the 
strongest  practical  argument  in  favour  of 
this  declaration  was  that  it  would  protect 
candidates  against  the  election  agents.  A 
man  might  go  down  to  contest  a  borough 
and  tell  his  agents  and  canvassers  that  he 
intended  to  do  so  honourably  and  honestly. 
Under  the  old  system  agents  might  bribe 
unknown  to  the  candidate  until  he  received 
his  election  bills.  The  candidate  in  future, 
however,  would  be  unable  to  take  advan- 
tage of  this  device,  because  he  would  be 
unable  to  make  the  declaration. 

Me.  AYRTON  said,  the  great  difficulty 
was  to  find  words  which  would  attain  the 
object.  He  could  not  conceive  of  words 
more  cleverly  suggestive  of  scruples  and 
difficulties  to  conscientious  men  than  the 
words  of  the  clause.  The  declaration 
went  beyond  the  only  matter  they  had  to 
consider,  which  was  whether  a  man  had 
done  anything  to  disqualify  him  ^m 
sitting  in  the  House  Any  declaration 
beyond  that  was  one  they  had  no  right  to 
ask  a  man  to  make.  In  one  of  the  grossest 
oases  of  bribery  that  ever  occurred  the 
candidate  was  out  of  England  at  the  time 
of  the  election ;  and  the  tendency  of  the 
clause  would  be  to  encourage  the  system 
of  a  candidate  keeping  aloof  from  the  elec- 
tion, and  of  its  being  understood  that  it 
was  the  express  duty  of  everybody  about 
him  to  say  nothing  to  him  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  SCHREIBER  regarded  the  de- 
claration as  a  protective  in  certain  respects, 
which  might  prove  advantageous. 

Mr.  M.  T.  bass  felt  persuaded  that 
every  clause  of  the  Bill  might  be  dispensed 
with  if  the  one  now  under  discussion  were 


Sir  FRANCIS  GOLDSMID  said,  he 
thought  the  clause  would  lower  the  cha- 
racter of  candidates  by  deterring  the  con- 
scientious from  candidature.  He  wondered 
anyone  should  attach  importance  to  de- 
clarations of  this  kind,  when  officers  con- 
stantly made  and  violated  the  declaration 
that  they  would  not  pay  anything  more 
than  the  regulation  price  for  their  com- 
missions. 

Mr.  p.  WYKEHAM  MARTIN  said, 
the  declaration  would  let  in  everybody 
who  had  no  regard  for  their  word,  and 
would  keep  out  the  conscientious. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  that  unless  he 
could  induce  the  Committee  to  assist  him 
he  saw  considerable  difficulties  in  the  way 
of  the  progress  of  the  Bill.     Adopting  the 


view  of  the  Solicitor  General,  he  did  not 
wish  to  discuss  the  particular  point  before 
the  Committee.  He  wished  to  induce  hon. 
Members  who  had  clauses  to  consent  to 
the  Bill  being  reported,  and  to  bring  them 
up  on  the  Report.  He  could  assure  the 
iOommittee  that  the  nicest  calculation  had 
been  made  on  this  matter,  and  it  was  of 
the  utmost  importance  to  the  progress  of 
of  the  Bill  that  that  course  should  be 
adopted.  Examining  the  Amendments  he 
fiz^  upon  three  of  importance  in  which 
it  was  desirable  the  Committee  should  ex- 
press an  opinion.  They  were  those  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Reading  (Sir 
Francis  GK)ldsmicl),  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett),  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  Clay).  They  had 
yet  to  consider  a  most  difficult  question — 
the  application  of  the  Bill  to  Scotland  and 
Ireland.  This  was  now  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Government,  and  he  was 
by  no  means  without  hope  that  they  would 
be  able  on  the  Report  to  make  a  proposi- 
tion which  would  be  satisfactory.  If  the 
Committee,  after  deciding  the  issue  now 
before  it,  would  consent  to  report  the  Bill, 
and  to  take  the  other  Amendments  on  the 
Report  that  would  immensely  facilitate  the 
progress  of  the  Bill,  and  he  should  not  de- 
spair of  carrying  it. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Clause  be  read 
a  second  time." 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  45; 
Noes  85  :  Majority  40. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Wedneeday  next,  and  to  be 
pHnted.   [Bill  248.] 

SAIKI    MART    SOMXBSEX'S    CHXTBCH,    LOKDON, 
BILL. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommiUed  to  a 
Select  Committee  of  Eight  Members:  —  Mr. 
BiNTUfOK,  Mr.  Thomas  Ghaiibibs,  Mr.  Waldb- 
oratb-Lbsux,  Lord  Johh  Mahnxhs,  Mr.  Craw« 
voRD,  Mr.  Tits,  Mr.  Aldxbman  Lawbbnoe,  and 
Mr.  Powbll  : — Three  to  be  the  quorum : — Leaye 
glren  to  the  Committee  to  sit  upon  Mondaj. 


TENUBB  AMD  IMPBOTBMEin?  OF  LAHD,  &0, 

(raELAim)  bill. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Riabdbv,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  Tenure  and  Improyement  of 
Land,  the  sale  and  purchase  of  Land  and  Tenants' 
interests,  and  the  reclamation  of  Waste  Lands  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  bj  Mr.  Riabdiit 
and  Mr.  Mxohabl  Bass. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  the  Arst  time.rBill  244.; 
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SCHOOLS  AKD  TBAlKnre  FAOTOBIXS  (iEELIND) 
BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Riabdin,  Bill  for  the  Es- 
tablishment of  Primary  and  Industrial  Schools 
and  Training  Faotories  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be 
broagbt  in  by  Mr.  Riardin  and  Mr.  Liadib. 
BiUprvMti^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  245.] 

Hoofe  a^ioiinied  at  Fire  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS. 
Mondaf/,  July  20,  1868. 

MINUTES^  — PuBuo  Bills— /Vr«<  Reading^ 
Danube  Works  Loan*  (273);  Drainage  and 
ImproTcment  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supplemental 
(No.  4)*  (273);  Colonial  Shipping  •  (274). 

Second  Keading  —  Courts  of  Chancery  and  Ex- 
chequer (Ireland)  Fee  Funds*  (171);  Public 
Schools  (262) ;  Tithe  Commutation,  ^.  Acts 
Amendment*  (256);  Municipal  Elections 
(Scotland)*  (263);  Public  Departments  Pay- 
ments *  (264) ;  Sir  Robert  Napier's  Annuity* 
(265)  ;  Marriages  VaUditj  (Blakedown)  *  (271) ; 
New  Zealand  Company*  (154) ;  Turnpike  Acts 
Continuance*  (253, and  passed). 

CommiUee  —  Court  of  Session  (Scotland)  *  (246- 
275). 

Report  —  Burials  (Ireland)  (269) ;  Bankruptcy 
Act  Amendment  *  (270). 

Third  Reading  —  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  * 
(259) ;  Contagious  Diseases  Act  (1866)  Amend- 
ment* (229);  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  Ac- 
counts Audit*  (287);  Court  of  Justiciary 
(Scotfand)*  (232) ;  Ecclesiastical  Buildings 
and  Glebes  (Scotland)*  (233),  Kti^pa$ted, 

ARMY  OF  ABYSSINIA  (VOTE  OF 
THANKS). 

The  LoBB  Chancellob  acqaainted  the 
House,  That  he  had  received  a  Letter 
from  Lieut. -Qeneral  Lord  Napier  of  Mag- 
dala,  G.C.B.,  G.C.S.I.,  in  return  to  the 
Thanks  of  this  House  and  to  the  Besolu- 
tions  of  the  2d  Instant,  communicated  to 
him  in  ohedience  to  an  Order  of  this  House 
of  the  said  2d  Instant :  The  said  Letter 
being  read  as  follows : — 

**  49,  Cleyeland  Square,  Hyde  Park,  July  18. 
"  My  Lord, — I  have  the  honour  to  acknowledge 
the  receipt  of  your  letter,  dated  July  6th,  com- 
municating  to  me  the  resolution  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  conreying  the  thanks  of  the  House  to  my- 
self and  to  Commodore  Heath,  C.B.,  Major-6e- 
neral  Sir  C.  Stareley,  K.C.B.,  Migor-General 
George  Malcolm,  C.B.,  Major-General  £.  L. 
Bussell,  and  Brigadier-Greneral  W.  Merewether, 
C.B.,  and  also  the  other  ofiBcers  of  the  navy  and 
army.  I  have  received  the  thanks  of  the  House 
of  Lords  with  a  profound  sense  of  the  honour 
conferred  upon  me  and  also  upon  the  other  oflQ- 


cers,  the  petty  olBoers,  and  the  non-oommissioned 
officers  and  men  of  the  navy  and  army  engaged  in 
the  Abyssinian  Expedition. 

"  I  have  taken  the  requisite  steps  to  transmit 
the  resolution  to  the  officers  named,  and  to  oom- 
munioate  it  to  the  several  officers  of  the  army  and 
navy  referred  to. 

'*  I  regret  extremely  that  this  oommnnicaiioB 
should  have  been  accidentally  delayed. 

"  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  my  Lord,  your  most 
obedient  servant, 

"NAPIER  OF  MAGDALA. 

«  To  the  Right  Hon.  the  Lord  Chancellor." 

Was  Ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table,  and  to 
be  entered  on  the  Journals. 


THE  CANNING  STATUE.— QUESTION. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  inquired  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  What  Steps  it  is 
proposed  to  take  with  a  View  to  replace 
on  a  fitting  Site  the  Statue  of  Mr.  Canning, 
in  accordance  with  the  general  Opinion 
expressed  last  Session  in  the  House  against 
that  on  which  it  stands  at  present  ?  The 
removal  of  the  statue  last  year  was  con- 
demned as  an  unwarranted  though  unin- 
tended diminution  of  the  honour  which 
had  been  paid  to  Mr.  Canning.  He  had 
since  heard  ascribed  to  the  Public  Works 
Department  the  opinion  that  though  the 
statue  could  not  be  replaced  upon  the 
site  it  had  previously  occupiedi  it  would 
probably  be  placed  in  the  centre  of  the 
open  space  and  a  few  yards  behind  where 
it  formerly  stood. 

The  Eakl  op  MALMESBURY  said, 
that  none  of  their  Lordships  could  have 
the  slightest  doubt  of  the  disposition  of 
the  present  or  of  any  Government  to  com- 
ply as  much  as  possible  with  the  public 
taste  in  reference  to  such  a  matter  s 
that  to  which  the  noble  Lord's  Question 
related ;  but  the  difficulty  was  to  ascertain 
what  that  taste  was.  They  aU  remem- 
bered the  old  proverb,  Be  gmtihus  non  est 
dUputandum  ;  and  it  was  extremely  diffi- 
cult for  any  Government  to  ascertain  pre- 
cisely, amid  the  discordant  opinions  pre- 
valent in  such  cases,  what  would  really 
be  the  best  course  to  follow.  But,  as 
to  the  facts^  he  could  inform  the  noble 
Lord  that,  after  the  conversation  with 
respect  to  the  statue  of  Mr.  Canning  last 
year,  the  subject  was  again  discussed  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  which  decided  by 
a  large  majority  that  the  present  site  was 
the  one  most  desirable.  The  noble  Lord 
seemed  not  to  agree  in  this ;  but  that  was 
the  information  he  derived  from  the  best 
authority— the  Office  of  Public  Works, 
Subsequently  to  that,  in  a  conversation 
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with  Lord  John  Manners,  Mr.  Westmacott 
also  approved  the  present  site.  When 
Lord  John  Manners  asked  this  year  for  a 
sum  of  £1,000  for  the  arrangement  of  the 
ground  in  ^ont  of  which  the  statue  stood, 
no  ohjection  was  taken  to  the  present  posi- 
tion of  the  statue,  although  Lord  John 
Manners  referred  to  the  matter.  The 
Government,  therefore,  concluded  that  the 
present  site  was  agreeahle  to  the  public  ; 
nor  had  they  received  any  remonstrances 
on  the  subject  from  the  family  or  admirers 
of  the  late  Mr.  Canning,  which  would 
certainly  be  attended  to  and  treated  with 
respect.  There  was  a  great  difference  be- 
tween the  circumstances  of  the  case  now 
and  last  year,  when  the  conversation  to 
which  he  had  alluded  took  place.  Then 
all  the  space  which  was  now  very  hand- 
somely enclosed  was  a  sort  of  wilderness, 
and  the  statue  looked  as  if  it  had  been 
disrespectfully  put  out  of  view.  But  now 
the  aspect  of  the  place  was  quite  changed; 
and,  considering  the  general  appearance 
of  the  ground,  he  could  not  agree  with 
the  noble  Lord  that  there  was  anything 
in  the  position  of  the  statue  of  which 
complaint  could  justly  be  made. 

YiscoTJirr  STRATFORD  DE  RED- 
CLIFFE  admitted  that  an  improvement 
had  been  effected  in  the  appearance  of  the 
ground  since  last  year,  but  still  thought 
the  position  of  the  statue  not  satisfactory. 
In  these  matters  there  was  something  to 
be  considered  which  was  far  beyond  mere 
family  feeling ;  for  the  memoiy  of  its 
departed  great  men  was  the  heirloom  of 
the  nation.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the 
expression  of  the  opinion  of  the  House  in 
regard  to  this  statue  last  year  would  re- 
ceive due  attention. 


PUBLIC  SCHOOLS  BILL.HN0.  3j52.) 
(The  Earl  0/  Derby.) 

SECOND   BEADIKO, 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  Eakl  op  DERBY:  My  Lords,  I 
could  hardly  have  acceded  to  the  request 
made  to  me  by  some  of  my  noble  Friends 
near  me  that  I  should  move  the  second 
reading  of  the  Public  Schools  Bill  unless 
I  had  felt  sure  that  at  this  stage  it  was  not 
likely  to  meet  with  opposition,  or  to  give 
rise  to  any  detailed  discussion.  It  is 
difficult  to  imagine  how  any  measure  ever 
presented  to  your  Lordships'  consideration 
could   have    undergone    more    thorough 


examination  or  have  received  in  its  main 
principles  more  complete  sanction  than  the 
Bill  to  which  I  have  now  to  ask  you  to 
give  a  second  reading.     I  would  venture 
to  remind  your  Lordships  that  in  the  year 
1862  Her  Majesty  was  pleased  to  issue  a 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  manage- 
ment of  the  nine  principal  Schools  of  this 
country.     That  Commission  was  presided 
over  by  a  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Clarendon) 
whom  I  see  opposite,  who  conducted  the 
inquiry  with  very  great  ability  and  very 
great  £ligence;  and  two  other  noble  Lords^ 
Friends  of  mine,  were  also  distinguished 
Members  of  it.     The. Commission  sat  for, 
I  think,  a  period  of  two  years  ;  it  examined 
locally  all  the  authorities  and  all  the  per- 
sons   principally    connected    with    those 
various  establishments,  and  nothing  could 
have  been  more  searching  or  more  complete 
than  the  examination  and  inquiry  which 
they  then  made.     They  presented  in  the 
year  1864  a  very  comprehensive  Report; 
and  I  am  bound  to  say   that  whatever 
changes  have  since  been  made,  and  what- 
ever investigations  have  since  taken  place, 
in  the  main  the  measure  now  submitted  to 
your  Lordships'  consideration  is  founded 
on  the    recommendations  made  by  that 
Commission.     One  of  the  points  to  which 
I  believe  the  Commission  agreed  in  attach- 
ing great  importance— namely,  that  under 
the  system  now  pursued  at  the  Public 
Schools  too  exclusive  an  attention  is  given 
to  the  study  of  Greek  and  Latin,  and  too 
little  attention  to  the  modern  languages.  I 
should  be  the  last  to  deprecate  the  study  of 
the  classical  languages ;  but  the  Commis- 
sioners have  been  much  misunderstood  if  it 
be  supposed  that  their  object,  in  recommend- 
ing a  larger  introduction  of  modem  lan- 
guages, was  to  lower  the  standard  of  the 
Public  Schools  as  a  preparation  for  the 
Universities,  although  they  thought  that 
other  branches  of   instruction  might  be 
usefully  introduced.    Before  I  go  f^her, 
I  would  remark  that,  although  no  imme- 
diate result  in  a  Parliamentary  or  legisla- 
tive sense  followed  upon  the  Report  yet 
that    the  labours  of  the  Commissioners 
were  by  no  means  fruitless.     In  regard  to 
one  of  the  Schools  upon  which  the  Com- 
missioners reported  m  some  respects  un- 
favourably— the  great  school  at  Eton  — 
a  new  Head  Master,  who  is  a  relative  of 
mine,  has  been  appointed,  and  I  rejoice  in 
the  amendment  which  has  been  apparent 
in  that  school.     To  show  how  far  other 
branches  of  instruction  beyond  the  classical 
languages  have  been  introduced  I  will  read 
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a  few  lines  which  I  have  receiyed  from  the 
ProTost  of  Eton.     He  says — 

'*  There  are  at  present  861  boys  in  the  School. 
Of  these,  761  are  obliged  to  learn  French.  They 
hare  two  hours  a  week  at  lessons  and  a  French 
exercise.  Nearly  300  of  these  761  are  also  learn- 
ing physical  science  (physical  geography,  me- 
chanics, astronomy,  hydrostatics,  or  optics),  two 
hours  a  week  and  questions  to  answer.  The  first 
100  in  the  school  are  compelled  to  learn  some 
modem  language,  or  physical  science,  or  political 
economy.  Of  these,  28  are  learning  German,  1 1 
Italian,  6  physical  science,  7  political  economy, 
the  rest  French." 

This  Paper  shows  that  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Commisisioners  have  not  heen 
barren  of  results.  The  principal  recom- 
mendations of  the  Commissioners  refer  to 
the  regulation  of  the  new  Governing  Body 
to  which  is  intrusted  the  duty  of  making 
very  extensive  alterations,  partly  by  statute 
and  partly  by  regulations.  The  statutes 
of  the  schools  have  reference  to  the  founda- 
tion, endowmentSi  and  different  funda- 
mental rules  of  the  College  or  School. 
These  can  only  be  altered  by  the  authority 
of  the  Queen  in  Council,  after  due  and 
ample  notice  has  been  given  to  all  the 
parties  interested.  The  regulations,  as 
distinguished  from  the  statutes,  are  those 
which  principally  apply  to  the  discipline, 
studies*  and  numerous  details  of  the  School 
—  and  these  may  be  introduced  by  the 
Governing  Body  without  the  sanction  of 
an  Order  in  Council.  The  Commissioners 
proposed  to  carry  into  effect  the  alterations 
they  suggested ;  and  my  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Clarendon),  in  1865,  introduced  a 
Bill  of  an  important  character  to  give 
effect  to  these  recommendations.  In 
illustration  of  the  concurrence  of  opinion 
that  led  to  this  Bill,  I  may  state  tlmt,  on 
the  Motion  of  my  noble  Friend,  the  Bill 
was  referred  to  a  Committee  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House.  They  sat  and  took  evidence. 
They  allowed  all  the  Schools  to  be  repre- 
sented —  and  they  were  very  ably  repre- 
sented—before the  Committee.  I  had  the 
honour  of  being  a  member,  and  I  must  say 
that  I  never  sat  upon  a  Committee  which 
gave  a  more  dispassionate  and  industrious 
consideration  to  the  subject  referred  to 
them.  The  Committee  introduced  consi- 
derable alterations  into  the  plan.  The 
Commissioners  had  in  the  Schedule  of  the 
Bill  constituted  the  new  Governing  Body 
of  the  Schools.  That  was  thought  to  be 
going  too  far  in  interference  with  the  local 
and  internal  management  of  the  Schools, 
and  the  Committee,  with  the  ooncurrence 
of  my  noble  Friend,  struck  out  the  ^Qh^- 
The  jEarl  of  D^hy 


dule  which  constituted  the  new  Governing 
Body,  and  left  the  Gh)veming  Body  as  it 
had  previously  existed  ;  but  with  the 
power  of  recommending  reforms  in  their 
own  constitution.  In  order  to  carry  out 
those  reforms,  they  appointed  by  name  a 
number  of  Commissioners,  without  whose 
sanction  no  step  could  be  taken  by  the 
Governing  Body.  It  was  by  this  time 
rather  late  in  the  Session,  and  the  Bill 
was  not  carried  to  a  third  reading.     In 

1 866,  the  same  Bill  was  introduced  with 
no  modifications  whatever ;  but  at  the 
next  stage  an  alteration  introduced  by 
myself  was  carried  by  the  narrow  majority 
of  28  to  27,  which  took  away  from  the 
Commissioners  so  to  be  appointed  the 
power  of  altering  the  constitution  of  the 
Governing  Body,  unless  the  Governing 
Body  themselves  chose  to  make  the  altera- 
tion. I  thought  it  was  a  very  large  and  ex- 
tensive power  to  place  in  the  hands  of  the 
Commissioners — the  power  of  naming  the 
Governing  Body.  The  Bill  went  down  to 
the  Commons  at  the  close  of  the  Session 
of  1866 ;  but  at  that  period  of  the  Session 
there  was  but  small  chance  of  making 
successful  progress  with  it,  and  in  July 
the  Order  was  discharged.  In  1 867,  when 
I  had  the  honour  of  being  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,  I  thought  it  my  duty  to 
introduce  the  Bill  precisely  in  the  form 
in  which  it  had  received  the  assent  of 
your  Lordships.  Then  came  the  question 
of  vesting  in  the  Commissioners  the  power 
of  altering  the  constitution  of  the  Govern- 
ing Body  ;  and,  although  I  still  thought 
it  better  to  send  down  precisely  the  same 
Bill,  yet  I  said  that  if  the  Commons 
thought  fit  to  make  any  alteration  on  that 
point  I  should  not  feel  that  I  was  bound 
to  offer  any  opposition  to  such  Amend- 
ments. That  Bill  was  sent  down  early  in 
the  year— in  fact,  in  the  month  of  March, 

1867.  Tour  Lordships  know  the  import- 
ance of  the  various  subjects  which  en- 
gaged the  attention  of  the  other  House 
during  the  whole  of  last  Session,  audit 
is  not  surprising  that  that  House  had  not 
time  to  take  this  and  other  important 
measures  into  its  consideration.  Again,  in 
tbe  present  year,  other  Bills  connected 
with  the  great  measure  of  last  year  have 
been  submitted  to  the  House  of  Commonsi 
together  with  other  questions  more  or  less 
apropos,  of  which  I  shall  say  nothing, 
except  that  they  occupied  a  great  deal  of 
time  and  prevented,  until  a  late  day,  the 
progress  of  this  Bill ;  so  that  it  was  only 
within  the  last  few  days  that  the  measure 
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was  submitted  to  your  Lordships'  House. 
In  the  first  place,  therefore,  the  subject 
was  inquired  into  by  a  Eoyal  Commission. 
A  Bill  was  then  brought  in,  which  was 
before  your  Lordships  for  three  suocessiye 
years,  aod  was  examined  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. It  went  down  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  where  it  was  also  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee;  and  from  that  House 
the  Bill  has  emerged  in  its  present  state. 
The  main  principle  of  the  Bill  has  never 
varied  from  its  first  introduction,  and  has 
been  acceded  to  by  both  Houses ;  and, 
under  these  circumstances,  I  hope  it  will 
not  be  found  necessary  by  your  Lordships 
to  ofifer  any  opposition  to  the  second  read- 
ing. With  regard  to  the  composition  of 
the  Goyeming  Body,  a  proposition  has  been 
made  that  does  not  altogether  correspond 
either  with  the  propositions  first  submitted 
to  this  House  or  the  alteration  made  in  it. 
The  House  of  Commons  has  introduced  a 
provision  -that  the  present  Governing 
Bodies  shall  have  the  power  for  a  limited 
time  of  reforming  their  own  constitutions. 
It  appears,  however,  to  me  that  the  time 
given  for  this  proceeding  is  unnecessarily 
short,  extending  only  until  the  Ist  of 
January,  1869.  That  is  a  period  of  only 
five  months ;  and  it  will  probably  be  the 
month  of  November  before  the  several 
Gk>verning  Bodies  can  meet  to  consider 
the  subject.  Whatever  alteration  they 
may  make  of  the  nature  to  which  I  have 
previously  referred  will  have  to  be  sub- 
mitted for  the  consideration  of  the  Queen 
in  Council,  and  will  not  take  efifect  until 
three  months  after  being  approved  by  Her 
Majesty  in  Council.  The  period  allowed 
for  any  Governing  Body  to  carry  into  efifect 
the  change  in  its  constitution  seems  to  me 
unnecessarily  short ;  and  although  there 
is  a  provision  by  which  th^  Crown  may 
extend  it  for  three  months,  the  time  will 
even  then  be  so  brief  that  I  submit  for 
your  Lordships'  consideration  whether  you 
concur  with  me  in  thinking  that  it  might 
be  usefully  prolonged.  In  the  event  of 
the  Governing  Body  taking  no  action,  or 
no  action  approved  by  the  Commissioners, 
within  that  short  period,  the  Special  Com- 
missioners are  then  to  have  the  power  of 
taking  into  their  own  hands  the  composi- 
tion of  the  Governing  Body,  and  up  to 
the  1st  of  January,  1870,  or,  if  extended 
by  the  favour  of  the  Crown,  up  to  the  Ist 
of  January,  1871,  the  existing  or  reformed 
Governing  Body  is  to  have  the  power  of 
framing  statutes  and  regulations  in  pursu- 
ance of  the  provisions  of  this  Bill.    If  the 


€K>veming  Body,  however,  fail  to  satisfy 
the  Commissioners  with  regard  to  such 
schemes  and  regulations  before  the  1st  of 
January,  1870,  or,  if  extended,  before  the 
1st  of  January,   1871,  the  whole  power 
devolves,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Oxford  and 
Cambridge  Acts,  upon  the  Special  Com- 
missioners of  framing  their  schemes  and 
regulations,  the  schemes  being  subject  to 
the  revision  of  the  Committee  of  Privy 
Council,  and  two  months  elapsing  before 
their  coming  into  force,  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  persons  an  opportunity  of  preferring 
objections.     I  presume  that  if  the  time  is 
extended  for  the  Governing  Bodies  to  make 
their  schemes  and   regulations,    a  corre- 
sponding extension  will  be  allowed  to  the 
Commissioners,  whose  powers  may  be  ex- 
tended from  the  1st  of  January,  1871,  to 
the  Ist  of  January,  1872,  at  which  time 
the  whole  powers  of  the  Commissioners 
lapse.     With  regard  to  the  schemes  and 
regulations  now  for  the  first  time  intro- 
duced into  the  Bill,  your  Lordships  will 
find  that  the  7th  clause  enables  the  Com- 
missioners to  frame  statutes  as  to  the  disposal 
of  the  income  or  property  of  the  Schools, 
for  the  purpose  of  improving  or  enlarging 
the  existing  establishments  or  of  establish- 
ing any  subordinate  or  other  Schools  in 
connection  therewith.     There  is  a  subse- 
quent provision  that  no  existing  rights 
shall  be  interfered  with  ;  but  the  Commis- 
sioners will  have  power  to  regulate  the 
income  of  future  Wardens,  Provosts,  and 
Fellows.     Now,  there  is  a  doubt  whether 
such  power  was  not  included  in  the  gene- 
ral powers  of  the  Bill ;  but  I  have  thought 
it  right  to  call  your  Lordships'  attention  to 
the  fact  that  this  power  is  expressly  given 
in  this  Bill,  to  the  Governing  Body  in  the 
first  instance,  and  failing  them,   to   the 
Special  Commissioners.    With   regard  to 
regulations,  a  provision  has  been  intro- 
duced giving  the  Governing  Body  or  the 
Special  Commissioners  power  of  making 
regulations  which  do  not  require  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Privy  Council,  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  facilities  for  the  educa- 
tion of  boys  whose  parents  or  guardians 
wish  to  withdraw  them  from  the  religious 
instruction  of  the  School,  and  also  for  en- 
abling boys  other  than  boarders  to  attend 
school   and  participate  in  its  educational 
advantages.   Now,  as  to  the  latter,  I  doubt 
whether  any  such  provision  is  necessary, 
for  I  recollect  that  when  I  was  at  Eton, 
considerably  more  than  half  a  century  ago, 
two  little  boys,  aged  five  and  six,  whose 
parents  resided  at  Windsor,  were  brought 
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down  erery  day,  attended  by  their  nurae- 
tnaid,  it  being  an  object  to  enter  as  Col- 
legers, at  the  earliest  t>0Mib1e  period, 
b^ause  no  boy  enteriog  the  same  year  was 
allowed  to  be  placed  above  them  in  the 
School.  Those  boys  were  allowed  to  come 
to  Eton  and  partake  of  all  the  instruction 
given  there.  Under  what  anthoritv  that 
was  done,  I  do  not  know;  but  this  Bill  gives 
distinct  authority  for  that  purpose.  I  do 
not  think  that  such  a  provision  is  likely 
to  be  extensively  applied  at  Eton  ;  whether 
it  will  have  more  extensive  operation  at 
Harrow,  Rugby,  and  the  other  Schools,  of 
which  I  have  not  the  same  knowledge,  I 
cannot  say.  I  understand  a  great  effort 
was  made  in  the  House  of  Commons  to 
make  these  last  two  powers  compulsory  on 
the  Commissioners  ;  but  that  House  nega- 
tived the  proposal,  and  have  left  it  to  the 
Governing  Body  or  the  Commissioners  to 
decide  whether  or  not  they  will  extend 
the  privileges  of  Eton  by  admitting  boys 
whose  parents  wish  to  withdraw  them 
from  religious  instruction,  and  also  by  ad- 
mitting boys  other  than  boarders  to  at- 
tend at  the  School  for  daily  instruction. 
These,  I  think,  are  the  only  modifica- 
tions of  any  consequence  which  the  House 
of  Commons  have  introduced  into  the 
Bill.  They  are  matters  for  considera- 
tion in  Committee;  but  they  certainly 
would  not  justify  your  Lordships  in  offer- 
ing any  opposition  to  the  second  reading. 
I  will  now  call  your  Lordships'  attention 
to  another  point  of  great  impottance.  No- 
thing can  be  larger  than  the  powers  which 
by  this  Bill  are  conferred  upon  the  Special 
Commissioners,  and  it  is,  of  course,  of  the 
utmost  importance  that  those  Commis- 
sioners should  be  persons  commanding 
the  confidence  and  respect  of  the  country. 
Seven  gentlemen  were  originally  named; 
but  from  various  causes  only  two  of  them 
remain  on  the  present  list^the  most  rev. 
Prelate  who  presides  over  the  diocese  of 
York  and  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments. 
The  other  gentlemen  whose  names  now 
appear  in  the  Bill  are — the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury,  the  Becorder  of  London,  Sir 
John  Lubbock,  Mr.  Coleridge,  and  Mr. 
Charles  Stuart  Parker.  In  the  Bill  as 
originally  introduced  the  last  name  was 
that  of  a  gentleman  universally  respected, 
the  Bev.  Canon  Blakesley ;  but,  for  some 
reason — I  know  not  what — his  name  was 
struck  out  when  the  Bill  was  in  Committee 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  Mr.  Parker's 
name  was  substituted.  I  have  not  the 
honour  of  personal  aoquaintanoe  with. 
Th0  JSarl  of  Derljf 


either  of  those  gentlemen,  Imd  I  have  no 
opinion  to  offer  as  to  the  propriety  of  tlie 
alteration ;  but  I  cannot  help  expressing 
great  regret  that  any  alteration  of  a  per- 
sonal character  should  have  been  made.  At 
the  same  time,  I  am  sure  that  no  gentle- 
man in  that  position  would  have  the  lesst 
desire  that  any  personal  interest  or  feeling 
should  stand  in  the  way  of  the  passing  of 
the  Bill.  There  are  several  other  ques- 
tions on  which  I  should  not  venture  to 
express  an  opinion,  such  as  the  financial 
arrangement  with  regard  to  Westminster 
School.  The  Gt)veming  Body  in  the  case 
of  Westminster  consists  of  the  Bean  and 
Chapter  of  Westminster,  with  the  Dean  of 
Christ's  Church,  Oxford,  and  the  Master  of 
Trinity,  Cambridge.  Now,  they  have  bnt 
a  slight  interest,  if  any,  in  the  School; 
and  it  has  been  thought  desirable-^I  hare 
no  doubt  they  themselves  feel  it  desirable 
— that  a  new  Governing  Body  should  be 
appointed.  It  will  therefore  •  be  neeee- 
sary  to  make  some  arrangement  with  re- 
gard to  the  contribution  to  be  made  to  the 
School,  and  a  provision  has  been  intro- 
duced by  which,  within  a  limited  time,  it 
shall  be  open  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners, and  to  the  Dean  and  Chapter 
of  Westminster,  if  they  can  agree,  or  if 
not,  to  either  of  them,  to  submit  a  scheme 
whereby  the  new  €k>verning  Body  shall 
contribute  to  the  School  a  sum  not  less 
than  £3,500,  and  not  exceeding  £4,000, 
after  deducting  expenses  of  management. 
That  is  a  question  on  which  I  understand 
the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Commis- 
sion will  make  some  observations ;  bat  I 
presume  they  will  be  more  fitly  addressed 
to  your  Lordships  when  in  Committee 
than  at  the  present  time.  There  are  sub- 
ordinate provisions  affecting  the  different 
Schools ;  but  considering  the'  ordeals 
through  which  the  Bill  has  passed,  and 
the  general  assent  given  to  it  by  your 
Lordships  on  previous  occasions,  and  also 
by  the  House  of  Commons,  I  need  not 
trespass  further  on  your  Lordships'  time, 
and  I  will  therefore  conclude  by  asking 
you  to  give  the  Bill  a  second  reading. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'." 
—( The  Earl  of  Derhy.) 

The  Earl  op  CLARENDON  said,  that 
as  a  Member  of  the  Commission  appointed 
six  years  ago  and  also  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  this  House,  he  thanked  the  noble 
Earl  for  his  lucid  explanation  of  the  origin, 
progress,  and  general  history  of  the  Bill, 
which  had  freed  him  from  the  necessity  oJF 
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entering  into  some  details  which  might 
otherwise  have  been  necessaiy.  He  was 
glad  to  learn  from  the  noble  Earl's  state- 
ment that  the  main  principle  recommended 
by  the  Commissioners,  and  founded  npon 
the  evidence  given  before  them,  had  been 
in  no  respect  departed  from  by  the  Honse 
of  Commons.  Seeing,  however,  that  no 
intimation  was  given  of  a  difiference  of 
opinion  with  respect  to  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  and  that  snch  very  Uttle  altera- 
tion was  made  in  it  at  any  stage  of  its 
progress,  he  regretted  that  so  much  time 
should  have  been  spent  in  passing  the  Bill 
through  the  House  of  Commons.  He  knew 
very  well  that  the  time  of  the  House  of 
Commons  last  year  was  almost  exclusively 
occupied  with  the  Beform  Bill,  and  that 
this  year  it  was  partly  occupied  with  Re- 
form Bills  and  partly  with  another  sub- 
ject ;  but  as  there  always  was  an  intention 
to  send  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee, 
some  steps  should  have  been  taken  at  an 
earlier  period  to  expedite  the  measure. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  Bill  should  have 
come  up  to  their  Lordships'  House  at  a 
period  when  they  were  told  that  they  must 
absolutely  pass  it  through  its  successive 
stages  in  the  four  or  five  following  days. 
He  hoped  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Derby)  would  consent  to  an  extension  of 
the  period  during  which  the  Governing 
Bodies  might  reform  themselves.  It  was 
not  a  very  easy  matter,  and  would  not 
be  done  without  considerable  discussion. 
These  Governing  Bodies  could  not  be 
brought  together  before  November;  and 
even  if  they  were  to  agree  more  quickly 
than  they  could  be  expected  to  do,  the 
assent  of  the  Privy  Council  would  be  ne- 
cessary, and  before  the  arrangements  could 
be  made  the  time  allowed  to  the  Com- 
mission would  have  expired.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  his  noble  Friend  would  consent 
to  have  the  time  enlarged.  With  respect 
to  the  Memorandum,  a  most  satisfactory 
statement  had  been  made  by  his  noble 
Friend.  And  here  he  must  take  the  op- 
portunity of  distinctly  contradicting  the 
allegations  that  the  Commission  over  which 
he  had  had  the  honour  to  preside  were  op- 
posed to  the  teaching  of  Latin.  He  cer- 
tainly considered,  and  had  often  said  in 
that  House,  that  Latin  should  be  the  basis 
of  every  liberal  education.  But  what  the 
Commissioners  complained  of  was  that  it 
was  exclusively  taught ;  and  he  must  say 
that  the  Paper  which  his  noble  Friend  had 
read  fully  justified  the  views  of  the  Com- 
mission,  and  was  an  earnest  of  the  great 


change  which  had  occurred  at  Eton.  But 
he  begged  their  Lordships  to  bear  in  mind 
that  all  these  alterations  which  his  noble 
Friend  had  referred  to  had  been  made 
within  the  last  six  months.  It  appeared 
that  now  761  boys,  which  was  just  700 
more  than  before,  were  learning  French  at 
Eton.  The  French  Master  in  his  evidence 
had  stated  that  seventy  boys  were  the 
maximum  that  had  ever  learnt  any  scrap 
of  French,  and  he  could  not  say  that  any 
real  progress  had  been  made.  He  (the 
Earl  of  Clarendon)  remembered  putting 
this  question  to  the  witness  — "  Having 
now  been  twenty  years  a  French  Master 
at  Eton,  your  greatest  ambition  would  be 
to  be  recognized  ?  "  and  the  answer  was — 
"Exactly  so."  tie  would  also  recall  to 
their  Lordships'  minds  that  when  Dr. 
Balston  was  before  the  Committee,  and 
was  asked  whether  he  did  not  think 
modem  languages  necessary  to  the  liberal 
education  of  an  English  gentleman,  he  ad- 
mitted that  they  were— that  it  was  desir- 
able to  learn  French,  and  that  education 
was  not  complete  without  it ;  but  he 
seemed  to  think  that  modem  languages  ' 
should  be  learnt  somewhere  else  than  at 
Eton.  His  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Derby)  had  alluded  to  the  clause  which  he 
carried  by  the  narrow  majority  of  1  — 
that  was  done  by  a  sort  of  '*  fluke ;"  and, 
certainly,  when  they  had  changed  sides  in 
the  House,  and  the  conduct  of  the  Bill 
had  devolved  upon  his  noble  Friend,  hb 
introduced  it.  But  he  (the  Earl  of  Claren- 
don) would  have  endeavoured  to  induce 
their  Lordships  to  reverse  their  former 
votes,  and  he  thought  he  could  have  given 
very  good  reasons  for  such  a  course.  His 
noble  Friend,  however,  had  made  a  very 
satisfactory  statement  now  with  regard  to 
the  clause.  He  was  glad  that  the  clause 
had  been  omitted.  There  was  only  one 
more  point  to  which  his  noble  Friend  had 
alluded  upon  which  he  wished  to  say  a  few 
words — tiamely,  as  to  Westminster  School, 
and  the  importance  of  not  altering  in  any 
way  Clause  21  of  the  Bill.  He  believed 
the  very  existence  of  Westminster  School 
might  be  said  to  depend  on  the  retaining 
of  that  clause.  In  pursuance  of  the  gene- 
ral wish,  both  of  old  Westminsters  and  the 
public,  it  had  been  decided  that  the  School 
should  not  be  removed  into  the  country, 
but  should  be  retained  as  a  great  Public 
London  School.  But,  after  personal  in- 
spection, and  with  the  entire  approval  of 
lus  noble  Friend  opposite,  it  was  recom- 
mended that  a  grant  should  be  made  by 
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the  Dean  and  Chapter  and  the  Ecolesiaii- 
tioal  Commissionera  which  was  necessary 
not  only  for  the  help,  bat  the  proper  status 
of  the  School.  He  believed  that  this 
matter  had  been  taken  into  the  very  se- 
rious consideration  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  that  Clause  21  would  satisfy  all 
the  requirements  of  the  school.  Some  legis- 
lation of  this  kind  was  necessary,  for,  al- 
though the  Dean  and  Chapter  were  now 
very  liberal-minded  men,  and  would  do 
what  was  right  and  just,  yet  in  this  matter 
they  wanted  some  looking  after. 

LoBD  LYTTELTON  said,  he  must  deny 
that  the  introduction  of  French  at  Eton 
was  altogether  due  to  the  new  Master. 
The  improvements  adopted  there  in  this 
respect  were  due  to  the  friendly  writing 
of  Sir  John  Coleridge,  to  the  writing  of 
Mr.  Higgins,  which  was  not  very  firiendly, 
and  lastly  to  the  Commission.  As  to  the 
Bill,  he  approved  entirely  of  the  scope  of 
it,  which  had  not  been  materially  altered. 
Having  compared  the  Bill,  however^  with 
the  recommendations  of  the  Commissioners, 
with  the  Bill  as  it  came  out  of  the  Select 
Committee  three  years  ago,  and  with  the 
Bill  of  1867,  he  found  that  there  were 
several  changes  in  details  of  which  he  did 
not  see  the  necessity.  He  would  desire, 
therefore,  to  propose  some  Amendments 
which  would  make  it  more  in  accordance 
with  the  measure  as  it  came  out  of  the 
Select  Committee  of  this  House.  Their 
Lordships  had  reason  to  complain  very 
much  of  the  position  in  which  this  House 
had  been  placed  with  regard  to  many  im- 
portant Bills  by  the  late  period  of  the 
Session  at  which  these  Bills  had  come  up. 
He  was  told  that  if  their  Lordships  touched 
a  single  letter  of  this  Bill,  they  might 
imperil  it.  Now,  that  was  an  exceedingly 
unfair  position  for  the  House  to  be  placed 
in.  He  did  not  wish  to  imperil  the  Bill ; 
but  he  hoped  there  was  time  to  make  the 
Amendments  which  were  necessary. 

The  Earl  op  CHICHESTER,  speak- 
ing as  an  old  Westminster  boy,  expressed 
a  hope  that  nothing  would  be  done  to 
diminish  the  usefulness  of  that  ancient 
foundation. 

Thb  Eabl  of  MALMESBURT  said, 
that  no  blame  could  be  attributed  to  the 
Government  for  the  late  period  of  the 
Session  at  which  the  Bill  had  come  up  to 
this  House;  but  seeing  the  pressure  of 
important  business  upon  the  other,  it 
was  difficult  to  see  how  greater  despatch 
could  have  been  secured.  He  could  assure 
their  Lordships  that  the  Government  had 
Th$  Earl  of  Clarendim 


done  all  they  possibly  could  to  push  on 
the  Bill,  which  had  been  considered  at 
Morning  Sittings ;  but  the  opponents  of 
the  Bill  were  so  determined  to  delay  it^ 
that  the  Government  had  found  it  impos- 
sible to  bring  it  on  until  now.  He  agreed 
that  it  would  be  most  desirable  to  extend 
the  time  within  which  the  Governing 
Bodies  were  to  make  such  reforms  as  were 
desirable.  But  the  Privy  Council  would 
now  under  the  Bill  have  the  power  of 
extending  this  period  for  three  months, 
and  their  Lordships  would  probably  do 
well  to  extend  it  for  three  months  longer. 
Having  been  educated  at  Eton,  he  knew 
that  at  that  time,  although  there  was  a 
French  Master,  few  boys  learnt  French. 
But  while  strong  prejudice  existed  against 
Eton  on  this  account  in  the  mind  of  many 
persons,  he  thought  that  much  blame 
rested  with  the  parents  of  the  boys.  It 
was  impossible  to  learn  French  by  a  lesson 
of  two  hours  a  week,  and  the  preparation  of 
one  exercise  a  week.  Many  of  the  parents 
of  Eton  boys  were  well-to-do  and  even 
wealthy,  and  it  was  quite  in  their  power 
to  teach  their  boys  French,  and  perfect 
French,  before  they  went  to  Eton.  French 
might  be  taught,  through  a  French  hanne, 
without  the  child  knowing  he  was  learn- 
ing French.  He  travelled  with  the  late 
Duke  of  Hamilton  who  learnt  French  and 
Italian  in  that  way  ;  and  wherever  they 
went  in  those  two  countries  the  natives 
believed  him  to  be  one  of  themselves  and 
no  Englishman.  If  a  boy  arrived  at  Eton, 
having  learnt  French  in  that  way — ^not 
grammatically,  but  by  the  ear — he  would 
soon  perfect  himself  as  a  French  scholar. 
He  knew  a  family,  and  that  not  a  rich 
one,  in  which  four  or  five  children  were 
acquiring  French  through  companionship 
with  a  French  child.  He  thought  it 
rested  rather  with  parents  than  with  the 
Heads  of  the  much  abused  Schools  to 
teach  children  a  language  which  he  be- 
lieved it  was  impossible  to  learn  in  a  de- 
sultory way  at  a  Public  School,  where  so 
many  other  things  were  taught.  Oae 
evil  in  connection  with  Public  Schools  was 
the  length  of  the  holidays,  which  took 
from  three  to  three  and  a  half  months  oat 
of  the  year,  to  the  total  interruption  of 
tuition  during  that  period.  By  far  the 
greater  number  of  boys  had  complete  holi- 
day, their  minds  were  allowed  to  lie  fallow, 
and,  if  their  memories  were  not  unusually 
retentive,  they  forgot  much  of  what  they 
had  learnt.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  was  compelled  to  say  that  many  of  the 
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Bins  which  were  laid  at  the  door  of  Puhlio  ( 
Schools  ought  to  he  laid  at  the  door  of  the 
parents.  If  the  nohle  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
I)erhy)  had  not  kindly  taken  charge  of 
the  6ill»  he  would  himself  have  introduced 
it  into  this  House. 

Viscount  STRATFORD  DE  RED- 
GLIFFE  hoped  that  some  time  would  he 
given  for  the  consideration  of  the  Amend- 
ments before  the  next  stage  of  the  Bill  was 
taken. 

liOBD  EBTJRY  urged  the  utter  impossi- 
bility of  boys  being  instructed  properly 
with  the  amount  of  tutorial  assistance 
employed  at  the  Public  Schools.  When 
thirty  or  forty  boys  were  intrusted  to  one 
teacher  they  could  not  make  the  progress 
they  would  if  the  teachers  were  more  nu- 
merous in  proportion  to  the  pupils. 

The  Duxb  op  MARLBOROUGH  said, 
a  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Lyttelton) 
had  remarked  that  it  would  be  dangerous 
to  make  any  Amendments  upon  the  Bill, 
because  they  would  be  refused  by  the 
House  of  Commons.  Now,  there  were 
some  points  in  the  Bill  which  the  Qovern- 
ment  considered  worthy  of  consideration  ; 
and  he  did  not  believe  that  the  other 
House  would  act  in  so  unusual — ^not  to 
Bay  BO  unconstitutional — a  manner  as  to 
refuse  to  consider  their  Lordships'  Amend- 
ments to  a  Bill  sent  up  to  that  House  at 
80  late  a  period  of  the  Session.  That 
seemed  to  him  rather  a  reason  why  their 
Lordships  should  make  alterations.  The 
Bill  had  been  twice  fully  considered  by 
their  Lordships,  and  had  been  twice  re- 
ferred to  Select  Committees  ;  so  it  might 
be  considered  their  own  Bill ;  and  they 
had  a  perfect  right  to  make  what  Amend- 
ments in  it  they  thought  proper.  He  quite 
agreed  that  time  should  be  given  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Amendments  ;  and 
he  should  therefore  propose  not  to  take  the 
Committee  until  Thursday. 

Motion  agreed  to :  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 


BURIALS  (IRELAND)  BILL— (No.  269.) 
( The  Earl  of  Kimherley), 

BEPORT. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

Tm  Eabl  op  KIMBERLEY  moved 
that  the  4th  clause,  as  amended,  be 
omitted.  The  clause  was  designed  to 
apply  to  certain  parish  churches  recently 

YOL.   CXCIII.    [IHIBD  SEfilSS.] 


erected  on  new  sites,  the  churchyards  of 
which  were  purchased  solely  for  the  use  of 
the  persons  worshipping  in  the  churches. 
If  that  were  so  the  churchyards  would  be 
solely  for  the  use  of  members  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church ;  and  in  that  case  the  Bill 
would  not,  and  ought  not,  to  have  any  ap- 
plication to  them.  He  was  informed, 
however,  that  it  went  further,  and  that  it 
would  apply  to  certain  small  graveyards 
as  to  which  it  would  result  in  positive 
inconvenience  to  exclude  certain  persons 
from  being  buried  in  them. 

Moved,  to  omit  Clause  4,  as  amended. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
no  real  argument  had  been  advanced  against 
the  clause  when  it  was  proposed  in  Commit- 
tee. He  himself  considered  that  the  clause 
was  a  very  fSair  one.  The  clause  merely  de- 
clared that  any  claims  for  exemption  were 
to  be  determined  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
in  Council.  The  BiU  itself  only  dealt  with 
the  performance  of  the  burial  service. 
Particular  churchyards  would  practically 
be  reserved  for  tike  Established  Church 
congregations,  because  persons  would  not 
allow  their  relatives  to  be  buried  unless 
their  own  burial  service  was  read  over 
them.  Their  Lordships  should  not,  he 
thought,  be  too  critical  upon  the  Bill,  be- 
cause it  stood  upon,  and  was  framed  upon, 
a  wrong  basis ;  for  the  £ramers  of  it  were 
in  error  in  thinking  that  there  was  any 
right  of  burial  in  the  churchyards  in 
question.  Any  right  of  sepulture  in  the 
parish  churchyards  was  simply  a  right 
conferred  by  Lord  Flunket's  Act.  He 
thought  there  was  no  foundation  for  the 
objections  urged  against  the  clause. 

LoKD  CRANWORTH  replied,  that 
whatever  might  be  the  foundation  of  the 
Bill,  the  clause,  as  it  stood,  had  no  founda- 
tion at  all,  for  it  would  not  enable  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  to  do  anything. 

The  Eabl  of  LEITRIM  objected  -to 
the  Bill  generally,  holding  it  to  be  wholly 
unnecessary,  and  calculated,  if  passed,  to 
prove  an  element  of  discord  in  Ireland. 

The  Mabqxjess  op  WESTMEATH  had 
been  astounded  at  the  introduction  of  that 
Bill— especially  at  the  present  most  inop- 
portune time.  The  measure  would  only 
increase  religious  animosities  in  Ireland, 
and  work  most  mischievously.  It  would 
repeal  the  necessary  precautions  provided 
by  Lord  Plunket's  Act  without  establish- 
ing any  substitute  for  them ;  and  now, 
when  the  most  rev.  Prelate  (the  Archbishop 
of  Armagh)  proposed  a  most  reasonable 
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protective  claQse,  which  did  not  interfere 
with  any  private  rights,  the  nohle  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  must  needs  op- 
pose it.  That  nohle  Ear],  hecause  he  hap- 
pened casually  to  have  once  held  high 
Office  in  Ireland,  thought  he  knew  some- 
thing of  that  country,  and  presumed  to 
take  charge  of  all  its  interests.  God  forbid 
that  his  unfortunate  country  should  ever 
again  fall  under  that  noble  Earl's  admi- 
nistration ! 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
persons  who  came  to  perform  the  rites  of 
burial  when  another  burial  aoooirding  to 
the  rites  of  the  Church  was  proceeding, 
would  be  acting  illegally,  and  would  be 
punishable  according  to  the  existing  law. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  he 
would  not  trouble  their  Lordihips  to 
divide. 

On  Question  ?  BeBohed  in  the  Negatwe. 
Bill  to  be  read  3*  Tomorrow. 

BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOU$E. 

Ordered,  That  for  the  Remainder  of  the 
Session  the  Bill  or  Bills  which  are  entered 
for  Consideration  oil  ihe  Minutes  of  the 
Bay  shall  have  the  same  Precedence  which 
Bills  have  on  Tuesday?  and  Thursdays. 

Home  adjou]:ned  at  half  patt  Seven 

o'clock,  till  To-XQorrow, 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday t  July  30,  1808. 

MINUTEaj— FoBLio  'Bjujk'^FirH  Reading'^ 
DiBtriot  Choroh  Tithei  Act  Amendment*  [216]. 

Committee  —  Registration  (Ireland)  (218)  ; 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Oattle  MariLefe  (r^- 
«oiiHm.)  [189]— B.P. ;  Inland  Revenne*  [807]; 
Army  Chaplains*  [235];  OonMUdated  Fund 
(Appropriation)*;  Expiring  Laws  Continu- 
ance •T241]. 

Reportr-ii,  Mary  Somerset's  Charoh»  London  * 
[228-247] ;  Registration  (Ireland)  •  [218-248] ; 
inland  Beyenne*  [207];  Army  Chaplains* 
[225];  Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)*; 
Ezpiriog  Laws  Continuance  *  [841]. 

Considered  as  amended  —  Sale  of  Poisons  and 
Pharmacy  Act  Amendment  *  [181]. 

ASSESSED   TAXES.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  Aldsricak  LAWRENCE  said,  ke 
witbM  to  aik  the  Seoretftrj  to  the  Trea- 
■urjr*  If  he  ii  aware  thai  peraooa  m  the 
The  Marqueu  of  WetUfmth 


coantry  distriets  who  keep  one  horse  and 
a  phaeton,  or  a  wagonette,  to  let  for  hire, 
and  pay  the  Post  Horse  Duty  of  £5  per 
annum,  if  they  use  the  same  horse  and 
Tehiole  occasionally  for  the  conreyance  of 
their  wi?es  and  families  are  now  charged, 
in  addition,  with  the  Assessed  Taxea  gf 
J&3  1b.  per  annum,  making  the  total  an- 
nual charge  for  Duty  on  one  horse  and  one 
rehicle  £8  U.  per  annum ;  and,  if  he  is 
so  aware,  whether  he  will  provide  a  remedy 
for  this  grioYance  ? 

Mr.  SCLATBR-BOOTH  said,  in  reply, 
that  it  was  undouhtedly  true  that  the 
alleged  ffrierance  existed,  and  it  was  a 
snhject  or  freqnent  complaint.  It  must  be 
recollected,  howerer,  that  the  post  horse 
duty  was  paid  really  by  the  public,  who  used 
the  post  horse  and  ca,rriage,  so  that  the  pro* 
prietor  was  re-imbursed  by  the  amount  he 
got  from  the  hirer.  The  assessed  taxes 
the  persons  referred  to  in  the  Question  only 
paid  in  common  with  other  members  of  the 
community  for  the  luxury  they  enjoy. 

METROPOLIS— INCLOSURE   IN  RE- 
GENTS  PARK.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  HARYET  LEWIS  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Wh^t  is  the  cause  of  the  delay  in  the  oom- 
pletion  of  the  ^orks  in  the  inclosure  in  the 
Regent's  Park,  and  when  the  same  are 
IjkSy  tQ  be  completed  ;  and,  whether  it  is 
intended  to  cover  the  bottom  of  the  lake 
with  cement  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  works  were  completed,  and  tho 
water  would  be  introdaoeo  almost  imme- 
diately. The  reason  why  the  water  had 
not  been  introduced  was  that  a  defect  had 
been  discoyered  in  the  drainage  of  the 
Regent's  Park  College,  and  till  that  was 
made  good  the  water  conld  not  be  let  in; 
but  that  defect  had  now  been  remedied. 
It  was  not  intended  to  corer  the  bottom  of 
the  lake  with  cement. 

ARMT— MANUFACTURE  OF   ROCKETS. 
QUESTION. 

Major  ANSON  said,  he  ^onld  \itg  to 
ask  the  SeereUry  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther he  will  afford  Mr.  Hale  an  opportu- 
nity of  substantiating  the  complaint  be  has 
briefly  made — namely,  tbat  his  Rockets 
are  manufactured  in  the  Royal  Arsenal  in 
a  manner  which  renders  them  more  costly 
and  less  efficient  for  the  Public  Service  f 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON,  in  reply, 
said,  he  could  not  eonsent  to  aftrd  Mr* 
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Hale  an  opportunity  of  subftaDtiating  bis 
oomplaint  that  his  rockets  were  manufao- 
tared  4n  the  Royal  Arsenal  in  a  manner 
which  rendered  them  more  costly  and  less 
efficient  for  the  public  seryioe.  Mr.  Hale 
bad  reoeiYcd  a  large  sam  of  money  as  com- 
pensation ;  and  in  making  these  rockets 
there  was  no  farther  need  of  the  sernces 
of  Mr.  Hale.  The  rockets  wQre  made  in 
the  best  manner  for  the  public  Berrice. 

NAVY—THE  ^ACHHiLES"  AND 
"  MINOTAUE."— QUESTION.. 

Caftaik  MACKINNON  said,  he  wished 
te  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
If  it  is  true  that  the  designer  of  the  Achiliu 
was  compelled  by  the  Controller,  against 
his  judgment,  to  provide  more  masts  than 
she  was  designed  for  ;  and,  whether  any 
DOtite  was  taken  of  the  ▼ehement  protest 
of  the  designer  on  the  Nafal  Committee 
ordering  the  Minoiaur  more  masts  than 
■nited  her  form,  or  for  which  she  was  de- 
signed ? 

Sir  JOHN  HAY,  in  reply,  said,  some 
misapprehension  existed  on  the  part  of  the 
hen.  and  gallant  Member  as  to  the  form 
of  the  Return  which  was  laid  on  the  table 
some  time  ago  with  regard  to  this  Ques- 
tion. Four  out  of  five  naval  officers  form- 
ing the  Committee  reported  against  the 
masting  of  the  AchilUi  with  four  masts  ; 
but  when  the  matter  was  brought  before 
the  Admiralty,  it  was  unanimously  resolved 
that  the  Controller  should  be  ordered  to 
give  the  Aekilles  four  masts.  The  original 
design  was  for  four  masts,  and  it  was  laid 
down  aceordingly.  This  was  complicated 
with  another  Question.  That  Committee 
recommended  that  double  topsails  should 
be  adopted  in  that  class  of  ship ;  finding 
that  the  area  of  oanvas  of  three  masts 
would  not  be  sufficient,  it  was  therefore 
considered  desirable  that  four  masts  should 
l>e- adopted  to  give  a  sufficient  spread  of 
eanvas.  With  regard  to  the  Minotaur, 
there  was  no  protest  on  record  at  the  Ad- 
miralty. 

AFFAIRS  OF  OEYLON.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  GORST  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  It  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  institute  any 
local  inouiry  into  the  affairs  of  Ceylon  ? 

Mb.  ADDERLBY  said,  in  reply,  that 
Sir  Hercules  Robinson,  the  Governor  of 
Ceylon,  was  on  his  way  to  England,  and 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 


awaited  his  arrival  in  order  to  obtain  from 
him  a  statement  of  the  grievances  and 
proposals  of  Reform  made  on  the  part  of 
the  island ;  at  the  same  time  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  make  any  constitutional 
changes  in  the  form  of  the  Government. 

NAVY— ROPEMAKERS  IN  CHATHAM 
DOCKYARD.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  OTWAT  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
it  is  true  that  the  wages  of  the  Ropemakers 
in  Chatham  Dockyard  have  been  reduced 
to  nineteen  shillings  and  two  pence  per 
week,  and  that  men  who  have  been  working 
overtime  have  been  suddenly  dismissed  from 
the  service  ;  and  in  such  case  whether  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  contemplate  any  ar- 
rangement which  would  diminish  the  dis- 
tress occasioned  by  these  proceedings  ? 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX,  in  reply,  said 
he  presumed  that  the  hon.  Member  referred 
to  the  reduction  made  in  the  time  men 
were  employed  —  namely,  from  six  to 
five  days  in  the  week.  If  this  reduction 
had  not  been  made  the  amount  of  Supply 
voted  for  the  Department  would  have  been 
exhausted  by  the  end  of  the  year,  a  cir- 
cumstance that  would  have  led  to  the  dis- 
missal of  all  the  men,  and  to  great  distress 
in  Chatham.  This  was  an  arrangement 
which  had  been  proposed  by  the  late  Board 
of  Admiraltyi  and  the  steam  machinery 
which  had  been  erected  was  capable  of 
working  small  quantities  when  the  times 
were  slack,  and  also  of  working  off  what 
was  wanted  at  periods  of  pressure.  This 
was  the  first  time  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
had  attempted  to  follow  the  advice  of  our 
great  political  economists— namely,  to  re- 
gulate our  supplies  with  the  reasonable  de- 
mands of  the  year.  Judging  from  the  tone 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Question,  he  was 
afraid  that  the  change  was  not  likely  to 
meet  with  much  favour  amongst  the  ar- 
tiaans  of  Chatham.  Very  few  hired  men 
had  been  dismissed,  and  those  bad  received 
as  long  a  notice  as  the  requiremepts  of  the 
service  allowed. 

RELIGIOUS    PERSECUTION    IN    SPAIN. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  BAINES  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  it  is  true  thai  Julian  do  Vargas,  a 
Spanish  Schoolmaster  at  Malaga,  has  been 
imprisoned  in  a  felon's  prison  since  the 
12th  of  March,  and  is  now  under  prosecu- 
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tion  bj  the  Fiscal,  who  demands  a  sentence 
of  seventeen  months'  imprisonment  for 
having  in  his  House  a  Spanish  Bible  and 
Testament  and  a  few  French  Protestant 
books  not  of  a  controYersial  character  ; 
and  whether  he  will  use  the  friendly  in 
fluence  of  this  Government  with  the  Gh)- 
▼ernroent  of  Spain  to  obtain  an  abandon 
ment  of  this  religious  persecution,  so  cal 
culated  to  offend  the  public  feeling  of  the 
rest  of  Europe,  where  the  rights  of  con- 
science are  now  acknowledged  by  the  law 
of  all  countries — Protestant,  Roman  Ca- 
tholic, and  even  Mahometan  ? 

Lord  STANLEY,  in  reply,  said,  he 
believed  that  the  facts  of  the  case  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  referred  were  these— -A 
man  n^med  Vargas,  a  schoolmaster  at  Ma- 
laga, was  now  under  prosecution  by  the  local 
authorities  of  the  district.  There  was  some 
discrepancy  between  the  several  statements 
that  had  reached  him  from  various  sources 
as  to  the  precise  nature  of  the  charges 
against  this  person.  The  charge  against 
him,  he  believed,  was  not  that  of  having 
Protestant  books  in  his  possession,  but 
that  he,  being  a  schoolmaster,  was  alleged 
to  have  taught  Protestant  doctrines  to  the 
pupils  under  his  charge,  and  the  fact  of 
his  haying  certain  Protestant  books  in  his 
possession  was  only  brought  forward  as 
evidence  in  support  of  the  charge.  The 
proceedings  instituted  against  him  had  been 
instituted  by  the  local  authorities  tipon 
their  own  motion,  and  not  by  the  Spanish 
Qovernment  who  did  not  even  appear  when 
the  matter  was  first  mentioned  to  know 
that  such  proceedings  had  occurred.  With 
regard  to  the  later  part  of  the  Question  he 
need  hardly  remind  the  hon.  Member  that 
this  was  a  very  delicate  matter  for  the 
Qovernment  to  meddle  with,  because,  the 
man  being  a  Spanish  subject  and  subject 
to  Spanish  laws,  whatever  Her  Majesty's 
Government  might  think  of  the  policy  of 
the  proceeding,  they  had  absolutely  no 
right  to  interfere.  Any  communication 
between  the  two  Governments  upon  the 
subject  must  be  one  of  an  entirely  friendly 
and  unofficial  character;  and  even  in  that 
case  we  had  to  guard  most  carefully  against 
the  appearance  of  wishing  to  dictate 
to  the  Spanish  Government.  The  only 
ground  upon  which  diplomatic  action  could 
he  founded  in  a  case  of  this  kind  was  that 
such  proceedings  tended  to  create  a  good 
deal  of  excitement  among  a  Protestant 
community,  which  might  result  in  inter- 
national ill-feeling.  Upon  that  ground 
alone  had  he  felt  himself  at  liberty  in  a 
Mr.Baimi 


perfectly  friendly  and  unoffioial  manner  to 
advise  the  Spanish  Government  to  deal 
with  Vargas  with  as  much  leniency  as  was 
possible  under  the  circnmstaoces. 


CAPTAIN  PIM'8  ELECTORAL  ADDEES8. 
QUESTIOir. 

Mb.  NEATE  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  in  reference 
to  a  passage  in  the  Address  recently  pub- 
lished by  Captain  Pirn,  the  Conservative 
Candidate  for  Gravesend,  in  which  he  says, 
— "  as  your  Member  and  a  Naval  Officer,  it 
would  be  my  duty  to  urge  upon  Govern- 
ment (and  I  have  every  reason  to  hope 
with  suocess),  the  great  natural  advantage 
your  Borough  possesses" — i. #.,  for  the 
formation  of  a  Dockyard  and  Arsenal, 
Whether  he  is  aware  of  any  communication 
between  the  Admiralty  and  Captain  Pim 
which  would  have  authorized  the  latter  to 
hold  out  such  an  expectation  to  the  Eleo« 
tors  of  Gravesend,  or  whether  the  idea  of 
such  an  arrangement  is  now  or  ever  hat 
been  entertained  by  the  Admiralty  ? 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  he 
could  not  help  expressing  his  regret  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Oxford, 
who  felt  himself  secure  in  his  seat,  should 
have  thought  it  his  duty  to  interfere  with 
a  gentleman  who  was  a  candidate  seeking 
to  secure  a  seat  in  Parliament.  He  should 
have  thought  that  the  House  and  the 
country  would  view  with  leniency  any 
statement  made  by  candidates  who  were 
anxious  to  win  the  favour  of  this  new  and 
numerous  constituency.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman asked  him  whether  the  gallant 
Captain  had  had  any  communication  with 
the  Admiralty  with  regard  to  the  estab- 
lishment  of  a  Dockyanl  and  Arsenal  at 
Gravesend.  He  had  not  seen  the  whole 
of  the  gallant  Captain's  Address,  but  the 
extract  which  had  been  read  to  the  House 
by  the  hon.  Member  led  him  to  suppose 
that  the  gallant  Captain  had  not  even  sug- 
gested such  a  thing,  but  that  the  project 
having  been  suggested  by  the  constitueney 
had  been  favourably  received  by  him,  and 
that  he  hoped  that  his  powers  of  persua- 
sion, if  returned,  would  be  such  as  to  en- 
able him  successfully  to  plead  their  cause 
in  Parliament.  No  doubt  it  would  be  a 
great  loss  if  they  did  not  in  the  next 
Parliament  have  Gentlemen  returned  who 
possessed  those  powers  of  persuasion  which 
the  gallant  Captain  believed  he  possessed. 
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NAVY— COALING  HER  MAJESTTS 
SHIPS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  H.  EDWARDS  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whe- 
ther, in  Yiew  of  the  great  eoonomy  in  time 
and  cost  which  would  be  effected  in  the 
shipment  of  Goal  at  Portland,  by  aYailing 
of  the  direct  Railway  communication  with 
the  Coal  districts  of  South  Wales,  it  would 
not  be  desirable  to  provide  forthwith  the 
necessary  facilities  at  Portland  for  coaling 
Her  Majesty's  Ships,  in  lieu  of  the  more 
ezpensiye  and  tedious  mode  of  supplying 
through  depots  ? 

Mr.  DU  cane,  in  reply,  said,  he  gare 
an  answer  to  this  Question  a  few  evenings 
since,  when  the  last  Vote  for  the  Navy 
Estimates  was  under  discussion.  He  then 
stated  that  the  coaling  arrangements  by 
means  of  pontoons  at  Portland  were  merely 
temporary.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
look  to  the  Navy  Estimates  he  would  find 
in  Vote  11  that  £30,000  was  taken  for 
the  coaling  arrangements  at  Portland, 
£2,000  of  which  had  been  taken  this  year 
for  the  commencement  of  the  works.  The 
Admiralty  were  endeavouring  to  enter 
into  arrangements  with  the  Oreat  Western 
and  South  Western  Railways,  by  which  it 
was  hoped  that  by  the  aid  of  those  sys- 
tems the  South  Wales  collieries  would  be 
brought  into  direot  communication  with 
the  inner  line  of  breakwater  at  Portland. 
The  subject  was  one  that  had  attracted 
the  attention  of  the  Admiralty,  and  the 
proposed  new  means  of  communication 
would  be  carried  out  with  as  little  delay 
as  possible. 

MONITORS  IN  THE  FRENCH  NAVY. 
QUESTIOK. 

Mr.  SEELY  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it 
is  correct,  (as  stated  in  The  Engineer  of 
the  17th  instant),  that  the  French  Govern 
ment  have  now  at  Bordeaux  two  Monitors 
fully  armed,  equipped,  and  ready  for  sea, 
and  a  third  building  ? 

LoBD  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  best  Answer  he  could  give  to  the 
hon.  Member  was  that,  according  to  the 
best  information  that  the  Government  pos- 
sessed, the  French  Government  had  no 
Monitors  at  BordeauK,  although  they  had 
one  at  Brest.  One  was  certainly  building 
at  Bordeaux ;  but  it  was  not  being  con- 
structed, ha  understood,  for  the  French 
Government. 


IRELAND— CORONER'S  INQUEST  AT 
MONAGHAN.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  VANCE  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Relative  to  an 
alleged  irregularity  in  the  proceedings  of  a 
Coroner^s  Inquest  which  has  been  lately 
held  in  the  town  of  Monaghan  ;  and  if  any 
information  has  reached  him  respecting 
the  origin  of  the  affray  which  led  to  that 
inquiry,  and  who  were  the  aggressors  ? 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  in  reply, 
that  a  full  report  of  the  occurrences  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  referred  had  not 
reached  the  Government,  but  it  certainly 
appeared  that  there  had  been  some  irregu- 
larity in  the  proceedings  at  the  coroner's 
inquest  to  which  he  referred.  With  regard 
to  the  second  part  of  the  Question,  as  to 
who  were  the  aggressors,  it  would  clearly 
be  contrary  to  his  duty  to  express  any 
opinion  upon  the  subject,'  seeing  that  it 
was  likely  to  be  made  the  subject  of  judi- 
cial investigation. 

IRELAND— DIETARY  IN  WORKHOUSES. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  COGAN  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  Return  presented  to  the  House  bn  the 
3rd  of  May  from  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners' Office  in  Dublin,  from  which  it 
appears  there  are  seventy-eight  unions 
in  Ireland  in  which  a  third  meal  is  not  yet 
allowed  to  the  several  classes  of  healthy 
inmates  of  the  workhouse,  and  that  there 
are  fifty-five  unions  in  which  the  work- 
house inmates  or  certain  classes  of  them 
are  not  provided  with  shoes  and  stockings, 
notwithstanding  the  strong  remonstrances 
of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  against 
the  continuance  of  these  practices  as  being 
calculated  to  be  injurious  to  the  health  of 
the  inmates ;  and,  whether  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  intend  to  take  any  and 
what  steps  to  secure  a  general  uniform  ob- 
servance in  the  workhouses  of  their  recom- 
mendations on  the  subject  ? 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  in  reply,  that 
he  really  had  little  to  add  to  the  remarks 
he  made  a  short  time  since  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford  upon  this  sub- 
ject. He  stated  on  that  occasion  that 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  had  made, 
and  were  making,  great  exertions  to  press 
upon  the  Boards  of  Guardians  their  opi- 
nions of  the  question  of  diet,  and  he  be- 
lieved with  considerable  success.      When 
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rent  of  propertj  for  the  probable  anDiutl 
average  cost  of  the  repairs,  iosarance,  and 
other  expenses,  if  any,  necessary  to  main- 
tain such  properties  in  their  actual  state, 
and  all  rates,  taxes,  and  public  charges 
payable  in  respect  of  the  same,  as  required 
by  Section  37  of  the  Poor  Law  Amend- 
ment Act,  8  di^  9  Ffc<.,  c.  83,  m 
order  to  bring  out  the  net  or  rateable 
yalue  for  the  purposes  of  t^e  Poor  Law 
assessment.  I  consider  also  that  those 
Parochial  Boards  are  in  error  which  make 
an  uniform  deduction  from  the  rents  of  all 
classes  of  property,  because  it  is  impos- 
sible that  the  deductions  required  by  Sec- 
tion 37  of  the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act 
can  be  the  same  in  amount  for  different 
classes  of  propertjr,  such  as  houses  ov 
manufactories,  and  for  arable  or  pasture 
land.  Those  Parochial  Boards  which  make 
different  deductions  in  terms  of  the  37th 
section  founded  upon  the  difference  of  ^e 
cost  of  repairs,  ftc.,  in  different  classm  of 
property  alone  act  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  statute.  Parochcial 
Boards,  after  ascertaining  the  net  or  rate- 
able value,  have  by  the  36th  section  of  tiie 
Act  power,  with  the  consent  of  the  Board 
of  Supervision,  to  classify  properties  and 
to  fix  such  rates  of  assessment  as  to  them 
may  seem  just.  The  Board  of  Snperrision 
have  issued  circulars  bringing  these  mat- 
ters under  the  consideration  of  the  local 
Boards,  which  it  is  hoped  will  correct  the 
erroneous  systems  which  have  hitherto 
prevailed. 

METROPOLIS— FLOWERS  IN  THE 
PUBLIC  PARKS.— QUESTION. 

Colonel  NORTH  said,  he  wished  to^ask 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  decision 
of  Mr.  Arnold,  the  Police  Magistrate  at 
Westminster,  on  Thursday  last,  in  the 
case  of  a  woman  brought  before  him  for 
plucking  a  plant  in  Chelsea  Hospital  Gar- 
den, that  it  was  no  offence,  as  plants  and 
flowers  were  not  protected  by  law  ;  and, 
if  this  is  so,  what  protection  there  is 
for  the  plants  and  flowers  in  the  Public 
Parks  which  are  maintained  |at  so  great 
expense  ? 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  in  re- 
ply, that  his  attention  had  been  called  to 
the  case  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member,  and  he  believed  the  decision 
of  the  magistrate  was  erroneous.  Sir 
William  Atherton's  Act  was,  he  believed, 
still  operative,  and  he  was   prepared  to 
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the  right  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Cogan)  com- 
plained thst  seventy-eight  unions  continued 
to  give  only  two  meals  a  day,  he  must 
remind  him  that  a  short  time  ago  that  was 
the  general  rule,  except  as  regarded  child- 
ren and  infirm  persons.  Considerable 
difl'erenee  of  opinion  continued  to  exist 
with  reference  to  the  dietary  in  Irish 
workhouses,  and  he  could  only  say  that 
the  Poor  Law  Commission  would  continue 
to  use  erery  exertion  in  their  power  to  in- 
duce Boards  of  Ouardians  to  adopt  their 
views. 

ARMY— EMPLOYMENT   OF  SOLDIERS. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  SHAW-LEFEYRE  said,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  John  Simeon), 
he  would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  THiether  his  attention  has  heen 
called  to  the  system  of  employing  soldiers 
in  trades  and  callings  which  has  been  for 
some  time  pursued  at  Parkhurst  Barracks ; 
whether  he  is  satisfied  with  the  success 
of  the  experiment ;  and,  whether  he  is 
prepared  to  recommend  the  adoption  of 
the  principle  in  other  Depot  Battalions  ? 

Sia  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  in  re- 
ply, that  he  was  happy  to  say  that  the 
system  of  employing  soldiers  in  barracks 
had  been  found  to  work  yery  satisfactorily. 
The  system  had  been  already  extended  to 
the  other  depots,  and  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  War  OfBce  to  still  further  extend 
it. 

SCOTLAND— PAROCHIAL  ASSESS- 
MENT.—QUES  TION. 

Sir  WILLIAM  STIELIKe- MAX- 
WELL said,  he  wished  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  discrepancies  which  occur  in 
the  practice  of  Parochial  Boards  in  Scot- 
land in  imposing  assessments  under  the 
Poor  Law  Amendment  Act — namely,  that 
some  Parochial  Boards  make  no  deductions 
in  terms  of  the  thirty-serenth  section  of  the 
Act,  while  some  Parochial  Boards  make  an 
uniform  deduction  in  regard  to  all  classes 
of  property,  and  others  make  different  de* 
duotions  in  regard  to  different  classes  of 
property  ;  and,  whether  he  is  prepared  to 
state,  for  the  information  of  the  Parochial 
Boards,  the  course  they  ought  to  follow  in 
regard  to  making  deductions  under  the 
thirty-seventh  section  of  the  Poor  Law  Act? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  :  Sir,  I  con- 
sider those  Parochial  Boards  are  in  error 
which  make  no  deductions  from  the  grots 
The  Earl  of  Mayo 
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prooeed  under  ita  proTisions  AgAintt  anj 
Boeh  offendera. 


IRELAND— QUEEN'S  PLATES. 
QUESTION. 

Gbkhral  DUNNE  bdd,  he  wished  td 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  By 
whose  aathority  was  a  Queen's  Plate  re- 
mofed  this  year  from  the  Oarragh  to 
Limerick  ;  are  the  Stewards  of  the  Irish 
Turf  Cluh  vested  with  any  powers  to  pro- 
hibit the  transfer  of  a  Queen's  Plate  from 
the  Curragh  to  any  other  locality  in  Ire- 
land ;  abd»  with  whom  does  it  rest  to 
authorize  the  changes  of  the  Queen's 
Plates  from  one  locality  to  another  ih 
Ireland  ? 

The  Eabl  of  MATO  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  remoyAl  was  made  by  the  orders 
of  the  Master  of  the  Horse,  after  seyeral 
communications  with  the  authorities  at  the 
Curragh,  who  were  willing  to  accede  to 
the  arrangement.  It  rested  with  the 
Master  of  the  Horse  to  make  any  changes 
which  might  be  deemed  necessary  in  con- 
nection with  the  running  for  the  Queen's 
Plates. 


ABTSSINUN  EXPEDITION— VOTE   OF 
THANKS  TO  LORD  NAPIER. 

Mr.  Speaker  acquainted  the  House, 
that  he  had  receivea  a  Letter  from  Lord 
Napier  of  Magdala,  dated  the  18th  day 
of  this  instant  July,  acknowledging  the 
Thanks  of  this  House  to  himself  and  other 
Officers  for  the  success  attending  the 
Abyssinian  Expedition  : — Letter  read  as 
follows : — 

49,  CUviknd  Squar0,  Eyde  Fork, 

July  18,  1868. 
Sir, 

I  have  duly  ree&wed  ih$  Beioluttons  of 
the  S6u$e  of  Commom  oonveyiny  the  Thanh 
of  the  JSimse,  for  the  manner  in  wMeh  the 
Campaiyn  in  Ahysiinia  was  conducted,  to 
myself  and  to  C<mmodore  Heath,  C.B., 
Maior  Qonoral  Sir  C.  Staveley,  K.C.B., 
Md^  General  Qeorye  Malcolm,  C.JB., 
Mqfbr  General  E.  L,  RueeeU^  Brigadier 
General  W.  Merewether,  O.B,,  and  the 
other  Offloere  of  t^  Army  and  Navy : 

And  the  fitrther  intimation  that  the 
House  acknowledge  and  approve  of  the  eon- 
duct  of  the  Petty  (^fleers,  Non-commis- 
sioned OjffUcers,  and  Men  of  the  Navy  and 
Army,  both  European  and  Native,  during 
these  operations : 


Iheg  to  express  for  myself,  and  on  he* 
half  of  the  Officers  and  Men  of  the  Force, 
our  profound  sense  of  the  honour  conferred 
isponus. 

I  have  taken  the  requisite  steps  to  convey 
the  said  Resolutions  to  the  Officers  named, 
and  to  the  several  Officers  of  the  Navy  and 
Army  who  have  served  in  the  Expedition. 
I  have  the  honour  to  he, 
Sir, 
Your  most  obedient  Servant, 
NAPIER  OF  MAODALA, 
P.S.  I  regret  extremely  that  this  Com- 
mumcation  should  have  been  accidentally 
delayed. 

lb  the  Right  honble,  John  Evelyn  Denison, 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 


REGISTRATION   (IRELAND)   BILL. 

{The  Earl  of  Mayo,  Mr,  Attorney  General  for 

Ireland,) 

[bill  218.]    COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  ESMONDS  said,  he  rose  to  make 
ao  objection  to  the  title  of  this  Bill,  which, 
ha  contended,  did  not  cover  its  contents, 
inasmuch  as  a  Registration  Bill  conld  not 
be  presumed  to  contain  provisions  with  re- 
ference to  polling-places.  The  objection 
might  be  got  rid  of  either  by  discharging 
the  Order  and  bringing  in  a  new  Bill,  or 
by  altering  the  Bill  in  order  to  make  it 
correspond  with  its  title.  He  belieyed 
that  the  objection  ought  to  have  been 
taken  on  the  second  reading ;  but,  as  the 
Bill  was  read  a  second  time  before  it  was 
printed,  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  have 
offered  the  objection  at  that  stage. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  said,  that  most  Bills, 
after  indicating  the  contents,  contained  the 
words  "  and  for  other  purposes."  In  this 
instance  these  words  did  not  occur ;  but 
the  objection  taken  by  the  hen.  Member 
was  a  preliminary  one,  which  ought  to 
have  been  offered  on  the  second  reading, 
and  it  was  now  too  late  to  make  it. 

The  Earl  of  MATO  said,  that  in 
moving  the  second  reading  he  had  in- 
formed the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr. 
Chichester  Fortescue)  that  the  Bill  would 
contain  provisions  for  additional  polling- 
places,  lind  had  also  stated  the  fact  iu 
the  few  words  with  which  he  introduced 
the  measure;  and  he  trusted,  therefore, 
that  the  House  would  acquit  hiin  of  having 
acted  in  tiny  way  unfairly.  It  was  tHie 
that  the  Bill  was  read  a  second  time  before. 
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it  was  priDted ;  bat  he  stated  at  tbe  time 
that  if  that  course  were  at  all  objected  to 
he  should  not  think  of  pressing  it. 

Mb.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUB 
said,  he  could  not  regard  an  accidental 
remark  made  to  himself  in  the  light  of  a 
communication  to  the  House  of  the  con- 
tents of  the  Bill.  It  would  have  been 
much  better  if  the  noble  Earl  had  had  the 
Bill  printed. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  that 
the  Irish  Members  had  been  taken  quite 
by  surprise.  This  Bill  had  not  been  dis- 
cussed, not  a  word  said,  upon  the  second 
reading.  It  was  introduced  at  two  o'clock 
in  the  morning  on  Tuesday  week.  The 
noble  Earl  did  not  then  explain  its  provi- 
sions fully.  The  noble  Earl  stated  that 
the  object  was  simply  to  have  the  registra- 
tion taken  in  such  time  as  to  enable  the 
General  Election  to  take  place  in  Novem- 
ber, and  then  just  as  he  was  sitting  down 
he  said  that  it  would  also  contain  some 
alteration  with  respect  to  the  increase  of 
polling-places.  It  was  put  down  for  a  se- 
cond reading  on  Thursday,  and  when  it 
came  on  it  was  found  that  it  had  not 
been  printed.  At  the  time  of  the  second 
reading  he  and  several  other  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  in  Ireland.  When  the  Bill  was 
printed  it  was  discovered  that  it  made  a 
most  material  change  in  the  law  of  Ireland 
regarding  polling-places.  Tbe  result  had 
been  to  bring  back  Irish  Members  who  had 
left  for  the  Session,  and  the  first  opportu- 
nity they  had  of  considering  it  was  after 
the  Appropriation  Bill  had  been  read  a 
second  time  in  that  House.  He  certainly 
thought  this  was  not  fair  in  the  noble  Earl 
or  Her  Majesty's  Government.  If  he  were 
in  "  another  place,*'  he  might  say  that  it 
was  a  dodge  or  a  trick,  but  as  he  knew 
that  that  would  be  un-Parliamentary  in  that 
House,  he  would  not  use  the  expression. 
According  to  the  existing  law  in  Ireland, 
application  might  be  made  to  the  magis- 
trates in  Quarter  Sessions  for  new  polling- 
places,  and  if  such  application  were  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  the 
Privy  Council  the  alteration  took  eflPect. 
By  the  present  Bill  it  was  proposed  to 
render  the  sanction  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant and  the  Privy  Council  unnecessary. 
Now,  nine- tenths  of  the  magistrates  in 
Ireland  were  Conservatives  of  the  high- 
est possible  order,  and  to  place  in  their 
hands  such  a  power  was  certainly  not 
a  proposal  that  ought  to  be  made  at  the 
end  of  a  Session  when  so  few  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  in  London.  The  result  would 
The  Harl  of  Mayo 


most  probably  be  that  every  magistrate 
who  was  a  landlord  would  make  his  own 
rent-office  a  polling-place,  and  the  tenants 
would  be  marched  up  to  give  their  votes. 
It  was  a  proposal  he  could  not  sanction, 
and  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  give  the  Bill  every 
opposition  in  his  power. 

Mr.  STNAN  said,  the  Irish  Registra- 
tion Bill  ought  to  have  been  brought  in 
simultaneously  with  the  English  Registra- 
tion Bill,  and  not  in  the  last  week  or  the 
last  fortnight  of  the  Session.  But  in  the 
English  Bill  there  were  provisions  for  in- 
creasing the  polling-places  according  to 
the  increase  made  in  the  county  consti- 
tuency ;  while  in  Ireland  there  was  no  in- 
crease in  the  constituency,  and  it  was 
expected  that  the  Irish  Registration  Bill 
would  be  confined  to  registration.  In  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl  (tbe  Earl  of 
Mayo)  in  introducing  the  measure,  as  re- 
ported in  The  TimeSt  not  a  word  was  said 
about  an  increase  of  polling-places.  On 
the  second  reading  the  noble  Earl  said  that 
clauses  relative  to  polling-places  would  be 
introduced,  and  they  were  introduced  be- 
fore the  Bill  was  printed,  and  what  the 
clauses  were  had  only  just  become  known. 
[The  Earl  of  Mato  :  I  stated  them  pub- 
licly J  He  was  not  aware  what  they  were 
till  Saturday  night ;  and  the  clauses  had 
kept  him  and  other  Members  in  town. 
Many  Irish  Members  who  had  not  seen 
them  had,  however,  gone  to  Ireland  ;  and 
he  objected  to  the  alteration  of  the  law  at 
this  late  period  of  the  Session. 

Ma.  VANCE  said,  he  must  contend  that 
there  had  been  no  surprise  in  this  matter. 
The  Bill  would  increase,  instead  of  dimin- 
ishing, the  facilities  for  voting.  If  hon. 
Gentlemen  wished  elections  to  be  con- 
ducted with  order  in  Ireland  they  would 
vote  for  additional  polling-places.  The 
clauses  relating  to  new  polling-plaees  were 
precisely  similar  to  clauses  in  the  English 
Bill,  except  where  concessions  had  been 
made  to  Irish  Liberal  Members. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWTER  said,  he  had 
not  supposed  the  Bill  was  anything  but  a 
simple  Registration  Bill.  The  House  ought 
not  to  consider  the  circumstances  of  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  as  being  alike.  In  Eng- 
land the  magistrate  would  exercise  his 
power  with  respect  to  additional  polling- 
places  as  a  matter  of  business ;  but  in 
Ireland  party  feeling  ran  so  high  as  to 
make  it  highly  undesirable  to  give  this 
power  to  the  magistrates  without  some 
check.  He  hoped  tbe  Government  would 
witlidraw  this  portion  of  the  Bill. 
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The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Warren)  said,  he  could 
assure  the  Irish  Members  that  there  had 
been  no  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Oo- 
yemment  to  cause  them  any  inconTenience. 
He  suggested  that  the  discussion  on  the 
subject  of  the  polling-places  could  be  taken 
much  better  in  Committee  than  on  the 
Motion  that  the  Speaker  do  leaye  the 
Chair. 

CoLONBL  GREVILLE-NUGENT  said, 
that  as  the  Irish  Reform  Bill  did  not  touch 
the  county  franchise  he  could  not  see  why 
the  Government  had  thought  it  necessary 
to  interfere  with  the  question  of  polling- 
places  in  a  Bill  which  he  had  supposed  to 
be  merely  a  Registration  Bill.  At  present 
application  could  be  made  at  Quarter  Ses- 
sions for  an  increase  in  the  number  of  the 
polling- places.  He  thought  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  ought  to  give  some 
explanation  before  the  House  was  asked  to 
go  into  Committee. 

The  Earl  of  MATO  said,  that  perhaps 
it  might  facilitate  matters  if  he  now  offered 
a  few  remarks  by  way  of  explanation.  He 
belieyed  he  could  satisfy  the  House  that 
there  was  an  absolute  necessity  for  the 
clauses  which  proTided  facilities  for  increas- 
ing the  number  of  polling- places.  As  the 
law  stood  at  present  it  was  impossible  to 
get  additional  polling- places  in  Ireland,  no 
matter  how  general  and  how  just  the  demand 
for  them  might  be.  That  had  been  decided 
on  several  occasions,  in  accordance  with  the 
opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown. 
The  alteration  he  proposed  was  not  one  in 
the  law,  but  merely  a  prorision  to  make 
the  existing  law  workable.  By  the  13  b  14 
Viet.  c.  50,  it  was  proyided  that  certain 
places  duly  scheduled  in  that  Act  should 
be  the  polling- places  for  the  whole  of 
Ireland  ;  but  by  Clause  22  of  that  Act  it 
was  further  provided  that  no  barony  or 
half  barony  in  a  county  could  be  divided 
for  tlie  purpose  of  making  additional 
polliog-places.  By  the  25  &26  Vtci.  c.  62, 
that  latter  restriction  was  removed  ;  but  no 
provision  whatever  was  made  for  the 
distribution  of  the  voters  in  accordance 
with  the  number  and  the  situation  of  the 
pollinff- places.  This  was  sought  to  be 
amended'by  the  27  b  28  VicL  c.  22,  which 
was  partly  retrospective  and  partly  pro- 
spective in  its  provisions  ;  but  here,  again, 
there  was  a  defect,  because  if  an  alteration 
of  the  polling-places  occurred  in,  say,  the 
early  part  of  the  year,  it  was  impossible  to 
obtain  any  re- distribution  of  voters  for 
nine  or  ten  months  after.     In  the  event  of 


an  election  in  the  interval,  very  great  con- 
fusion would  be  certain  to  occur,  by  reason 
of  the  uncertainty  as  to  where  each  man 
should  vote.  It  had  been  therefore  held 
by  successive  Advisers  of  the  Crown  that, 
under  the  circumstances  to  which  he  had 
referred,  it  would  be  improper  for  the 
Privy  Council  to  make  the  Order  respect- 
ing the  applications  for  additional  polling- 
places  contemplated  by  the  Legislature. 
The  consequence  was  that  the  law  was 
a  dead  letter,  and  it  was  impossible 
to  obtain  additional  polling  -  places  for 
any  county  in  Ireland.  The  first  case 
arose  in  reference  to  Kilkenny.  It  was 
submitted  to  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown,  who  gave  their  opinion  that  it 
would  be  improper  and  dangerous  to  make 
the  Order.  The  result  was  that  the  last 
Act  was  passed ;  but,  while  providing  for 
the  case  of  Kilkenny,  it  omitted  to  pro- 
vide for  the  other  case  to  which  he  nad 
just  referred.  In  the  year  1864  the  ma- 
gistrates of  Queen's  County  applied  for 
additional  poUioff-places.  The  Law  Officers, 
however,  advised  the  Privy  Council  not  to 
make  an  Order,  as  it  would  be  productive 
of  great  confusion.  As  the  whole  necessity 
of  the  present  legislation  arose  out  of  that 
opinion,  it  was  desirable  that  it  should  be 
read  to  the  Blouse.  It  was  as  follows  :— 
'*  We  are  of  opinion  that  the  Privy  Council 
ought  not  now  to  make  the  proposed  orders,  in- 
Tolving  M  they  do  a  division  of  baronies.  We 
think  that  the  making  of  such  orders  would  cause 
very  great  confusion  and  embarrassment,  by  con- 
stitnUng  new  polling-plaoes  for  barony  dlTisions 
without  any  machinery  being  in  existence  for 
making  oat  separate  lists  of  voters  for  each 
division  before  an  election  may  take  place  for  the 
county  in  which  the  difided  barony  is  situate. 
The  Act  of  Parliament,  27  ^  28  Vict,  c.  22,  is,  we 
think,  defective  in  not  providing  that  the  polling 
at  elections  which  may  happen  between  the 
making  of  the  order  for  the  new  polling-places 
and  the  revision  of  the  separate  lists  consequent 
thereon  should  proceed  as  if  no  such  order  was 
made,  and  the  said  Act  most,  we  think,  be 
amended.  Pending  this  amendment,  it  appears  to 
us  that  the  Priry  Council  should  nuke  no  order 
involving  a  division  of  a  barony.  We  think  it 
right  to  add  that,  in  Sur  opinion,  the  amendment 
of  the  Act  ought  to  provide  that  the  separate 
lists  should  be  made  out  and  revised  at  the 
Quarter  Sessions  next  after  the  order  of  the 
Privy  Council,  by  enacting  clauses  similar  to  the 
lOth  and  following  sections  in  the  Act  above- 
mentioned,  and  that  elections  in  the  meantime 
should  be  conducted  as  if  no  such  order  was  made. 

'<  Thomas  0*HAeAH. 

**  Jammb  a.  Lawbov. 

**  Edwabd  Suluvak." 

Sm  COLMAN    O'LOQHLBN :  What 
is  the  date? 
Thb  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  it  was  dated 
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the  27ih  of  December,  1864.  No  doDU» 
that  opiDion  was  perfeetlj  correct ;  and, 
after  BDoh  adWee,  it  was  obfiouslj  impos- 
sible for  tbe  Pri?y  Council  to  make  any 
Order  for  additional  polling-places.  An- 
other case  bad  arisen  more  recently  in 
reference  to  the  county  of  Donegal ;  but 
the  application  was  not  complied  with,  oh 
the  ground  that  the  Privy  Council  felt  it 
unsafe  to  make  an  Order  on  the  subject 
until  the  law  was  completed.  Both  the 
late  and  the  present  Oovemments»  there- 
fore, had  been  obliged  to  refhse  relief  when 
it  had  been  applied  for.  He  hoped  hen. 
Members  would  now  see  that  the  accusa- 
tions brought  against  b ink  of  taking  the 
House  by  surprise,  of  making  material 
alterations  in  the  law,  and  other  ridiculous 
and  absurd  charges  had  no  foundation 
whatever.  He  merely  proposed  to  facili- 
tate the  action  of  the  present  law ;  and, 
with  one  single  exception,  he  did  not  de- 
yiate  from  the  very  letter  of  tbe  advice 
given  to  the  Crowta  by  its  Law  Officers  of 
the  late  Administration  in  the  case  to 
which  he  bad  referred.  The  necessity  in 
Ireland  for  additional  polling-places  was 
very  urgent.  To  show  this,  he  would 
compare  three  Irisb  counties  with  three 
English  agricultural  counties,  as  it  would 
obviously  be  unfair  to  take  manu&cturing 
counties  in  this  country  for  the  purpose  of 
making  the  comparison.  The  English 
counties  he  had  selected  were  North  De- 
vonshire, Westmoreland,  and  the  North 
Biding  of  Yorkshire,  and  these  he  would 
compare  with  the  counties  of  Tipperary, 
Donegal,  and  Cork.  In  North  Devon 
there  were  eleven  polling-places  for  9,500 
electors,  or  one  polling-place  for  about 
every  900  voters ;  but  in  Tipperary,  where 
the  number  of  electors  was  the  same— 
9,500— there  were  only  five  polling-places, 
or  one  for  every  1,900  voters.  Again, 
Westmoreland,  with  4,200  electors,  had 
thirteen  polling-places,  or  one  to  every 
400  voters  ;  whereas  Donegal,  with  4,300 
electors,  had  but  four*  polling-places,  or 
one  to  about  every  1.100  voters.  He 
might  mention  that  there  had  been  re- 
peated applications  from  Donegal  for 
additional  polling-places,  and  thftt  some  of 
the  voters  in  that  county  had  to  travel  no 
less  than  twenty-five  or  twenty-six  miles 
across  a  mountain  to  record  their  votes* 
To  show  further  the  disadvantage  at  which 
Irish  counties  were  placed  in  this  respect 
as  compared  with  English  counties,  he 
need  only  state  that  whereas  the  North 
Riding  of  Yorkshire,  with  15,400  electors. 
The  Earl  of  Mayo 


had  sev^t^en  poWng-pIaces,  the  eoxmkf  of 
Cork,  with  15J00,  had  only  ten.  Then 
in  Ireland  itself  tbe  greatest  inequalities 
existed  between  different  counties  with 
regard  to  polling-places.  The  county  of 
Clare,  for  instance,  with  5,460  electors, 
had  ten  polling-places,  while  the  county  of 
Cavan,  with  5,900  electors,  had  only  four. 
These  statistics  must  convince  the  House 
that,  putting  aside  all  other  consideratioDS, 
there  was  a  necessity  for  immediate  legis- 
Uktion.  He  believed  the  present  Bill  would 
efiect  a  great  improvement.  According  to 
the  old  law,  which  was  inoperative,  altera* 
tions  with  respect  to  polling-places  could 
only  be  made  at  Quarter  Sessions,  which 
in  Ireland  were  not  generally  well  attended 
by  the  magistrates,  but  were  mere  hole- 
and-corner  meetings.  He  proposed,  there- 
fore, that  a  public  notice  should  be  given 
of  all  intended  alterations  of  polling-places, 
with  the  view  of  securing  the  attendance 
of  all  tbe  magistrates  and  other  persons 
interested,  and  that  the  subject  should  be 
discussed  at  a  Special  Sessions.  This,  in- 
deed, was  the  only  alteration  he  proposed 
to  make  in  the  existing  law.  When  the 
list  of  polling-places  had  been  arranged  by 
the  magistrates  it  was  to  be  submitted  to 
the  Privy  Council,  as  at  present,  for 
approval  and  rectificaUon,  and  afterwards 
published  in  the  Dviblm  Gazette.  It  was 
also  provided  that  in  the  event  of  there 
being  an  election  between  tbe  appointment 
of  new  polling-places  and  the  revision  of 
the  lists,  the  old  lists  should  remain  in 
force  as  respects  the  pollmg-places.  Of 
course  the  Executive  Government,  through 
the  action  of  the  Privy  Council,  would  in 
every  case  be  responsible  for  alterations  in 
the  polling-places.  He  implored  the  House 
to  pass  these  clauses ;  they  would  save 
large  numbers  of  electors  in  Ireland  from 
having  to  take  long  and  sometimes  dan- 
gerous journeys.  They  carried  out  the 
principle  which  was  always  acted  upon  in 
England  of  bringing  the  polling-places  as 
near  as  possible  to  the  electors.  He  was 
astonished  that  any  Member  connected 
with  Ireland  could  get  up  and  oppose  these 
provisions.  They  were  proposed  for  no 
party  purpose  whatever :  in  fact,  tbe  greater 
number  of  applfeations  for  addithnal  poll- 
ing-places came  from  the  North  of  Ireland; 
but  he  believed  that  they  were  calculated 
to  facilitate  elections  in  Ireland,  to  prevent 
disturbances,  and  to  contribute  largdy  to 
the  convenience  of  the  voters. 

Mr.    LAWSON  aaid,  he  thought  the 
^eech  of  the  noble  Earl  was  the  strongeat 
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possible  argument  against  the  elanse,  be- 
'  cause  if  the  grieyanoe  was  one  of  so  many 
years*  standing  it  was  difficult  to  understand 
why  the  noble  Earl  had  not  addressed  him- 
self to  it  before,  instead  of  so  uneKpeotedly 
proposing  to  legislate  upon  it  by  introducing 
special  clauses  in  a  Bill  introduced  for  quite 
another  purpose.  The  noble  Earl  told 
them  that  a  formal  and  teobnioal  defect  in 
the  law  was  pointed  out  in  1864 ;  but  he 
was  in  power  in  1866  and  1867,  when  there 
were  applications  from  King's  County  and 
other  places,  and  yet  he  took  no  steps 
towards  remedying  the  defect.  Why  did 
not  the  noble  Earl  propose  the  change  in 
the  Irish  Reform  Bill  when  there  would 
have  been  an  opportunity  of  discussing  its 
expediency  ?  The  alterations  proposed  by 
the  noble  Earl  were  not  quite  so  insignifi- 
cant as  he  had  made  out.  By  the  present 
law  no  additional  polling* places  could  be 
applied  for  except  at  Quarter  Sessions, 
and  he  must  say  that  he  was  surprised  to 
hear  the  noble  Earl  talk  of  Quarter  Ses- 
sions in  Ireland  as  ''hole-and-corner" 
meetings,  for  they  were  as  well  attended 
as  Quarter  Sessions  in  England.  The 
noble  Earl  now  proposed  that  six  Justices 
of  the  Peace,  or  twenty  electors,  upon  re- 
quisition to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  should 
hare  power  to  confene  a  Special  Sessions, 
to  be  held  ten  days  from  the  date  of  the 
applioation.  This  proposal  he  condemned 
as  an  unconstitutional  innoration.  The 
power  to  conyene  the  Special  Sessions 
would  rest  with  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and 
not  with  the  Pri?y  Council,  and  the  month's 
notice  now  necessary  would  be  dispensed 
with.  The  Special  Sessions  proposed  to 
be  substituted  for  the  Quarter  Sessions  m 
this  matter  would  really  be  "hole-and- 
corner  "  meetings.  He  looked  upon  these 
profisions  as  an  aftei>thought.  He  fancied 
they  had  been  added  at  the  suggestion  of 
some  person  whose  object  was  to  enable  a 
large  number  of  fresh  polling-places  to  be 
granted  in  the  ensuing  month  of  August,  a 
time  when  a  great  many  of  the  infloential 
residents  were  out  of  the  country,  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  some  political  adran- 
tage.  He  trusted  that  the  clauses  would 
not  be  pressed.  If  they  were  he  hoped  the 
Irish  Members  would  giro  them  their  most 
determined  opposition. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  I  think  the  best 
way  to  advance  the  Business  would  be  for 
us  to  go  into  Committee  without  further 
delay.  If  there  are  on  our  part  any  of  the 
deep-laid  plots  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  supposes,  the  scrutiny  of  the 


Committee  will  soon  reveal  ftnd  defeat 
them.  But  until  we  get  into  Committee 
we  are  making  no  progress. 

Mb.  COGAN  said,  it  would  be  a  great 
inconvenience  if  just  on  the  eve  of  a  General 
Election  the  polling-places  throughout  Ire- 
land were  changed.  But  the  great  objec- 
tion to  the  plan  was  that  it  was  a  surprise, 
no  intimation  on  the  subject  of  these  pollmg- 
places  having  been  given  on  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill. 

Thb  Eablof  MAYO:  I  stated  distinctly 
6n  that  occasion  that  provision  would  be 
made  for  additional  polling-places. 

Mb.  COGAN  said,  that  the  no  mention 
of  them  would  be  found  in  the  report  of 
tbe  noble  Earl's  speech,  probably  on  ac- 
count of  the  very  late  hour  in  the  morning 
at  which  the  noble  Earl  addressed  the 
House.  He  trusted  that  the  House  would 
come  to  a  dear  decision  on  th^se  clauses 
before  going  into  Committee.  It  was  clear 
that  the  most  strenuous  opposition  would 
be  given  to  the  thhrd  part  of  the  Bill,  and 
as  practical  men  they  ought  to  consider 
that  at  this  period  of  the  Session  great 
powers  and  facilities  were  given  to  an 
Opposition  to  defeat  any  measure  of  which 
thCy  disapproved.  Those  powers  had  been 
exercised  already  on  another  Bill,  and  if 
they  were  driren  to  exercise  them  on  this 
Bill  very  serious  consequences  might  en- 
sue. 

Mb.  HORSMAN  said,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  follow  the  advice  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  and  go  into  Committee  ;  but  he 
rose  to  call  attention  to  two  preliminary 
points  on  which  he  thought  the  whole  dis- 
cussion in  Committee  would  turn.  The 
two  points  were  these.  In  the  first  place, 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  objected 
not  so  much  to  legislation  on  this  matter 
as  that  the  clauses  referring  to  it  were  in 
the  wrong  Bill.  The  Goyernment  had  had 
tbe  opinion  of  counsel  before  them  for  four 
years,  recommending  a  change  in  the  law; 
but  the  clauses  making  the  change  ought, 
as  in  the  English  Bill,  to  have  been  placed 
in  the  Reform  Bill,  and  not  in  the  Regis- 
tration BilL  The  other  point  was  that  if 
these  clauses  were  to  appear  in  the  Regis- 
tration Bill  the  Government  ought  to  have 
giren  Notice  of  their  introduction.  But 
the  Bill  was  allowed  to  be  read  a  second 
time  without  being  printed,  because  it  was 
supposed  that  it  would  be  strictly  confined 
to  the  subject  which  was  represented  by 
its  title;  but  when  the  Bill  was  printed 
they  fonnd  to  their  surprise  that  it  referred 
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to  quite  different  matters,  and  man  j  of  the 
Irish  Members  who  had  left  England  Were 
obh'ged  to  return  to  this  country  in  conse- 
quence. These  were  the  points  which  re- 
quired explanation.  There  was  nothing 
of  which  the  House  was  so  jealoust  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  shown  to- 
night that  there  was  nothing  of  which  he 
was  so  sensitife,  as  the  suspicion  that  the 
House  was  about  to  be  taken  bj  snrprise. 
Hafing  listened  to  this  discussion  with  the 
greatest  interest  and  attention,  he  was 
brought  to  the  eondusion  that  the  noble  Earl 
bad  giyen  no  answer  at  all  to  the  objections  of 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Grerille- 
Kugent),  and  that  the  Bill  as  a  Registration 
Bill  ought  not  to  have  been  extended  to 
the  increase  of  polling-places.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  persist  with  these  clauses. 
Mb.  HADFIELD  said,  he  thought  the 
House  should  not  come  to  any  hasty  con- 
clusion with  regard  to  principles  which 
might  have  a  rital  effect  on  the  character 
of  the  Bill.  It  seemed  to  him  that  if  this 
Bill  contained  any  lingering  remnant  of  the 
old  system  of  fafouritism  and  ascendancy, 
it  was  time  for  that  House,  which  repre- 
sented the  people  of  the  United  Eingddin, 
to  put  an  end  to  it.  The  object  of  the 
clauses  he  understood  to  be  to  give  the 
landlords  power  to  bring  their  tenants  like 
serfs  to  the  poll.  Now,  if  that  were  so, 
he  asked  the  House  to  pause  before  adopt- 
ing them.  He  implored  the  House  to  con- 
sider that  this  was  but  a  remnant  of  powers 
attaching  in  past  times  to  property  as  dis- 
connected with  labour  and  the  rights  of 
industry,  and  that  it  was  now  time  to  put 
an  end  to  them  all.  He  would  support  the 
proposition  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Portarlington  (Mr.  Lawson). 
He  would  nefer  be  satisfied  till  the  Union 
was  made  complete,  and  Ireland  enjoyed 
all  the  rights  and  all  the  liberties  of  Eng- 
land. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause     1    (Definition    of    "  Principal 

Act"). 

Sib  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  the 
present  would  be  a  good  opportunity  to  ask 
whether  the  Goyernment  intended  to  per- 
severe with  the  third  part  of  the  Bill  ? 
Several  hon.  Gentlemen  took  a  great 
interest  in  the  question  which  stood  next 
on  the  Paper  (the  Metropolitan  Foreign 
Cattle  Market  Bill),  and  it  might  be  con- 
venient to  them  to  know  if  that  Bill  was 
Mr.  HoTiman 


not  to  come  on  till  eleven  or  twelve  o'clock 
that  night. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  2  to  21,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  22  (Courts  of  Revision  to  be  held 
between  8th  September  and  6th  October). 

Mb.  M'CULLAGH  TORRENS  said,  he 
wished  to  make  an  appeal  to  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  the  necessity  of  taking  some 
steps  to  secure  greater  facilities  than  had 
commonly  been  given  heretofore  for  the 
registration  of  voters  belonging  to  the 
working  classes.  By  the  Act  of  last  Ses- 
sion they  had  in  towns  greatly  extended 
the  bonnda  of  electoral  privileges*  more 
especially  by  the  concession  of  the  fran- 
chise to  lodgers.  But  from  what  reaohed 
him  he  feared  that  this  boon  would  be 
rendered  useless,  unless  the  Government 
would  either  introduce  a  measure  or  give 
directions  to  the  Revising  Barristers  as  to 
the  time  at  which  the  Revision  Courts 
should  be  held.  It  was  plain  that  those 
who  lived  by  their  labour  could  not  afford 
to  hang  about  a  Revision  Court  for  the 
greater  part  of  a  day,  or  of  more  days  than 
one,  to  secure  their  claims  being  admitted; 
and,  if  they  were  in  consequence  denied 
their  promised  share  of  enfranchisenaent, 
would  not  a  feeling  inevitably  arise  that 
hopes  had  been  held  out  to  them  that  were 
not  meant  to  be  realised  ?  He  was  sure 
that  this  was  not  in  the  intention  of  any 
party  in  that  House;  and  therefore  he 
trusted  that  he  might  be  pardoned  for 
making  a  suggestion  which,  if  acted  on, 
he  trusted  would  tend  to  prevent  dis- 
satisfaction or  distrust  arising.  The  Re- 
vision Courts  were  to  be  held  in  Sep- 
tember; and  at  that  season  of  the  year 
there  could  be  no  possible  objection  to 
their  sitting  in  the  evening  from  six  tUi 
eight  for  the  purpose  of  hearing  the  claims 
of  lodgers.  He  would  suggest  that  when- 
ever a  Revising  Barrister  was  called  upon 
by  a  sufficient  number  of  persons,  say  fifty 
or  100,  to  hold  his  Court  on  alternate 
days  till  eight  o'clock  in  the  evening  he 
should  be  bound  to  do  so.  When  the  ordi- 
nary day's  work  was  done  the  frugal  and 
careful  man  would  thus  have  an  opportunity 
of  making  good  his  claim,  which  he  other- 
wise could  not  be  expected  to  do.  He 
(Mr.  Torrens)  put  it  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Treasnry 
whether  he  could  do  anything  more  gene- 
rally acceptable,  more  considerate,  or  more 
just,  than  to  act  upon  the  suggestion  which 
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he  (Mr.  Torreni)  had  ventared  to  make. 
He  had  been  anxioiu  to  urge  a  similar  pro- 
Tision  Id  the  English  Bill. 

SiK  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  he 
did  not  know  what  the  law  might  be  in 
England,  but  in  Ireland  it  was  competent 
to  a  Revising  Barrister  to  sit  to  anj  hour, 
and  he  himself,  when  he  was  a  Refising 
Barrister,  in  his  younger  days,  had  on  one 
occasion  sat  till  ten  o'clock. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  23  and  24  agreed  to. 

Clause  25  (Expenses  of  Chairman). 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  suggested 
that  the  scale  of  remuneration  should  be 
fixed  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  or  the  Law 
Officers,  instead  of  by  the  Reyising  Bar- 
rister, to  whom  the  duty  was  a  very  inti- 
dions  one. 

Thb  attorney  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Warbeh)  said,  that  the 
GoTcmment  could  not  tell  what  the  clerk's 
duties  had  been,  and  might  give  too  much 
or  too  little,  while  the  Barrister  knew  ex- 
actly to  what  he  was  entitled. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  26  to  31,  inclusire,  agreed  to* 

Clause  32  (Occupiers  not  to  claim  as 
Lodgers,  and  Persons  making  false  Decla- 
ration as  to  Claim  guilty  of  Misde- 
meanour). 

Mb.  LAWSON  said,  that  this  clause, 
which  made  it  a  misdemeanour  for  anyone 
who  was  an  occupier  to  haye  himself  rated 
as  a  lodger,  created  a  new  misdemeanour, 
and  was  not  in  either  the  English  or  the 
Scotch  Bills. 

Thb  Eabl  of  M ATO  could  only  express 
his  surprise  and  regret  that  the  clause  had 
been  proposed  to  be  omitted.  He  thought 
the  Committee  would  not  wish  that  those 
who  were  entitled  to  claim  as  occupiers 
should  also  claim  as  lodgers.  The  clause 
could  be  inconTcnient  only  to  those  who 
were  desirous  of  setting  up  fictitious  claims. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  he 
must  object  to  the  clause,  which  made  the 
offence  of  making  a  false  declaration  to  get 
on  the  register  a  misdemeanour.  Why 
should  a  clause  of  that  kind  be  introduced 
into  the  Irish  Bill  when  it  was  not  in  the 
English  Bill? 

Mb.  VANCE  said,  the  lodger  franchise 
was  a  new  franchise.  It  was  well  known 
that  much  stir  was  now  making  in  the 
city  of  Dublin  to  take  every  adrantage  of 
it.  It  was  stated  by  the  correspondent  of 
Tho  Times,  that  if  the  matter  waa  allowed 


to  proceed  as  intended,  it  would  amount 
almost  to  unifersal  suffrage,  for  all  those 
persons  who  could  not  claim  as  occupiers 
were  determined  to  claim  as  lodgers.  The 
clause  could  not  be  objected  to  by  any  man 
who  did  not  wish  to  make  a  fraudulent 
claim.  If  the  clause  was  not  in  the  Eng- 
lish Bill  there  was  no  reason  why  a  prece- 
dent for  introducing  it  should  not  be  set  in 
the  Irish  BiU.  He  would  point  out  that 
there  was  no  rating  check  upon  the  lodger. 

Sib  PATRICE  O'BRIEN  said,  he  could 
now  see  whence  the  clause  originated.  It 
appeared  from  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Armagh  (Mr.  Yance)  that  ob- 
jections were  entertained  in  certain  quarters 
to  a  lodger  franchise  for  the  city  of  Dublin. 
The  clause  appeared  to  be  framed  solely 
with  reference  to  that  class  of  voters. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  clause 
contained  two  distinct  and  incongruous 
propositions.  It  ought  to  be  divided  into 
two  clauses,  and  he  thought  it  would  be 
impossible  for  the  Committee  to  pass  it  In 
its  present  shape.  The  first  part  enacted 
that  no  person  rated  as  an  occupier  should 
claim  to  be  placed  on  the  register  as  a 
lodger;  the  second  part  said  that  a  person 
making  a  false  claim  as  a  lodger  should  be 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanour.  The  first  part 
was  open  to  objection,  because  a  man  might 
be  wrongly  rated  as  an  occupier.  To  the 
second  nart,  the  objections  were  insur- 
mountable. The  Committee  ought  to  pro- 
ceed on  the  principle  of  equity  and  equality 
with  regard  to  all  persons  claiming  the 
franchise.  All  the  reasons  for  providing 
against  fraudulent  claims  on  the  part  of 
the  lodger  were  equally  applicable  to  the 
case  of  the  leaseholder  and  freeholder. 

Mb.  STNAN  said,  he  obieoted  to  the 
clause,  which  he  believed  to  be  due  to  the 
oracular  interference  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Armagh  (Mr.  Vance). 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Wabbbn)  said,  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  in  dealing  with  the 
two  parts  of  the  clause  separately  if  the 
Committee  desired  it.  It  was  manifest 
that  the  lodger  clause  required  peculiar 
safeguards,  which  he  could  not  but  suppose 
hon.  Members,  who  were  in  favour  of 
purity  of  election,  were  anxious  to  see 
provided.  The  object,  then,  of  the  first 
part  of  the  clause  was  to  make  rating  as 
an  occupier  conclusive  evidence  that  the 
person  was  not  a  lodger,  so  that  a  man 
who  was  rated  as  an  occupier  could  not 
come  forward  and  say,  *'  It  is  true  I  have 
not  paid  the  rates  which  according  to  the 
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ratepajing  boeks  I  am  liable  to  pay,  aod  I 
claim  at  a  lodger."  With  regard  to  the 
latter  part  of  the  clause,  he  trusted  that  do 
hoB.  Member  would,  a^ter  consideration, 
say  that  the  GoTernment  had  done  wrong 
in  attaching  a  stigma  and  pnnisbment  to 
wilful  and  corrupt  falsehood  in  reference  to 
the  electif e  franchise. 

Mb.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUfi 
said,  some  hon.  Gentlemen  seemed  to 
entertain  a  perfect  horror  of  the  lodger 
class.  He  did  not  see  bow  a  person  duly 
rated  could  claim  as  a  lodger,  for  a  lodger 
roust  reside  in  some  part  of  a  house  occn* 
pied  by  another  party.  He  thought  that 
to  meet  a  danger  of  so  problematical  a 
character  as  the  one  supposed,  it  would  be 
most  unwise  to  apply  this  new  and  excep- 
tional legislation  to  Ireland.  He  strongly 
objected  to  the  second  part  of  the  clause, 
which  created  a  new  crime,  and  did  not 
see  why  the  penalty  should  apply  to  lodgers 
and  not  to  other  claimants  for  the  fran- 
ehise. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  the 
lodger  qualification  was  a  perf^ly  unique 
one  and  would  be  fruitful  of  fraud.  So  far 
from  wishing  to  see  the  proyision  limited 
to  Ireland  he  should  like  to  see  it  extended 
to  England,  and  so  far  from  its  being  un- 
necessary, it  was  only  analogous  to  the 
proposals  made  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  with  respect  to  the  declarations  re- 
quired from  candidates.  Efery  precaution 
ought  to  be  taken  against  fraudulent  at- 
tempts to  obtain  rotes. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  saw  that 
the  Goyeroment  attached  importance  to 
the  first  part  of  the  clause.  Though  he 
thought  it  a  great  mistake  to  introduce 
legislation  of  the  kind  proposed  into  a 
Bill  of  this  character,  yet  he  desired,  out 
of  deference  to  the  riews  of  the  GoTcrn- 
ment,  to  suggest  the  introduction  of  the 
word  <<  duly.^  The  first  part  of  the  clause 
would  then  run  thus — ''No  person  duly 
rated  as  the  occupier  of  any  house  or  pre- 
mises shall  be  registered  in  respect  of  being 
a  lodger.''  With  respect,  boweyer,  to  the 
latter  portion  of  the  clause,  he  would  re- 
mind the  Committee  that  it  was  a  distinct 
stigma,  not  only  upon  lodgers  as  a  class, 
but  on  the  Irish  lodgers  as  compared  with 
all  others. 

The  EiBL  of  MATO  said,  he  saw  no 
objection  to  the  introduction  of  the  word 
<<  duly."  He  would  obserye  that  in  Ire- 
land the  lists  were  taken  from  the  rate 
books,  and  no  one  could  get  on  them  with- 
out being  duly  rated. 

The  AttoTMy  a^neralM  IMtrnd      ' 


Mb.  MAGXHRE  said,  it  was  all  yery 
well  to  talk  about  extending  these  proyl- 
sions  to  England,  but  the  Englifl^  BiH 
could  net  be  re-opened.  He  did  not  wish — 
and  he  thought  ft  came  with  a  bad  grace 
from  the  noUe  Earl  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  and  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land— to  brand  their  countrymen  with  a 
desire  to  get  on  the  register  by  corrupt 
practices.  If  the  clause  were  not  extended 
to  England,  why  should  it  be  applied  to 
Ireland? 

Mb.  HADFIELD  said,  he  objected  to 
the  imposition  of  a  new  penalty,  and  to 
the  attempt  to  fix  on  Irish  lodgers  the 
crime  of  misdemeanour.  Instead  of  in- 
creasing the  list  of  crimes  it  was  most 
desirable  to  diminish  the  number.  The 
yoters  under  the  Reform  Bill  would  be 
enormously  increased.  In  bis  own  consti- 
tuency the  number  would  be  increased 
fbur-f^ld,  and  it  was  not  likely  they  would 
be  willing  to  be  conyicted  of  misdemea- 
nour. He  protested  against  the  doctrine 
of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  which 
made  that  a  crime  in  Ireland  which  was 
not  an  offence  in  England. 

The  Eabl  of  MATO  said,  he  thought 
there  was  some  force  in  the  objection,  and 
he  would  consent  to  leare  out  the  latter 
part  of  the  clause,  which  made  a  false  de- 
claration a  misdemeanour. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  33  (Byidenoe  to  support  Claim). 

Mb.  LAWSON  said,  that  as  the  clause 
was  worded  he  apprehended  that  it  might 
preclude  an  appeal.  He  thought  the 
words  stating  that  the  eyidence  should  be 
such  as  was  satisfactory  to  the  chairman  or 
Reyising  Barrister  should  be  struck  out. 
He  moyed  to  leaye  out  all  the  words  after 
the  word  '« claim." 

Thi  Eabl  of  MATO  said,  the  law  of 
registration  in  Ireland  was  different  ft-om 
that  in  England.  In  England  a  claimant 
would  be  obliged  to  bring  forward  some 
eyidence  of  his  claim.  In  Ireland  any  one 
who  made  a  claim  was  put  on  the  electoral 
roll  of  the  borough  or  county  as  the  case 
might  be,  unless  his  claim  was  objected  to. 
A  case  had  occurred  in  which  the  Reyising 
Barrister  erased  a  name  which  was  not 
objected  to.  On  appeal  the  late  Judge 
Perrin  ordered  the  name  to  be  placed  on 
the  register.  It  was  therefore  necessary, 
as  a  large  number  of  claims  would  be 
made  by  lodgers,  to  place  the  law  by  a 
clause  of  this  kind  substantially  on  the 
Same  footing  aa  that  in  Ensland. 
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Sib  COLMAN  O'LOOHLB!^  said,  «hat 
tbe  ooble  Earl  was  qoite  oorreot  in  bis 
statement  of  the  law  on  the  point.  A  man 
could  register  himself  for  erery  one  of  tbe 
thirty-two  counties  by  sending  in  a  claim 
for  that  purposes,  and  if  bis  claim  was 
not  objected  to  be  wonld  have  a  Tote  in 
each  of  those  counties.  He  thought  tbe 
noble  Earl  would  do  well  to  bring  up  a 
clause  to  alter  the  law  in  that  respect. 

Thb  Eabl  07  MATO  said,  be  had  heard 
of  a  case  in  which  a  man  had  succeeded 
in  getting  himself  on  the  register  for 
eighteen  counties  without  any  real  qualifi- 
cation. 

Sm  JOHN  GRAY  said,  he  beKered  it 
was  a  fact  that  one  indiridua)  bad  claimed 
to  ?ote  in  twenty  counties^  and  that  he  had 
actually  got  on  the  registers  of  eighteen 
and  voted  in  fife.  He  made  out  his  claims 
by  means  of  maps  and  documents  in  the 
Landed  Estates  Oonrt. 

Amend  menti  by  leaTCi  ¥)Uhdraium. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOGQLEN  said,  he 
w4NUd  moTC,  in  order  to  make  the  opera- 
tion of  the  elnuse  general  with  regard  to 
all  claimants,  whetiber  lodger  or  other,  to 
omit  the  words  "  ia  respect  to  the  occupa- 
tion of  lodgings." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Claose  34  (Act  and  ParU  of  Aeto  in 
Schedule  (E)  repealed). 

Sn  COLMAN  O'LOOHLBN  said,  that 
they  bad  now  come  to  the  objectioDable 
part  of  the  Bill— the  clauses  for  establish- 
ing new  polling-places — and  these  clauses 
he  proposed  to  strike  out.  In  1865 
he  assisted  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Tamworth  (Sir  Bobert  Peel) 
— who  was  at  that  time  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland — in  the  preparation  of  a  Bill  to 
remoTe  the  rery  difficulties  in  respect  of 
increasing  the  number  of  poHing  -  places 
which  tbe  noble  Earl  now  propoMd  to  re- 
moTe  by  this  and  tbe  neit  twelve  or  thirteen 
clauses  of  the  Bill.  The  rejection  of  that 
Bill  was  moved,  and  was  carried  by  a  fac- 
tious majority  of  2,  and  It  was  a  curious 
fact  that  tbe  noble  Earl  the  present  Chief 
Secretary  and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  the  Queen's  County  (General  Dunne) 
voted  with  the  majority  on  that  occasion. 
This  fact  showed  that  if  there  were  any 
defect  in  the  law,  his  side  of  the  House  was 
not  answerable  for  its  continuance.  The 
present  Government  were  in  Office  two 
tears,  why  had  not  they  thought  of  amend- 
mg  tbe  law  before,  and  nei  reserve  the 


Mestkm  tiH  tike  fag  end  of  a  Session,  and 
the  advent  of  a  General  Election  f  Was  not 
tbn  evidence  of  some  electioneering  contriv* 
ance?  He  would  say  no  more  at  present,  as 
he  intended  to  speak  again  and  divide  the 
Committee  on  every  clause,  and  perhaps 
on  every  line  of  every  clause,  relating  to 
what  be  considered  a  most  objectionable 
scheme.  He  would,  however,  make  an 
appeal  to  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  that  in  order  to 
facilitate  Pnblic  Business,  he  should  not  go 
on  with  this  part  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Baronet  had  made  an  appeal  to 
him  of  a  peculiar  kind ;  for,  though  con- 
ceived in  an  amicable  spirit,  it  was  foun^ 
on  a  threat  of  a  very  elaborate  character. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  if  an  opportunity 
presented  itself  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl 
of  Mayo)  would  give  a  sufficient  answer 
to  tbe  attack  which  tbe  hon.  and  learned 
Baronet  had  made  npon  him  with  respect 
to  the  Bill  of  1865.  It  was  quite  clear 
from  the  last  expression  of  opinion  on  the 
part  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  that 
he  was  influenced  at  tbe  present  time  by 
personal  reminisoences  of  a  peculiar  na- 
ture, though  he  (Mr.  Disraeli)  could  not 
withstand  the  conviction  that  as  tbe  dis- 
cussion went  on  tbe  hon.  and  learned  Ba- 
ronet would  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
to  pursue  the  course  he  had  just  announced 
would  not  tend  to  advance  Public  Business, 
nor  to  raise  tbe  hon.  and  learned  Baronet's 
character  for  learning  and  good  temper. 
He  trusted  there  would  be  a  fall  and  com- 
plete discvssion  of  these  clauses.  If  they 
could  not  bear  such  discussion,  of  course 
they  would  not  be  carried ;  but  he  oould 
not  bring  himself  to  tbe  belief  that  th^ 
House  would  witness  from  tbe  hon.  and 
learned  Baronet  or  any  of  bis  friends  that 
ezbibition  of  Parliamentary  tactics  which 
bad  been  just  referred  to. 

Gbural  DUNNE  said,  that  he  had 
been  accused  of  inconsistency  because  he 
voted  against  the  Bill  of  1865,  and  he  had 
done  so  because  at  the  time  there  were 
special  objections  to  that  Bill,  which  was 
merely  brought  forward  for  a  party  ob- 
ject, and  not  on  any  principle.  He  could 
only  say  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Ba- 
ronet, who  was  one  of  the  promoters  of 
tbe  Bill,  had  adopted  a  most  singulaf 
method  of  proving  bis  consistency  on  tbe 
present  occasion  by  voting  against  it^  when 
no  one  knew  better  than  he  did  the  neces^ 
sity  lor  some  means  of  preventing  violence 
at  the  ensumg  elections. 
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Sm  OOLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  tbat 
bia  Bill  did  not  deal  with  the  question  of 
juriBdiction.  It  had  left  the  appointment 
of  polling-places  with  the  Quarter  Session 
and  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  Privy  Coun- 
cil. 

Mr.  ESMONDS  moved  the  omission  of 
the  34th  clause,  the  first  of  those  relating 
to  the  alteration  of  polling-places.  There 
was  no  reason  for  passing  this  clause  now 
which  did  not  exist  when  the  Irish  Reform 
Bill  was  before  them.  The  Irish  county 
constituencies  had  not  been  increased,  and 
th^se  clsuses  were  quite  out  of  place  in  a 
Eegistration  Bill,  which  never  would  have 
been  allowed  to  pass  a  second  reading  un- 
opposed, and  without  having  been  printed, 
except  on  the  supposition  that  it  was  what 
its  title  proclaimed  it,  a  mere  Bill  for  the 
registration  of  voters. 

Mr.  A6AR-ELLIS  said,  the  present 
law  had  worked  well  except  in  one  parti- 
eular,  which  was  not  at  all  touched  by  the 
present  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  MATO  said»  he  concluded 
that  the  hon.  Member  conld  not  have  been 
in  the  House  at  the  time  he  made  bis 
opening  statement.  He  would  therefore 
repeat  that,  according  to  the  opinions  of 
the  Law  Advisers  both  of  the  late  and  the 
present  Governments,  the  existing  law  was 
totally  inoperative,  and  that  it  would  be 
unsafe  and  improper  for  the  Privy  Council 
to  add  to  the  number  of  polling-places  in 
Ireland  on  application  from  any  quarter. 

Colonel  GREVILLE-NUGBNT  said, 
that  these  clauses  had  taken  Members  for 
Ireland  by  surprise,  and  they  had  not  had 
the  opportunity  of  consulting  their  consti- 
tuents with  regard  to  them.  He  objected 
to  these  clauses  being  included  in  the  Bill, 
and  begged  to  move  that  the  Chairman  be 
ordered  to  report  Progress. 

Mr.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUB 
said,  be  did  not  deny  that  difficulties 
existed  with  respect  to  increasing  the 
number  of  polling-places  in  Ireland ;  but 
he  would  suggest  that  the  best  course  for 
the  Government  to  pursue  would  be  to 
withdraw  the  clauses  relating  to  jurisdie* 
tion,  and  on  the  Report  to  bring  up  new 
clauses  to  remove  the  technical  difficulties 
referred  to.  He  had  no  objection  to  remedy 
existing  defects  in  the  system,  but  these 
clauses  would  make  a  very  serious  change 
in  the  tribunals  by  which  the  matters  were 
to  be  decided.  It  would  make  the  mere 
ipse  dixU  of  justices  in  Session  the  law  of 
the  land,  without  any  appeal  Co  the  Privy 
Council. 

Cf^n^ral  Dunne 


The  Earl  of  MATO  said,  he  could 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
was  mistaken  in  supposing  that  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Privy  Council  would  be  affected. 
The  Bill,  with  the  Amendment  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice,  would  not  deprive  the 
Privy  Council  of  any  control  it  at  present 
possessed.  He  might  add  that  he  was 
quite  willing  to  accept  the  Amendment  of 
which  Notice  had  been  given  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Portarlington 
(Mr.  Lawson),  which  perhaps  was  couched 
in  terms  more  clear  and  explicit  than  his 
own.  The  only  alteration  proposed  to  be 
made  in  the  law  was  that  in  respect  to  the 
Special  Sessions.  A  great  deal  had  been  said 
about  altering  the  law  in  Ireland  from  that 
which  it  was  in  England  ;  but  it  was  re- 
markable how  hon.  Members  opposite, 
when  it  suited  them,  could  at  one  time 
argue  that  the  peculiar  circumstances  of 
Ireland  rendered  necessary  a  different  law 
for  tbat  country  from  that  in  England  ; 
and  at  another  insist  upon  the  same  legis- 
lation for  Ireland  as  had  been  established 
in  the  other  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
The  simple  proposition  now  was,  that  Spe- 
cial Sessions  for  the  purpose  of  appointing 
polling-places  in  Ireland  should  be  con- 
vened. He  maintained  that  this  mode  of 
proceeding — ^namely,  by  Special  Sessions, 
was  a  vast  improvement  of  the  law,  and 
infinitely  superior  in  the  way  of  publicity 
to  the  old  mode  of  proceeding  by  Quarter 
Sessions,  even  if  the  latter  were  practi- 
cable in  the  present  instance.  When  hon. 
Gentlemen  exhibited  such  an  ardent  desire 
to  have  the  same  law  in  this  respect  for 
England  and  Ireland  they  evidently  forgot 
what  was  the  law  in  England,  which  was 
that  upon  which  he  had  based  his  first  pro- 
position. He  had  shown  that  in  Ireland 
there  was  a  great  want  of  polling-places. 
For  examplot  in  the  county  of  Donegal, 
voters  had  sometimes  to  travel  twenty-five 
or  thirty  Irish  miles,  and  in  the  counties  of 
Cork  and  Waterford  to  travel  also  immense 
distances  for  the  purpose  of  recording 
votes.  The  principle  of  multiplying  the 
polling-places  was  admitted  by  all  parties. 
He  confessed  he  was  lost  in  amasement 
to  find  a  party  movement  now  made  to  de- 
feat the  carrying  out  of  that  principle,  of 
which,  he  believed,  every  man  in  Ireland 
having  an  interest  in  peace  and  the  proper 
conduct  of  elections  would  express  his  ap- 
proval, if  asked  to  give  his  candid  opinion. 
He  could  not  conceive  any  party  object  to 
be  gained  by  this  proposal.  Tbey  had  a 
General    Election    coming  oui  when  the 
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want  of  a  loffioient  namber  of  polling- 
places  would  be  felt  as  an  injustice  and 
an  enormous  inconvenience.  He  there- 
fore submitted  that  there  was  nothing  in 
the  proposition  he  had  made  to  justify  the 
opposition  of  hon.  Members  from  Ireland. 

Mr.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUE 
said,  he  would  repeat  an  anecdote  he  had 
heard,  which  he  thought  would  have  a 
bearing  upon  this  question.  In  the  county 
of  Leicester  a  question  arose  at  the  last 
election  in  respect  to  polling- places^  and 
it  turned  out  that  a  Committee  of  Justices, 
on  whose  recommendation  new  polling- 
places  had  been  created,  was  constituted 
precisely  of  the  same  gentlemen  who 
formed,  a  few  weeks  beforOt  the  Election 
Committee  of  one  of  the  candidates.  Those 
circumstances  having  excited  extraordinary 
interest  in  Leicestershiret  a  legal  opinion 
on  the  present  state  of  the  English  law 
with  regard  to  polling-places  was  obtained, 
to  this  effect — that  although  under  the  Act 
of  last  year  the  justices  were  enabled  for 
the  first  time,  contrary  to  the  provision  of 
the  former  law,  to  divide  their  counties 
into  polling  districts,  nevertheless  that  pro- 
cess having  taken  place  no  further  change 
could  be  made  except  by  a  process  identi- 
cal with  the  Irish  mode— namely,  by  means 
of  petition  from  the  justices  in  Quarter 
Sessions  to  the  Privy  Council.  It  was  be- 
cause  the  noble  Earl  proposed  seriously  to 
alter  that  system  that  he  and  other  Irish 
Members  opposed  the  provision.  If  the 
Government  were  unwilling  to  acquiesce 
in  his  (Mr.  C.  Fortescue's)  reasonable  pro- 
position, he  hoped  that  the  Committee 
would  at  once  divide  upon  the  clause,  and 
with  that  view  he  would  ask  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Greville- Nugent) 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment  that  the 
Chairman  report  Progress. 

Mb.  HETGATE  said,  he  wished  to 
explain  the  state  of  things  in  Leicester- 
shire during  the  last  election,  which  had 
been  referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  spoke  last.  Many  complaints 
had  been  made  as  to  the  distances  which 
some  of  the  electors  had  to  travel  in  order 
to  reach  the  polling- places.  It  was  found 
that  serious  inconveniences  had  arisen  to 
all  parties  concerned,  and  scenes  of  tumult 
and  disorder  had  been  created  by  mobs  of 
roughs— but  from  no  political  motives  wbat< 
ever — in  consequence  of  the  want  of  a 
sufficient  number  of  polling-places.  The 
magistrates  remedied  the  inconvenience  by 
creating  polling- places  within  five  miles  of 
every  village  ;  but  nothing  like  party  feel- 
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ing  influenced  their  decision.  The  Com- 
mittee which  had  been  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  subject  of  polling-places  on  that 
occasion  was  constituted  as  fairly  as  pos- 
sible, and  without  the  slightest  reference 
to  party  purposes.  The  results  were  satis- 
factory to  all  classes.  The  object  of 
Parliament  should  be  to  protect  electors 
from  inconvenience  and  insult,  and  on  this 
ground  be  should  support  the  clause. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  this  matter  being  intimately 
connected  with  questions  of  class  and 
party,  should  be  handled  with  some  ten- 
derness. He  was  sorry  that  the  noble 
Earl  had  designated  the  opposition  to  the 
clause  a  party  move.  A  very  large  portion 
of  Irish  Members — who  had  the  best  means 
of  judging — regarded  the  proposed  altera- 
tion as  of  a  serious  character,  and  believed 
that  it  would  act  injuriously  upon  the  con- 
duct of  the  coming  elections  in  Ireland ; 
and  the  defect  existing,  as  the  noble  Earl 
has  stated,  in  the  present  law  was  no  jus- 
tification for  it,  since  all  parties  would  be 
willing  to  co-operate  in  removing  that  de- 
fect, and  it  had  been  shown  that  that  could 
be  done  without  resorting  to  the  sweep- 
ing change  proposed  by  the  Government. 
Whether  the  proposal  was  an  improvement 
or  not  was  not  the  question,  for  the  matter 
could  not  be  fairly  discussed  under  present 
circumstances,  Irish  Members  having  had 
no  notice  that  it  would  be  raised,  beyond  a 
fugitive  sentence  uttered  by  the  noble  Earl 
at  two  o'clock  in  the  morning,  which  na- 
turally was  not  reported  in  the  newspapers. 
During  the  passage  of  the  English  Regis- 
tration Bill  the  noble  Earl,  being  asked  to 
produce  this  measure,  said  he  was  reserving 
it  till  that  Bill  was  disposed  of,  a  statement 
which  implied  that  the  entire  issue  depended 
on  the  English  Bill.  Even  if  the  proposal 
were  a  good  one  it  ought  not  to  be  brought 
forward  in  the  last  week  of  a  Session, 
and  he  felt  bound  to  protest  against  it. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  he  was  quite 
willing  to  accept  the  proposition  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.Chichester 
Fortescue)  if  it  could  be  shown  to  be  prac- 
ticable. He  had  been  surprised,  on  an 
allusion  being  made  to  the  impending  elec- 
tion, to  hear  a  derisive  cheer  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  Baronet  (Sir  Colman 
O'Loghlen)  and  some  of  his  Friends,  as  if 
they  had  discovered  some  secret  motive  for 
the  clause.  Why,  all  those  arrangements 
for  registration  had  reference  to  the  im- 
pending election,  the  desire  to  advance 
which  on  the  part  of  the  House  as  much 

^^  Digitized  by  Google 


1507 


lUguiredum 


(COlOiONS) 


(Irdand)  SOL 


1508 


at  possible  was  tbe  only  reason  for  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill.  This  being  the 
case,  it  was  of  undeniable  importance  that 
there  should  be  freO  and  convenient  access 
to  the  polling-places.  If  it  was  possible 
to  have  a  Special  Quarter  Sessions,  so  that 
the  body  which  had  hitherto  dealt  with 
these  regulations  might  continue  to  do  so, 
be  should  be  perfectly  satisfied.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Louth  could  suggest  any  terms  by  which 
the  course  recommended  by  him  could  be 
adopted,  he  should  willingly  support  it, 
and  it  was  therefore  unfair  to  impute  to 
the  Gofemment  any  cofert  purpose. 

Gbnbbal  DUNNB  said,  that  a  special 
meeting  of  the  county  and  a  Special  Quarter 
Sessions  would  probably  be  attended  by 
the  same  magistrates.  He  was  amicus 
that  the  arrangements  should  be  made  by 
the  entire  magistracy  of  a  county,  so  that 
the  magistrates  of  a  particular  section  of 
it  might  not  bring  about  objectionable 
arrangements.  His  own  county  had  made 
a  demand  for  additional  polling-places,  and 
if  they  were  of  any  utility  at  all  they  should 
be  provided  in  time  for  the  next  election. 

Mr.  CHICHESTER  FORTBSOUB 
said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
had  misunderstood  his  proposal.  He  ob- 
jected to  the  proposal  of  a  Special  Sessions, 
because  his  noble  Friend  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  had  failed  to  give  a  sufficient 
reason  for  it,  and  because  it  would  create 
those  Sessions  as  a  permanent  tribunal. 
He  objected  to  meetings  at  this  particular 
period  of  the  year.  His  proposal  was  to 
remedy  the  technical  defects  which  had 
been  allnded  to  by  a  measure  like  that 
introduced  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Tamworth  (Sir  Robert  Peel) 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Clare  (Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen). 
He  was  wholly  opposed  to  the  exceptional 
legislation  proposed. 

The  Eari.  of  MAYO  aaid,  he  roust 
maintain  that  the  inconvenience  caused  by 
an  insufficient  number  of  polling-places, 
and  the  scenes  of  violence  which  were 
likely  to  occur  if  the  defect  was  not  removed, 
called  for  exceptional  legislation.  In  re- 
ference to  the  objections  urged  as  to  the 
late  period  at  which  this  proposal  was 
brought  forward,  he  wished  to  explain  that 
until  he  received  an  application  from  the 
county  of  Donegal  the  question  had  not 
been  brought  prominently  under  his  notice, 
and  though  it  had  been  mentioned  inciden- 
Ully,  he  was  not  till  then  aware  that  such 
great  evils  existed.  On  looking  into  the  j 
Mr.  DUra^U  I 


matter  he  found  eounttea  with  6,000  or 
7,000  electors  having  only  four  or  five 
polling-places.  In  view  of  an  eleetioa, 
which  would  probably  be  oonteated  with 
singular  warmth,  ought  such  a  state  ef 
things  to  remain  ?  He  did  not  attaeh 
great  importance  to  Special  Sessions*  and 
if  power  were  given  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
to  summon  the  ordinary  Quarter  Sessions 
for  this  purpose,  leaving  their  jurisdiction 
for  other  years  unafleoted,  he  should  offer 
no  objection.  He  was  anxious  only  that 
additional  polling-places  should  be  provided 
in  time  for  the  impending  election.  Had 
they  not  hastened  the  time  for  all  these 
proceedings  f  Had  they  not  run  the  risk 
of  great  inconvenience  arising  to  numbers 
of  electors,  and  of  many  of  them  being 
excluded  from  the  register,  owing  to  the 
limited  time  at  their  disposal  in  consequence 
of  their  desire  to  give  the  country  an 
opportunity  of  declaring  its  opinion  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment  ?  Therefore,  when 
he  asked  that  with  regard  to  the  next 
election  there  should  be  special  legislation 
in  order  to  provide  the  requisite  number  of 
polling-places,  he  did  net  think  he  waa 
asking  anything  wrong  or  unreasonable. 
Now,  in  the  English  Registration  Act  that 
had  recently  received  the  Royal  Assent* 
there  was  a  clause  which  provided  that  a 
power  ef  dividing  the  counties  into  polling 
districts  and  of  assigning  polling-places  to 
each  might  be  exercised  by  the  Josticea 
from  time  to  time  as  they  should  see  fit, 
and  it  was  added  that  such  power  of  divid- 
ing each  county  into  polling-places  should 
be  deemed  to  include  the  altering  of  sueli 
places.  Therefore,  the  Bill  which  passed 
a  few  weeks  ago  had  altered  the  law  in 
England  in  the  way  that  he  proposed  to  do 
in  Ireland,  and  yet  he  was  charged  with 
having  a  political  motive  in  view  when  he 
sought  to  relieve  the  Irish  voter  from  the 
disabilities  under  which  he  lay.  He  cared 
not  by  what  machinery  additional  polling* 
places  were  to  be  established,  provided  it 
was  made  available  for  the  next  election. 

Mb.  MONSELL  said,  he  Uiought  it  was 
an  unwise  thing  to  take  the  period  just 
before  a  General  Election  to  make  new 
arrangements  with  regard  to  polling* 
places.  But  what  he  and  those  who 
agreed  with  him  honeatly  objected  to  was 
this — and  the  noble  Earl  most  feel  the 
force  of  the  objection — that  for  an  eleo* 
tion  which,  according  to  the  noble  Lord 
himself,  would  be  fought  with  peculiar 
vehemence,  it  was  proposed  to  place  the 
initiative  with  regara  to  a  change  of  poll<» 
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proposed.  What  were  the  objections  to 
the  proposal  of  the  Goreroment?  The 
first  was  that  no  effectual  supervision  by 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  Privy  Council 
was  provided.  But  an  Amendment  had 
been  suggested  by  which  that  objection 
might  be  removed.  The  real  point  of 
conflict  was  the  necessity  of  providing 
additional  polling-places  before  the  next 
election  ;  he  apprehended  that  if  there 
were  any  necessity  for  them  it  was  emi- 
nently with  reference  to  the  next  election; 
and  it  was  with  that  yiew  that  provision 
was  made  for  resort  to  Special  Sessions 
when  Ordinary  Sessions  were  not  available, 
just  as  a  similar  provision  was  made  in 
the  6  4S&  7  WiU,  lY.  A  Bill  had  been 
introduced  this  Session  with  reference  to 
the  presence  of  military  at  elections  by 
those  who  objected  to  that  species  of  pro- 
tection being  given  to  Toters ;  the  only 
effectual  way  of  obviating  the  necessity  for 
that  protection  was  to  provide  additional 
polling-places,  so  as  to  facilitate  the  access 
of  electors  to  the  poll  without  danger  of 
molestation  and  violence ;  that  such  was  the 
object  of  this  measure;  and  it  had  no  party 
object  beyond  that  of  securing  to  electors 
the  free  exercise  of  the  franchise. 

Sib  HERYEY  BRUCE  said,  those  who 
thought  that  landlords  were  desirous  of 
driving  their  tenants  to  the  poll  as  if  they 
bad  no  will  of  their  own  would  entertain 
a  different  opinion  if  they  knew  more 
of  the  North  of  Ireland ;  for  landlords 
exercised  nothing  but  a  moral  influence, 
acquired  by  residence  and  good  deeds 
among  their  tenants.  Would  it  not  be 
better  to  take  the  polling-places  to  the 
electors  than  to  incur  the  heavy  expense 
of  taking  electors  in  oars  to  polling-booths, 
in  localities  where  they  were  not  known  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Louth  (Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue)  made  a 
proposal  but  little  different  from  that  of 
the  noble  Earl;  and  be  was  inclined  to 
accept  it  until  he  heard  the  second  expla« 
nation.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
promise  to  support  the  Government  on  the 
Report  in  providing  additional  places  for  the 
next  election  he  would  not  vote  with  the  Go- 
?emroent  on  the  34th  clause  ;  but  he  must 
do  so  in  the  absence  of  such  an  undertaking. 

Mb.  YANCE  said,  he  regretted  that  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Louth,  who  was  ac- 
quainted with  the  working  of  the  present 
law,  did  not  giye  Notice  of  clauses  to  remedy 
it.  The  Bill  would  do  what  was  wanted;  and 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  able 
to  propose  what  would  equally  accomplish 
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ing-places  in  a  body  of  men  whom  he  re- 
ipected  as  much  as  the  noble  Lord,  but 
who  were  known  to  be  far  more  favourable 
to  the  party  opposite  than  to  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House.  He  was 
quite  willing  that  power  should  be  given  to 
the  Privy  Council  to  sanction  the  creation 
of  additional  poll  ing-places  in  those  cases  in 
which  application  had  already  been  made. 

Sib  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  Bill  had  been  introduced 
not  to  protect  the  voters,  but  to  enable 
the  landlords  to  poll  their  tenants  against 
their  will.  So  high  did  party  spirit  run 
in  Ireland  at  election  times  that  magis- 
trates were  not  allowed  to  act  at  elections 
unless  they  got  a  fresh  commission ;  and 
yet  it  was  into  the  hands  of  these  very 
magistrates  that  the  noble  Lord  now  pro- 
posed to  put  a  power  which  might  be  nsed 
with  the  most  orushing. effect  against  the 
unfortunate  tenantry. 

YiacouKT  HAMILTON  said,  that  at 
the  last  contested  election  in  the  county 
of  Donegal,  when  a  number  of  voters  who 
had  travelled  about  twenty-eight  or  twenty- 
nine  miles  arrived  within  a  mile  of  Let- 
terkenny  they  were  met  by  a  ruffianly 
mob,  who  destroyed  their  oars.  Applica- 
tions had  at  different  times  since  then  been 
made  to  have  new  and  convenient  polling- 
placet  provided,  but  the  Privy  Council 
always  returned  the  same  answer  —  that 
Quder  the  existing  law  it  was  impossible. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  the  Committee  would 
consent  to  give  the  magistrates  the  power 
provided  in  the  Bill. 

Thb  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Wabbbn)  said,  that  the 
discussion  had  commenced  in  a  very  angry 
tone.  They  had  been  told  by  one  hon. 
Member  that  the  landlords  took  their 
tenants  like  serfs  to  the  poll ;  another 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  he  would 
divide  on  every  line  of  the  Bill ;  but  the 
discussion  appeared  to  be  about  to  take 
another  tone  when  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Lonth  (Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue)  sug- 
gested that  two  clauses  should  he  brought 
up  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  the  admitted 
difficulty  of  the  case.  It  had  been  admitted 
then,  by  an  authority  than  whom  none 
was  higher,  that  there  was  a  defect  in  the 
law  which  required  to  be  remedied.  Now, 
he  maintained  that  it  was  right  that  an 
authority  should  exist  somewhere — that  a 
power  should  be  vested  in  some  body,  to 
create  polling-places.  There  existed  a 
technifal  difficulty  in  the  way  of  providing 
these  polling-places,  and  a  remedy  was 
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that  he  onght  to  support  the  Bill.  It 
would  be  dangerous  to  gi?e  up  the  clauses 
on  the  mere  aasumption  that  other  clauses 
would  be  brought  up  and  that  thej  would 
effect  the  object. 

Mr.  HEY6ATE  said,  that  such  anoma- 
lies would  not  be  tolerated  in  England  as 
existed  in  Ireland  with  regard  to  the  dis- 
tances Toters  had  to  travel  to  the  poll. 
There  was  an  increasing  dislike  to  the  long 
joumejs ;  and  the  lower  the  franchise  was 
reduced,  the  more  neoessarj  was  it  to 
bring  the  poll  to  the  voter.  In  this  matter, 
he  asked,  whj  was  the  urban  voter  to  have 
a  privilege  denied  to  the  agricultural  voter? 
The  former  could  reach  the  poll  bj  walking 
a  short  distance  from  his  home  ;  and  why 
should  the  latter  be  compelled  to  make 
the  sacrifice  involved  in  travelling  several 
miles  } 

Mr.  LEFROT  said,  he  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Chichester 
Fortescue)  would  agree  to  an  arrangement 
by  which  a  sufficient  number  of  polling- 
places  might  be  provided  for  the  protection 
of  the  voters  in  Ireland. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  there 
was  a  clause  in  the  Scotch  Act  giving  the 
sheriff  the  power  of  increasing  the  number 
of  polling-places  in  any  district,  so  that 
not  more  than  300  need  vote  at  one  booth. 
He  did  not  see  why  a  different  law  should 
be  applied  to  Ireland. 

Question  put,  ''  That  the  Clause  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  dtvufed;  — Ayes  74; 
Noes  84  :  Majority  10. 

The  Earl  of  MATO  :  Sir,  it  is  quite 
clear  we  must  take  it  that  the  decision  at 
which  the  Committee  has  just  arrived  is 
conclusive  upon  the  subject  of  providing 
additional  polling-places  for  Ireland  at  the 
next  election,  and  therefore  I  propose  to 
withdraw  the  whole  of  Part  III.  of  the 
Bill.  In  so  doing,  however,  I  must  say 
distinctly  that,  in  the  event  of  scenes  of 
violence  and  bloodshed  occurring  at  the 
ensuing  election  in  Ireland,  the  responsi- 
bility will  rest  not  with  us,  but  with  the 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
who,  in  defiance  of  every  principle  of  their 
own,  and  in  defiance  of  every  vote  they 
have  given  with  regard  to  the  provision  of 
additional  polling- places  in  England  and 
Scotland,  have  voted  against  the  clause 
which  was  intended  to  provide  facilities  for 
polling  in  Ireland.  Of  course  it  will  be 
thd  duty  of  the  Government  to  endeavour 
to  do  everything  in  their  power  to  preserve 
Hr,  Vance 


peace  at  the  ensoing  eleetion  ;  but  the  dif- 
ficulties they  will  have  to  contend  against 
will  be  enormously  increased  by  the  decision 
at  which  the  Committee  have  just  arriTed. 

Mr.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUE: 
Sir,  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Mayo)  baa 
prophesied  the  most  frightful  consequences 
as  the  result  of  the  vote  just  given,  and  he 
has  chosen  to  throw  upon  as  the  responsi- 
bility of  those  consequences.  We  are  quite 
ready  to  bear  whatever  responsibility  pro- 
perly belongs  to  us  ;  but  we  decline  to 
acquit  the  Government  of  any  blame  which 
may  hereafter  attach  to  it  in  consequence 
of  neglecting  until  a  few  days  before  our 
separation  to  take  means  to  prevent  what 
the  noble  Earl  fears,  but  which  I,  for  one, 
do  not.  But  the  noble  Earl's  remarks  are 
not  consistent  with  hia  own  atatemeot  of 
an  hour  ago,  when  he  seemed  to  anticipate 
that  the  number  of  applications  would  be 
very  few  indeed.  [The  Earl  of  Mato: 
Not  very  many.]  The  noble  Earl  said  the 
number  of  cases  of  difficulty  which  had 
arisen  were  few,  and  that  they  had  moatly 
arisen  in  the  quieter  districts— some  placea 
in  the  north,  I  believe.  Now,  with  respect 
to  the  Midland,  Western,  and  Southern  re- 
gions of  Ireland,  I  am  convinced  that  in 
the  present  political  state  of  the  country 
there  is  no  reason  to  fear  any  danger 
unless  extravagant,  unreasonable,  and  im- 
proper means  are  taken  to  prevent  the 
great  mass  of  electors  from  recording 
their  votes  in  accordance  with  their  wiahes. 
If  attempts  are  made  to  compel  the  large 
body  of  the  Roman  Catholic  votera  to 
support  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland 
contrary  to  their  feelings,  difficulties  may, 
indeed,  arise.  It  may  be  hardly  credible 
in  this  country  that  an  attempt  oould  be 
made  to  maintain  Protestant  ascendancy 
by  means  of  the  Roman  Catholics'  votes  ; 
but  I  am  afraid  we  cannot  allow  ourselves 
to  hope  that  the  attempt  will  not  be  made. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  the 
noble  Earl  ought  to  have  been  the  very  last 
person  to  throw  responsibility  on  the  Op- 
position when  he  knew  he  had  voted  against 
the  Bill  of  1865  which,  if  it  had  paased 
would  have  prevented  any  difficulty  upon 
the  point  now  before  them. 

Mr.  YANCE  said,  he  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  was  bound  to  do 
something  to  remedy  the  evil  which  he 
admitted  to  exist,  and  it  would  be  very  un- 
satisfactory if  Parliament  were  prorogued 
without  effectual  measures  being  taken. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded 
to  attempts  to  maintain   Protestant  aa- 
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cendanoj  in  IreUnd.  He  could  assure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  there  was  no  suoh 
thing  as  Protestant  ascendancy  In  Ireland ; 
hut  there  was  a  yast  amount  of  Papal 
aggression. 

Mr.  O'BEIRNE  said,  he  wished  to  ex- 
plain that  no  Gentleman  on  that  side  of 
the  House  had  objected  to  the  creation  of 
additional  polling-places,  all  they  wanted 
was  that  such  places  should  be  appointed 
in  the  same  way  as  they  had  hitherto 
heen. 

Clauses  35  to  45,  indusif  e,  struek  out. 

Clauses  46  and  47  agreed  to. 

Clause  48  (Power  to  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
appoint  Rerising  Barristers  in  certain 
Cases). 

Mb.  laws  on  said,  that  this  clause 
cast  upon  the  Lord  Lieutenant  the  duty  of 
appointiog  additional  Revising  Barristers. 
He  (Mr.  Lawson)  thought  it  would  be  well 
to  amend  the  clause  in  such  a  way  that 
the  English  practice  should  be  followed. 
He  therefore  begged  to  moye,  in  page  21, 
line  26,  to  leave  out  **  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
or  other  Chief  Governor  or  Governors  of 
Ireland,"  and  insert  ''any  Judge  of  Her 
Majesty's  Superior  Courts  of  Common 
Law  in  Dublin  sitting  as  vacation  Judge 
for  the  despatch  of  chamber  business." 
He  also  thought  that  such  appointments 
should  be  made  only  if  they  should  prove 
necessary. 

The  Eabl  of  MATO  said,  he  objected 
to  the  alteration.  The  public  had  hitherto 
exhibited  no  want  of  confidence  in  the  ap- 
pointments made  by  the  Lords  Lieutenant, 
and  those  appointments  had  this  advantage, 
that  whereas  the  appointments  made  by  a 
Judge  who  might  be  a  strong  partisan 
could  not  be  challenged,  the  Lords  Lieu^ 
tenant  were  responsible  to  Parliament  for 
the  exercise  of  their  patronage.  In  some 
places  it  might  be  necessary  under  the 
peculiar  circumstances  of  this  year  to  ap- 
point additional  Revising  Barristers,  though 
he  hoped  that  it  would  not  be  necessary 
so  far  as  Dublin  was  concerned.  It  was 
not  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
make  any  appointment  until  the  revision 
had  progressed  some  way,  nor  unless  it 
was  shown  that  the  present  officials  would 
be  unable  to  get  through  the  work  in  time. 
But  if  some  assistance  were  needed,  care 
would  be  taken  that  the  selection  should 
not  be  confined  to  men  of  one  particular 
party. 


Mr.  LAWSON  said,  he  would  not,  after 
the  statement  made  by  the  noble  Earl, 
press  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wUhdraum, 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  moved  a 
new  clause  (Parties  at  the  Revision  Court 
may  appear  and  be  heard  by  Counsel). 

Thb  attorney  general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Warren)  said,  he  must 
oppo8e|the  clause.  The  time  of  the  Revising 
Barristers  would,  he  thought,  be  too  much 
taken  up  by  long  speeches  from  counsel. 

Clause  withdraton. 

Schedules  A,  B,  and  C  agreed  to. 

Schedules  D  and  E  negatived. 

House  returned. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Wednesday,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  248.] 

METROPOLITAN  FOREIGN   CATTLE 

MARKET  (re-commiUed)  BILL— [Bill   139. 

(Lord  Robert  Montctgu,  Mr,  Hunt,) 

coMMirrBB.     {^Progresi  July  16.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

On  Question,  "  That  the  Preamble  be 
postponed," 

Mr.  CRAWEORD  said,  he  wished  to 
make  an  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  Head  of  the  Government  as  to 
the  expediency  of  proceeding  further  with 
tbe  measure.  It  had  already,  he  said,  been 
discussed  with  great  minuteness  on  the 
Motion  for  going  into  Committee,  and  it 
was  quite  evident  from  the  opposition  it  had 
met  with,  that  there  would  be  a  lengthened 
discussion  on  the  clauses.  That  being  so, 
and  seeing  that  tbe  Bill  must  also  lead  to 
considerable  discussion  iu  the  other  House, 
he  did  not  think  there  was  any  hope  that 
it  could  be  carried  to  a  satisfactory  con- 
clusion in  the  present  Parliament.  It 
should  be  borne  in  mind,  too,  that  those 
who  opposed  the  Bill  in  its  previous  stage 
represented  no  less  than  10,000.000  of 
the  inhabitants  of  the  country,  and  that 
those  whose  interests  would  be  affected  in 
the  matter  would  not  be  content  unless 
they  were  heard  by  counsel  against  it  in 
**  another  place."  Taking  into  account, 
besides,  tbe  great  amount  of  business  which 
still  remained  to  be  disposed  of — among 
other  measures  tbe  Electric  Telegraphs 
Bill,  which  would  give  rise  to  a  great  deal 
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of  disoosBioo  in  both  Houses — ^he  trusted 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemao  would  see  the 
propriety  of  responding  to  his  appeal,  and, 
in  deferenee  to  the  wishes  of  those  who 
were  deeply  interested  in  the  question, 
not  proceeding  further  with  the  Bill  then 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  HEADLAM  said,  the  question  was 
one  which  affected,  not  only  the  interests 
of  the  metropolis,  but  of  the  country  at 
large,  inasmuch  as  the  Bill,  if  passed, 
would  make  the  importation  of  foreign 
cattle  difficult  for  all  future  time.  He  ob- 
jected to  legislation  being  pressed  on  so 
important  a  question  at  so  late  a  period  of 
the  Sestion,  and  the  proper  course  was,  in 
his  opinion,  to  postpone  the  present  Bill, 
and  to  institute  an  inquiry  into  the  whole 
subject. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  (Mr. 
Crawford),  in  the  appeal  which  he  has  made 
to  me,  was  very  inconsistent.  He  tells  us 
that  this  Bill  was  very  recently  discussed 
with  great  minuteness  in  this  House,  and 
he  asks  us  on  that  account  not  to  proceed 
with  the  Committee  upon  it.  But  is  it 
not  the  proper  inference  to  draw  from  the 
yery  minuteness  of  the  discussion  which 
has  already  arisen  that  our  proceedings  in 
Committee  will  be  greatly  facilitated  in 
consequence,  and  that,  coming  to  a  subject 
which  we  have  fully  mastered,  we  shall  be 
likely  to  make  more  progress  than  under 
ordinary  circumstances  we  could  fairly 
anticipate  ?  I  am  bound,  also,  to  say  that 
I  cannot  express  any  sympathy  with  the 
general  views  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  advanced  on  this  subject.  He  refers 
to  the  Paper  containing  the  order  of  Busi- 
ness, and  tells  us  that  if  we  do  not  go  on 
with  this  measure  we  may  go  on  with  the 
Electric  Telegraphs  Bill ;  but  he  must 
know  that  it  is  necessary,  especially  at 
this  period  of  the  Session,  to  arrange  the 
Business  before  us  with  some  adherence  to 
the  plans  which  have  been  laid  down,  and 
that  the  Electric  Telegraphs  Bill  has  been 
filed  for  half  past  four  to-morrow,  in  order 
that  the  Committee  upon  it  might  not  be 
broken.  Therefore,  if  we  do  not  go  on 
with  the  Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Mar- 
ket Bill,  we  cannot  go  on  with  the  Electric 
Telegraphs  Bill  without  deranging  all  that 
has  been  settled  and  disappointiog  many 
hon.  Members  who  have  left  the  House 
on  the  faith  of  the  arrangement  made.  To 
agree,  therefore,  to  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman — whieh  I  can  by  no  means 
Mr.  Crawford 


aeeept— would  simply  be  to  wsite  ai 
evenmg.  Il  appears  to  me  that  we  shall 
go  with  great  advantage  into  Committee, 
iiasmueh  as  every  point  of  the  Bill«-ae- 
cording  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City«- 
bas  been  thoroughly  investigated.  Tben^ 
with  regard  to  the  right  hon.  GentleoMD 
who  has  just  addressed  us  (Mr.  Headlam). 
His  speech  was  one  against  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  and  against  the  policy  of  the 
Government,  and  not  a  speech  in  Commit- 
tee on  the  Bill.  At  this  stage,  with  Mr. 
Dodson  in  the  Chair,  it  is  ridiculous  to  go 
into  the  principle  of  the  Bill  and  to  say 
that  the  large  majorities  by  whieh  the 
Motions  to  stop  the  progress  of  the  mea- 
sure were  defeated  are  not  to  be  respected 
because  they  were  the  result  of  passion. 
I  may  remark  that  those  majorities  were 
furnished  from  both  sides  of  the  House, 
which  is  strong  evidence  that  the  decisions 
of  the  House  in  respect  of  this  Bill  were 
as  free  from  passion  as  the  votes  of  a  popu- 
lar assembly  can  possibly  be,  and  that  the 
subject  is  felt  to  be  one  of  general,  I  might 
say  universal,  interest.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  an  appeal  to  the  Govern- 
ment not  to  proceed  with  the  Bill ;  and  he 
based  that  appeal  on  grounds  which  1  think 
cannot  be  entertained  at  this  stage.  I  have 
risen  at  the  present  moment  to  prevent 
any  discussion  of  this  kind  from  proeeed'mg 
— a  discussion  which  is  always  very  incon- 
venient when  we  are  in  Committee.  I  hope 
that  we  shall  not  only  proceed  with  the 
Committee,  but  shall  make  such  progress 
as  will  assure  us  of  carryiag  the  Bill  to  a 
successful  issue. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD  said,  that  the  Tele- 
graphs Bill  stood  neit  on  the  Paper  after 
this  Bill. 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  Tes;  but  in  conver- 
sation on  Saturday  it  was  arranged  that  it 
should  be  taken  as  the  first  Order  to- 
morrow. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD  said,  he  wm  not 
aware  of  that ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  not  referred  to  the  difficnlties 
which  this  Bill  would  have  to  eBconnter  in 
the  other  House. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  I  am  responsible  for 
the  arrangement  of  Business  in  this  Honse« 
and  in  its  arrangement  I  endeavour  to  eon- 
suit  the  convenience  of  Members ;  but  I 
am  not  responsible  for  the  management  of 
Business  in  <' another  place."  It  is  not 
very  long  ago  since  comments  were  made 
to  the  effect  that  **  another  House"  was 
not  occupied  so  much  as  the  cenntry  would 
desire  ;  and  therefore  I  think  no  one  h«a 
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should  complain  if  the  Memb«r#  of  that 
House  are  now  aiked  to  give  us  their 
Talued  aMistance  in  adTancing  the  Public 
Buftioess. 

Mr.  ATRTON  said,  he  should  not  ha?e 
risen  to  continue  this  discussion,  but  that 
bon.  Members  on  his  side  of  the  House 
were  cut  short  on  a  former  night  bj  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  who  declined  to  allow 
them  to  discuss  the  principle.  They  de- 
fined to  allow  hon.  Gentlemen  to  address 
the  House,  and  yet  they  declined  to  allow 
the  House  to  adjourn ;  while  they  talked 
of  sitting  np  all  night,  or  sleeping  on  the 
Benches,  of  refreshing  themseWes,  and 
stimulating  themselves  to  oppose  the  ad- 
journment of  the  discussion.  When  the 
Bill  was  formerly  discussed  he  (Mr.  Ayrton) 
urged  that  it  was  unnecessary,  becauve  a 
Bill  had  been  passed  last  Session  on  this 
subject  which  had  been  unanimously  adopted 
as  a  compromise  between  conflicting  opi- 
nions ;  and  they  were  told  at  the  time  that 
it  would  be  satisfactory.  But  in  answer  to 
his  remarks  he  was  told  by  the  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown  that  that  Bill,  so 
far  as  the  metropolis  was  concerned,  was  a 
dead  letter,  because  the  local  authorities 
would  not  put  the  Act  in  force.  He  (Mr. 
Ayrton)  had  since  applied  to  the  local 
authorities,  and  he  was  positively  assured 
by  them  that  they  had  received  no  com- 
munication whatever  from  the  Government 
requiring  them  to  carry  the  Act  into  effect. 
Fearing  their  memory  might  be  at  fault  be 
desired  them  to  search  among  their  records, 
which  they  did,  but  could  find  no  authority 
on  the  subject.  Now,  he  wished  to  know 
from  the  Government  if  they  would  pro- 
duce the  Correspondence,  or  state  in  what 
form  it  had  taken  place— whether  verbally 
or  in  writing.  The  present  Bill  contained 
no  compulsory  powers ;  so  that  even  if  it 
were  passe4it  would  not  put  the  Govern- 
ment in  a  better  position  as  regarded  the 
taking  of  land  than  that  in  which  they 
stood  under  the  Act  of  last  year.  If  they 
eeuld  not  get  land  by  agreement,  they 
would  haye  to  come  to  Parliament  next 
year  for  compulsory  powers  to  take  it. 

Mr.  HENLET  said,  he  could  uot  help 
thinking  the  tactics  adopted  by  the  other 
aide  in  regard  to  that  Bill  somewhat 
peculiar.  If,  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Ayrton)  new  said,  the  Privy  Council 
already  had  power  to  do  all  that  that  Bill 
would  aceomplish,  why  did  the  hon.  aad 
learned  Gentleman  not  inform  the  House 
of  that  OR  the  seeoBd  reading?     The 


House  had  been  occupied  three  days  in 
discussing  the  Motion  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee, and  the  adjournment  was  moved 
at  nine  or  half  past  nine — a  thing  almost 
unprecedented  —  merely,  as  it  seemed, 
that  they  might  have  the  sa&ie  speeches 
made  over  again,  the  whole  burden  of 
the  song  then  being,  "  Let  us  trust  to 
the  Privy  Council,  with  its  elastic  powers ; 
an  Act  of  Parliament  is  unnecessary." 
But,  surely,  if  the  Privy  Council  had  had 
the  power  to  save  the  country  from  the 
cattle  plague,  and  yet  had  failed  to  do 
so,  it  was  not  surprising  that  the  House 
should  want  to  have  some  statutory  autho- 
rity for  that  purpose  ?  But  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  London  (Mr.  Crawford)  now 
came  down,  and  in  the  blandest  manner 
asked  them  how  they  could  expect  to  pass 
that  measure  at  that  period  of  the  Session. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member 
desired  to  have  dear  meat ;  but  it  was  quite 
clear  that  he  wished  the  inhabitants  of 
London  to  have  their  trade  subjected  to  all 
the  existing  inconveniences.  He  hoped 
this  matter  would  be  soon  settled,  and  not 
kept  hanging  between  heaven  and  earth 
in  the  way  it  did  at  present. 

Ma.  DENT  said,  he  would  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken 
that  no  discussion  was  taken  on  the  se- 
cond reading  of  the  Bill.  He  had  risen 
to  make  a  remark  personal  to  himself. 
He  thought  he  had  reason  to  complain 
of  a  speech  lately  made  elsewhere  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Bead),  in  which  his  conduct  in  op- 
posing that  measure  was  unfairly  de- 
nounced and  characterised  as  rendering 
him  unfit  to  be  a  member  of  the  Royal 
Agricultural  Society.  The  hon.  Member 
had  stated  that  he  (Mr.  Dent)  had  always 
taken  a  course  opposed  to  agricultural  in- 
terests. Now,  he  appealed  to  the  House 
whether  that  was  the  case.  He  had  never 
spoken  m  that  House  as  representing  the 
Council  of  the  Agricultural  Society,  and 
he  thought  it  was  unfair  of  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber to  make  the  statement  he  had.  His 
object  as  a  Member  of  Parliament  was 
not  to  look  at  public  questions  in  their 
bearing  upon  the  interests  of  one  par- 
ticular class  only,  but  as  they  affected 
the  community  at  large ;  and  for  that 
reason  he  had  opposed  the  present  Bill. 
On  the  same  principle  he  was  ready  to 
vote  for  Amendments  in  the  measure 
which  would  make  it  less  onerous  and  less 
oppressive. 

Ma.  LOCKE  said,  he  trusted  the  sight 
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hon.  Gentleman  would  not  persevere  with 
the  Bill,  which  was  extremely  unsatisfactory 
to  the  metropolis.  If  the  proposed  cattle 
market  should  be  established  meat  would 
be  a  great  ^esA  dearer  than  it  was  at  pre- 
sent, and  3,000,000  of  people  would  be 
left  in  the  hands  of  the  agricultural  inte- 
rest, to  be  dealt  with  as  they  might  think 
proper.  That  was  the  position  which 
consumers  in  the  metropolis  occupied  with 
regard  to  their  supply  of  bread  before  the 
repeal  of  the  Com  Laws,  and  they  were 
not  desirous  of  being  placed  in  the  same 
position  with  regard  to  meat.  How  could  the 
House  pass  the  Bill  at  once  f  There  was 
a  great  mass  of  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mittee, and  it  was  most  difficult  to  arrive 
at  any  satisfactory  conclusion.  The  opi- 
nion of  the  noble  Lord  who  presided  had 
changed  from  north  to  south  and  from  east 
to  west,  and  any  man  must  possess  the 
greatest  temerity  who  would  venture  to 
predict  the  effect  of  the  Bill.  Supposing 
the  Bill  to  be  carried,  the  project  would 
not  be  advanced  one  step.  Did  any  one 
even  know  where  the  proposed  market  was 
to  be  ?  A  great  amount  of  evidence  was 
given  on  the  subject  by  the  butchers. 
[•*  Oh,  oh  !"]  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
said  that  butchers  were  no  judges  in  the 
case;  but  they  were  as  good  judges  as 
farmers  or  landed  proprietors.  Members 
on  the  Opposition  side  knew  well  the  course 
taken  by  the  landed  proprietors  with  refe- 
rence to  the  Corn  Laws  ;  that  they  would 
have  starved  the  people  of  this  country  if 
they  could  ;  that  their  object  was  to  raise 
the  price  of  corn  and  put  the  money  into 
their  own  pockets,  and  some  of  the  Libe- 
ral party  were  so  foolish  as  to  think  that 
the  landed  proprietors  entertained  precisely 
the  same  idea  with  respect  to  meat  as  they 
did  with  respect  to  corn.  The  butcher  said, 
and  it  was  a  very  reasonable  assertion  on 
his  part—"  If  there  is  to  be  a  market  it 
must  be  accessible  to  me ;  I  must  have  an 
opportunity  of  purchasing  carcases  and 
carrying  them  away  conveniently,  at  a 
small  expense,  to  some  place  where  they 
are  to  be  retailed."  How  did  the  Bill  deal 
with  that  matter?  It  did  not  indicate 
any  spot  where  the  market  was  to  be  es- 
tablished. Would  any  hon.  Member  point 
out  any  spot  where  the  proposed  market 
could  be  placed  ?  [An  hon.  Member  : 
Smithfield.]  Was  the  hon.  Member  aware 
that  no  market  could  be  established  within 
seven  miles  of  Copenhagen  Fields  ?  The 
Bill  ought  to  be  pressed  no  further  this 
Session,  and  in  the  Recess  the  Chancellor 
M-,  Locke 


of  the  Exchequer  ought  to  go  down  the 
river  and  select  some  spot  near  Southwark 
as  the  site  of  a  market  from  which  the 
tanners   of  Southwark  could  conveniently 
get  hides.     The  City  of  London  ought  to 
have  been  asked  whether  they  would  es- 
tablish a  market  for  foreign  cattle  on  the 
banks  of  the  Thames.     This  Bill  was  an 
interference  with  the  privileges  of  the  City 
of  London  as  to  the  markets  of  the  metro- 
polis.    In  the   Select  Committee  it  was 
proposed  to  put  certain  burdens  on  the 
City,  and  the  representatives  of  the  City 
walked  away.     They  refused  to  have  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  affair.       So  did  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works.  And  how  did 
the  case  stand  now  ?     The  Privy  Council 
was  to  have  power  to  make  regulations, 
and  the  construction  of  the  market  was  to 
be  intrusted   to  five  Commissioners  who 
had  not  twopence  in  the  world.     They  had 
no  money  ;   but  the  City  had,  and  thai 
was  why  he  always  liked  the  City  to  under- 
take matters.      They  not  only  had  money 
to  undertake  the  execution  of  a  work,  but 
they  asked  you  to  dinner  to  congratulate 
them  when  they  had  done  it.      He   was 
one  of  their  officers  in  former  days,  and  he 
had  a  great  respect  for  them.     The  Con- 
solidated Fund,  he  was  informed,  was  in 
an  awkward  state  at  present,  and  there- 
fore it  could  not  be  made  to  supply  the 
means  of  establishing  this  market.     More- 
over, supposing  the  Bill  were  passed,  il 
could  not  be  brought  into  operation   for 
three  years,  and  perhaps  never.     Besides 
all  this,  there  was  no  market  authority, 
and  Heaven   only  knew   what  a  market 
would  be  without  an  authority.     It  would 
be  a  scene  of  riot  and  confusion.     Cowa 
and  bulls  would  be  running  wild,  the  offial — 
of  which  they  had  had  in  these  discussions 
supplies  ad  naaeeam — would  be  pitched  at 
everybody,  and  the  confusion   would    be 
complete.     Everything  that  could  possibly 
be  said  on   this    subject  had   been   said 
already  ;    and  be  would  therefore  say  no 
more,  but  would  content  himself  with  ap- 
pealing to  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
postpone  the  consideration  of  the  Bill  until 
next  Session.     There  was  no  machinery  to 
carry  it  out.      It  could  easily  wait ;   there 
was  no  occasion  for  pressing  it  on  aa  the 
Government  were  doing. 

Mb.  KENDALL  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlete 
(Mr.  Ayrton)  and  his  Friends  had  done  tbmr 
work  in  attempting  to  talk  out  this  Bill^ 
and  had  done  it  well.    But  business  wsus 
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basinesf,  and  ought  to  go  forward ;  and 
were  the  majority  who  supported  this  Bill 
to  go  back  to  their  constituents  and  saj 
that  they  had  allowed  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Ayrton),  the  hon.  Member  for  Southwark 
(Mr.  Looke),  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  London  (Mr.  Crawford),  and  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Ash  ton- under- Lyne  (Mr. 
Milner  Gibson),  to  talk  down  this  Bill,  al- 
though there  was  a  large  majority  in  its 
favour  ?  Hot  for  one,  would  not  go  back 
and  say  so.  He  appealed  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  Head  of  the  Gorem- 
ment,  who  had  shown  courage  in  this  mat- 
ter, not  to  be  beaten  by  such  an  opposi- 
tion. 

Mb.  CANDLISH  said,  he  thought  that 
the  matter  ought  to  be  looked  at  from  a 
business  point  of  Tiew.  *  Regarding  it  in 
that  light,  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown 
must  see  that  there  were  no  means  of  giring 
effect  to  the  Bill.  He  found  that  last  year 
177,000  head  of  cattle,  and  500,000  head 
of  sheep  came  into  London,  and  that  the 
maximum  charges  imposed  under  this  Bill 
for  the  importation  of  these  animals  would 
do  little  more  than  pay  the  interest  on  the 
money  which  the  Bill  proposed  the  Com- 
missioners should  borrow  for  the  purpose 
of  forming  the  markets.  The  Commission- 
ers to  be  appointed  to  carry  out  this  Bill — 
the  Corporation  of  London  ha? ing  refused 
to  accept  it — would  have  no  security  to 
offer  for  the  capital  necessary  for  the  erec- 
tion of  the  market,  except  the  tolls.  The 
Bill  would  therefore  be  inoperati?e  and  illu- 
sory. [••  Oh  !"]  How  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  would  lend  money  on  the 
security  of  these  tolls  ?  Not  one  would 
lend  a  sixpence. 

Mb.  R.  W.  duff  said,  this  was  a  case 
of  the  metropolitan  Members  against  the 
country.  The  metropolitan  Members  were 
making  an  attempt  to  talk  out  the  Bill, 
and  it  was  the  duty  of  the  country  Mem- 
bers on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the 
House  not  to  countenance  such  a  state  of 
things.  One  of  the  principal  arguments 
against  the  Bill  was  that  it  would  raise  the 
price  of  meat.  So  far  as  the  metropolis 
was  concerned,  it  was  probable  that  the 
effect  of  the  Bill  would  be  to  raise  to  some 
extent  the  price  of  meat ;  but  the  Legisla- 
ture must  not  sacrifice  the  interests  of  the 
whole  country  to  those  of  the  metropolis, 
large  as  those  interests  were.  Mr.  Dudley 
Baxter,  who  had  obtained  some  reputation 
as  a  statistician,  had  published  a  pamphlet 
ahowing  that  only  one*twelfth  of  the  whole 


of  the  cattle  consumed  in  this  countrT 
came  from  abroad,  and  one-twenty-fourth 
of  the  sheep.  Would  the  House  benefit 
the  interests  that  supplied  the  one-twelfth 
of  the  markets  or  those  that  supplied  the 
eleven- twelfths?  Would  they,  for  the  sake 
of  that  small  importation,  risk  the  whole 
stock  of  the  country  ?  The  metropolitan 
Members  bad  a  case  against  the  Bill,  but 
that  arose  from  the  existing  regulations, 
and  if  those  were  removed  the  metropoli- 
tan market  would  be  open  to  the  whole 
stock  of  the  country.  It  had  been  said 
that  this  was  an  election  cry,  but  on  which 
side?  Considering  the  sacrifices^ some  of 
the  farmers  of  the  North  of  Scotland  had 
made  for  the  Liberal  cause,  it  was  the 
height  of  ingratitude  on  the  part  of  the 
Leaders  of  the  Opposition  to  oppose  this 
Bill.  In  matters  of  police  regulation  like 
the  present  they  must  disregard  the  laws 
of  political  economy.  Absolute  free  trade 
in  cattle  and  freedom  from  disease  were 
incompatible,  and  they  must  choose  which 
they  would  have.  The  true  way  to  pro- 
vide the  poor  with  cheap  meat  was  to  keep 
our  cattle  healthy.  He  should  give  bis 
cordial  support  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  MELLT  said,  ha  would  admit  that 
the  case  was  one  of  town  against  country ; 
but  he  had  looked  at  the  figures  of  the  late 
division,  and  he  thought  they  would  be  a 
sufficient  answer  to  the  assertion  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down  that 
the  Bill  was  only  opposed  by  metropolitan 
Members.  He  found  that  the  82  Members 
who  voted  against  the  Bill  on  the  late 
division  and  the  25  Members  who  paired 
against  it  represented  457,099  electors, 
and  10,204,013  of  the  population.  It  was 
notorious  that  the  Bill  was  opposed  by  the 
representatives  of  most  of  the  large  com- 
munities. Perhaps  there  had  never  been 
a  question  on  which  they  had  been  more 
unanimous  than  in  their  opposition  to  this 
Bill.  This  was  not  a  question,  therefore^ 
merely  between  the  metropolitan  popula- 
tion of  3,000,000  and  the  rest  of  the 
country.  It  was  not  a  little  remarkable 
that  the  Members  for  Liverpool  and  other 
Conservative  representatives  of  large  towns 
were  absent  from  the  division,  nossibly  as 
arrangements  had  been  entered  into  ex- 
cusing their  absence.  The  representatives 
of  the  manufacturing  population  of  the 
metropolis,  of  the  Midland  counties,  and  of 
the  North  of  England  repudiated  the  Bill, 
and  it  was  objected  to  by  the  large  em- 
ployers of  labour,  who  were  responsible  for 
the  happiness  of  those  they  employed.    The 
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price  of  animal  food  in  London  affooted  the 
price  throughout  the  whole  oouutry.  Every 
animal  killed  at  £10  invtead  of  £15  re- 
duced the  price  £5  in  every  market  in  the 
country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Minister  of  the  Crown  prohably 
wished  to  go  to  the  country  as  the  friend 
of  the  farmers  as  well  as  the  friend  of  the 
Church;  but  he,  and  those  who  represented 
large  manufacturing  districts,  would  rather 
go  to  the  country  as  the  friend  of  the  work* 
ing  man.  As  the  representative  of  a  large 
Midland  constituency  be  should  rote  against 
the  Bill.  Independently  of  the  objections 
to  its  principle,  there  was  not  macluBery 
for  carrying  it  out. 

Mr.  NEYILLE-QRENYILLE  said, 
that  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken 
said  he  represented  the  working  elasses ; 
bat  the  working  classes  would  recollect  at 
the  coming  election  that  it  was  the  Con- 
servative party,  with  a  Conservative  Chief, 
that  first  proposed  the  tariff  nnder  which- 
foreign  cattle  were  admitted  into  this  coun- 
try. He  had  sat  in  the  House  in  1842,  and 
at  that  time  not  a  single  animal  could  be 
imported.  Having  voted  on  that  occasion, 
with  the  late  Sir  lUbert  Peel,  for  admitting 
foreign  cattle,  and  also  for  the  repeal  of 
the  Com  Law  in  1846,  he  repudiated  the 
imputation  that  he  was  a  Protectionist  in 
supporting  the  Bill  before  the  House. 

Mr.  W.  K  FORSTER  said,  he  regretted 
that  the  appeal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
London  (Mr.  Crawford)  had  not  been  ac- 
ceded te.  He  did  not  think  a  single  Mem- 
ber on  either  side  believed  in  the  proba- 
bility of  this  Bill  behig  passed.  It  was 
only  persisted  in  for  the  sake  of  a  yiotory 
of  country  over  town,  and  it  was  absurd  at 
this  period  of  the  Session  to  continue  a 
conflict  having  no  other  object.  Even  if 
the  measure  passed  this  House,  evidence 
would  be  required  on  the  subject  in  the 
other  House,  and  it  would  probably  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee,  so  that  it 
could  not  become  law,  unless,  indeed,  the 
Prorogation  were  delayed  for  three  weeks 
or  a  month.  He  did  net  believe  the  Prime 
Minister  was  prepared  for  such  a  proceed- 
ing, and  he  presumed  the  understanding 
was  that  to-night  should  be  wasted  and  that 
then  there  should  be  an  end  of  the  matter. 
Even  the  hon.  Member  for  Banffshire  (Mr. 
R.  W.  Duff)  bad  admitted  l^t  the  s^eme 
was  counter  to  the  interests  of  the  me- 
tropolis and  to  political  economy.  If  the 
Bill  were  passed  it  could  only  be  by  a  class 
struggle  al  the  end  of  the  Session,  Waa  it 
advisable  to  try  to  hmrry  through  the  Hoose 
Mr,  Mdly 


by  means  of  the  exceptional  strength  of  the 
Government  at  the  end  of  the  Session  a 
Bill  which  was  opposed  by  the  City  of 
London  and  other  large  towns  ol  the  king- 
dom. The  feeling  of  the  country  would  be 
that  the  Government  had  taken  the  pre- 
sent opportunity  of  foreing  the  Bill  through 
Parliament,  knowing  that  the  next  election 
would  be  against  them. 

Mr.  R.  W.  duff  explained  that  his 
argument  was  that,  in  the  tase  of  police 
regulations,  the  ordinary  rules  of  political 
economy  must  be  disregarded. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  had 
understood  the  hon.  Member  to  admit  that 
the  Bill  was  prejudicial  to  the  interests  of 
London ;  and  that  this  was  the  case  was 
tolerably  evident  from  the  opposition  to  it 
of  all  the  uMtropolitan  Members.  It  was 
true  the  hon.  Member  for  Cornwall  (Mr. 
Kendall)  had  described  those  Gentlemen  as 
actuated  by  an  anxiety  to  retain  their 
seats  ;  but  even  on  this  hypothesis  their 
constituents  wore  opposed  to  the  measore. 

Colonel  NORTH  said,  he  must  remind 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  the  Bill  was 
introduced  as  long  ago  as  the  5th  of  De- 
cember, and  that  every  possible  obstruction 
had  been  thrown  in  its  way.  During  the 
sixteen  years  he  had  sat  in  the  House  he 
had  not  witnessed  sueh  a  scene  as  that  of 
Thursday  last,  when  thirty  Gentlemen  kept 
up  the  opposition  to  the  Bill  till  three  o'clock 
against  130  Gentlemen  who  supported  it ; 
that  opposition,  moreover,  being  led  by 
two  ex-Cabinet  Ministers,  though  a  mueh 
larger  number  of  Members  of  their  own 
party  voted  en  the  other  side.  But  for  an 
appeal  made  on  behalf  of  the  Speaker  bj 
an  hon.  Member  opposite,  he  believed  the 
scene  would  have  been  kept  up  an  hour 
longer.  It  was  all  very  well  for  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  urge  the  withdrawal  of  the  Bill  { 
but  he  hoped  Members  around  him  weuMK 
sit  till  six  o'clock  in  the  nsorning,  if  neoes* 
sary,  rather  than  yield  to  these  obstmotiTe 
tactics. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  did  not  in- 
tend to  enter  into  the  question  of  opposing 
the  Bill  by  means  of  time;  but  he  mn»i 
protest  against  the  doctrine  of  the  hen. 
and  gallant  GentleoMm  (Colonel  North). 
The  ben.  and  gallant  Meo»ber,  on  reie»« 
tion,  would  not,  he  thought,  adhere  to  bis 
assertion  in  its  full  breadth.  Acoovding  to 
the  aeoonots  that  had  reached  bim  of  the 
operations  of  which  the  hon.  aad  gallant 
Gentleman  so  much  complained,  they  were 
all  ceesptised  within  a  alngle  hear. 

OoLOKBL  NORTH  said,  that  the  light 
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hon.  Gentleman  himself  took  part  in  tbemi 
and  then  walked  out  of  the  House. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  did  not  re- 
gard this  as  a  just  aoensation,  and  would 
like  to  know  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle* 
man's  idea  of  justice.  Was  it  a  just 
aocusation  ?  He  heard  a  Member  near 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  saj,  ^'No, 
it  is  not/'  and  he  hoped  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  was  by  this  time 
ashamed  of  what  he  had  said.  [Colonel 
North:  Not  at  all.]  He  was  obliged, 
then,  to  tell  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man that  his  assertion  amounted  to  an  ar- 
rogant declaration  that  be  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
had  no  right  to  giro  his  vote  upon  a  Bill 
in  this  House,  for  the  rote  he  gare  was 
upon  the  merits  of  the  Bill.  In  anj  vote 
bafing  referenee  to  time  or  to  adjournment 
for  the  sake  of  delaying  the  Bill  he  had 
taken  no  part  whaterer ;  and  therefore, 
with  great  deference  to  the  superior  know- 
ledge, judgment,  ability,  and  experience 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman — [hud 
oriei  of*'  Oh,  oh  !"  which  prefcnted  the 
remainder  of  the  sentence  from  being 
heard  J.  It  was  all  rery  well  fer  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  to  retort  by  a  personal 
obser?ation  that  had  no  foundation.  He 
was  not  sure  whether  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  had  been  present  niucb  during 
the  debates  on  this  Bill.  [Colonel  North: 
I  think  every  night.]  He  thought  that  b 
that  case  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
would  be  able  to  bear  him  out  in  what  he 
was  about  to  say — namely,  that  during 
nearly  the  whole  of  the  debates  upon  this 
Bill  about  the  same  time  had  been  occu- 
pied by  the  speeches  on  one  side  as  by 
those  on  the  other.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  opened  the 
debate  with  much  the  longest  speech  that 
bad  been  made  throughout  the  whole  of 
the  discussion.  He  fearlessly  referred 
those  who  had  any  doubt  on  the  matter  to 
the  columns  of  the  newspaper^  and  then 
they  would  admit  the  justice  of  what  he 
said.  In  fact,  the  nature  of  the  subject 
inToWed  so  many  complex  considerations 
Uiat  it  could  not  be  treated  otherwise  than 
with  much  detail  on  both  sides.  The  best 
proof  of  that  was  that  the  debate  was  not 
carried  on  by  long  strings  of  speeches 
from  the  same  side  of  the  House,  but  by 
short  addresses,  in  which  hon.  Members 
from  each  side  followed  one  another.  And 
here  he  wished  to  say  that  if  he  had 
used  any  strong  expression  with  r^ard  to 
the  bon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  opposite 
(Colonel  North)  he  wished  to  withdraw  it, 


though  that  hon.  and  gallant  Member  did 
not  seem  disposed  to  recede  from  the 
statement  which  he  had  made.  He  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  had  wished  simply  to  defend 
himself  and  his  Friends  from  the  accusation 
brought  against  them.  With  regard  to 
the  merits  of  the  Bill,  be  had  on  a  pre- 
ceding occasion  offered  many  objections  to 
the  measure,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  replied  to  those  objections 
in  a  tone  of  perfect  candour  and  fairness ; 
but  be  must  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's speech  appeared  to  leare  the 
Bill  in  a  worse  position  than  before.  In 
his  opinion  the  Bill  was  a  bad  one ;  but, 
neyertheless,  he  intended  to  yield  with 
deference  to  the  opinion  of  the  House. 
[Viscount  Galwat  :  Why  don't  you  go  on 
with  the  clauses,  then?]  Because  they 
were  now  discussing  the  Motion  on  the 
Preamble.  Now,  he  would  ask  what 
would  be  gained  by  the  passing  of  this 
Bill  ?  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  said  with  truth  that  it  would  be  ne« 
oessary  to  come  to  a  new  Parliament  for 
another  Bill  before  this  Bill  could  take 
effect,  because,  though  it  might  be  possible 
that  by  Toluntary  arrangement  a  particular 
plot  of  ground  might  be  obtained  for  a 
separate  market,  yet  that  railway  accom- 
modation which  was  absolutely  required 
eould  not  be  obtained  except  by  the  usual 
meth^  of  notice.  When  the  new  Bill  for 
obtaiamg  a  site  was  submitted  to  Par- 
liament neither  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman (Colonel  North)  nor  the  noble 
Yiseoont  behind  him  (Yiseount  Galway) 
would  hold  that  the  new  Parliament  would 
be  in  any  d^ree  committed  by  the  decision 
at  which  the  present  Parliament  might 
have  arrived.  It  would  be  the  business, 
right,  and  duty  of  the  new  Parliament  to 
pronounce  a  perfectly  independent  judg- 
ment on  the  merits  of  the  BUI.  And  if 
the  new  Parliament  should  pronounce  sneh 
an  opinion,  whether  favoucable  or  adverse, 
nothing  would  have  been  gained  by  press- 
ing forward  this  BilU  One  remark  more 
with  respect  to  the  financial  provision. 
[Viseeunt  Galwat:  We  have  had  all  this 
over  and  ever  again.]  Yes,  but  it  must 
be  gene  over  many  times  more,  and  it  was 
perfectly  clear  that  it  had  not  as  yet  made 
Its  way  in  the  slightest  degree  into  the 
inner  intelligenoe  of  the  noble  Yiseount. 
In  answOT  to  his  observations  on  this  part 
of  the  scheme  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
ehequer  bad  stated  that  by  the  Bill  as 
brouffht  in  by  the  Govemment,  a  revenue 
would  have  been  provided  which  would  have 
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Bufficed  for  the  ezpenseB  of  the  establish- 
ment. But  would  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
msQ  allow  him  to  point  out  that,  eren  if 
that  were  a  true  and  sufficient  answer  with 
regard  to  the  Bill  as  it  was  brought  in,  it 
was  not  a  true  and  sufficient  answer  with 
regard  to  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape; 
because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oaght 
to  know,  if  his  many  duties  would  permit 
it,  that  new  charges  had  been  introduced 
which  would  raise  the  outlay  from  £300,000 
to  £500,000,  and  no  revenue  whatever 
had  been  provided  to  cover  those  new 
charges  ?  He  believed  the  hon.  Member 
for  Southwark  (Mr.  Locke)  was  perfectly 
right  in  saying  that  those  Commissioners 
would  go  forth  into  the  money-market, 
and  that  they  would  be  objects  of  com- 
miseration rather  than  of  any  other  feel- 
ing, hopeless  and  helpless,  unless  some 
new  source  of  supply  was  opened,  of  which 
as  yet  they  had  no  scheme  before  them. 
Though  he  respected  the  judgment  of 
the  House  in  the  decision  which  they 
had  arrived  at  he  still  felt  that  there 
were  very  many  questions  on  which  they 
would  require  explanation  with  respect  to 
this  Bill ;  and  on  every  legitimate  opportu- 
nity it  would  be  his  duty  to  question  the 
scheme,  and  resist  its  further  develop- 
ment. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  he 
had  not  intended  to  take  up  the  time  of 
the  House,  because  it  seemed  to  him  that 
the  arguments  advanced  did  not  apply  to 
the  question  before  the  Committee,  which 
was  whether  the  Preamble  should  be  post- 
poned, bat  were  rather  arguments  against 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  should  have 
been  employed  on  the  second  reading  or 
on  the  Motion  for  going  into  Committee 
rather  than  at  present.  But  after  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Gladstone),  he  would  be  scarcely 
showing  respect  to  him  or  to  the  House  if 
he  did  not  advert  to  some  of  the  points 
which  had  been  referred  to.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets (Mr.  Ayrton)  objected  on  the  score 
that  they  could  already  do,  independently 
of  the  Bill,  all  that  they  desired. .  [Mr. 
Atbton  :  All  that  you  can  reasonably  de- 
sire.] Well,  then,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  meant  to  say  what  they  desired 
to  do  that  was  unreasonable.  And  then 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  found 
fault  with  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Minister  had  never  said  that  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  had  oast  any  ob- 
Mr.  aiad$Un$ 


struction  in  the  way.    They  did  nothing 
of  the  kind.      The  Chairman,  Sir  John 
Thwaites,   gave  every  assistance   in   his 
power ;  bnt  even  with  all  the  knowledge 
which  Sir  John  Thwaites  possessed  of  the 
peculiarities  of  the  metropolis,  they  had 
found  it  impossible  to  carry  out  the  Act  of 
last  year  in  the  metropolis,  though  it  had 
been  carried  out  in  other  seaports  through- 
out the  country.  The  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  W.  £.  Forster)  had  complained 
that  this  was  a  class  struggle  at  the  end 
of  the  Session.      But   that  was  not  the 
fault  of  the  Government.     They  introduced 
the  Bill  on  the  5th  of  December ;  on  the 
13th  of  December  it  was  read  a  second 
time,  it  was  then  referred  to  a  Committee, 
and  all  the  members  of  that  Committee 
were  well  aware  that  the  Government  for- 
bore from  bringing  forward  a  great  deal  of 
evidence,  scientific  and  other,  which  they 
thought  essential,  in  deference  to  the  opi- 
nions of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side, 
who  desired  that  there  should  be  no  further 
delay.      Therefore,  it  was  very  unfair  to 
charge  the  Government  with  delay.     The 
delay  was  far  more  due  to  hon.  Members 
of  the  Opposition,  who,  day  after  day,  in- 
sisted upon  ealling  a  great  mass  of  irre- 
levant evidence,  and  who  argued  points 
which  had  been  previously  decided.     Then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  said 
that  if  they  could  not  get  land  they  must 
come  to  Parliament  next  Session.     But  it 
had  been  understood  all  along  that  a  cer- 
tain piece  of  land  was  available,  which  was 
in  the  hands  of  the  Corporation.      This, 
therefore,   would    require    no   Provisiooal 
Order,  nor  additional  Bill.     The  same  re- 
mark applied  to  the  objection  with  respect 
to   railways.     They  would    not  have   to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  construct  railways  for 
this  reason,  that  the  piece  of  land  in  ques- 
tion   was    already  accessible  to  existing 
railways.     He  was  confident  the  Corpora- 
tion would  undertake  to  carry  out  thia  mea- 
sure ;  and  if  the  clause  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice  was  passed,  the  Corporation 
would  be  able  to  pledge,  not  only  the  li* 
mited  funds  at   their  disposal,  but   their 
whole  property,  and  so  be  able  to  raiae  the 
means  at  the  cheapest  rate.     With  regard 
to  the  supposed  financial  difficulty,  he  moat 
observe  that  this  was  either  an  object  of 
national  importance  and  benefit,  or  it  was 
not.     If  not,  then  the  Bill  should  be  op- 
posed and  rejected  on  that  ground  alone  ; 
but  if  it  would  be  a  national  benefit,  then 
it  would  be  worth  while  for  the  nation  to 
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guarantee  the  expenses,  and  defraj  any 
deficit  whioh  the  income  of  the  market 
might  be  unable  to  co?er. 

Mb.  GOSGHEN,  who  was  receifed  with 
cries  of  '*  Divide/'  said,  hon.  Members  on 
that  side  of  the  House  are  in  this  pre- 
dicament, that  if  thej  wished  to  discuss 
the  measure  they  were  met  with  cries  of 
'*  Divide,"  and  if  they  wished  to  adjourn 
at  a  late  hour  they  were  told  they  were 
factious.  He  would  ask  the  noble  Lord 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  on  what 
clause  it  will  be  most  expedient  to  db- 
CUBS  the  general  financial  bearings  of  the 
question?  [An  hon.  Mxmbbb:  The  last 
clause.]  He  would  bow  to  the  decision 
of  the  House,  and  discass  the  matter  on 
another  clause. 

Mb.  ATRTON  said,  it  had  been  asserted 
that  the  metropolitan  Members  had  en- 
deavoured to  talk  down  the  representatives 
of  the  counties  upon  this  subject.  It  so 
happened  that  the  metropolitan  Members, 
except  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
f  Mr.  Gosohen)  and  himself,  had  abstained 
irom  taking  part  in  the  discussion,  because 
they  desired  the  discussion  to  show,  as  it 
had  done,  that  the  question  was  a  national 
one,  and  that  the  views  of  the  majority  of 
the  people  of  the  country  were  against  the 
Bill.  No  doubt  the  representatives  of 
counties  and  small  boroughs  connected 
with  them  were,  in  the  present  state  of  the 
representation,  a  majority  of  the  House, 
and  the  proceedings  on  this  Bill  would 
furnish  a  powerful  argument  for  the  recon- 
sideration of  the  representation  of  counties. 

Snt  J.  CLARKB  JERYOISE  pointed 
out  that  there  was  no  discussion  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  If  there  had 
been  one  thing  made  clear,  it  was  the  fact 
of  the  ffreat  ineflSciency  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil, l^vertheless,  he  for  one  did  not  see 
how  that  ine£Bcieney  was  to  be  cured  by  a 
Bill  of  this  dangerous  character.  Such  a 
proceeding  was  like  the  application  of  a 
Mister  over  the  whole  body  for  the  hesJing 
of  a  local  irritation. 

Preamble  poitpon/ed. 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Interpretation.  18  b  19  VM. 
c.  120). 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  he  rose 
to  move  an  Amendment,  the  effect  of  which 
was  to  exempt  sheep  from  the  operation 
of  the  Bill.  He  was  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand why  the  Government  proposed  to 
place  a  restriction  upon  the  importation  of 
sheep.    If  there  were  a  statutory  restric- 


tion upon  their  importation  into  the  port 
of  London,  there  must  be  a  similar  restric- 
tion applied  to  other  ports.     It  showed  no 
confidence  in  the  Privy  Council  to  say  they 
could  not  be  trusted  to  regulate  with  the 
help  of  their  scientific  advisers  the  impor- 
tation of  sheep  when    circumstances   of 
danger  arose  $  and  if  they  could  not,  we 
had  better  do  away  with  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil.    What  was  the  meaning  of  this  pro- 
posal ?     The  fanners  could  not  supply  the 
people  with  food.    We  had  a  limited  island 
and  a  growing  population,  and  yet  it  was 
proposed  permanently  to  restrict  the  im- 
portation of  foreign   sheep.      Since   the 
adoption  of  Sir  Robert  Peel's  policy  no 
such  change  as  this  had  been  proposed. 
Did  anyone  pretend  to  say  there  was  any   . 
danger  in  the  importation  of  sbeep  ?     [An 
hon.  Mbmbbb  :  Tes.]  Well ;  but  the  Privy 
Council  did  not  think  so.  To  use  the  words 
of  a  very  moderate  Lancashire  paper,  the 
ManehetUr  Guardian,  **  Such  a  proposal 
would  justify  the  most  strenuous  opposi- 
tion."    It  was  not  a  metropolitan  question 
only.    Foreign  sheep  could  not  be  sent 
alive  from  London  to  other  large  towns, 
and   that  would    have  a  most  disastrous 
effect    upon    the  importation  of   foreign 
sheep..  What  was  the  danger — what  were 
we  afraid  of  ?    Foreign  sheep  were  at  pre- 
sent forwarded  to  every  part  of  the  coon- 
try,  and  was  there  any  danger  ?  The  Privy 
Council  did  not  think  so,  or  they  would 
make  reffulations  to  stop  it.     The  Govern- 
ment did  not  think  it  wise  to  do  that  upon 
their  responsibility  as  Ministers.     He  had 
in  his  hand  a  Return  of  what  had  gone  on 
since  we  first  admitted  foreign  sheep  into 
this  country  ;  and  he  found  that  they  had 
increased  from  634  sheep  and  ten  lambs 
imported  in  1842,  to  914,170  imported  in 
1863.     That  importation   had,  however, 
been  checked  since   1865,  owing  to  the 
Orders  in  Council  with  regard  to  cattle. 
The  restrictions  imposed  then  by  the  Privy 
Council  had  reduced  the  importation  by 
£00,000.    Sbeep,  however,  had  never  been 
treated  as  cattle.  They  had  heard  a  great 
deal  about  the  Commissioners'  Report,  ad- 
vising the  stoppage  of  the  importation  of 
cattle ;  but  the  Commissioners  never  made 
any  recommendation  respecting  sheep,  and 
he  did  not  think  that  sheep  were  treated 
in  the  same  way  as  cattle  in  the  measures 
passed  with  reference  to  the  movement  of 
cattle.  There  had  always  been  a  difference 
with  regard  to  the  importation  of  sheep 
and  the  importation   of  cattle.     In  this 
Bill  thi»t  WM  abolished^  and  Aey  were 
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both  placed  upon  the  MOie  tocilnfi.  Th« 
right  bon.  GentlemaQ  at  the  head  of  the 
GoTernment  seemed  to  be  posed  bj  this 
question  of  sheep.  He  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson) 
eoald  not  understand  bow  any  Gofomment 
sboold  ioour  the  responsibility  of  excluding 
sheep,  seeing  how  it  mast  affect  the  work- 
ing classes  of  this  country.  There  was  a 
slight  restriction  already ;  sheep  to  enjoy 
freedom  must  be  imported  by  themselves | 
but  the  Bill  contemplated  no  such  distinc* 
tion.  The  Select  Committee  had  inserted 
in  the  Bill  the  word  ^^sbeepi"  instead  of 
the  more  limited  words  **  sheep  imported 
in  Tossels  with  foreign  cattle."  Sheep 
were  sold  out  of  the  metropolis  to  the  best 
butchers  at  Richmond,  Twickenham,  and 
that  neighbourhood.  They  were  also  pur- 
chased by  butchers  in  other  counties.  If 
the  foreigner  who  dealt  in  sheep  were  not 
treated  in  the  same  way  as  the  English* 
man,  he  would  not  send  his  sheep  to  this 
country  at  all.  If  he  had  healthy  sheep, 
and  he  was  told  that  they  should  not  be 
sold  in  the  metropolitan  market  nor  for- 
warded alire  to  inland  towns,  lie  would  not 
send  bis  sheep  to  this  country  at  all.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  was,  indeed,  indirectly  to 
bring  about  a  prohibition  against  foreign 
sheep,  wbich  Sir  Robert  Peel  thought  he 
had  put  an  end  to  in  1842.  A  gentle- 
man residing  in  London  had  written  to  him 
stating  that  6,000  or  7,000  foreign  sheep 
were  at  times  sent  out  of  the  metropolis 
weekly  to  Wolrerhampton,  Hancbesteri 
and  other  large  towns.  Now,  if  it  was 
intended  to  stop  that  traffic,  some  very 
good  reason  ought  to  be  given  for  such  a 
proceeding.  If  in  the  present  hot  weather 
these  6,000  or  7,000  sheep  were  killed  at 
Barking  Creek  and  forwarded  to  the  me- 
tropolis to  be  sent  to  the  great  manufac- 
turing towns  in  the  shape  of  dead  meat, 
he  fancied  that  the  legs  of  mutton  would 
look  a  little  green  on  arriving  at  their  des- 
tination. The  oontractors  for  the  army  and 
navy  would  not  take  dead  meat,  because 
the  Commissariat  and  Admiralty  preferred 
seeing  the  live  animals,  so  that  they  might 
judge  what  the  soldiers  and  sailors  would 
have  to  eat,  and  consequently  the  proposal 
of  the  Government  was  to  give  to  British 
agrioolturists  the  monopoly  of  supplying 
the  army  and  navy  of  this  country  with 
live  meat.  One  eminent  contractor  stated 
before  the  Select  Committee  that  if  in 
purchasing  live  sheep  and  cattle  he  was 
to  be  exclusively  limited  to  British  agricul- 
turists, he  should  be  obliged  to  raise  his 
contract  at  least  £50,000  a  year.  That 
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amount  would  have  to  be  paid  by  the 
British  taxpayers.  The  BUI  was  a  deli- 
berate  proposal  to  establish  a  gross  mono- 
poly at  the  expense  of  the  taxpayers  and 
consumers  of  this  eonntry.  No  one  ev« 
alleged  that  foreign  sheep  coming  from 
healthy  districts  in  a  ship  by  themselves, 
unaccompanied  by  cattle,  would  introduce 
the  cattle  disease  into  this  oountry;  and, 
consequently,  the  cUuse  now  under  con- 
sideration appeared  to  him  to  be  so  iade- 
feneible  that  he  would  press  hia  objections 
to  it  over  and  over  again,  in  spite  of  any 
charge  which  might  be  brought  against 
him  of  offering  improper  obstructions.  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  went  be- 
fore the  Select  Committee  and  gave  usefsl 
evidence,  though  not  as  a  public  officer 
representing  the  community,  but,  aa  he 
frankly  and  fairly  declared,  in  the  charac- 
ter of  the  farmer's  friend,  and  in  the  in^ 
terest  of  the  producer.  He  went  into  the 
price  of  his  Southdowns;  but  he  would  get 
a  better  price  for  these  if  foreign  sheep 
were  excluded.  Now,  he  wanted  to  call 
the  attention  of  agriculturists  to  this  ques- 
tion. He  wished  he  could  act  with  the 
farmers  and  with  Chambers  of  Agriculture. 
He  believed,  however,  that  bon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  would  find  the  Chambers  of  Agri- 
culture more  difficult  to  manage  than  they 
imagined.  They  had  three  pet  achemes 
— the  malt  tax,  County  Financial  Boards, 
and  the  exclusion  of  foreign  cattle.  With 
regard  to  the  malt  tax— - 

Thb  chancellor  op  thb  EXCHB- 
QUER  rose  to  Order.  It  was  not  eompe- 
tent  for  any  hon.  Member  to  go  into  the 
malt  tax  in  connection  with  this  clause. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN  said,  it  was  not  com- 
petent on  this  clause  to  discuss  the  malt 
tax ;  but  it  was  competent  for  an  hen. 
Member  to  refer  to  it  in  illustration  of  his 
argument. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  that  the 
Chambers  of  Agriculture  had  been  induced 
to  give  up  the  malt  tax  and  the  County 
Financial  Boards  by  a  promise  of  getting 
the  exclusion  of  foreign  cattle.  The 
farmer  was  told  that  the  repeal  of  the 
malt  tax  would  be  inconvenient  to  the 
Government,  and  that  the  Financial  Boards 
would  displease  the  magistracy ;  but  the 
Government  would  go  in  for  cattle  exclu- 
sion. Now,  he  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson)  weald 
gladly  enable  the  farmers  to  exercise  con- 
trol over  the  expenditure  of  rates  in  coun- 
ties ;  but  the  object  of  this  cattle-and- 
sbeep-exolusion  scheme  was  to  reverse  the 
policy  which  let  in  foreign  cattle  to  compete 
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with  their  own.  H«  Mieved  that  wm  «h« 
faet.  Bat  the  eiolntion  of  foreign  eheep 
from  Denmark,  for  instanoe,  whieh  were 
anaffeoted  hy  disease,  weald  be  a  great  less 
to  the  farmer.  There  were  thousands  of 
aeres  in  Scotland  not  stoeked  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  and  these  restrictions  would  stop 
the  importation  of  sheep  as  well  as  cattle. 
The  evidence  of  Mr.  Boblnson,  a  great 
promoter  of  this  Bill,  showed  that  the 
csrmers  as  well  as  the  eoasumers  had  an 
interest  in  the  importation  of  sheep.  The 
eompultion  to  slaughter  sheep  at  the  port 
of  importation  would  make  a  difference  of 
6i.  a  head  in  the  price.  The  quarantine 
system  for  fat  stock  was  out  of  the  qnes* 
tion.  It  was  condemned  by  most  of  the 
witnesses  faTourable  to  the  Bill  for  store 
stock.  It  would  be  a  great  restriction, 
and  afforded  no  security  against  cattle 
plague.  For  lean  stock  it  was  not  prac- 
ticable. There  was  only  one  security 
against  cattle  plague,  and  that  was  the 
prerention  of  cattle  or  sheep  coming  from 
an  infected  place — ^the  restrictions  not 
being  greater  than  the  necessity  of  the 
case  and  safety  required.  That  was  the 
course  which  statesmanship  dictated.  That 
was  the  course  which  France  was  takmg — 
all  the  ports  and  frontiers  of  France  were 
open.  There  was  perfect  free  trade.  Fo- 
reign sheep  and  French  sheep,  foreign 
cattle  and  French  cattle,  were  sold  in  the 
same  market. 

Thb  chancellor  or  ths  BXCHB- 
QUBR  asked,  where  they  were  killed  ? 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON:  They  were 
killed  wherever  the  purchaser  chose  to 
take  them.  If  they  were  to  be  killed  in 
Paris,  they  must  be  killed  in  the  abat* 
toirs.  The  French  Government  were  not 
so  unreasonable  as  to  oppress  the  French 
people  with  unnecessary  restrictions  or  im- 
pose large  sacrifices  on  the  population  to 
benefit  the  agriculturists.  They  did  not 
demand  anything  so  monstrous  in  order  to 
meet  a  temporary  emergency.  If  a  per- 
manent law  should  be  passed,  it  would 
never  be  repealed  without  the  consent  of 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  the  Mem- 
bers of  which  were  extensively  engaged  in 
that  very  cattle  trade  for  whose  benefit 
foreign  cattle  and  sheep  were  to  be  ex* 
eluded.  Why  were  they  afraid  of  these 
foreign  sheep  ?  Did  they  think  they 
would  introduce  disease  ?  Why,  the  Privy 
Council  would  not  undertake  the  respon- 
sibility of  prohibiting  them.  The  Privy 
Council  would  not  have  been  silent  unless 
their  adrisen  bad  told  them  to  be  ae,  and 


as  they  had  not  attempted  to  put  such  a 
wanton  restriction  on  the  supply  of  food  to 
the  people  of  this  country,  why  should  the 
House  now  be  asked  to  impose  it  by  a  per* 
manent  law  ?  Experiments  to  test  the  lia- 
bility of  sheep  to  take  the  cattle  pisgue  had 
been  conducted  in  1865  by  Professor  Dick 
and  other  eminent  authorities,  and  the 
results  militated  against  the  notion  that 
they  were  likely  to  take  the  cattle  plague 
and  to  carry  infection  to  cattle  in  their 
wool  or  otherwise.  No  doubt  they  might, 
under  certain  circumstances,  take  the  cattle 
plague.  He  had  heard  that  men  had  taken 
it ;  but  he  contended  that  sheep  were  much 
less  liable  than  other  animals  to  take  or  to 
communicate  it.  He  should  be  glad  to 
hear  what  the  Prime  Minister  or  the  Chan-  • 
caller  of  the  Exchequer  had  to  say  upon 
this  part  of  the  question.  The  Commis- 
sioners had  nerer  recommended  the  separate 
market  now  proposed.  After  the  Commis- 
sion had  concluded  their  task  a  Committee 
sat,  consisting  of  nineteen  Members,  in- 
cluding the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  they  unanimously  agreed  that  this  pro- 
posal for  a  separate  market  was  wrong. 
That  Committee  had  read  all  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Commissioners  and  the 
Commissioners'  Report,  and  they  agreed 
that  it  was  undesirable  to  put  the  proposed 
restriction  on  the  trade  and  the  food  of  the 
country.  One  Member  of  that  Committee 
was  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  one  of  the 
ablest  of  the  Commissioners  ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Milner  Gibson)  contended  that  on  this  sub- 
ject the  Committee  were  quite  as  good 
authorities  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe.)  His 
Report  was  written  in  a  time  of  panic, 
whereas  the  Committee  approached  the 
subject  more  calmly.  He  appealed  to  those 
Irish  Members  who,  under  the  leadership 
of  Mr.  O'Connell,  were  mainly  instrumental 
in  carrying  the  great  question  of  Free 
Trade,  to  support  the  Amendment  he  now 
proposed.  Many  of  their  poor  fellow- 
countrymen  were  living  in  Wolverhampton, 
Manchester,  Ashton,  and  the  other  seats 
of  industry  in  this  country,  and  he  asked 
them  not  to  aid  the  attempt  which  was 
now  deliberately  made  bv  the  supporters  of 
this  measure  to  deprive  these  poor  Irishmen 
of  the  few  opportunities  they  had  of  tasting 
animal  food.  ["  No,  no  V'\  That  could 
not  be  denied.  The  struggle  of  life  was 
great  enough  without  increasing  its  diffi- 
culties by  suoh  a  measure  as  this.  He 
trusted  that  the  Government  would  consent 
to  itrike  oat  the  word  ''  sheep  "  from  thia 
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elaase,  whieh  thej  coald  do  witbont  inter* 
fering  with  that  part  of  the  Bill  which 
dealt  with  sheep  whieh  had  been  brought 
o?er  in  the  same  resBels  with  foreign  cattle. 
He  begged  to  moTO  that  the  word  "  Bheep" 
should  be  omitted  from  the  Interpretation 
Clauie. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  8, 
to  leave  out  the  word  "sheep." — {Mr, 
Milner  Oibson.) 

Mb.  HENLET  said,  the  diffieultjof  the 
subject  was  sufficiently  great  without  the 
real  point  being  smothered  by  matters  so 
completely  eztraneons  to  it,  as  were  the 
topics  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Ashton  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson) 
had  introduced  into  the  discussion.  Indeed, 
the  way  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  treated  the  matter  con?inoed  him  that 
he  had  been  speaking  throughout  against 
his  own  confiotion.  The  real  question  with 
which  they  had  to  deal  was  *'aje"  or 
«« no  "—were  sheep  liable  to  this  disease, 
and  could  they  bring  it  into  this  country  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  losing  sight  of 
the  real  point  in  dispute,  had  devoted  the 
greater  part  of  bis  speech  to  the  discus- 
sion of  the  question  of  free  trade  in  food. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had,  however, 
given  up  the  case  with  reference  to  sheep 
imported  in  the  same  Tessels  with  foreign 
cattle ;  but  what  security  was  there  that 
the  sheep  had  not  mixed  with  foreign 
cattle  before  they  entered  the  ship  ?  He 
had  admitted  that  butchers  going  from 
market  to  market  might  convey  the  cattle 
plague  in  their  clothes,  and  sheep  had  as 
handy  clothes  to  convey  the  infection  as 
the  butchers.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  not  prove  that  the  means  of  detection 
in  the  case  of  cattle  and  sheep  coming  by 
sea  were  as  great  as  those  possessed  by 
the  French  in  the  case  of  the  cattle  and 
sheep  comiog  over  their  frontier,  the  whole 
of  the  fabric  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  built  up  would  fall  to  the  ground. 
He  would  not  himself  give  an  opinion  as 
to  sheep  having  this  disease ;  but,  as  far 
as  he  could  form  an  opinion,  he  thought 
that  it  would  be  sufficient  if  the  restric- 
tion were  to  apply  to  sheep  coming  over 
with  cattle.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  not  able  to  show  that  sheep  were  not 
liable  to  the  disease,  the  whole  of  his  argu- 
ments about  the  food  of  the  people  could 
only  have  been  lugged  in  with  the  view  to 
muddle  the  water,  and  keep  in  the  back- 
ground the  real  question,  which  was,  whe- 
ther sheep  were  or  were  not  any  sooroe  of 
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danger?  It  was  most  nnjust  to  charge  the 
agricultural  classes  with  trying  to  injure 
other  classes  in  their  action  in  regard  to 
sheep.  The  object  they  had  in  view  was 
to  keep  the  disease  out  of  the  country,  for 
by  so  doing  they  would  tend  to  lessen  the 
price  of  meat,  and  he  could  not  see  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  proposal  would  be 
attended  with  that  result. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  he 
thought  the  Amendment  in  its  present  form 
could  not  be  accepted.  The  clause  ori- 
ginally was  to  apply  only  to  sheep  which 
came  over  in  the  same  vessel  with  cattle; 
but  the  Committee,  in  consequence  of  a 
great  weight  of  evidence,  unanimously 
altered  it  so  that  it  should  apply  to  aU 
sheep.  Professor  Spooner  said  that  the 
infection  could  be  carried  in  wool,  and 
Mr.  Rudkin,  the  Chairman  of  the  Markets 
Committee,  said  that  the  great  fault  of  the 
present  system  was  that  sheep  could  go 
from  the  metropolitan  market  into  the 
country.  The  Committee  therefore  were 
urged  to  cut  out  the  words  **  imported  with 
foreign  cattle."  He,  however,  would,  in 
consequence  of  the  want  of  time,  offer  no 
objection  to  these  words  being  re-inserted. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  before  the   proposed  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Lord  was  adopted  the  noble  Lord 
must  show  that  sheep  which  were  not  in- 
fected  conld  be  the  means  of  communi- 
cating the  disease.     It  was  a  most  mon- 
strous proposal    that,  because  the  cattle 
plague  was  engendered  in  certain  spots  on 
the  Continent,  no  sheep  were  to  be  allowed 
to  be  imported  from  any  part  of  the  world. 
The  proposal  was  one  which  would  hare 
the  effect  of  preventing  the  free  importa- 
tion of  sheep,  and  would   thus  result  in 
depreciating  the  value  of  thos«Mient  to  this 
country  to  an  extent  which  would  greatly 
discourage  that  branch  of  trade.     The  area 
of  the  cattle  plague  was  becoming  more 
circumscribed  day  by  day,  and  what  right 
had   the  Government  to   say  that  there 
should  not  be  free  importation  of  sheep 
into  the  port  of  London,  and  that  in  faot 
they  would  create  a  monopoly  for  the  ad- 
vantage of  English  sheep  breeders  ? 

Mr.  READ  said,  he  wished  to  call  at- 
tention  to  the  fact  that  all  the  veterinary 
evidence  given  before  the  Committee  bj 
opponents  of  the  Bill  distinctly  showed  that 
sheep  transmitted  the  cattle  plague  more 
freely  than  any  other  agent,  and  were 
themselves  subject  to  the  cattle  plague. 
Imported  sheep  also  very  often  came  with 
the  small-pox,  and  in  1866,  wben  he  bad 
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loit  all  his  eattle,  be  boaght  fonid  imported 
store  sheep,  but  found  them  all  so  diseased 
with  scab  that  he  had  to  kill  them  at 
once, 

Mb.  NEATE  said,  he  approved  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice  Pro- 
sident  of  the  Oouncil  to  except  sheep  im- 
ported alone. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  '  sheep ' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  ditided :  —  Ajes  124 ; 
Noes  52:  Majority  82. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAQIT  moved  to 
insert  after  **  sheep"  the  words  **  imported 
in  the  same  vessel  with  foreign  cattle."  His 
only  object  was  to  save  the  time  which 
would  otherwise  be  lost  in  endless  discus- 
sions. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  3  (Constitution  of  Market  Autho- 
rity). 

Mb.  WATKIN  moved  that  the  Chairman 
report  Progress. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  he  would  remind 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  hour  was  not 
very  late,  that  there  had  been  no  Morning 
Sitting  that  day,  and  that  there  would  be 
no  Morning  Sitting  to-morrow.  The  Com- 
mittee, therefore,  he  thought,  came  to  the 
discussion  of  the  Bill  with  unusual  fresh- 
ness, and  he  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  persevere  with  his  Motion. 

Mr.  WATKIN  said,  that  no  doubt  there 
was  abundant  opportunity  for  the  two  par- 
ties in  the  House  to  discuss  the  question  ; 
but  there  was  a  large  party  deeply  inte- 
rested in  it  out-of-doors,  and  in  order  that 
they  might  know  how  it  had  been  dis- 
cussed, and  learn  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee,  he  must  persevere  with  his  Mo- 
tion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  '*  That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr,  Watkin,) 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  37; 
Noes  132 :  Majority  95. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  that  the 
clause  under  discussion,  as  well  as  those 
which  followed  it,  involved  important  prin- 
ciples, and  as  there  were  many  Members 
who  desired  to  speak,  he  must  appeal  to 
the  majority  not  to  oppress  the  minority 
by  insisting,  contrary  to  all  usual  practice, 
on  going  on  with  the  debate  at  an  hour 

YOL.  OXCIII.   [third  seribb.] 


when  the  strength  of  Members  w|m  ex- 
hausted. These  were  important  discussions, 
as  was  shown  by  the  fact  that  they  had 
practically  extorted  from  the  Government 
the  admission  of  sheep.  [**  Oh,  oh !''] 
Yes,  by  the  last  Amendment  sheep  were 
practically  admitted.  The  hon.  Member 
for  East  Norfolk  (Mr.  Read)  had  said  to 
him,  «•  They  have  spoiled  the  Bill,  and  you 
ought  to  be  satisfied  ;"  but  he  was  not 
satisfied,  and  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  not  proceed  further  to-night* 

Mb.  LOCKE  said,  he  rose  to  move  an 
Amendment,  in  page  2,  line  15,  to  leave 
out  the  word  '*  or;' "and  he  also  proposed 
to  leave  out  the  words  from  **  if "  to  the 
end  of  the  clause.  If  the  Committee 
adopted  the  Amendment,  he  would  be  en- 
abled to  move  that  the  Corporation  should 
be  the  authority  of  the  market,  and  this, 
he  believed,  would  be  entirely  in  accordance 
with  the  views  of  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
introduced  the  Bill.  The  City  of  London 
had  a  Committee  to  regulate  all  the  mar- 
kets, and  as  they  had  invariably  done  so 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  public,  this  market 
should  be  placed  under  their  direction, 
instead  of  that  of  Commissioners,  who 
would  not  understand  what  they  were  to 
do.  The  proposal  of  the  Government  to 
give  inexperienced  Commissioners  the  power 
to  raise  money— how  they  were  to  raise  it 
did  not  appear — was  very  improper.  Should 
these  Commissioners  become  the  market 
authorities,  it  would  be  a  great  failure. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
15,  to  leave  out  the  word  "or."— (Ifr. 
Loche.) 

LoBD  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  he 
would  remind  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man that  if  the  Amendments  of  which  he 
bad  given  Notice  were  carried,  there  could 
be  no  Commissioners,  while  the  Corporation 
would  not  be  obliged  to  take  up  the  work 
of  establishing  the  market. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  asked  why  the  Com- 
missioners  were  left  in  the  clause  if  tbey 
were  not  to  be  called  upon  to  act ;  and  if 
they  were  to  act,  how  they  were  to  be 
provided  with  funds?  He  believed  they 
had  been  introduced  into  the  Bill  merely 
to  place  a  screw  upon  the  City.  He  wished 
to  know  how  the  Government  intended  to 
deal  with  this  question  of  Commissioners  ? 
They  had  not  yet  had  an  explanation  of 
the  financial  part  of  the  question — not  a 
single  line  of  estimate.  There  was  no 
precedent  for  Government  Commissioners 
interfering  with  municipal  concerns  as  here 
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propoMcl.  If  appointed,  it  was  at  least  to 
be  hoped  that  thej  would  be  supplied  with 
Impenal  funds. 

After  a  few  words  from  Ifr.  BiLwnr- 
Ibbbtsok, 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ezehequer 
whether  any  assurance  had  been  given  by 
the  Corporation  that  they  would  have  any- 
thingr  to  do  with  this  measure  or  were 
willini^  to  act  under  it  as  the  market 
authority  ?  It  had  been  said  in  the  Common 
Council  and  in  the  newspapers  that  the 
Government  had  broken  faith  with  the 
City. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  rose  to 
reply. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  :  I  asked  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Thb  chancellor  op  thbBXCHB- 
QUBR :  It  is  most  unusual  for  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  to  single  out  a  ifember 
of  the  House  to  answer  a  Question.  I 
cannot  answer  it,  because  the  Privy  Council 
and  not  my  Department  is  the  Department 
of  the  Government  that  was  in  communi- 
cation with  the  Corporation  of  London. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON :  I  asked  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  the  chief 
Member  of  the  Government  now  present, 
and  because  I  saw  his  name  dn  the  back 
of  the  Bill. 

LoBD  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  that 
before  the  Bill  went  to  the  Committee 
upstairs  the  Corporation  had  intimated  to 
the  Privy  Council  Office  by  letter  enclosing 
a  formal  Resolution,  that  they  would  under- 
take the  execution  of  the  Act.  It  was  not 
true  that  the  Government  had  broken  faith 
with  the  City.  The  Corporation  had  fur- 
nished to  the  Committee  a  scale  of  tolls 
and  a  number  of  clauses,  all  of  which  were 
inserted  into  the  Bill,  except  one  which  the 
Metropolitan  Board  succeeded  in  persuad- 
ing the  Committee  to  strike  out.  That 
produced  a  certain  feeling  of  resentment, 
perhaps,  in  the  mind  of  the  Corporation. 
It  was  proposed  to  restore  that  clause,  and 
then  he  was  confident  that  the  Corporation 
would  undertake  the  execution  of  that  Bill, 
and  would  be  quite  able  to  provide  the 
funds  requisite  for  the  purpose.  He  spoke 
advisedly  and  on  good  grounds  of  authority. 
In  fact,  they  had  experienced  considerable 
difficulty  in  dealing  with  two  rival  and 
jealous  parties,  the  Metropolitan  Board 
and  the  City  ;  the  City  got  angry  with 
the  Metropolitan  Board,  and  a  quarrel 
arose  as  to  what  should  be  done  with  the 
surplus  which  wjuld  accrue  from  the 
Jfr.  Qoseh&n 


market.  The  City  wanted  to  seenre  tiiai 
surplus  to  them  selves  s  the  Metropditaii 
Board  desired  that  it  should  be  applied  to 
the  reduction  of  the  tolls.  They  quarrelled 
over  the  booty,  in  fact,  and  the  City  being 
beaten,  pretended  to  reUre  in  a  hu£F.  Thi 
City  had  however,  since  evinced  a  friendly 
assistance.  This  was  the  *'  great  finaocial 
difficult." 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  was  quite 
sure  that  the  Corporstion  would  not  under- 
take the  execution  of  the  Bill  if  it  re- 
mained in  its  present  state.  No  answer 
had  been  given  to  the  question  how  the 
Commissioners  were  to  have  funds  provided 
for  them. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  BXCHB. 
QUER  :  I  thought,  Sir,  I  gave  ao  answer 
to  that  question  the  other  night.  I  then 
stated  that  the  Commissioners  would  have 
no  funds  to  fall  back  upon,  except  the 
tolls ;  and  I  believe  that  on  that  security 
persons  would  lend  money  to  the  Commis- 
sioners to  establish  the  market.  We  could 
not  assist  them  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  or  give  them  a  guarantee.  If  the 
Bill  were  restored  to  its  former  state,  so 
that  the  Corporation  should  have  the  sur- 

Slus  tolls,  there  would  not  be  the  slightest 
ifficuUy  in  regard  to  the  Corporation  of 
London  undertaking  the  execution  of  the 
Act.  I  believe  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  would  be  willing  to  undertake  it  if 
they  would  have  a  right  to  the  surplus 
tolls.  If  the  clause  be  restored  to  its 
original  shape,  the  difficulty  will  disappear. 

Mr.  ATRTON  :  Does  th^  right  boo. 
Gentleman  think  that  the  tolls  would  be 
sufficient  to  enable  the  Commissioners  to 
raise  monev  for  all  the  purposes  of  the  Bill 
— to  buy  the  ground,  carry  out  the  works, 
and  give  compensation  ? 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON :  There  has 
been  so  much  misrepresentation  that  I 
must  beg  leave  to  say  a  word  or  two.  I 
never  said  the  Government  had  broken 
faith  with  the  Corporation  ;  I  merely  said 
it  was  stated  in  the  Common  CeunoU  and 
in  the  newspapers.  1  think  the  proposition 
to  give  the  surplus  tolls  to  the  City  is  the 
worst  of  all  that  have  been  made.  Here 
is  a  market  to  be  supported  out  of  the 
tolls,  and  if  there  be  a  surplus,  they  should 
be  devoted  to  the  lowering  of  the  toUa. 

Mb.  LOCKE  said,  if  the  word  •'  or " 
were  struck  but,  he  would  endeavour  to 
strike  out  the  remainder  of  the  clause. 
There  never  was  such  a  market  authority 
on  earth  as  would  be  created  if  the  House 
carried  this  clause. 
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Mb.  Sbbjbant  OASELBE  said,  thai 
whea  onoe  he  heard  it  admitted  that  the 
population  of  London  woold  suffer  hy  this 
Bill,  that  was  quite  enough  for  him.  He  ad- 
Tised  hon.  Members  opposite  not  to  be  the 
Btupid  country  Gentlemen  to  be  driven  before 
the  Government.  Seeing  that  the  Commis- 
sioners were  to  have  no  means  of  carrying 
out  the  scheme  of  the  market,  he  hoped 
they  would  see  that  the  Government  were 
really  laughing  at  them.  The  Govern- 
ment had  broken  faith  on  a  question  of 
bribery,  and  they  should  adjourn  to  see 
if  the  City  of  London  would  accept  this 
new  offer.  He  therefore  moved  that  the 
Chairman  report  Progress. 

Mb.  ATBTON  thought  they  ought  to 
have  some  explanation  from  the  Govern* 
ment  of  how  they  intended  to  treat  the 
Committee,  beoanse  after  a  certain  hour 
it  was  impossible  for  notice  to  be  taken 
in  the  newspaper  reports  of  what  took 
place,  and  therefore  no  means  were  af- 
forded to  the  public  of  knowing  what 
occurred.  The  last  thing  heard  of  the 
City  of  London  was  that  they  had  with- 
drawn in  the  Select  Committee  from  all 
connection  with  the  Bill,  and  he  wished 
to  know  whether  the  Government  had 
communicated  further  with  the  City  on  the 
subject  ? 

LOBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that  if 
the  Motion  for  reporting  Progress  was 
withdrawn  a  division  should  be  taken  on 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Southwark  (Mr.  Locke).  When 
they  liad  passed  the  clause  the  Govern- 
ment would  consent  to  report  Progress. 

Motion,  by  leave,  vnikdrawn. 

Question  put,  That  the  word  "  or " 
stand  part  of  the  Clause. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  113  ; 
Noes  26;  Msjority  87. 

Mb.  SHAW-LEFEYRE  then  moved 
that  the  Chairman  report  Progress. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  supported  the  Motion. 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Manners)  had 
been  understood  to  say  that  the  Chairman 
should  report  Progress  after  this  division. 
["Nol'i 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  what  his  noble  Friend 
had  consented  to,  was  that  when  the  Com- 
mittee had  arrived  at  the  end  of  the  clause, 
the  Chairman  should  then  report  Progress. 
As,  however,  there  had  been  some  misun- 
derstanding on  this  point,  and  as  it  was 
now  nearly  two  o'clock,  he  would  not  op- 
pose the  Motion  to  report  Progress. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again." — (Mr.  Shato-Lefevre,) 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  36; 
Noes  91  :  Majority  55. 

Mb.  CRAWFORD  moved  that  the 
Chairman  leave  the  Chair.  Seeing  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  could  not  control  his  own  party  even 
— the  Members  of  the  Government  having 
voted  some  one  way  and  some  another — 
he  trusted  they  would  not  now  proceed 
further  with  the  Bill  on  which  they  were 
so  much  divided  in  opinion. 

Mb.  HENLET  said,  he  would  appeal  to 
his  hon.  Friends  to  give  way.  He  thought 
it  was  useless  to  attempt  any  further  Pro- 
gress to-night. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  or  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER explained  that,  being  unwilling  to 
take  advantage  of  any  misunderstanding, 
and  several  hon.  Members  having;  stated 
that  they  had  misnnderstood  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  John  Manners),  he  had 
thought  it  right  that  Progress  should  be 
reported.  He  had  consequently  voted  in 
accordance  with  that  view;  but  it  was  quite 
open  for  his  hon.  Friends  behind  him  to , 
take  what  course  seemed  to  them  proper. 

Mb,  FLOTER  said,  he  must  point  out 
that  the  misunderstanding  had  entailed  no 
consequences  on  hon  Gentlemen  opposite, 
none  of  them  having  left  the  House.  He 
conld  not  conceive  how  the  noble  Lord 
could  have  been  understood  otherwise  than 
as  consenting  to  report  Progress  after 
the  clause  had  been  agreed  to. 

LoBB  JOHN  MAlfNERS  said,  he  was 
surprised  at  his  words  having  been  mison- 
derstood,  and  could  only  attribute  it  to  the 
lateness  of  the  hour  and  the  length  of  the 
Sitting.  A  misunderstanding  having,  how- 
ever, occurred,  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend 
would  allow  Progress  to  be  reported,  with 
the  view  of  resuming  the  Committee  on 
Wednesday. 

Mb.  CRAWFORD  said,  he  was  willing 
that  the  Motion  that  the  Chairman  leave 
the  Chair  should  be  negatived,  in  order 
that  the  usual  Motion  to  report  Progress 
might  be  proposed. 

Motion  negatived, 

Mb.  CRAWFORD  moved  that  the 
Chairman  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again." — (Mr,  Crawford.) 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  33 ; 
Noes  52  :  Majority  19. 
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After  further  abort  discuBftion,  tbe  Mo- 
tion to  report  Progress  was  agvMd  to. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Wedneiday. 

Home  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Three  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOKDS, 
Tuesdayy  July  21,  1868. 

MINUTES]— PuBuo  ^TLUi^Fint  ReoMng-- 
Consolidated  Fond  ( Appropriation)  *. 

Seccnd  Reading  ^  QoXomal  Shipping  •  (974); 
Titles  to  Land  Consolidation  (Scotland)*  (268); 
General  Police  and  ImproTcment  (Scotland) 
Act  Amendment  *  (267). 

Committee  —  Railway  Companies  (Ireland)  Ad- 
Tances*  (226) ;  Sanitary  Act  (1866)  Amend- 
ment •  (252);  Vaccbation  (Ireland) •  (254); 
Coarts  of  Chancery  and  Exchequer  (Ireland) 
Fee  Funds*  (171);  Tithe  Commutation,  Ac. 
Acts  Amendment  *  (256) ;  Municipal  Elections 
(Scotland)*(26d-276);  Public  Departments  Pay- 
ments* (264);  Sir  Robert  Napier's  Annuity  * 
(265)  ;  Tain  Provisional  Order  Confirmation* 
(242) ;  Land  Drainage  ProTisional  Order  Con- 
firmation *  (241) ;  Larceny  and  Embezxlement* 
(245-277) ;  New  Zealand  Assembly's  Powers* 
(247) ;  Militia  Pay  *  ;  New  Zealand  Company  * 
(154);   Tumpilie  Acts  Continuance  (258). 

Repcrt — Railway  Companies  (Ireland)  Advances  * 
(226);  Vaccination  (Ireland)  *  (254);  Courts 
of  Chancery  and  Exchequer  (Ireland)  Fee 
Funds*  (171) ;  Court  of  Session  (Scotland)* 
(246-275) ;  Tithe  Commutation,  dc.  Acts 
Amendment  *  (256) ;  Public  Departments  Pay- 
ments *  (264) ;  Sir  Robert  Napier's  Annuity  * 
(265);  Tain  Provisional  Order  Confirmation* 
(242) ;  Land  Drainage  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation* (241)  ;  New  Zealand  Assembly's 
Powers  *  (247) ;  MUitia  Pay  * ;  New  Zealand 
Company*  (154). 

Third  Reading  —  Portpatrick  and  Belfast  and 
County  Down  Railway  Companies  *  (288) ; 
Burials  (Ireland)*  (269);  Bankruptcy  Act 
Amendment*  (270) ;  Marriages  Validity  (Blake- 
down)  *  (271)  and  pateed, 

SOUTH  EASTERN  AND  BRIGHTON  AND 
SOUTH  COAST  RAILWAY  COMPANIES 
BILL. 

CommoDft'  Reasons  for  disagreeing  to 
One  of  the  Amendments  made  bj  the 
Lords  considered  (according  to  Order). 

Lord  REDESDALE  regretted  that  he 
felt  obliged  to  ask  their  Lordships  to  in- 
sist on  the  omission  of  Clause  88,  which 
the  J  had  stmok  out  from  the  Bill,  bat 
which  the  Commons  had  re-inserted.     The 


Commons,  in  their  Reasons,  sud  that  the 
clause  in  question  did  not  affect  the  in- 
terests of  the  public,  but  onlj  those  of  the 
holders  of  stock  in  the  South  Eastern 
Company.  Thej  said,  in  efl^t,  that  the 
Companies  ought  to  be  left  to  regulate 
their  capital  in  their  own  way.  That 
argument,  howoTer,  if  it  were  admitted, 
would  go  towards  putting  an  end  to  all 
restrictions  whatOTOr  by  Parliament  on  the 
financial  operations  of  lUulway  Companies. 
It  was  desirable  that  there  should  be  as 
little  dirersity  of  interest  as  possible  in 
Railway  Companies  ;  but  in  this  case  there 
was  a  large  amount  of  ordinary  stock  which 
it  was  proposed  to  diride— one-half  into 
preferred,  and  the  other  half  into  what 
was  called  deferred  stock — ^thus  creating 
at  once  two  separate  interests  in  the  ordi- 
nary capital  of  the  Company.  He  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  the  main  object 
for  which  it  was  desired  to  effect  that 
separation  was  for  stock-jobbing  purposes. 
Having  one  stock  fixed  at  a  high  rate  of 
interest,  and  another  at  a  fiuctuating  rate, 
this  enabled  persons,  by  manoeuTring  the 
diyidend  on  the  fluctuating  stock,  to  raise 
its  character,  and  he  had  no  doubt  that 
this  was  the  motive  for  the  alteration 
which  had  been  made  in  the  Bill.  As  the 
subject  was  one  with  which  many  of  their 
Lordships  might  not  be  very  well  ao- 
quaintea,  he  had  stated  his  reasons  for  the 
course  he  was  taking  in  a  Memorandum 
which  had  been  distributed  for  the  infor- 
mation of  their  Lordships.  He  knew  that 
in  tliese  cases  the  promoters  of  Bills  often 
canvassed  their  Lordships  and  tried  to 
impress  them  in  favour  of  their  own  Tiewsy 
and  he  was  anxious  that  their  Lordships 
should  understand  the  real  merits  of  the 
question.  The  matter  was  a  serious  one  * 
in  connection  with  railway  legislation,  and 
he  trusted  their  Lordships  would  insist  on 
striking  out  this  clause. 

Moved,  **  To  insist  upon  the  Amend- 
ment made  by  the  Lords  to  which  the 
Commons  have  disagreed."— (77^  Ohaur^ 
man  of  Committeei.) 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  said,  be 
could  not  agree  either  with  the  eourse 
which  the  Chairman  of  Committees  advised 
the  House  to  adopt  or  with  the  reasons 
on  which  that  advice  was  founded.  The 
noble  Lord  had  taken  the  extraordinary 
step  of  circulating  a  Memorandum  among^ 
their  Lordships,  stating  his  views  on  m 
subject  which  was  to  be  discussed  by  them 
in  relation  to  a  Private  Bill.    The  noble 
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Lord  said,  indeed,  that  he  had  done  that 
in  order  to  impart  knowledge  to  those 
noble  Lords  who  did  not  understand  the 
qaestion  ;  but  soch  noble  Lords  would  do 
far  better  to  look  into  the  matter  for 
themselfes  than  be  led  by  the  nose  bj 
his  noble  Friend.  He  had  listened  atten- 
tively to  his  noble  Friend ;  but  the  only 
reason  he  had  heard  advanced  for  object- 
ing to  the  clause  was  because,  as  he  ele- 
gantly termed  it,  they  were  brought  for- 
ward for  stock-jobbing  purposes.  He 
eould  not  agree  with  him  in  his  view  of 
the  question.  He  thought  the  tendency  of 
Parliament  of  late  years  had  been  not  to 
interfere  with  the  financial  arrangements 
of  these  companies;  providing,  of  course, 
that  Parliament  saw  that  no  injustice  was 
done  to  mortgagees,  or  other  parties  who 
might  be  injuriously  affected  by  legis- 
lation. For  that  purpose  the  Joint-Stock 
Companies  Act  was  amended  last  Session  ; 
and  he  also  had  the  honour  of  conducting 
through  that  House  the  Railway  Compa- 
nies Act,  by  which  certain  restrictions  were 
put  upon  the  issue  of  shares  at  a  discount 
and  the  limitation  of  the  interest  on  de- 
benture stock.  Moreover,  the  course  pro- 
posed by  his  noble  Friend  was  entirely 
opposed  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Railway  Commission,  which  went  very 
fully  and  carefully  into  the  question,  and 
gave  it  as  their  opinion  that  it  was  the 
more  judicious  course  for  Parliament  to 
relieve  itself  from  interference  in  the  finan- 
cial affairs  of  Railway  Companies,  that  it 
should  limit  itself  to  the  questions  of  the 
construction  of  the  lines,  the  relations  be- 
tween the  public  and  the  companies,  and 
the  requiring  from  them  of  guarantees  for 
the  due  performance  of  the  conditions  on 
the  faith  of  which  their  powers  were 
granted.  The  clause  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  objected  referred  only  to  the  share- 
holders themselves,  who  need  not  come 
into  the  proposed  arrangement  unless  they 
pleased.  Instead  of  proving  injurious  to 
the  proper  management  of  the  Company, 
he  believed  the  proposed  snbdivison  of  the 
capital  would  tend  to  give  all  the  parties 
concerned  an  additional  interest  in  seeing 
that  the  Directors  did  their  duty,  and 
in  putting  the  undertaking  into  a  better 
state.  On  these  grounds,  he  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  acquiesce  in  the  Commons' 
Amendment. 

LoBD  REDESDALE  remarked  that  this 
was  the  first  attempt  to  apply  the  principle 
of  division  to  paid-up  stock.  It  was  true 
that  in  a  few  instances  companies  had  been 
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allowed,  when  they  otherwise  would  have 
been  unable  to  get  out  a  portion  of  their 
unpaid-up  stock,  eicept  at  a  discount,  to 
issue  it  as  preference  stock.  He  objected 
to  the  creation  of  a  diversity  of  interests, 
the  object  of  these  divisions  being  to  apply 
the  deferred  stock  to  jobbing  purposes, 
unfounded  statements  being  circulated  as 
to  the  dividend  forthcoming  upon  it.  The 
promoters  expected  to  obtain  a  great  ad- 
vantage in  this  way  ;  but  the  limitation 
with  regard  to  3  per  cent  was  an  admission 
that  the  process  might  be  disadvantageous 
under  particular  circumstances,  and  he  be- 
lieved it  would  be  injurious  both  to  the 
companies  and  to  the  principles  of  railway 
legislation. 

The  MARauEss  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  wished  to  say  a  few  words,  being  ac- 
quainted with  the  opinion  of  railway  men 
on  this  subject.  He  had  hoped  to  hear 
the  noble  Lord  (the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees), on  rising  a  second  time,  withdraw 
the  insinuations  he  had  made  against  the 
Gentlemen  who  promoted  this  Bill.  On  a 
former  occasion  the  noble  Lord  had  no 
other  mode  of  resisting  a  proposal  to  give 
certain  powers  to  the  Board  of  Trade  than 
by  insinuating  that  that  Board  was  under 
the  influence  of  the  Railway  Companies; 
and  he  now  charged  the  promoters  of  this 
Bill  with  the  intention  of  spreading  reports 
about  dividends  and  jobbing  with  the 
shares  in  the  stock-market.  He  thought 
the  noble  Lord  should  make  his  attacks 
on  private  character  in  a  place  where  he 
could  be  answered,  and  not  under  cover  of 
the  privilege  of  this  House.  Last  year, 
indeed,  the  noble  Lord  was  a  little  bolder 
and  ventured  into  print ;  but  the  result  of 
that  experiment  was  so  unsatisfactory  that 
it  was  doubtful  whether  he  would  repeat 
it.  Now,  he  protested  against  the  noble 
Lord's  assumption  that  any  person  whose 
policy  was  different  from  his  own  was  in- 
fluenced by  sordid  and  corrupt  motives. 
Where  the  public  interests  were  concerned 
it,  no  doubt,  behoved  Parliament  to  be 
very  vigilant ;  but  in  this  case  the  question 
was  merely  whether  a  shareholder  should 
be  allowed  to  make  his  property  more 
valuable  by  dividing  it  into  two  parts,  one 
having  a  fixed  and  the  other  a  variable 
dividend.  Why  should  the  owner  of  rail- 
way more  than  of  any  other  property  be 
debarred  from  making  the  best  use  of  it, 
or  from  putting  it  into  the  most  market- 
able form  ?  The  landed  interest  was  strong 
in  this  House,  while  the  railway  interest 
was  weak  ;  but,  if  the  reve»e  were  the 
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ea86,  woold  it  not  be  thought  an  intolerable 
grievance  if,  because  some  railway  manager 
had  theories  about  landed  property,  and 
was  attached  to  certain  narrow  formulas, 
the  House  were  to  prohibit  the  dirision  of 
estates  as  their  owners  pleased,  and  insist 
that  all  farms  should  be  of  equal  siaef  He 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  adhere  to  the 
golden  rule  of  doing  as  they  would  be  done 
by.  He  could  not  express  the  aversion  and 
dread  with  which  he  saw  the  extent  to 
which  the  great  powers  of  the  House 
were  used  in  a  manner  which  must  not 
only  be  injurious  to  the  interests,  but  offen- 
sive to  the  sense  of  justice  of  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  people.  These  shareholders 
were  the  best  managers  of  their  own  affairs. 
[Lord  Rbdesdalb  :  They  have  not  proved 
themselves  so.]  He  attributed  the  present 
condition  of  railway  property  to  the  petty 
and  narrow  formulas  whicn  had  induced 
Parliament  to  prevent  companies  from 
managing  their  property  to  the  best  ad- 
vantage. If  their  Lordships  thought  this 
property  should  be  dealt  with  differently 
from  all  other  property  he  had  not  a  word 
to  say;  but  he  would  entreat  them  not  to 
place  their  whole  powers  in  the  hands  of 
one  man,  and  not  to  believe  that  because 
he  had  studied  the  question  more  than 
most  of  them  that  he  was  necessarily  cor- 
rect. He  had  the  greatest  respect  for  the 
ability  and  good  intentions  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Chairman  of  Committees ;  but  he 
was  satisfied  of  the  evil  effects  which  his 
mode  of  legislation  had  worked  upon  a 
large  portion  of  the  property  of  the  na- 
tion. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
thought  their  Lordships  ought  to  feel  very 
much  indebted  to  his  noble  Friend  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  for  the  anxiety 
he  invariably  evinced  that  legislation  in 
these  matters  should  be  founded  on  sound 
principles.  He  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  was 
the  more  entitled  to  say  this,  as  he  did  not 
agree  in  the  conclusion  at  which  his  noble 
Friend  had  arrived  in  this  instance.  He 
thought  that  just  in  proportion  as  their  Lord- 
ships exercised  a  vigilant  supervision  over 
the  dealings  of  Railway  Companies  with  the 
public,  so  should  they  abstain  from  meddling 
with  the  companies'  internal  affairs.  Now, 
the  proposal  was  that  a  person  having 
£10,000  of  railway  stock  should  be  at  li- 
berty  to  divide  it  into  two  sections,  and  that 
until  the  dividend  reached  a  certain  amount 
it  should  be  confined  to  £5,000,  in  lien  of 
being  spread  over  the  whole  £10,000.  In 
other  words,  it  was  proposed  to  create  out  of 
2%d  Marquesi  of8aU$hury 


thii£10,000a  preferential  stoek  of  £5,000» 
which  would  be  much  more  disposable  in 
the  market,  and  to  retain  the  rest  for  the 
chance  of  dividends  after  the  first  dtvideDd 
was  paid.  He  wanted  to  know  why  a  maa 
should  not  be  allowed  to  do  that?  What 
was  the  reason  assigned  by  the  noble  Lord  f 
He  said  that  it  would  be  very  inconvenient* 
and  very  much  against  the  interest  of  th% 
Railway  Companies,  that  there  should  be  a 
variety  of  stocks.  But  supposing  that  were 
true,  why  should  their  Lordships  consider 
what  was  for  the  interest  of  the  Railway 
Companies  ?  Were  not  the  Railway  Com* 
panics  the  best  judge  of  their  own  intereai  f 
He  spoke  with  some  experience  with  re- 
gard to  the  legal  questions  which  had 
arisen  in  those  oases  in  which  it  had 
been  found  that  Railway  Companies  had 
been  mismanaged.  His  observation  was  this 
— that  whenever  there  was  an  improper  ma- 
nagement with  regard  to  the  eaminga  of 
the  company  the  circumstance  which  had 
always  led  to  its  detection  was  this,  that 
there  had  been  conflicting  interests — that 
there  had  been  two  classes  of  stockholdera 
in  the  compauy.  If  therefore  their  Lord- 
ships wished  to  make  it  unlikely  that  mis- 
management should  be  detected,  they  woald 
allow  only  one  kind  of  stock  in  the  com- 
pany ;  but  if  they  wished  that  mismansge- 
ment  should  be  detected  and  exposed,  then 
they  would  not  prevent  the  creation  of  dif- 
ferent kinds  of  stock. 

LoBD  ROMILLT  said,  that  if  the  pnblie 
were  not  affected  he  should  not  be  inclined 
to  insist  upon  the  Amendment.  Did  any- 
body believe  that  if  the  Railway  Company 
retained  all  the  £10,000  railway  stock  they 
were  childish  enough  to  prefer  B  per  cent 
on  £5,000  and  nothing  on  the  remaining 
£5,000  to  2i  per  cent  on  £10,000  ?  What 
it  really  would  effect  was  to  enable  the 
Railway  Companies  to  sell  the  half  which 
was  worth  nothing  for  a  substantial  valae. 
It  was  accomplished  by  what  was  called 
"  rigging  the  market  '*  which  was  by  fie- 
titious  transactions  and  representations  to 
give  to  shares  worth  nothing  a  temporary 
value  in  the  market.  It  might  be  sad 
that  only  foolish  people  would  be  induced 
to  buy  such  shares  and  also  that  the  Rail« 
way  Companies  would  not  avail  themselves 
of  this  power.  But  laws  are  made  to  pro* 
tect  foolish  people  and  Parliament  was 
bound  not  to  give  powers  to  persons  who 
might  abuse  them,  in  the  belief  that  thej 
would  not  do  so.  Bodies  of  gentlemen 
are  frequently  found  to  do  oolleetively  for 
a  company  what  no  one  of  them  would  do 
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for  himielf  lAcliTiclsdly.  For  ihe  bal  Ihi^e 
or  four  yaan  ku  time  had  been  almott 
whoUj  taken  up  with  inveetiffatuff  eases 
in  which  oompanies  had  made  fuse  re- 


oompanies .^ 

presentations  to  iDdividuals,  and  thus 
induced  them  to  take  shares.  He  had 
therefore  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  effect  of  this  measure  should  be  that 
Railway  Companies  would  be  able  to  give 
an  appearaooe  of  ad? antage  to  a  class  of 
worthless  shares,  and  so  induce  the  public 
to  trust  them  in  a  waj  the  state  of  their 
fiands  did  not  warrant,  and  that  their  Lord« 
ships  would  be  doing  a  great  eril  if  the/ 
consented  to  do  so. 

Od  Question  t  their  Lordships  dktiM  : 
-*-ContenUll;  Not-Contents  30:  Migo- 
rity  19, 


Besolved  in  the  Negative, 

TURNPIKE  ACTS  0ONTINUAM0£   BILL* 

{The  Lard  ClinUm.) 

(NO,  253.)      OOMMITTSB. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Lord  BBDESDALE  objected  to  the 
compensation  clause^  which  their  Lord- 
ships had  struck  oot  of  former  Bills,  and 
the  re-iDtroduction  of  which  created  ei- 
pectaiions  on  the  part  of  j|ffioer8  of  trusts 
that  some  provision  would  be  made  for 
them  when  the  trusts  expired.  The  officers 
included  solicitors  and  surveyors  who  ought 
to  have  no  difficulty  in  finding  employment 
in  place  of  that  tost  by  the  cessation  of  a 
trust. 

A  noble  IfORD  said  that  surveyors,  who 
mri^  have  been  ten  years  in  the  service  to 
entitle  them  to  compensation,  and  who  in 
some  cases  might  lose  employment  alto- 
l^etner;  were  entitled  to  some  considera- 

tlOD. 

After  a  few  words  from  The  Earl  of 
Stradbboke, 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLBT  said,  he 
thought  there  was  reason  for  giving  sur- 
veyors compensation,  for  in  many  cases 
great  credit  was  due  to  them  for  getting 
trusts  out  of  debt. 

Lord  CLINTON  said,  there  was  some 
force  ip  the  distinction  which  had  been 
drawn  between  the  surv^ors  and  other 
officers  of  turnpike  trusts.  Many  of  the 
surveyors  were  employed  exclusively  in  the 
service  of  their  trusts,  derived  their  whole 
income  from  them,  and  some  of  them  had 
reached  an  age  when  it  would  be  difficult 
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for  them  to  turn  their  hands  to  any  olher 
occupation  if  deprived  of  their  offices.  This 
compensation  clause  which  they  were  now 
considering  was  first  introduced  into  a  con- 
tinuance Act  in  the  year  1866,  and  was 
then  rejected  by  their  Lordships ;  it  was 
again  introduced  as  a  part  of  Uie  Govern- 
ment measure  in  1867  when  it  was  a^in 
rejected;  and  it  now  appeared  for  the  third 
time,  inserted  into  the  Bill  by  a  private 
Member  daring  its  progress  through  the 
other  House  and  not  objected  to  by  the 
Gt>vernment.  It  was  not  perhaps  a  sub- 
ject which  was  likely  to  lead  to  a  collision 
between  the  two  Houses,  but  the  other 
House  had  shown  iUelf  sufficiently  in 
earnest  on  the  subject  to  induce  their 
Lordships,  he  hoped,  to  give  on  this  occa- 
sion a  tpore  favourable  consideration  to  the 


(In  the  Committee.) 
Loso  REDESDALE  said,  that  he  would 
osoie  an  Amendment  on  the  compensatiim 
clause  on  the  Report. 

An    Amendment   made :    The  Report 
thereof  to  be  received  on  2%urtday  next 

FORESHORES. 
ucmojx  for  papers. 

Thi  DmcB  OP  BUCCLEUCH,  in  moving 
an  Address  to  Her  Majesty  for  Copies  of 
oertsin  privately  printed  Papers  relating  to 
Foreshores,  said,  the  subject  was  one  of 
very  great  importance,  and  one  in  which  the 
interests  of  the  public  were  largely  con- 
cerned ;  but  it  involved  a  more  intimate 
knowledge  of  the  law  than  he  could  pre- 
tend to  possess.     Of  late  many  claims  had 
been  put  forward  on  behalf  of  the  Crown 
to  the  Foreshores,  which  proceeded  on  the 
assumption  that  the  shores  and  bed  of  the 
sea  formed  part  of  the  proprietary  rights 
of  the  Crown.     He  was  informed,  however, 
this  was  an  entire  misconception  of  the 
law,  and  that  by  usage  they  belonged  to 
the  owners  of  the  adjoining  lands.     He 
was  informed  that  the  cases  in  which  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  had  decided  in  favour 
of  the  Crown  were  always  cases  in  which 
the  Crown  was  the  owner  of  the  land  on 
which  the  Foreshores  abutted.  There  were 
important  Papers  now  in  the  possession  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests, 
relating  to  this  subject,  which  had  been 
transferred   to  them  from  the  Treasury. 
These  Papers  had  already  been   printed, 
because,  being  very  voluminous,  the  ex- 
pense of  multiplying  them  in  manuscript 
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woold  hare  been  Terj  great.  Bat^  at  thej 
were  in  print,  be  tbongbt  tbej  migbt  be 
usefully  produced. 

Moved,  **  That  an  bumble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  to  request  that  Her  Majestj  will 
be  graoioaslj  pleased  to  order  that  there  be  laid 
before  this  House  bj  the  Commissioners  of  Woods 
and  Forests,  Gopj  of  each  of  the  following  pri- 
Tately  printed  Papers ;  namel j, 

'*  Report  on  the  Right  to  Foreshores  and  the 
legal  Deoisions  affecting  the  River  Thames  and  the 
R^hts  of  the  Gitizens  of  London  from  the  Time 
of  Henry  III.;  by  J.  W.  Pyoroft,  F.S.A., 
M.R.A.S. ;  Reg.  Sept.  Antiq.  Reg.  Soc.,  pp.  161 : 
Also, 

"  Argnmenti  relating  to  Sea  LAnds  and  Salt 
Shores :  Objections  thereto  and  Answers  to  sach 
Objections  (now  first  printed  from  MSS.  in  the 
LandsdowD  Collection  [British  Museum],  London 
1855,  pp.  61.),  disclosing  that  the  Foreshore  is 
the  Property  of  the  adjaoent  Proprietor,  and  not 
belonging  to  the  Crown  by  Tirtue  of  its  Preroga- 
tive, and  that  the  latter  has  no  prima  fi^ie  Rights 
therein  or  thereto,  and  of  a  certain  R6sum6  of  the 
5th  August  filed  on  the  2l8t  of  May  last : 

"  As  also  a  Copy  of  the  Shorthand  Writer's 
Notes  in  the  Case  of  the  Attomey-Qeneral  v, 
Jones,  in  the  Exchequer,  in  which  Her  Miyesty's 
Barons  of  that  Court  declared  that  the  Foreshore 
belonged  to  the  Subject  by  Usage  ;  as  also  a  Copy 
of  all  the  Correspondence  had  in  reference  to  such 
Case  previous  to  the  Commencement  of  these 
legal  Proceedings  or  subsequent  thereto  ;  as  also 
of  the  Writ  upon  which  issue  was  afterwards 
joined,  and  all  Proceedings  subsequent  thereto, 
including  the  final  Decision  of  the  Barons  of  the 
Exchequer  declaring  the  Law  of  England  to  be 
that  Foreshore  belonged  to  the  Subject  by  Usage : 
Also, 

"  Copy  of  the  Defendant's  Bill  of  Costs  f  pre- 
vious to  Taxation),  as  also  a  Statement  or  the 
Amount  which  has  been  paid  to  him :  And  also, 

"  Statement  of  the  Reasons  why  the  History  of 
the  Result  of  this  and  Seven  other  adverse  Cases 
in  which  the  Attorney-General  and  the  Lord 
Advocate  were  defeated  was  omitted  to  be  stated 
in  their  Annual  Reports  addressed  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, and  presented  by  Royal  Command  (in  con- 
tinuation of  Parliamentary  Paper  No.  185.,  Ses- 
lion  1867.)"— (iTfttf  I>uke  ofBuceUuch,) 

The  Dqke  op  RICHMOND  regretted 
that  he  was  not  able  to  acquiesce  in  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Duke.  If  all  the 
Papers  moved  for  bj  the  nohle  Duke  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  they  would  amount 
to  something  like  four  or  fire  folio  volumes, 
and  the  subject  was  not  such  as  to  warrant 
the  large  expenditure  of  public  money  that 
they  would  cost.  Moreover  part  of  these 
Papers  were  no  more  than  private  state* 
ments  and  arguments  addressed  to  one  side 
of  the  case.  The  matter  was,  in  fact,  a 
private  and  not  a  public  affair — the  public 
had  nothing  to  do  with  it,  and  he  objected 
to  the  outlay  of  public  money  in  printing 
private  documents.  He  had  no  objection 
to  grant  certain  Returns  in  oonlinuation  of 
The  Duke  of  Bucohueh 


what  had  been  mored  for  by  Mr.  Aogastiis 
Smith  in  the  Honse  of  Commons  betweea 
1863  and  1866. 

Lord  REDESDALE  said,  he  saw  no 
good  reason  why  the  Government  should 
object  to  lay  on  the  table  a  copy  of  the 
judgment  in  the  case  of  the  "Attorney 
Genera]  «.  Jones.'' 

Thb  lord  chancellor  said,  that 
if  the  judgment  in  question  decided  any 
important  principle  it  was  to  be  found  in 
the  authorized  Report  in  their  Lordshipa' 
Library.  There  woold  therefore  be  no 
public  good  in  printing  it.  To  print  at  the 
public  expenses  the  pamphlet  of  an  enter- 
prizing  and  somewhat  eccentric  genUemaa 
like  Mr.  Fycroft  would,  he  thought,  be  a 
somewhat  unjustifiable  use  to  make  of  the 
public  money. 

Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  wUk' 
drawn. 

The  Duke  of  BUCCLEUCH  then 
moved  an  Address  for — 

"Statement  of  all  legal  Proceeding!  wbidi 
have  been  instituted  by  the  Law  Ofl&cers  at  their 
Instance  in  the  Name  of  the  Crown,  or  la  the 
Behalf  of  Her  Majesty,  with  respect  to  the  alleged 
Title  claimed  bj  the  Grown  to  the  Bed  or  Shores 
of  the  Sea  or  the  Foreshores  or  Beds  of  Navigable 
Rivers  against  Corporate  Bodies  or  Private  In- 
diTidoals  from  the  1st  Day  of  Janaary  1843  to  the 
present  Time :"  [and  other  Partioulws.] 

Motion  (by  Ltave  of  the  House)  wUh- 
draum, 

BED  OF  THE  SEA,  Ac. 

Then  The  Duke  of  RICHMOND 
moved  an  Address  for— 

*•  SUtements :  Of  all  legal  Proceedings  insti- 
tated  by  the  Law  Officers  or  otherwise  on  Behalf 
of  the  Grown,  with  respect  to  the  TiUe  of  the 
Crown  to  the  Bed  or  Shores  of  the  Sea  or  the 
Beds  or  Shores  of  Tidal  Navix^ble  Rivers  againit 
Corporate  Bodies  or  Private  Lidividoals,  from  the 
21st  Day  of  July  1863  np  to  the  81st  December 
1866: 

"Of  the  Nature  and  Object  of  the  Soit  in  each 
Case  ;  the  Name  of  the  Law  Officer  by  whom  it 
was  commenced ;  and  whether  the  Decision  or 
Resalt  was  in  fitvonr  of  or  adverse  to  the  Crown ; 
and  the  Amoont  of  Costs  incurred  on  behalf  of  the 
Crown : 

"  Of  the  Length  of  Time  during  which  each  Suit 
was  pending  before  it  was  brought  to  a  Conclu- 
sion or  its  Object  was  attained ;  the  Nature  of 
the  Steps  taken  therein;  and  any  Obiervations 
necessary  to  explain  the  same : 

*'  Of  the  Terms  upon  and  Authority  or  Advice 
under  which  any  such  Proceedings  have  been 
setUed: 

"  Of  the  Estimated  Value  of  any  Property  that 
has  by  means  of  such  Suits  been  recovered  by 
the  Crown : 
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<<  Of  ihe  Gases  in  whioh  snoh  Suits  hATe  been  dis- 
oontinued  bj  the  Law  Offloersof  the  Crown :  And, 

"  Of  the  Partioulan  of  all  Oases  in  whioh  the 
Title  of  the  Crown  to  Property  of  the  above  De- 
scription has,  between  the  2l8t  Day  of  July  1868 
and  the  Slst  Day  of  Deoember  1866,  been  admit- 
ted witiiout  Litigation;  the  Estimated  Value  of 
the  Property  ;  with  a  Statement  showing  how  the 
same  has  been  leased  or  disposed  of  up  to  the  last* 
mentioned  Day."— (  The  Duke  of  RioKmond,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  a^oumed  at  a  quarter  before  Seven 

o'clock,  to  Thonday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Three  (/dock. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Tueeday,  July  21,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  —  PuBUO  Bills  —  Committee  — 
Electric  Telegraphs  (re-comm,)  [239];  Poor 
Relief  [186]— r.p.  ;  Salmon  Fisheries  (Scot- 
land)* [210]— B.P. ;  Hudson's  Bay  Company* 
[240]— B. p.;  Saint  Mary  Somerset's  Church, 
London,  (re^comm.)*  [247]. 

Report — Electric  Telegraphs  (re'Ccmm.)  [289]; 
Saint  Mary  Somerset's  Church,  London, 
(re-comm.)*  [247]. 

Cofuidered  as  ameiide<2— Inland  Revenue  *  [207]. 

Third  Reading — Consolidated  Fund  (Appropria- 
tion)*; Army  Chaplains*  [225];  Sale  of 
Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Act  Amendment*  [181], 
and  pasted. 

TFithdrawn — ^Trades  Sooietiefl  and  Combinations 
of  Workmen*  [219];  Church  Rates  Aboli- 
tion* [21]. 

NAVY— ADMIRALTY    CIRCULARS    ON 

MEDALS  OF  1847,  1848,  AND  1858. 

QUESTION. 

Oawaik  MACKINNON  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiraltyi  If 
the  Admiralty  Circulars  on  Medals  of  1847, 
1848,  and  1858  are  to  r^piain  in  force? 

LoBD  HENKY  LENNOX,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  no  doubt  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  was  aware  that  a  Committee 
bad  sat  to  inquire  into  this  subject  towards 
the  dose  of  the  year  1848 ;  and  at  this 
distance  of  time  it  was  not  considered 
proper  to  re-open  the  case. 

IMPRISONMENT   FOR  COSTS  ON  A  DIS- 
MISSED CHARGE.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  case  of  Mr.  William 
Castle,  of  Melton  Mowhraj,  recently  sen- 
tenced by  a  bench  of  magistrates  to  four- 


teen days'  imprisonment  with  hard  labour, 
for  non-payment  of  twelve  shillings  im- 
posed on  him  as  costs  on  account  of  a 
dismissed  charge,  he  being  sixty-three 
years  old,  and,  as  he  states,  unable  to  pay 
that  sum;  and  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  adopt  any  measure  to 
prevent  imprisonment,  imposed  in  lieu  of 
a  pecuniary  payment,  from  being  accom- 
panied by  the  penal  infliction  of  hard 
labour? 

Mb,  GATHORNE  HARDY  repHed, 
that  he  had  not  heard  of  this  case  till  it 
was  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
yesterday;  but  he  had  taken  steps  to 
obtain  information.  When  he  was  fiilly 
informed  on  the  subject  he  would  state  hu 
impression  as  to  whether  there  was  any 
necessity  for  future  legislation. 

INDIA— FURLOUGH  REGULATIONS. 
QUESTION. 

Sib  ROBERT  AN8TRUTHER  said, 
he  would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  Whether  the  new  Indian  Fur- 
lough Regulations  will  not  inflict  hardship 
upon  those  civil  servants  who  are  now  on 
furlough  under  the  old  regulations;  and 
whether  he  will  undertake  tibat  steps  shall 
be  taken  to  place  those  gentlemen,  upon 
their  return  to  India,  in  as  favourable  a 
position  for  obtaining  appointments  as 
they  would  have  occupied  had  the  new 
regulations  not  come  into  operation ;  and, 
should  this  be  impossible,  whether  com- 
pensation will  be  awarded  to  those  ofitcers 
whose  interests  may  be  affected ;  and 
whether  he  will  extend  to  military  ofit- 
cers the  privilege  of  drawing  50  per  cent 
of  their  salary  when  on  furlough;  also, 
when  the  regulations  will  take  effect  ? 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
in  reply,  that  it  was,  unfortunately,  im- 
possible to  make  alterations  in  the  regu- 
lations respecting  furlough  that  should  not 
to  some  extent  injuriously  affect  certain 
individuals,  especially  in  the  case  of  ihe 
present  changes.  The  miun  difference,  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware,  between 
the  new  and  the  old  rules  was  this— that 
under  the  old  regulations  when  an  offi- 
cer came  from  India  he  vacated  his  em- 
plo3rment,  and  when  he  returned  he  had  a 
chance  of  re-appointment  to  other  employ- 
ment similarly  vacated ;  but  under  the 
new  rules  an  officer  would  retain  a  Uen  on 
his  appointmenti  and  thus  anyone  now  at 
home  and  going  back  to  India  would  not, 
as  formerly,  find  a  vacancy  to  whioh  he 
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could  be  appointed.  He  would  onlj  be 
able  to  get  an  acting  appointment.  The 
onlj  way  in  which  that  inoonTenienoe 
oonld  be  mitigated  was  to  make  a  farther 
mle  that  officen  now  at  home  should 
hare  acting  appointments  on  more  favoor* 
able  terms  tluui  thej  usually  had ;  and 
the  prorision  now  made  was  that  officers 
now  at  home  should  reoeive  75  per  cent 
of  the  value  of  appointments  held  by  them 
as  acting  appointments,  and  also  receive 
subsistence  allowance.  That  would  be 
considerably  in  excess  of  the  ordinary 
arrangements,  and  the]  difference  would 
be  paid  firom  the  general  revenues  of 
India.  He  therefore  hoped  no  material 
hardship  would  be  inflicted  in  any  case. 
No  doubt  they  would  get  the  rules  in  a 
perfect  state  by  the  next  mail.  The  re- 
gulations  had  been  sent  home  for  revision, 
and  they  had  been  returned  with  remarks 
desiring  that  certain  alterations  should  be 
made  in  them.  By  last  mail  they  arrived 
in  an  unsigned  letter,  which  contained  the 
main  prinoipleB  of  the  rules.  He  believed 
the  new  regulations  came  into  force  on 
the  Ist  of  July. 

ABBII— THE  36tb  REGIMENT, 
aujunov. 

Mb.  OTWAT  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true  that  the  86th  Begiment  was 
sent  ^m  England  in  JMarch  last  to  Eur- 
rachee  in  Scinde,  where  it  arrived  at  the 
commencement  of  the  hot  season ;  whe- 
ther the  Begiment  was  then  sent  into 
barracks  which  had  "  been  declared  unfit 
for  European  troops;"  and,  whether,  on 
one  daj  in  June  last,  nine  men,  women, 
and  children  of  the  Begiment  died  in  those 
barracks  from  what  was  called  heat  apo- 
plexy ? 

Sm  JOHN  PAKENQTON  said,  he  was 
sorry  he  was  not  able  to  give  as  full  an 
answer  to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Question 
as  he  could  wish.  In  one  respect,  how- 
ever, the  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  be 
acting  under  erroneous  information.  The 
hon.  Member  stated  that  the  d6th  Begi- 
ment was  sent  to  Kurrachee,  in  Scinde, 
The  fact,  however,  was  that  the  d6th 
Begiment  went  to  India  in  1863,  and  it 
was  only  a  detachment  that  was  sent  in 
March  to  join  the  Begiment.  Probably  it 
was  to  that  detachment  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  applied.  With  r^;ard 
to  the  barracks,  he  must  remind  the  non. 
Gentleman  that  the  War  Office  in  England 
has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  W- 
8ir  /St^ford  Northo^U 


racks  in  In^.  It  was,  no  doubt,  a  most 
painful  statement  to  be  obliged  to  make 
that  nine  persons,  including  men,  women, 
and  children  died  upon  one  day,  from  apo- 
plexy caused  by  heat.  The  Qneition  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  not  having  appeared 
upon  the  Paper  until  that  morning,  he 
(Sir  John  Pakington)  sent  for  infomuttioa 
to  the  Horse  Guards,  and  also  to  the  Me- 
dical Department  of  the  War  Office,  bat  at 
neither  place  had  news  been  received  of 
anything  ai  the  kind.  Until,  therefore, 
frirther  information  had  reached  him,  he 
could  only  sa^  that  no  such  &ct8  were 
known  in  official  quarters. 

IRELAND-CONVICTS  WABREN  AND 
COSTELLO.^QUESTION. 

Mb.  YANCE  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  hoD.  Member  for  Westminster,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true,  as  reported  in  the  Jruh" 
man  newspap^,  14th  JiUy  1868,  that  he 
wrote  a  letter  to  Mr.  Nevin,  dated  the  3nd 
July,  in  which  he  objected  to  aek  a  Ques- 
tion concerning  the  convicts  Warren  uid 
Costello,  because  he  "thought  that  asking 
the  Question  publicly  ooidd  do  the  pri« 
soners  no  good,  and  would  only  eni^e  the 
Government  to  claim  and  obtain  credit 
for  clemency.'' 

Mb.  J.  STUABT  MILL:  I  beUeve^ 
Sir,  I  am  under  no  obligation  to  answer 
the  hon.  Member's  Question,  but  I  have 
not  the  smallest  objection  to  do  so.  I 
have  not  seen  the  article  in  the  Iruhman, 
nor  have  I  ever  corresponded  on  any  sub- 
ject with  that  paper;  nor,  so  far  as  I  am 
aware,  with  M!r.  Nevin.  But  I  did  write 
a  letter  to  a  friend  of  the  two  prisoners 
in  question,  which  contained  some  words 
bearing  some  resemblance  to  those  here 
quoted.  Having  been  asked  by  a  friend 
of  the  prisoners  Jto  put  a  Question  con- 
cerning them,  I  thought  it  light  before 
doing  so  to  lay  the  case  before  tiie  friends 
of  the  prisoners,  in  order  that  they  might 
oonsider  whether,  from  the  point  of  view 
of  the  prisoners  themselves,  it  was  de- 
sirable or  not  that  this  Question  should  be 
answered.  Wiiat  words  I  used  I  cannot 
exactly  remember;  but  the  statement  quoted 
conveya  in^  two  important  particulan  an 
extremely  inaccurate  notion  of  my  senti- 
ments. In  tiie  first  place,  it  represents 
me  as  having  been  unwilling  to  ask  the 
Question.  I  never  was  in  the  smallest 
degree  unwilling,  and,  as  Hie  House  is 
aware,  I  ^d  adc  the  Question.  Se- 
condly, it  represents  me  as  unwiHlag 
that  the  Government   should   claim    «r 
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obtain  any  oredit.  I  desire  eztremelj 
that  the  Government  shonld  both  daim 
and  obtain  credit  for  everything  meritori- 
ons  that  they  have  done. 

MB.YANCE  said,  that  he  had  now  be- 
fore him  a  copy  of  the  Irishman  news- 
paper, which  gave  the  statement  in  the 
exact  words  of  the  Question. 

NAVI— CHAPLAINS.— QUESTION 
In  answer   to  a  Question    from  Mr. 

GABVBeiE, 

Lord  HENEY  LENNOX  said,  he  was 
not  surprised,  knowing  the  great  interest 
that  existed  out-of-doors  on  the  subject  of 
the  pay  and  position  of  the  Army  Chaplains, 
that  tho  hon.  Gentleman  should  have  put 
this  Question  to  him.  fie  was,  however, 
unable  to  add  anything  to  the  answer  he 
gave  about  a  fortnight  ago  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Windsor^Mr.  Eykyn),  namely, 
that  in  pursuance  of  a  pledge  given  by 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  that  the 
pay  and  position  of  the  Naval  Chaplains 
should  be  considered  by  the  Board,  they 
had  come  to  the  unanimous  conclusion  that 
the  Navy  Chaplains  should  be  placed  on 
an  equality  with  the  Army  Chaplains. 
Owing  however,  to  financial  difficulties, 
the  amount  had  not  appeared  in  this 
year's  Estimates,  but  he  hoped  that  before 
long  justice  would  be  done  to  the  Navy 
Chaplains. 

ELEOTRIO  TELEGRAPHS  {r^-cmndUsd) 

BILL-[BiLL  399.] 

(Mr,  Chaneellcr  of  the  Etoehequer,  Mr.  Stephen 

Cave,  Mr.  SeUOer  Booth.) 

OOMHITIEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

The  CHANCELLOB  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QTJEE  said,  in  moving  that  the  House  go 
into  Committee  upon  this  Bill,  he  pro- 
posed to  give  some  explanation  of  what 
had  transpired  with  respect  to  the  Bill 
since  it  had  been  sent  upstairs.  When 
the  Bill  was  before  the  House  on  the 
second  reading  no  arrangement  had  been 
come  to  between  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
and  the  railway  and  telegraph  companies. 
With  respect  to  the  telegraph  companies, 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  had  offered  them 
the  actual  price  paid  up,  and,  in  addition, 
what  an  arbitrator  would  give  them  for 
the  prospective  increase  likely  to  occur  in 
their  income,  and  an  additional  sum  for 
the  compulsory  sale.  That  offer  was  de- 
clined by  the  electric  telegraph  companies, 
and  therefore  when  he  proposed  the  second 


reading  of  the  Bill  no  terms  whatever  had 
been  agreed  upon.  But  as  soon  as  the 
Hll  was  read  a  second  time,  and  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  the  electric  tele- 
graph companies  became  much  more  amen- 
able to  reason,  and  before  the  Bill  passed 
through  the  Select  Committee  the  terms 
were  virtually  agreed  to  between  them 
ajid  the  Government;  the  basis  of  which 
was  a  twenty  years'  purchase  at  the  pre- 
sent net  profits.  There  were  some  minor 
points  of  difference  with  respect  to  some 
of  the  companies;  but  those  were  the 
terms  upon  which  the  agreements  gene- 
rally were  based.  With  regard  to  the 
railway  companies,  before  the  labours  of 
the  Committee  had  proceeded  very  hi 
those  companies  enter^  into  an  arrange- 
ment with  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  and 
withdrew  their  opposition  to  it.  It  would 
be  recollected  by  the  House  that  when 
the  Bill  was  last  uader  discussion  it  was 
urged  that  the  Oovemment  were  not  deal- 
ing equitably  and  fairly  with  the  telegraph 
oompaws;  whereas  now  the  accusation 
of  some  of  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  was 
that  the  Government  had  acted  too  lib^ly 
towurds  those  companies.  In  his  opinion 
one  assertion  was  about  as  well  founded 
as  the  other,  because  the  Government  had 
always  intended  that  the  companies  should 
be  equitably  dealt  with,  and  tiiat  the  terms 
now  agreed  upon,  although  very  liberal, 
were  not  more  so  than  the  companies  ought 
to  receive  under  the  circumstances,  and 
did  not  offisr  more  than  an  arbitrator  would 
have  given  had  the  matter  been  left  to  an 
open  arbitration.  Some  urged  that  instead 
of  a  twenhr  yean'  purchase  of  the  net 
profits  it  should  have  been  a  ten  years' 
leasehold  interest,  and  those  who  took  that 
«ew  in  the  Committee  were  very  soon 
satisfied  on  examination  that  such  a  pur- 
chase could  not  be  maintained.  It  was 
perfectly  true  that  some  of  the  companies 
had  only  a  few  years'  agreement  to  run ; 
but  others  extended  over  a  considerable 
period,  and  the  average  duration  of  the 
agreements  might  be  ti^en  as  twenty*8iz 
years  and  two-thirds  taken  by  the  mOe 
Hue,  and  twenty-five  and  a  half  years  taken 
by  the  line  of  wire,  consequently  they  had 
not  given  twenty  years'  purchase  for  ten 
years,  but  a  twenty  years'  purchase  fbr  a 
twenty-five  or  twenty-six  years'  leasehold 
interest.  The  terms  of  the  agreement  be- 
tween the  railway  and  the  dectric  tele- 
graph companies  were  such  that  it  was 
perfectly  impossible  on  most  of  the  lines 
fbr  the  railway  companies  to  oust  the 
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telegraph  companies  and  torn  adrift  the 
present  lessees;  and  therefore,  as  in  the 
case  of  old  leasehold  interests,  they  might 
be    considered    as    perpetual,  the  lessee 
having  the  equitable  right,  and  could  prac- 
tically exercise  the  right  of  renewing  the 
lease.  Under  the  circumstances,  he  thought 
they  had  offered  to  the  companies  a  very 
liberal  amount  for  tbeir  property.     An- 
other point  to  which  he  wished  to  direct 
attention  was  that  the  twenty  years'  pur- 
clmse  was  to  be  calculated  on  the  amount 
of  the   present  net  profits,  whereas  the 
profits  of  the  telegraph  companies  were 
increasing  at  the  rate  of  10  per  cent  per 
annum.    He  was  satisfied  that  the  more 
the  House  looked  into  the  matter  the  more 
they  would  be  satisfied  with  the  bargain 
that  had  been  made.    He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  some  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee were  not  of  opinion  that  those  terms 
should  be  reduced,  because,  in  fact,  one 
hon.  Member  below  the  Gangway  had 
moyed  that  the  terms  should  be  reduced 
from  twenty  to  sixteen  years'  puflihase  ; 
but  only  two  other  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee adopted  his  yiew  of  the  question, 
and  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheque) 
was  certain  it  would  not  receive  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  any  more  than  it  did 
the  support  of  the  Select  Committee.  With 
r^ard  to  the  railway  companies,  on  the 
other  hand,  they  appeared  to  have  a  hond 
fde  apprehension  tiiat,  under  the  Ch>vem- 
ment  management,  they  would  have  some 
difficulty  in  transacting  their  business  by 
telegraph.      On  the  occasion  of  the  se- 
cond reading   of  the   Bill  he  had  stated 
that  that  point  was   capable  of  adjust- 
ment, and  that  the  Ch>vemment  would 
be  willing  to  render  the  railway  com- 
panies every  facility  for  the  due  worW 
ing  of  their  lines  by  means  of  telegraph 
communication  along  them.     As  soon  as 
the  Government  had  agreed  with  the  tele- 
graph companies,  the  railway  companies 
one  by  one  b^an  to  find  that  such  a  thing 
was  possible.     First  the  Scotch  railway 
companies  agreed  with  the  Government, 
and  it  was  well  known  that  the  Natives  of 
that  part  of  Great  Britain  were  by  no 
means  deficient  in  shrewdness  and  practical 
knowledge  of  their  affairs.    The  example 
set  by  the  railway  companies  North  of  the 
Tweed  was  speedily  followed  by  the  com- 
panies on  the  South  of  the  Tweed,  and 
before   that  Committee  had  been  many 
days  engaged  in  their  labours,  the  whole 
of  the  railway  companies  had  made  agree- 
ments with  the  Post  Office  as  to  the  terms 
2he  Ohancellor  of  the  Mfchepm' 


for  the  fliture.  It  was  agreed  that  there 
should  be  a  severance  of  the  wires  used 
for  the  tdegraph  purposes  only  and  those 
used  solely  for  the  purposes  of  the  railway 
companies ;  and  while  the  railways  con- 
sented, where  such  a  course  was  advisable, 
to  their  posts  being  used  for  the  wires  of 
the  Post  Office,  the  Post  Office,  on  the  other 
hand,  where  such  was  needed,  consented 
to  their  posts  being  made  use  of  for  the 
wires  of  the  companies.  There  was  also 
a  pecuniary  compensation  to  be  made  to 
the  companies  for  the  loss  of  telegraph 
property  so  far  as  their  interests  in  the 
wires  were  concerned.  Now,  there  were 
certain  railway  companies  who  had  wires 
for  their  own  use,  and  who  were  also  in 
the  habit  of  transmitting  messages  for  the 
public,  and  they  were  to  be  considered  in 
the  light  of  electric  telegraph  companies. 
There  were  others  who  had  arrangeoneats 
with  the  electric  telegraph  companiee  for 
the  despatch  of  railway  messages,  but  not 
for  the  despatch  of  telegraphic  business ; 
and  general  clauses  had  been  found  to  meet 
those  particular  cases.  The  compensation 
for  the  former  was  to  be  the  same  as  in 
the  case  of  electric  telegraph  companies, 
and  in  the  case  of  the  others  they  took  the 
average  from  the  average  increase  of  the 
last  three  years,  with  an  allowance  to 
those  who  were  under  agreement  to  the 
telegraph  companies  for  way-leaves.  The 
amount  of  compensation  under  those  heads 
was  to  be  decided  on  by  an  arbitrator.  It 
was  thus  impossible  to  form  any  very  ac- 
curate opinion  of  the  sum  that  would  be 
required  for  the  purpose  of  oompensa^ng 
the  railway  companies  and  the  telegraph 
companies  ;  and  consequently  it  would  not 
be  possible  at  the  present  period  of  the 
Session  to  pro{K>6e  to  the  House  any  money 
Bill  with  a  view  to  carry  out  these  ar- 
rangements. Such  a  Bill  could  not  be 
proposed  until  the  arbitrator  had  concluded 
his  labours,  and  as  the  number  of  inte* 
rests  concerned  were  very  complicated  and 
the  work  was  very  heavy,  they  could  not 
expect  any  award  to  be  made  for  a  consi- 
derable time.  It  would  be  in  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  House  that  when  he  formerly 
addressed  the  House  on  this  subject  he 
stated,  although  he  was  unwOling  to  go 
into  the  details  of  compensation,  that  he 
believed  the  expenditure  required  would 
be  covered  by  £4,000,000.  In  the  same 
way  he  was  no  more  prepared  to  go  into 
the  estimate  at  the  present  moment.  Some 
of  the  Members  who  inquired  into  the  Bill 
were  anxious  to  go  into  particulars;   but 
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tbe  diffloolty  was  this — liF  fhe  interests 
oonoemed  were  estimated  at  certain  sums, 
these  sums  would  of  oourse  be  referred  to 
when  the  matter  came  under  the  notice  of 
the  arbitrator,  and  it  would  be  impossible 
for  tiie  €K>yemment  in  anj  case  to  insist 
upon  a  lower  sum  than  the  one  they  had 
estimated,  because  as  that  sum  would  be 
known  the  companies  concerned  would 
refose  to  take  less.  Mr.  Scudamore,  whose 
ability  with  regard  not  only  to  this  but 
also  to  other  matters,  had  been  of  great 
service  to  the  Goyemment,  had,  howeyer, 
giyen  considerable  attention  to  this  mat- 
ter, and  Mr.  Scudamore  belieyed  that 
£6,000,000  would  be  the  outside  figure, 
and  his  calculations  had  been  submitted  to 
and  approved  by  Mr.  Foster,  the  principal 
finance  officer  of  the  Treasury.  The 
House  might  possibly  think  that  this  was 
a  considerable  advance  upon  the  original 
estimate ;  but  that  advance  was  easily 
accounted  for.  The  Government  was  now 
proposing  to  buy  a  much  larger  and  a 
much  more  valuable  property  than  was 
contemplated  when  a  rough  estimate  of 
£4,000,000  was  made  out.  As  soon  as 
they  haid  managed  to  get  on  good  terms 
with  the  companies,  they  found  that  they 
were  better  able  to  get  information,  and 
the  consequence  was  that  they  discovered 
that  the  property  was  more  profitable  than 
they  had  anticipated,  and  {dso  that  there 
were  other  matters  for  consideration  which 
they  had  entirely  overlooked.  The  former 
estimate  was  based  entirely  upon  the  in- 
land lines  ;  but  now  their  estimate  em- 
braced telegraphy  in  connection  with  the 
Continent,  from,  which  a  revenue  of 
£46,000  a  year  was  now  derived.  They 
had  found  it  necessary  to  purchase  the 
Continental  cable,  now  workea  by  Renter's 
Company,  a  purchase  which  was  not  at 
first  contemplated,  and  in  addition  to  that 
they  had  obtained  perpetual  aud  exdusife 
way-leaves  over  the  lines  of  railways.  The 
latter  was  a  very  valuable  matter,  about 
which  there  might  be  some  difficulty  here- 
after, if  it  was  not  included  in  the  present 
terms  of  purchase.  It  should,  however, 
be  remembered  that  the  amount  he  had 
mentioned  was  an  outside  sum.  But  Mr. 
Scudamore  had  also  made  two  estimates, 
one  of  revenue  and  the  other  of  working 
expenses.  These  estimates  had  been 
checked  by  Mr.  Foster,  who  had  expressed 
his  satisfaction  with  the  figures.  The 
starting  point,  or  business  in  inland  mes- 
sages taken  over  by  the  Post  Office  on  the 
Ist  July,  1869,  and  arrived  at  by  adding 


annual  rate  of  increase,  which  was  taken 
to  be  10  per  cent,  to  the  number  of  mes- 
sages (6,000,000)  delivered  in  1866,  would 
be  7,500,000  messages.  That  formed  the 
basis  of  the  calculation.  Of  that  number 
^6  per  cent  were  at  the  \i.  rate,  and 
would  be  unaffected  by  a  reduction  in  the 
rates,  4,125,000  ;  30  per  cent  were  at  the 
1«.  %d,  rate,  and  would  undergo  a  reduc- 
tion of  rate  to  the  extent  of  83  per  cent, 
2,250,000  ;  10  per  cent  were  at  the  2b. 
rate,  and  would  be  benefited  by  the  re« 
duction  to  the  extent  of  50  per  cent, 
750,000;  and  5  per  cent  would  be  bene- 
fited by  the  reduction  in  the  rate  to  the 
extent  of  about  70  per  cent,  375,000. 
The  total  expenditure  was  as  follows : — 
the  starting  point  of  expenditure  was 
taken  to  be  &e  combined  expenditure  of  the 
telegraph  companies — namely,  £330,000  ; 
from  this  was  to  be  deducted  for  the  sav- 
ing which  they  could  effect  if  they  amal- 
gamated, £55,000  — leaving  £275,000; 
£10,000  in  consequence  of  no  cost  being 
any  longer  incurred  for  working  Eeuter's 
cable,  and  working  and  maintaining  cables 
to  Holland.  The  working  expenses  would 
thus  be  reduced  to  £265,000.  To  that 
would  be  added  £26,500  for  working  and 
maintaining  Post  Office  extensions,  and  33 
per  cent,  or  £87,450  for  the  cost  of  meet- 
ing the  estimated  increase  of  business. 
This  would  give  a  total  expenditure  of 
£378,950.  That  would  leave  a  net  re- 
venue of  £301,050,  to  which  must  be 
added  £12,000  for  Press  messages,  and 
£45,000  for  Continental  messages,  leav- 
ing a  total  net  revenue  of  about  £358,000. 
By  deducting  one  amount  from  the  other 
we  had  £358,050,  Mr.  Scudamore's  max- 
imum estimate,  which  some  might  think 
excessive  ;  but  it  had  been  framed  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  principle  which  go- 
verned all  estimates,  and  which  had 
guided  the  House  on  many  previous  oc- 
casions. The  Government,  however,  did 
not  intend  to  proceed  upon  the  basis  of 
this  maximum  estimate,  Mr.  Scudamore 
had  framed  a  minimum  estimate  also. 
Taking  the  business  as  it  stood  in  1866, 
he  had  deducted  from  the  revenue  the  ex- 
penses of  working  Renter's  cables  and  all 
other  charges  as  before,  and  making  no 
allowance  for  increase  of  business,  except 
the  average  increase  which  the  companies 
themselves  might  reasonably  expect  if  the 
business  remained  in  their  hands,  he  found 
tiiie  ipesult  was  £203,000.  Mr.  Scudamore 
had  then  taken  the  mean  between  this 
maximum  estimate  of  £358,050  and  the 
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mimmum  of  £208,000,  and  fixed  on 
£280,600  88  a  safe  basie  on  which  to 
proceed.  Valuing  money  at  3^  per  cent, 
£280,000  a  year  represented  £8,000,000 ; 
but  Mr.  Soadamore  had  estimated  the 
purchase  money  at  £6,000,000,  so  that 
taking  eyen  the  mean  estimate  as  the 
basis,  the  proposition  showed  a  balance  in 
fayonr  of  the  Goyemment  of  £2,000,000, 
and  if  the  maximum  estimate  were  taken 
the  balance  would  be  £4,000,000,  because 
£10,000,000  could  be  raised  on  an  income 
of  £358,000  a  year.  Under  these  circum* 
stMices  he  presumed  the  proposition  made 
by  the  Goyemment  would  be  regarded  as 
satisfactory  in  a  financial  point  of  yiew. 
The  way  in  which  the  money  should  be 
raised  would  be  matter  for  consideration 
when  it  was  known  what  would  actually 
be  required,  and  what  were  our  ayailable 
resources ;  at  present  he  contented  himself 
with  showing  that  the  estimate  would 
stand  any  amount  of  examination  by  the 
House,  as  it  had  stood  yery  careftil  scru- 
tiny by  the  Oommittee,  and  that  for  the 
Goyemment  to  carry  out  the  scheme 
would  not  only  proye  safe  but  profitable. 
The  Select  Oommittee  had  not  only  to 
consider  these  matters,  but  other  matters 
especially  referred  to  them  under  the 
Instractions  of  the  House.  There  were 
seyeral  matters  which  it  was  thought  had 
not  been  sufSciently  illustrated.  One  was 
whether  the  Post  Office  should  possess  a 
legal  monopoly  in  the  transmission  of 
messages.  When  the  Bill  was  first  intro- 
duced the  Ch>yemment  thought  it  inad- 
yisable  that  the  Post  Office  should  haye  a 
legal  monopoly;  but  it  was  belieyed  that 
if  we  obtained  all  the  undertakings  of  the 
tel^raph  companies  we  should  haye  a 
practical  monopoly,*  because,  as  long  as 
the  Post  Office  conducted  its  business  pro- 
perly, and  ayailed  itself  of  all  new  inyen- 
tions  in  telegraphic  science  for  expediting 
the  transmission  of  messages,  and  kept 
t^e  rates  at  the  lowest  possible  figure, 
there  would  be  no  chance  of  any  compe- 
tition. The  Select  Committee  had  en- 
dorsed the  yiews  of  the  Goyemment  on 
that  subject.  It  was  suggested  in  the 
Committee  by  the  right,  bon.  Member  for 
the  City  (Mr.  Gosohen)  that  with  lower 
rates,  within  certain  limits  in  large  towns, 
it  might  be  possible  to  haye  effectiye  com* 
petition  with  the  Post  Office,  who,  under 
the  Bill,  would  haye  a  uniform  rate.  The 
question,  howeyer,  was  examined,  and 
the  Post  Office  witnesses  thought  there 
would  be  no  occasion  for  a  competition, 
I%$  Cfhancelkr  of  th$  JEb^cheguer 


because  as  soon  as  possiUe  the  Post  Office 
would  reduce  their  rates,  and  that  no  pri- 
vate company  could  compete  with  them. 
Moreoyer,  it  was  thought  not  desirable  to 
establish  the  monopoly,  because  this  would 
get  rid  of  the  stimulus  which  would  ottier- 
wise  prompt  the  Post  Office  to  salutaiy 
action.  The  result  was  that  on  a  diyision 
tiie  "Ayes  "  against  the  monopoly  were  6 
and  the  "  Noes  "  1.  The  next  point  waa 
as  to  whether  it  should  be  left  to  the  dis« 
cretion  of  the  Postmaster  General  to  make 
special  agreements  for  the  transmission  of 
messages  or  news  at  reduced  rates.  During 
the  discussion  which  arose  on  the  Motion 
for  the  second  reading  it  was  alleged  by 
some  critics  that  the  Post  Office  would 
haye  a  monopoly  of  the  news  to  be  sent, 
and  that  the  Goyemment  for  the  time 
being  would  fayour  their  adherents  by 
transmitting  their  speeches  earlier  or  in  a 
more  perfect  form  than  they  would  trans- 
mit tiiose  of  their  politi<^  opponents. 
Arguing  on  this  presumption,  it  was  urged 
that  a  Goyemment  Department  should  not 
be  inyested  with  such  powers.  In  the 
question  of  Ptess  messages,  seyeral  news- 
paper proprietors  gaye  eyidenoe,  and  they 
should  certainly  be  regarded  as  the  best 
judges  of  the  matter.  They  felt  no  alarm 
at  tiie  prospect  of  the  Goyemment  haying 
control  of  the  transmission  of  messages, 
and  expressed  great  dissatisfaction  with 
the  present  arrangement,  because  the  tele- 
graphic companies  had  not  only  a  mono- 
poly of  transmission  but  a  monopoly  of 
collection  of  news  and  sent  only  what 
news  they  chose.  Beside  this,  they  had 
actually  threatened  their  customers  if  they 
did  not  take  a  particular  line  respecting 
this  Bill.  The  arrangement  proposed  under 
this  Bill  if  it  became  law  would  secure 
that  the  Post  Office  should  not  collect  bat 
only  transmit  news ;  the  whole  duty  of 
collection  would  rest  with  the  newspapers 
themselyes,  and  he  belieyed  the  newspaper 
proprietors  had  already  formed  themselyes 
into  an  association  to  collect  the  news,  and 
it  would  become  the  duty  of  the  Post  Office 
to  transmit  this  news  at  rates  not  higher 
than  certain  charges  named  in  the  Bill. 
Clauses  had  tiierefore  been  put  into  the 
Bill  enabling  the  Postmaster  General  to 
make  special  agreements  with  newspaper 
proprietors  for  the  transmission  of  news, 
and  upon  this  point  the  Committee  came 
to  the  following  conclusion : — 

"  That  it  iboold  be  left  to  the  diioretion  of 
the  Poitmaiter  General,  with  the  consent  of  the 
Tr^unrj,  to  make  f peoial  agroeme&ti  for  the 
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dvoed  rates ;   bat  that  aoj  laoh  speouu  tme- 
ments  should  be  laid  upon  the  table  of  the  House 
of  Commons  as  toon  as  oonyeniently  may  be, " 

The  object  of  this  was  that  if  the  Post 
Office  made  a  fkyouimble  amtngement  with 
one  newfpaper  cft  one  news-room,  it  shonld 
be  obliged  to  make  an  equally  farfonrable 
arrangement  with  anj  otiier.      Provisions 
were  also  made  for  enabling  a  newspaper 
proprietor  to  have  the  ezelnsiTe  nse  of  a 
wire  on  certain  terms.    The  next  snbjeot 
on  which  the  Committee  was  engaged  was 
the  question  of  seoresy.    It  was  supposed, 
why  he  could  not  say,  thut  the  clerks  of 
the  Post  Offioe  would  be  more  likely  to 
yiolate  their  pledge  of  seoresy  than  tiie 
clerks  of  &e  /telegraph  companies.     He 
was  of  opinion  tha^  as  the  Post  Office  was 
a  great  Department  of  State,  any  miscon- 
duct of  this  nature  would  more  speedily 
be  exposed  than  if  it  had  arisen  among 
the  empk^s  of  any  commercial  company. 
It  was  said   that  the   wires   could   be 
••  milked  "  or  *•  tapped/'  and  that  a  Gb- 
yemment  messenger  could  ascertain  the 
whole  of  the  t^egraphio  correspondence 
which  was  going  on.    Bat  this  was  repre- 
sented to  the  Committee  hj  the  witnesses 
to  be  a  complete  chimera.  It  was  admitted 
that  it  was  possible;  but  it  was  clearly 
shdwn  that  the  practice  could  not  go  on 
fbr  many  minutes  without  being  discoTcred. 
However,  to  satisfy  all   scruples  which 
might  by  possibility  be  entertained  in  re- 
spect of  the  preservation  of  seoresy,  the 
Committee  had  adopted  a  Besolution  which 
made  the  violation  of  seoresy  in  the  trans- 
mission of  messages  a  misdemeanour.    In 
the  General  Tel^raphs  Act  such  violation 
of  seoresy  was  pumshable  by  a  penalty ; 
but  in  this  Bill  it  was  made  a  misde- 
meanour. Then  there  was  a  point  which, 
though  not  included  in  the  Instructions, 
the  Committee  had  taken  into  considera- 
tion.    It  had  been  suggested  that  the 
privilege  of  priority,  to  be  enjoyed  by  the 
Government,  might  be  abused  by  the  offi- 
cers of  Departments  in  obtaining  priority 
fbr  messages  not  on  Government  Business, 
but  sent  for  private  purposes.    In  order 
to  give  the  public  a  security  against  any- 
thing of  that  sort  it  had  been  arranged 
that  all  messages  for  which  priority  was 
claimed  should  bear  the  word  *'  priority" 
stamped  upon  them,  and  that  they  shoiUd 
be  IQed  in  the  Post  Office  for  a  year. 
It  would  therefore  be  observed  that  any 
such  abuse  as  had  been  suggested  would 
be   exposed   by  the  production  of  the 
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message.      The   fourth   and  last  point 
which  the  Committee  had  been  instructed 
to  consider  was  what  arrangements  ought 
to  be  made  by  the  Post  Office  for  wrak- 
ing  imbmarine   cables  to  foreign  coun- 
tries.   This  matter  was  one  which  had 
offisred  some  difficulty  to  the  Government, 
aud  in  order  to  meet  it  a  clause  had  been 
inserted  in  the  original  Bill  to  empower 
the  Government  to  lease  any  part  of  the 
cables  which  might  come  into  their  posses- 
sion.   It  had  been  found  on  inquiry  that 
in    respect  of  those  cables  there    were 
existing   agreements    between   telegraph 
companies  at  home  and  other  telegraph 
companies  abroad;   and  it  was  thought 
ttiat  some  confliction  of  rights  or  some 
conftision  in  respect  of  agr^ments  might 
arise  if  the  Government  t<K>k  up  the  work- 
ing of  the  cables  while  those  agreements 
continued  to  ^dst.    Under  these  circum- 
stances it  had  been  the  intention  of  the 
Government,  if  the  Bill  passed  in  the  ori- 
ginal shape,  to  lease  the  cables.     Since 
then  they  had  made  an  arrangement  to 
lease  to  the  Submarine  Telegraph  Com- 
pany any  cables  of  which  they  might  be- 
come the  owners.     The  Committee  ap- 
proved the  notion  of  a  plan  of  that  kind ; 
but  in  their  Resolution  on  the  subject  they 
did  not  shut  out  the  poaribility  tiiat  at  a 
future  time  the  submarine  cables  might 
be  worked  by  the  Post  Offioe  itself.     He 
believed  he  had  now  gone  through  the 
salient  points  of  the  Bifi ;  but  perhaps  he 
might  be  permitted  to  make  some  observa- 
tions in  reference  to  the  objections  put 
forward  on  the  part  of  the  telegraph  com- 
panies when  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
was  under  discussion.     On  that  occasion  it 
was  said,  ''You  are  going  to  carry  the 
telegraph    system    into    remote   districts 
where  the  experience  of  the  companies 
shows  that  it  cannot  pay."    He  believed 
that  some  hon.  Members  had  been  im- 
pressed  with  that  argument  ;    and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ^e  Member  for  the 
City  (Mr.  Gosohen)  had  been  desirous*- 
and  he  thought  properly  so— to  call  the 
managers  of  the  telegraph  companies  to 
learn  what  was  their  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject.   Some  of  those  gentlemen  were  ex- 
amined before  the  Committee,  and  they 
admitted  that  the  object  of  the  pamphlet 
put  forward  by  the  telegraph  companies 
was  to  make  as  good  a  case  as  they  could 
against  the  Bill ;  and  that  when  they  said 
it  would  not  pay  to  extend  the  telegraph 
into  districts  to  which  the  Ch>vemment 
proposed  to  carry  it  that  statement  had  re« 
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ferenoe  to  ttie  positioii  of  tbe  oompanies. 
They  had  not  viewed  the  matter  in  the 
light  of  what  might  be  of  advantage  to  the 
pabUo,  or  what  would  pay  the  Post  Office. 
They  felt  bound  to  regard  the  question  in 
a  purely  oommeroial  Hght ;  they  were  ex- 
pected to  pay  a  dividend  and  a  good  divi- 
dend, and  they  had  to  reject  what  might 
ultimately  pay  if  its  immediate  effect  would 
be  to  injunously  affect  the  amount  of  the 
dividend.  Again,  an  extension  of  the 
system  under  the  companies  would  have 
involved  very  considerable  expense  fbr  new 
offices  and  additional  clerks ;  whereas  in 
the  remote  districts  to  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  bring  tbe  telegraph  the  Govern- 
ment had  Post  Offices  and  they  had  clerks 
who  would  perform  the  necessary  duties 
in  connection  with  the  telegraphs  for  some 
addition  to  the  salaries  which  they  at  pre- 
sent received.  He  thought  those  admis- 
sions entirely  did  away  with  the  objections 
urged  against  that  portion  of  the  Govern- 
ment plan.  He  need  not  enlarge  on  the 
advantages  which  would  accrue  to  the 
entire  country  if  .the  Government  should 
be  enabled  to  carry  out  the  scheme  pro- 
posed in  the  Bill.  He  might,  however, 
mention  that  instead  of  the  tel^n^ph  offi- 
oes  being  on  the  outskirts  of  important 
towns;  they  would  be  brought  into  the 
centre  of  those  towns,  and  that  in  remote 
districts  the  telegraph  would  be  extended 
to  every  place  in  which  there  was  a  money- 
order  office.  In  addition  to  the  advantage 
which  the  public  would  gain  by  a  reduc- 
tion in  the  rates  for  transmission,  porter- 
age would  be  included,  without  additional 
charge,  to  a  much  wider  extent  than  that 
allowed  under  the  companies.  He  could 
not  but  think  that,  by  having  the  tele- 
graphic communication  of  the  country 
under  a  great  Department  which  had 
shown  itself  competent  to  discharge  the 
important  duty  of  carrying  letters  and 
papers,  and  had,  he  believed,  earned  tbe 
gratitude  of  the  public  for  the  punctual 
and  exemplary  manner  in  which  it  per- 
formed that  ftmction,  greater  aocuracjr  and 
increased  expedition  in  the  transmission  of 
messages  would  be  achieved.  He  con- 
fidently recommended  this  Bill  to  the 
House  not  only  as  one  which  would  confer 
great  advantages  on  the  commercial  in- 
terests and  conduce  to  the  comfort  of 
private  fiamilies,  but  as  one  which  would 
bear  a  searching  examination  in  a  finan- 
cial point  of  view. 


ne  Chaneelkr  ofth$  Smheqm' 


ICotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (21^   Chancellor  of  the  Exehs- 

Ms.  QOSCHEN  sud,  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chanc^lor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  admit  that  the  Se- 
lect Committee  on  the  Bill  had  curtailed 
their  inquiry  as  much  as  possible,  consider- 
ing the  magnitude  of  the  interests  involved. 
He  had  seen  a  criticism  to  the  effect  that 
time  had  been  wasted,  but  the  inquiry 
lasted  only  nine  days»  while  the  proposed 
outlay  was  £6,000,000  sterling.  Be- 
sides, the  inquiry  had  been  carried  on 
under  great  diutdvantages.  An  opposition, 
organized  by  private  interests,  had  been 
changed  into  an  organization  of  warm 
supporters  of  the  Bill  pending  the  inquiry. 
Before  the  Committee  there  appeared  coun- 
sel'representing  the  promoters,  and,  at  first, 
counsel  representing  the  original  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill ;  but  in  consequence  of 
the  change  in  the  views  of  the  opposition 
who  during  the  proceedings  became  friendly 
to  the  Bill,  there  was  no  counsel  present  to 
cross-examine  the  witnesses.  Consequently, 
in  the  interests  of  the  public,  and  in  order 
that  all  the  facts  might  be  brought  to 
light.  Members  of  the  Committee  had  to 
discharge  the  duty  of  cross-examining  the 
witnesses.  The  same  causes  led  to  the 
result  that  the  witnesses  produoed  were 
all  on  one  side,  and  it  was  only  just  that 
he  should  bear  testimony  to  the  ability 
with  which  Mr.  Scudamore  had  brought 
forward  his  views  and  stood  any  amount 
of  cross-examination  in  defence  of  those 
views.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  mentioned  that  he,  as  a  Membco:  of 
the  Committee,  had  been  desirous  that 
some  gentleman  connected  with  the  oom- 
panies should  be  examined.  The  result 
had  justified  his  wish.  Considerate  light 
had  been  thrown  on  the  subject  by  their 
evidence.  Now  in  the  first  place  he 
wished  to  state  it  as  his  opinion  that 
the  evidence  brought  before  the  Commit- 
tee was  such  as  on  many  points  to  modify 
the  hostile  views  which  might  have  been 
entertained  in  some  quarters  wiih  re- 
gard to  the  Bill.  One  of  these  objections 
he  might  allude  to,  though  it  was  not 
much  pressed  before  the  Committee.  It 
was  contended  that  the  present  tel^;raph 
companies  had  a  responsibility  upon  them 
for  any  loss  or  damage  that  might  result 
from  the  sending  of  inaccurate  messages, 
but  that  no  sudx  responsibility  would  be 
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upon  tbe  GoTernment,  and  that  thos  the 
commercial  classes  would  lose  a  certain 
amount  of  security  for  the  accurate  trans- 
mission of  their  messages.  That  objec- 
tion was  examined  into,  and  it  was  found 
that  there  was  little  force  in  it,  for  this 
reason,  that  no  instance  could  be  adduced 
of  anybody  having  ever  got  anything  out 
of  a  company  for  such  a  default.  The 
witnesses  who  were  brought  forward  on 
behalf  of  the  commercial  classes  attached 
little  importance  to  this  point,  and  cer- 
tainly in  his  own  experience  he  never 
recollected  of  any  compensation  being  paid 
in  this  way.  There  was  a  celebrated  case 
of  a  mistake  having  once  been  made  of 
400  for  4,000,  which  caused  an  enormous 
loss,  and  even  the  ruin  of  the  firm  ;  but 
he  never  heard,  either  in  that  case  or  any 
other,  of  compensation  having  been  paid 
by  the  companies.  He,  therefore,  thought 
that  the  transfer  of  the  telegraph  wires 
from  the  companies  to  the  Government 
was  not  in  this  respect  a  move  in  a 
wrong  direction.  The  second  point  was 
that  of  seoresy.  He  agreed  with  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that,  on  the 
whole,  the  evidence  showed  there  was 
not  much  to  fear  on  that  head.  Witnesses 
from  various  Chambers  of  Commerce  were 
called,  and  were  examined  very  fully  upon 
this  head,  and  they  stated  very  forcibly, 
though  vaguely,  that  the  general  feeling 
of  the  towns  from  which  they  came  was  in 
favour  of  the  transfer  of  these  lines  to  the 
Government.  As  to  the  question  of  the 
scale  of  charges  to  be  levied,  and  the  mode 
in  which  the  telegraph  ought  to  be  made 
to  pay,  the  commercial  witnesses,  being 
unacquainted  with  the  price  proposed  to 
be  given  by  the  Government,  could  not 
speak  with  any  authority.  One  com- 
mercial witness  said  he  thought  the 
system  ought  to  be  self-supporting,  and 
that  if  1$,  a  message  would  not  pay 
it  ought  to  be  raised  to  Is.  6d.  An- 
other witness  said  that  if  1«.  would  not 
pay  a  sum  ought  to  be  advanced  tempo- 
rarily from  the  Consolidated  Fund  till  the 
system  had  time  to  work  its  way.  He 
did  not  think,  however,  that  much  im- 
portance was  to  be  attached  to  the  evidence 
of  these  witnesses  on  points  on  which  they 
had  no  peculiar  information.  On  the 
question  of  secresy  they  were  competent 
to  give  an  opinion ;  and  he,  as  representing 
a  commercial  community,  was  bound  to 
say  that  neither  from  these  witnesses  nor 
from  his  own  constituents  had  he  heard  a 
single  doubt  or  suspicion  that  the  com* 
yOL.  CXCni.  [thiei)  beribs.] 


mercial  interests  of  the  country  would  suf- 
fer from  the  transfer  of  the  lines  from  the 
companies    to   the    Government.      They 
would  sooner  have  their  business  conduct- 
ed under  the  eyes  of  the  Government  than 
under  the  eyes  of  the  directors  of   the 
companies.     The  case  was  somewhat  dif- 
ferent with  regard  to  the  politicad  questions 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  alluded. 
He  thought,  however,  the  general  feeling 
was  that  those  political  occasions  on  which 
the  Government  might  abuse  their  power 
were  comparatively  rare,    and   he  must 
state  the  general  feeling  of  the  public  ran 
in  the  direction  that  they  were  not  afraid 
to  trust  the  Government  with  the  peru- 
sal of  their  messages.       Another  ques- 
tion arose  as  regarded  the  railways.     It 
had  been  suggested  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible for  the  Government  to  conduct 
the  messages  for  the  railways  with  a  due 
regard  to  the  public  safety.     But  that  im- 
possibility had  been  got  over,  as  other 
difficulties  were  got  over,  by  a  very  liberal 
outlay  indeed ;  and  the  railway^  having 
been  bought  over,  and  overpaid  too,  that 
difficulty  was  removed.     There   was  an- 
other point  on  which  they  had   a  good 
deal  of  interesting   evidence  —  the  faci- 
lity with  which  the  Post  Office  officials 
might    be    taught    to    work    the    tele- 
graphs.    The  evidence  on  that  head  was 
very  satisfactory.      A  police   officer  ex- 
plained how  he  had  taught  policemen  in 
a  short  time  the  use  of  the  cryptograph, 
and  the  evidence  generally  went  to  show 
how  quickly  young  boys  and  inexperienced 
people  would  acquire  the  art  of  telegraphy. 
It  appeared  to  him  that,  upon  the  whole, 
tbe  administrative  difficulties    connected 
with  the  system   were  not  so  great  as 
might  be  anticipated;    and  he   did  not 
think  that  they  afforded  any  reason  for 
opposing  the  transfer  of  the  telegraph  sys- 
tem from  the  companies  to  a  Government 
Department.      Holding  that  view,  he  had 
voted   in  favour  of  the  Preamble  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  had  voted  against  a  Motion 
that  further  inquiry  was  necessary  before 
passing  to  the  clauses.  But  he  wished  now 
to  say  a  few  words  on  the  next  important 
point — if  it  was  not  the  most  important 
point — the  probable    financial  results  of 
the  measure.     As  regarded  the  financial 
results,  he  admitted  that  Mr.  Scudamore 
had  shown  himself  to  be  a  skilful  financier ; 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
explained  how  he  had  arrived  at  the  results 
which  were  now  submitted  to  Parliament. 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  put  it,  there 
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was  a  minimum  and  mazimnm  estimate. 
Mr.  Scudamore's  estimate  of  the  number 
of  messages  appeared  to  him  to  be  very 
liberal  indeed,  and  he  would  show  the 
House  why  he  thought  it  was  too  liberal. 
Mr.  Scudamoro  started  with  the  year 
1866,  when  the  number  of  messages  was 
6,000,000;  and  assuming  that  the  mes- 
sages would  show  an  annual  increase  at 
the  rate  of  10  per  cent,  he  calculated  that 
by  the  month  of  July  1869,  when  the 
lines  would  come  into  possession  of  the 
Government,  the  number  of  messages 
would  then  be  7,500,000.  But  since  Mr. 
Scudamore  gave  his  evidence  they  had  got 
the  data  for  the  year  1867,  and  they  knew 
the  total  receipts  of  the  telegraph  compa- 
nies for  that  year.  Now,  Mr.  Scudamore 
told  the  Committee  that  the  average  re- 
^ceipt  of  the  telegraph  companies  was 
Is,  1  Id,  for  each  message,  and  it  appeared 
to  him  (Mr.  Gosohen)  that  if  they  divided 
the  total  receipts  by  Is.  1  Id,,  or  roughly  by 
2«.,  the  number  of  messages  sent  was  not, 
as  Mr.  Scudamore  calculate,  6,600,000,  bat 
only  5,500,000.  Now  he  wished  to  point 
out  to  the  House  that  if  Mr.  Scudamore 
was  in  error  on  this  point  to  tbe  amount  of 
1,000,000,  that  error  involved  another, 
because  there  was  not  only  this  difference 
of  1,000,000  ou  the  wrong  side,  but  the 
corresponding  decrease  on  the  additions 
which  ]4r.  Scudamore  expected  to  obtain 
in  1868  and  1869,  and  his  estimate  that  the 
number  of  paessages  would  reach  1 1 ,000,000 
-vfould  prove  incorrect.  According  to 
his  calculation,  estimating  the  number 
of  messages  by  dividing  the  total  receipts 
by  2s.,  tbe  average  price  of  a  message,  he 
estimated  that  there  would  be  a  deficiency 
of  from  £80,000  to  £100,000  on  Mr. 
8oudamore*s  estimated  receipts.  He  put 
ibis  forward  as  the  result  of  his  own  cal- 
culations based  on  figures  given  by  Mr. 
Scudamore  for  what  it  was  worth.  But 
there  was  another  test.  Mr.  Scudamore 
had  referred  to  the  case  of  Belgium  and 
Pranoe,  and  to  the  telegraphic  system  in  ope- 
ration there.  Now  in  France  the  cost  of  tele- 
graphing was  higher  than  the  Government 
here  proposed  to  charge — it  was  2  francs, 
or  i«.  8rf.  a  message— though  it  was  lower 
than  the  companies'  present  rates.  But  in 
France  the  number  of  messages  was  only 
2,500,000  in  a  population  of  37,000,000  ; 
while  Mr.  Scudamore  estimated  that  in 
England  there  would  be  11.500,000  of  mes- 
sages in  a  population  of  30,000,000.  He 
(Mr.  Goschen)  admitted  that  there  was 
far  more  telegraphing  in  England  than  in 
-3/r.  Goschen 


France  i  hot  making  all  allowaaoe  tbr  tkftl, 
the  difference  still  struck  him  as  eoor* 
mous.  But  how  did  the  ease  stand  with 
Belgium  ?  Belgium  waa  essentially  a  tele- 
graphic country ;  and  there  they  had  a  6^. 
rate,  which  was  considerablj  lower  than 
that  proposed  by  the  Government.  la 
Belgium  there  were  about  1,000.000  of 
telegrams  per  annum  for  a  population  of 
5,000,000.  In  England,  with  a  mte 
twice  as  high,  nevertheless,  we  were  to 
expect  the  number  of  telegrams  sent  te  be 
U. 500,000  to  a  population  of  30,000,000 ; 
which  was  far  beyond  the  Belgian  pro- 
portion. Mr.  Scudamore  proceeded  in  his 
statement  on  this  footing — There  was 
to  be  no  increase  in  the  U.  message^ 
but  in  the  Is.  6d,  messages  there  was 
to  be  an  increase  of  33  per  cent.  Why  ? 
Because  in  Belgium  a  similar  rednotion 
gave  a  similar  result.  But  the  lower 
down  Ibey  got  the  greater  waa  the  ohanoe 
that  the  reduction  would  lead  to  inereaaed 
telegraphy,  and  it  did  not  follow  that  the 
same  redaction  on  a  higher  scale  of  charge 
would  lead  to  the  same  inorease.  In  his 
opinion,  Mr.  Scudamore  was  sanguine 
in  his  estimate  of  11,500.000  telegrams. 
He  started  from  6,000,000  messages,  and 
brought  up  his  estimates  too  high  ;  and 
he  should  not  be  surprised  if  there  was  a 
deficiency  at  the  end  of  the  year  of 
£100,000.  In  his  estimate  of  expendi- 
ture Mr.  Scudamore  also  appeared  to  too 
sanguine.  He  took  tbe  aggregate  amount 
of  the  four  companies  and  reduced  it 
by  £55.000  which  would  be  saved  by 
amalgamation.  But  he  did  not  think  bo- 
canse  the  companies  would  save  that 
amount  by  amalgamation,  it  followed  that 
the  Government  would  conduct  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Department  as  economically  as 
private  companies.  Assuming,  however, 
that  the  Government  would  conduot  the 
business  as  economically  as  the  private 
companies  under  a  state  of  things  resem- 
bling amalgamation,  and  that  the  expenses 
of  the  directors  would  be  saved,  it  should 
be  remembered  that  the  Department  must 
undertake  business  from  which  the  tele- 
graph companies  would  have  shrunk  as 
unremunerative.  The  telegraph  compa- 
nies would  not  carry  their  wires  into  dis- 
tricts where  the  charges  must  be  heavier 
than  the  receipts  would  meet,  while  the 
Government  must,  and  he  was  sure  would, 
consult  the  public  convenience  by  bring- 
ing the  telegraph  into  districts  which  the 
companies  would  not  have  undertake 
looking  at  the  matter  in  a  commeroial 
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point  of  view.  Ho  though^  thoreforo, 
^bat  on  ttiia  head  Mr.  Scudainore  had 
made  a  too  saDguine  estimate.  When  he 
Rooked  at  ^he  expenses  of  other  countries, 
^e  felt  justified  in  coming  to  the  same 
conclusion.  It  was  calculated  that  in 
Senium  every  mile  of  wire  cost  i^5  10«.y 
in  France  every  mile  cost  £5  to  work. 
Now,  admitting  that  the  English  GoTem- 
ment  would  conduct  tWr  business  as  eco- 
nomically as  France  or  jpielgium,  yet  £5 
a  mile  upon  80,000  miles  of  wire  would 
cost  £150,000  more  than  Hr.  Scudamore's 
estimate.  There  was  another  result  to 
which  he  wished  to  invi^  the  atttention 
of  tbe  Committee.  Mr.  Scudamore»  as 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  informed 
the  House,  had  taken  for  the  basis  of  his 
expenditure  the  aggregate  expenditure  of 
the  fou^  companies  ;  but  he  had  not  taken 
into  consideration  the  sums  that  were  laid 
aside  by  the  Electric  International  Com- 
pany as  a  reserve  fund.  According  to  a 
witness  before  the  Committee  this  sum 
was  not  a  mere  surplus  divi46ii^>  ^^^  ^^ 
intended  to  meet  general  casualties,  and 
especially  the  losses  on  the  submarine 
cable.  Now»  it  was  true  that  the  depre- 
ciation on  the  land  wires  was  not  so 
great  but  that  it  might  be  met  by  the 
earning^  of  each  haJf  -  year  \  but  yet 
there  was  ^  time  not  long  ago  when  a 
snowstorm  caused  an  outlay  of  £20,00Q. 
He  contended  that  Mr.  Scudamore  had 
made  no  allowance  for  reverses  such  as 
these.  Now,  if  he  was  right  on  these 
pointy  it  was  oleiMr  that  Mr.  Scudamore 
had  not  left  a  sufficient  margin  for  ex- 
pense, that  his  estimate  was  £50,000 
too  low,  and  if  they  added  that  additional 
£50,000  to  the  £100,000  by  which  he 
believed  the  revenue  was  returned  too 
high,  they  would  get  a  difference  of 
£150,000.  This  would  reduce  Mr.  Scu- 
damore's  minimum  estimate  from  £300,000 
to  £150,000,  and  it  would  reduce  his 
maximum  estimate  from  £380,000  to 
£230,000.  It  might  be  said  that  £l  50,000 
would  still  render  it  safe  to  go  on  with 
this  bargain.  Well,  he  did  not  say  that 
the  Bill  ought  not  to  proceed ;  but  he  con- 
tended that  it  ought  to  be  carefully  exa- 
mined, and  to  be  looked  at  from  every 
point  of  view,  so  that  the  taxpayers  of  the 
country  might  not  be  led  to  take  too  san- 
guine an  estimate  of  tbe  advantages  that 
were  to  be  derived  from  it.  He  admitted 
that  even  if  the  profits  were  reduced  to 
£150.000,  it  would  meet  3|  per  cent  upon 
£4,500,000.    On  the  other  hand,  if  the 


maximum  estimate  were  reached,  it  would 
cover  an  expenditure  of  £6,000,000.  He 
was  afttiid  the  country  was  now  pledged 
to  the  Bill.  But  he  would  ask,  was  it  a 
proper  way  to  go  about  the  purchase — 
that  they  were  content  to  give  any  amount 
that  could  be  afforded  without  actual 
loss  irrespective  of  the  actual  value? 
He  knew  it  might  be  said  that  the  pro- 
perty was  worth  holding,  and  that  if  we 
got  what  we  wanted  we  need  not  mind 
the  terms.  Why  should  we  begrudge  the 
giving  a  handsome  sum  to  the  telegraph 
companies  if  we  were  to  do  so  without  loss 
to  the  country  ?  But  he  would  ask  was 
that  the  proner  thing  for  Parliament  to 
do  ?  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  wisely  said  nothing  as  to  the  amount 
of  the  assets  they  were  about  to  acquire. 
The  witnesses  estimated  their  assets  at 
£2,200,000,  and  it  was  admitted  that  if 
the  Qovernment  were  about  to  start  fairt 
and  begin  the  system  for  themselves,  the 
wires  could  be  constructed  for  less  than 
£2,000,000.  They  were  therefore  about 
to  pay  £4,000,P00  more  for  the  good-will, 
for  the  buying  up  of  interests,  and  he 
might  say,  for  the  eagerness  to  do  the  thing 
in  a  huiTy.  In  the  first  instance,  arbitration 
had  been  proposed*  and  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  stated  that  arbitration  was 
looked  upon  as  confiscation  by  the  com- 
panies. For  his  own  part,  he  did  not 
wonder  at  that,  because  the  arbitration 
clause  contained  an  extraordinary  provision 
that  the  arbiter  was  to  be  appointed  by 
tbe  Board  of  Trade,  so  that  the  companies 
had  a  right  to  say,  *'  You  are  buying  us 
by  means  of  an  arbiter  of  your  own  ap- 
pointment." He  (Mr.  Goschen)  asked  Mr. 
Scudamore  in  Committee  if  the  companies 
had  asked  for  twenty-five  years'  purchase 
instead  of  twenty  would  you  have  given 
up  your  Bill?  Mr.  Scudamore  said, 
"  No  ;  he  should  then  have  thought  it 
fair  to  revert  to  the  principle  of  arbitra* 
tion."  Now,  if  the  Government  thought 
twenty-five  years  was  so  extravagant  a 
charge  that  they  would  have  insisted  on 
arbitration  rather  than  accede  to  these 
terms,  or  leave  them  in  possession  of  a 
monopoly,  it  was  open  to  those  who  thought 
twenty  years'  purchase  an  extravagant  sum 
to  say  tiie  same.  Let  him  show  to  the 
House  in  what  a  different  position  the 
companies  stood  as  soon  as  the  Government 
departed  from  the  idea  of  arbitration.  The 
shares  of  the  companies  rose  50  per  cent 
as  soon  as  arbitration  was  departed  from 
and  the  present  terms  accepted  by  the 
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Goyermnent.     It  appeared  to  him  that 
that  was  primd  facte  a  strong  argument 
that  they  were  paying   too  high  terms, 
Hr.  Scudamore  stated  in  his  evidence  that 
he  would  have  paid  the  companies  upon 
the  highest  value  their  shares  had  ever 
reached,  which  was  then  £150  per  share, 
to  which  15  per  cent  should  be  added  for 
the  compulsory  sale.  But  even  these  terms 
would  not  amount  to  the  £20?  at  which 
the  shares  of  the  companies  stood  now. 
Let  him  approach  the  matter  from  a  diffe- 
rent point  of  view.     The  terms  of  twenty 
years'   purchase  were   defended  because 
twenty-five  years*  purchase  was  inserted 
in  the  Railway  Bill  of  1846.     Therefore 
the  telegraph  companies  maintained  that, 
standing  upon  the  same  footing,  they  had 
made  a  concession  of  five  years.      But 
there  was  no  analogy  between  the  railways 
and  the  telegraph  companies,  for  though 
they  were  both  exposed  to  competition, 
the  competition  with  railways  would  not 
be  so  imminent  as  with  telegraph  com- 
panies.     And  then,  further,  by  a  little 
slip  in  drawing  up  the  contract,  the  terms 
were  calculated  on  the  profits  of  the  pre- 
sent year  up  to  the  30th  June,  1868,  so 
that  they  agreed  to  pay  on  the  profits  of  the 
companies,  six  months  of  which  were  not 
yet  before  them.     If  they  had  taken  the 
profits  for  the  year  1867,  they  would  have 
had  the  advantage  of  having  all  the  ao- 
oounts  placed  before  them;    but  in  the 
present  year  they  might  be  sure  that  the 
companies,  having  this  prospect  of  a  trans- 
fer before  them,  would  increase  their  pro- 
fits by  keeping  down  their  expenditure  to 
the  lowest  point.    He  held  that  the  Go- 
vernment ought  not  to  have  taken  the 
profits  of  one  year  at  all.     They  ought  to 
have  taken  the  average  of  the  last  three 
years.     The  bargain  was  not  only  bad  in 
itself/  but  it  was  a  source  of  danger  as  a 
precedent.     These  terms  would  be  quoted 
against  the  country  on  future  occasions  ; 
and  if  the  Government  were  called  upon, 
for  instance,  to  deal  with  tlie  Irish  railways, 
he  had  no  doubt  that  these  clauses  would 
be  quoted  as  a  precedent  in  the  matter. 
Why  did  he  say  that  twenty  years*  pur- 
chase was  too  high  ?     For  this  reason  ; 
putting  aside  the  admission  of  the  proprie- 
tors themselves — that  telegraph  property 
was  liable  to  constant  depreciation — ^he 
said  that  there  was  not  a  business  of  any 
kind  in  the  country,  yielding  a  profit  of 
15  per  cent,  that  was  worth  twenty  years* 
purchase.  A  business  thatyielded  only  5  or  6 
per  cent  might  command  twenty-five  years* 
Mr,  Ooschm 


purchase;  but  to  give  twenty  years'  pur- 
chase for  a  business  that  yielded  15  per 
cent  was  most  improvident.     Was  it  to 
be  supposed  that  a  business  yielding  15 
per  cent  would  not  be  liable  to  competitioa 
from  those  who  would  be  content  with  10 
per  cent?      Why,   there  was  a  witness 
brought  before  the  Committee  by  the  (Go- 
vernment who  stated  that  he  had  a  pro- 
ject for  a  new  system  of  tel^^ph,  and 
that  he  had  a  prospectus  for  the  formation 
of  a  company  to  work  it  in  hb  pocket, 
and  that  he  was  only  deterred  by  the  pre- 
sent depression  in  the  money  mariLot.   He 
(Mr.  Goschen)  was  bound  to  say  he  did 
not  think  the  gentleman  would  succeed, 
but  there  was  a  proof  that  the  monopoly 
of  the  companies  might  at  any  time  be 
interfered   with.     But  then  it  vas  said 
there  would  be  no  competition,  oecause 
they  had  the  command  of  the  railways. 
Now,  he  was  surprised  to  find  out  in  Com« 
mittee  that  they  had  not  the  command  of 
the  railways  —  that  the  property  would 
revert  to  them,  and  after  the  Government 
had  paid  twenty  years'  purchase  to  the 
telegraph  companies  they  would  probably 
have  to  pay  half  as  much   again  to  the 
railways.    It  was  true  that  with  the  Great 
Western  the  companies  had  a  long  lease, 
amounting  almost  to  a  perpetuity ;  but  in 
the  case  of  the  North  Western  the  leaao 
expired   in  seven  and  a  half  years,  and 
the    North    Western    system    comprised 
9,000  miles  of  wire,  or  about  one-eighth 
of  the  whole  system.    The  railways  felt 
their  power  so  much  in  the  matter  that 
they  pointed  out  to  the  Committee  that 
they  would  not  only  be  entitled  to  an  in- 
crease in  the  rate  which  they  now  received 
as  soon  as  the  leases  were  expired,  but 
they  would  also  be  entitled  to  an  indem- 
nification, for  the  loss  they  would  sustain 
in  not  being  allowed  to  put  the  screw  on 
the  telegraph  companies.  It  was  true  that 
the  leases  did  not  all  expire  at  one  time ; 
but  suppose  that  one  district  were  free- 
namely,  the  district  between  London  and 
Liverpool — it  would  be  competent  for  the 
railway  directors  to  insist  on  much  higher 
terms  than  the  company  at  present  paid, 
or  to  start  a  new  company.    It  was,  there* 
fore,  impossible  to  say  that  these  terms 
could  be  justified  because  the  companies 
were  in  the  enjoyment  of  a  practical  mo- 
nopoly.   He  felt  very  strongly  on  this 
matter  because  he  was  convinced  that  it 
was  impossible  to  find  an  instance  of  any 
private  enterprize  which,  while  it  return^ 
a  profit  of  15  per  cent  to  its  shareholders^ 
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enjoyed  a  inono)>oly  for  any  great  length 
of  time.     He  did  not,  perhaps,  think  that 
at  that  period  of  the  Session  they  could 
disturb  the  bargain  which  had  been  made, 
but  he  could  not  help  feeling  that  from 
whateyer  point  of  view  they  approached 
the  question,  and  whaterer  the  profit  or 
advantage  that  would  ultimately  accrue  to 
the  country,  the  precedent  they  had  now 
set  was  one  attended  with  great  danger. 
The  disadvantage  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment had   been  placed  resulted   entirely 
from  their  having  commenced  negotiating 
at  the  end  of  a  Session  instead  of  at  the 
beginning.     The   Committee  was  deeply 
impressed  with  the   fact  that  if  it   dis- 
aented  from  any  of  the  arrangementa  oome 
to  between  the  Government  and  the  com- 
panies the  whole  scheme  would  come  to 
an  end.     So  great  was  the  Committee's 
fear  in  this  respect  that  he  had  been  un- 
able to  gain  the  simple  point  of  substitut- 
ing the  31st  of  December  instead  of  a  day 
in  July  as  the  end  of  the  term  -for  calcu- 
lating the  profits.    Bat  if  it  were  true 
that  the  Committee  sat  there  only  to  re- 
gister the  contracts  of  the  Government,  if 
it  were  true  that  the  Committee  considered 
idl  the  complex  details  of  the  scheme  only 
to  reject  them,  or  accept  them  as  a  whole, 
without  power  to  modify  them,  it  had  sat 
to  very  little  purpose.     The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  omitted  to  call  atten- 
tion to  one  important  point,  which  greatly 
re-assured  him  respecting  the  Bill.     The 
Money  Bill  would  not  be  introduced  until 
next  Session,  and  until  that    had  been 
sanctioned    the  contract  would   not    be 
binding  on  either  the  Government  or  the 
companies.    But  it  was  held  to  be  neces- 
sary to  pass  the  Bill  under  discussion  in 
order  that  the  questions  of  compensation 
might  be  settled  by  the  arbitrators,  and 
the  House  might  next  year  know  exactly 
what   the   country   would  have  to  pay. 
Fearing  that  the  faith  of  Parliament  would 
be  regarded  as  pledged  if  this  Bill  was 
passed,  he  had  asked  Mr.  Scudamore  in 
Committee,  before  the  representatives  of 
all  the  parties  concerned,   whether  the 
passing  of  this  Bill  would  be  regarded  as 
tantamount  to  a  promise  to  pass  tiie  Money 
Bill  next  Session — as,  in  fact,  a  pledge  to 
accept  the  whole  scheme.    Mr.  Scudamore 
answered — 

*<  I  do  not  say  yoa  iboald  reit  satisfied  with 
mj  statement,  but  that  is  all  I  can  say.  Daring 
the  Taoation  the  whole  amount  to  be  paid  will  be 
ascertained,  and  then  it  will  come  before  the 
next  Parliament  to  confirm  it,  and  Parliament 
will  tb«n  have  an  opportunity,  even  if  this  Bill  be 


passed,  of  saying  that  we  shall  not  buy,  and  the 
Bill  will  then  be  inoperative." 
He  trusted  the  Government  would  make 
it  known  in  the  most  explicit  manner  that 
the  passing  of  this  Bill  did  not  bind  the 
Gt)vemment  or  the  shareholders  of  the 
several  companies.  This  declaration  was 
required  in  justice  to  the  shareholders, 
who  should  know  that  if  they  thought 
proper  they  had  power  to  demand  higher 
terms  than  those  offered.  The  agreement 
could  not  be  concluded  except  with  the 
consent  of  two-thirds  of  the  shareholders 
of  each  company  and  the  passing  of  the 
Money  Bill  next  Session.  Thehon.  Mem- 
ber for  Eingston-on-Hull  (Mr.  Norwood) 
brought  this  out  very  clearly  when  he 
referred  to  the  last  clause  of  this  Bill, 
which  says — 

<*  In  case  no  Act  shall  be  passed  during  this  or 
the  next  Session  of  Parliament,  putting  at  the 
Disposal  of  the  Postmaster  General  sooh  Monies 
as  shall  be  requisite  for  carrying  into  effect  the 
Objects  and  Purposes  of  this  Act,  the  Provisions 
contained  in  this  Act  or  in  the  Agreements  hereby 
confirmed  relating  to  the  Arrangements  trith  Rail- 
way and  Telegraph  Companies,  and  all  Proceedings 
thereunder,  shall  become  Toid." 

It  was  clear,  then,  that  the  matter  would 
still  be  left  open,  although  this  Bill  passed. 
Had  he  not  occupied  so  much  of  the  time 
of  the  House  he  would  have  defended  his 
proposition  to  give  the  Post  Office  a  legal 
monopoly  in  the  right  to  transmit  mes- 
sages ;  it  had  been  found  necessary  in  the 
case  of  letter- carrying,  and  he  believed  it 
would  be  found  necessary  some  time  in 
the  future,  if  the  present  Bill  became  law, 
to  give  the  Department  a  monopoly  in 
this  case  also. 

Mb.  LEEMAN  observed  that  he  had 
moved  in  Committee  a  Besolution  to  the 
effect  that  the  imperfect  information  on 
the  subject  of  cost,  as  well  as  the  uncertain 
amount  of  revenue  to  be  derived,  would 
not  justify  the  prosecution  of  the  Bill  until 
that  information  should  be  laid  before 
Parliament.  He  fully  concurred  in  what 
had  been  stated  as  to  the  position  in  which 
the  Committee  were  placed.  On  the  18th 
June,  when  the  BiU  was  discussed,  the 
whole  of  the  telegraph  and  railway  com- 
panies were  petitioners  against  the  Bill; 
but  between  that  moment  and  the  time 
when  the  Bill  came  before  the  Committee 
the  whole  of  these  interests  had  been 
bought  up  by  the  Government.  The 
Committee  were  placed  in  a  most  invidious 
position.  They  had  to  take  the  place  of 
counsel  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  out 
the  information  which  was  now  before  the 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1679 


Slectric 


{COMMOWS) 


TekiffopU  Sill. 


im 


Honse.  As  lie  had  stated  on  a  forroer 
occasion,  he  entertained  a  decided  objec 
lion  to  the  Government  undertaking  the 
management  of  the  lines,  and  would  not 
now  enter  into  that  matter.  He  would 
confine  his  remarks  to  the  financial  ^art  of 
the  question.  He  contended  that  anything 
more  imprudent  than  the  arrangement 
come  to  by  the  Government  could  not  be 
conceived,  and  the  way  in  which  they  had 
gone  about  making  the  financial  arrange- 
ment was  one  which  he  hoped  would  never 
be  followed  by  any  other  Government. 
)Ir.  Scudamore,  who  was  'what  he  had 
been  already  described  to  be— a  most  able 
man — had  not  known  up  to  the  time  of 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  what  were 
the  existing  arrangements  between  the 
telegraph  companies  and  the  railway  com- 
panies ;  and,  subsequettly,  While  still 
without  the  requisite  knowledge  on  that 
point,  he  went  and  agreed  on  the  pari;  of 
the  Government  to  bay  the  interest  of  the 
telegraph  companies  at  twenty  years'  pur- 
chase—  not  according  to  their  rates  of 
dividend,  which  were  not  allowed  to  ex- 
ceed 10  per  cent,  but  on  twenty  years' 
purchase  on  their  gross  receipts,  less  the 
working  expenses.  In  addition,  it  was  to 
be  remembered  that  the  railway  companies 
had  reversionary  interests  which  would 
come  into  operation  after  the  comparatively 
short  time  for  which  their  arrangements 
with  the  telegraph  companies  were  to  con- 
tinue. In  July,  1866,  Mr.  Scudamore 
estimated  the  necessary  outlay  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  at  £2,400,000.  In 
February  last  another  officer  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  requested  to  report  on  the 
subject,  and  he  raised  the  estimate  to 
£3,000,000 ;  but  it  was  not  until  the  Bill 
came  before  the  Committee  that  Mr. 
Scudamore  said  £6,000,000  would  be  re- 
quired. He  admitted  that  the  original 
estimate  of  £2,400,000  did  not  embrace 
all  that  was  included  in  the  estimate  of 
£6,000,000 ;  but  there  was  not  sufficient 
difference  between  what  the  two  estimates 
did  embrace  respectively  to  account  for  the 
difierence  of  £3,600,000  in  amount.  He 
undertook  to  say  that  Mr.  Scudamore  was 
as  wide  of  the  mark  in  his  estimate  of 
£6,000,000  as  he  had  been  in  his  estimate 
of  £2,400.000.  At  the  expiration  of  their 
agreements  with  the  telegraph  companies 
several  of  the  railway  companies  would 
have  it  in  their  power  to  compete  with 
the  Post  Office  for  the  transmission  of  tele- 
graph messages.  Ko  doubt,  this  fact  would 
be  brought  under  the  notice  of  the  arbi- 
-Jfr.  Iceman 


tratorfe  when  the  Value  tif  their  rev^errion 
Was  bein^  ootsidered,  ahd  at  what  *pnct 
would  the  arbitrators  value  this  t^evermon- 
ary  powei*  of  competition?  Had  Mr. 
Scudamore  made  any  estimate  on  the  «t\h 
Ject  ?  Owing  to  the  position  in  whkk 
Mr.  Scudamore  had  placed  the  Govern- 
ment, the  railway  companies  had  demanded 
terms  in  respect  of  their  reversion  which 
he,  as  a  railway  man,  now  said  it  was  the 
duty  of  any  Government  to  have  resisted ; 
and  yet  he  thought  that  Mr.  Scudamors'b 
highest  estimate  could  not  be  depended  on. 
Wiien  asked  during  the  inquiry  by  thfe 
Committee  what  amount  would  be  sofll- 
cient,  Mr.  Scudamore  replied,  "  I  believe 
£6,000,000."  When  asked  whether  he 
would  undertake  to  say  that  £7,000,000 
might  not  be  required,  he  repeated  he  be- 
lieved £6,000,000  would  be  sufficient  ; 
and  when  asked  whether  he  would  under- 
take to  say  that  £7,000,000  might  not  be 
required  he  again  gave  the  same  answer. 
Therefore,  if  they  assumed  that  £6,000,000 
would  buy  up  the  telegraphs  they  were 
proceeding  on  very  fallacious  data.  Then 
as  to  the  revenue  to  be  derived  frotn  the 
working  of  the  telegraphs  by  the  Govern- 
ment. Nearly  60  per  cent  of  the  present 
receipts  of  the  telegraph  companies  were 
obtained  from  the  1#.  messages  ;  hot 
Mr.  Scudamore  expected  that  from  Hie 
reduction  of  the  higher-priced  messages 
an  increased  income  would  be  produced ; 
and  he  quoted  the  cases  of  Belgium,  Swit- 
zerland, and  France  in  support  of  his 
views.  Now,  between  the  case  of  Belgium 
and  that  of  England  there  was  no  analogy, 
because,  while  the  charge  for  a  telegram 
in  Belgium  was  down  to  half  a  franc,  dr 
5d.,  the  rate  of  postage  there,  on  the  othor 
hand,  was  2d, ;  and  under  such  circum- 
stances a  person  might  often  prefer  to  pay 
5d.  for  a  telegram  instead  of  2d.  for  a  let- 
ter; whereas  if  the  telegram  cost  1«.,  and 
the  postage  rate,  as  in  this  country,  was 
only  Id,,  he  might  prefer  to  send  a  letter. 
Moreover,  the  utmost  distance  they  could 
send  a  telegram  in  Belgium  Was  120 
miles  ;  but  in  Great  Britain  it  might  be 
sent  700  or  800  miles,  from  one  extremity 
of  the  island  to  another.  Much  the  same 
thing  held  good  in  Switzerland  a^  in  Bel- 
gium, in  reference  to  the  comparative 
rates  of  telegraphing  and  postage :  and, 
moreover,  in  a  very  mountainous  country- 
like  the  former  it  was  easy  to  conceive 
that  the  telegraph  might  often  be  prefer- 
red to  the  post,  with  its  nncertaintiee  and 
difficulties.  Then,  as  to  Pn^ce,  the  vfaMlb 
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of  its  tel^irapbio  eystem  had  not  cost  that 
ootintry,  with  its  87,000,000  of  popola- 
tion,  more  than  £952,000.  Why,  then, 
was  this  coaotry,  with  its  smaller  popula- 
tion, to  give  £6,000,000  to  the  holders  of 
the  present  telegraphs,  when  it  was  per- 
fectly clear  that  by  means  of  the  facilities 
Ire  enjoyed  through  the  railways  we  coald 
sorely  do  what  they  did  in  France  ?  More- 
OTcr,  as  the  Post  Office  was  not  to  have  a 
legal  monopoly,  where  would  be  the  diffi- 
culty of  the  railways  or  other  persons 
starting  a  telegraph  at  %i,^  and  running 
the  Post  Office  oiF  the  road  ?  With  regard 
to  Mr.  Scndamore's  notion  of  extending 
l&e  telegraph  wires  largely  into  the  remote 
country  districts,  what  practical  man,  he 
ai^ed,  believed  that  into  every  village  into 
ti^ich  a  money-order  went  there  woold 
necessarily  spring  np  a  strong  desire  to 
send  1«.  telegrams  ?  The  existing  tele- 
graph companies  had  been  endeaTouring 
for  a  long  time  to  carry  their  wires  into 
the  remote  distriots ;  but  with  what  result 
might  be  judged  of  from  the  fact  that  75 
per  cetit  of  their  entire  receipts  were  ob- 
tained from  fifteen  towns,  and  one-half  of 
them  frotn  London.  The  experience  of 
Franee  was  much  the  same,  one  third  of 
the  entire  revenue  from  telegrams  being 
received  in  Paris.  Therefore,  the  notion 
under  which  the  House  and  the  country 
were  asked  to  embark  in  an  enormous 
expenditure  —  namely,  that  they  could 
excite  a  hunger  and  thirst  among  the 
agricultural  population  for  telegrams  at 
1«.  each,  when  they  could  send  letters  for 
1^.,  seemed  to  him,  he  confessed,  most 
absurd.  At  the  same  time  he  was  glad  to 
hear  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
that  all  the  House  was  now  asked  to  do 
was  to  assent  to  the  principle  that  the 
Post  Office  might  with  advantage  work 
the  telegraph  ;  and  he  hoped  that  the 
considerations  whidh  he  had  suggested  in 
the  course  of  his  remaite  would  receive 
the  careful  attention  of  the  Government 
and  of  the  subordinate  officers  concerned 
in  the  framing  of  their  scheme. 

Mr.  KARSLAEE  said,  he  had  been 
strongly  opposed  to  the  originiil  Bill,  re- 
garding it  as  a  measure  of  confiscation ; 
but  the  House  having  affirmed  the  prin- 
ciple that  this  change  should  be  made, 
there  seemed  to  him  a  great  advantage  in 
proceeding  with  the  measure.  If  it  passed 
this  Session  the  companies  would  be  bound 
to  the  agreements  into  which  they  had 
entered,  although  their  profits  were  steadi- 
ly increasing,  while  it  would  be  open  to 


Parliament  to  re-consider  the  matter ;  but, 
in  the  event  of  its  not  passing,  these 
agreements  would  become  null  and  void. 
He  thought  that  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City 
of  London  (Mr.  Goschen)  afforded,  when 
taken  as  a  whole,  the  most  cogent  reasons 
why  they  should  pass  this  Bill.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  bad  stated  that  he 
considered  that  it  had  been  proved  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  House  that  it  was  de- 
sirable that  the  Government  should  work 
the  telegraphs  in  connection  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Post  Office,  and  that 
there  was  no  force  in  the  objection  which 
had  been  urged  against  the  Bill  on  the 
score  of  "tapping"  or  "milking"  of  the 
wires,  as  it  was  called.  The  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  tapping  the  wires  would  be 
be  almost  insuperable,  and  there  was  a 
clause  in  the  Bill  making  it  a  misde- 
meanour. The  measure  might,  therefore, 
do  some  good,  and  could  not  possibly  do 
any  harm.  As  to  a  combination  between 
the  railway  companies  to  carry  on  tele- 
graphs in  (disposition  to  the  Post  Office,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Leeman) 
should  remember  that  if,  without  the 
sanction  of  Parliament,  railway  companies 
ventured  to  misappropriate  their  funds 
and  turn  telegraphers,  they  would  speedily 
be  stopped  by  injunction.  [Mr.  Atbton 
said,  railway  companies  were  entitled  by 
Act  of  Parliament  to  carry  on  telegraphs.] 
He  should  be  glad  to  learn  what  Act  had 
given  them  any  sudh  authority.  More- 
over, the  existing  agreements  between 
the  railways  and  the  telegraph  companies 
would  expire  at  irregular  intervals,  one 
of  them  having  as  long  as  fifty  years  to 
run ;  and  until  all  those  agreements  had 
expired  no  such  combination  would  be 
possible.  As  to  the  terms  of  purchase,  he 
did  not  regard  them  as  too  liberal.  That 
they  were  advantageous  to  the  companies 
was  only  fair,  it  being  usual  to  pay  libe* 
rally  when  property  of  any  kind  was  taken 
for  the  public  service,  and  it  being  clear 
that  the  profits  of  these  undertakings  were 
rapidly  increasing.  Even  educated  men 
had  to  learn  the  use  of  telegraphing ;  but 
when  once  acquired  that  use  immensely 
increased,  and  he  had  known  persons 
who,  having  originally  a  great  dislike  to 
telegrams,  ultimately  employed  them  al- 
most as  extensively  as  post-letters*  He 
did  not,  however,  believe  that  people  gene- 
rally would  use  the  telegraph  as  commonly 
as  the  post,  and  he  was  not  for  calculating 
future  profits  on  such  on  hypothesis.    He 
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presumed  it  would  be  at  the  discretion  of 
the  Post  Office,  as  of  the  companies,  to 
avoid  incurring  considerable  loss  by  ex- 
tending telegraphic  communication  to  out- 
of-the-way  villages  ;     but,  whereas   the 
companies  naturally  looked  for  a  dividend, 
the  State  would  wish  to  accomodate  remote 
districts  provided  it  entailed  no  serious 
loss.     As  to  the  rise  in  value  of  the  Elec- 
tric and  Internationa]  Company's  shares, 
this  was  no  proof  that  the  terms  oflFered 
them  by  the  Government  were  too  liberal. 
Those  shares  were  held  as  investments  by 
investors  rather  than  by  speculators,  and, 
as  the   rise  commenced  long  before  the 
agreement  was  entered  into,  he  attributed 
it  to  the  attention  which  the  discussions 
in  Parliament  and  in  the  Press  had  drawn 
to  the  highly   remunerative  and    sound 
financial  position  of  the  undertaking.  Dif- 
ficult as  it  was  to  find  secure  investments, 
people  had  naturally  thought  they  could 
not  do   better  than  buy   shares  in  that 
Company.     He   was  happy  to  find  that 
they  had  arrived  so  near  to  a  conclusion  of 
this  matter,  and  that  they  would  go  into 
Committee  on  the  understandinji;  that  the 
Bill  would  pass  this  Session.     Though  he 
could  not  conceive  any  better  terms  than 
those    which   had  been   referred  to,   be 
should  not  forget  the  important  observa- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Leeman) 
that  next  Session  they  would  have  a  right 
to  consider  whether  more   advantageous 
terms  might  not  be  obtained  for  the  public* 
Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  anticipated 
that  the  Bill  would  pass  into  law^  and,  us 
far  as  he  was  concerned,  there  were  several 
motives  which  induced  him  to  wish  that  it 
should  not  be  delayed.     The  first  motive 
was  one  to  which  be  had  alluded  on   a 
former  occasion  —  namely,    the  manifest 
weakness  and  defects  of  the  present  tele- 
graph  system;    for,  whatever  might  be 
said  of  those  who  had  led  the  way  in  this 
useful  enterprize,  the  telegraph  was  an 
instrument  which,  as  regarded  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  of  this  country »  was 
very  feeble,  and  was,  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government,  susceptible  of  great  improve- 
ment.   He  likewise  felt  that  the  very  great 
authority  attached  not  only  individually  to 
the  judgment  of  so  able  a  public  servant 
as  Mr.  Scudamore,  whose  mind  had  been 
employed  upon  this  subject,  but   to  the 
Department  of  the  Post  Office  at  large. 
He  attached  very  considerable  authority  to 
the  opinion  of  that  Department  when  he 
considered  upon  how  many  great  and  seem- 
ingly doubtful  enterprizes  it  had  entered 
Mr.  Kar$lahe  ' 


during  the  last  thirty  or  thirty-five  years, 
and  how  much  the  results  of  those  enter- 
prizes had  tended  to  sustain  the  judgment 
of  those  by  whom  the  public  mind  had 
been  led.  His  third  reason  for  wishing 
the  Bill  to  pass  was  that  it  appeared  to 
him  that  until  the  Bill  had  gone  forward 
and  the  investigations  contemplated  under 
it  had  been  made  it  would  be  impossible 
to  know  the  ground  on  which  they  stood, 
or  to  have  a  certainty  as  to  the  sums  with 
which  they  were  dealing,  or  the  relation 
between  those  sums  and  the  property  they 
were  to  acquire.  Upon  those  grounds  he 
wished  the  Bill  to  go  forward,  although  he 
regretted  that  the  unfortunate  delay  which 
had  taken  place  in  the  discussion  of  the 
Bill  until  a  late  period  of  the  Session 
should  have  placed  both  the  Government 
and  the  House  in  a  position  of  disadvan- 
tage. He  did  not  propose  to  make  that  delay 
a  subject  of  censure  on  the  Government  or 
the  right  bbn.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  because  everyone  who 
was  conversant  with  the  conduet  of  Public 
Business  must  know  how  very  difficult  it 
was  so  to  adjust  the  great  mass  of  questions 
that  demanded  the  attention  of  the  Legis- 
lature as  to  bring  them  forward  at  the 
time  that  was  best  for  the  public  advan* 
tage.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
himself  must  be  sensible  of  the  disadvan- 
tage of  the  delay,  not  only  on  account  of 
the  natural  desire  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  have  his  name  attached  to  the 
measure,  but  also  with  reference  to  the 
public  interests.  He  was  quite  disposed 
to  concur  with  bis  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  (Mr. 
Goschen),  and  to  put  aside — so  far  as  that 
discussion  was  concerned — what  might  be 
termed  the  administrative  difficulties  of  the 
question.  With  respect  to  the  monopoly 
of  the  telegraph  in  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment, he  did  not  propose  to  raise  any 
question  under  present  circumstances.  He 
would  merely  say  that,  as  far  as  he  had  beea 
able  to  examine  it.  his  mind  was  by  no 
means  entirely  satisfied  that  it  would  be 
found  practicable  for  them  to  take  perma- 
nently into  the  hands  of  the  State  the 
telegraphic  communication  without  assum^ 
ing  a  monopoly  of  the  same  character  that 
they  possessed  with  regard  to  the  convey- 
ance of  letters.  But  it  was  not  abaoluteljr 
necessary  to  settle  that  question  now.  The 
utmost  inconvenience  that  might  arise 
would  probably  be  in  case  there  should  be 
poachings  on  the  best  part  of  the  manor  of 
the  Government,  and  purchases  upon  dis« 
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adrantageoDB  terms  might  haye  to  be 
made.  But  that  would  be  an  inconyenience 
within  yery  narrow  limits ;  and  it  was 
perfectly  plain  that  the  Government  would 
be  able,  at  any  time  the  House  might  see 
fit,  to  assume  the  exclusiye  privileges 
which  at  present  it  had  not  been  thought 
necessary  by  the  Government  or  the 
Committee  to  advise.  He  never  attached 
the  slightest  importance  to  the  rumour 
that  went  abroad,  or  to  the  apprehension 
that  was  entertained,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  deyised  under  the  form  of 
this  Bill  an  ingenious  scheme  for  assuming 
into  their  hands  previous  to  and  in  pre- 
paration for  the  General  Election  a  yast 
quantity  of  additional  patronage.  He  was 
never  so  sanguine  as  to  think  that  they 
would  be  able  to  entertain  so  diabolical  a 
plot,  or  that  it  would  be  possible  for  them 
with  all  the  ingenuity  that  this  world  or 
the  nether  world  could  supply  to  carry  it 
out.  With  regard  to  the  terms  of  purchase 
he  did  not  at  all  lose  his  confidence  in  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  or  those  by 
whom  he  was  advised,  nor  was  he  by  any 
means  prepared  to  assert  dogmatically 
opinions  contrary  to  theirs.  But  he  must 
say  that  no  man  could  haye  listened  to 
the  speech  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
who  had  spoken  last  (Mr.  Karslake),  or 
still  more  to  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  (Mr. 
Goschen),  who  went  through  every  detail 
of  the  case — without  having  serious  mis- 
giving—not leading  them  to  censure  the 
Government,  taking  into  consideration  the 
time  they  had  to  act — whether  they,  as 
representatives  of  the  people,  were  justi- 
fied in  giving,  if  called  upon  to  give,  a 
final  judgment  upon  the  high  price  they 
were  asked  to  pay  to  carry  out  this  pro- 
ject. He  believed  £4,000,000  was  the 
sum  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
adverted  to  on  a  former  occasion  as  likely 
to  be  required. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER :  What  I  said  was  this— that  I  did 
not  think  it  for  the  public  adyantage  that  I 
should  name  the  precise  sum,  but  I  thought 
it  would  not  be  beyond  £4,000,000.  I 
thought  that  the  outside  sum. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  supposed 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mentioned 
£4,000,000  then  in  the  same  sense  as  he 
mentioned  £6,000,000  now.  He  thought 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
City  made  clear  the  principle  on  which 
Buoh  a  purchase  should  be  made.  Again, 
he  wished  to  point  oat  that  their  daty  in 


that  House  was  to  consider  what  was  best 
for  the  public,  without  implying  any  cen- 
sure on  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  done.  But  it  was  impossible  not  to 
observe  the  great  difference  of  the  method 
which  was  proposed  to  be  observed  in  that 
Bill  from  the  method  usually  adopted  in 
the  compulsory  acquisition  of  property  for 
the  public  good.  The  manner  in  which 
Parliament  proceeded  when  it  wished  to 
purchase  land  for  the  public  good  was  that 
the  terms  of  the  purchase  should  be  settled 
either  by  law  or  by  arbitration.  Now,  nei* 
ther  of  these  methods  was  proposed  by  the 
present  Bill ;  but  the  property  of  the  tele- 
graph companies  was  to  be  taken  on  the 
terms  proposed  in  the  BiU,  provided  the 
companies  accepted  the  terms.  Then  he 
must  point  out,  because  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  who  had  last  spoken  had 
not  been  very  successful  in  dealing  with 
this  part  of  the  case,  that  it  was  perfectly 
natural  that  there  should  be  a  rise  in 
price  in  the  prospect  of  purchase  by  the 
Government.  But  let  the  difference  in 
the  cases  be  observed.  On  the  2nd  of 
January,  1868,  he  presumed  the  telegraph 
companies  had  no  great  knowledge  of  any 
proceedings  of  this  nature. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  They  had  notice. 

Mk.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  at  all 
events,  at  that  time  the  companies  treated 
the  proposed  purchase  as  a  disadvantage. 
The  price  of  the  Electric  Telegraph  Com- 
pany's shares  was  then  £153;  on  the  2drd 
of  June,  just  after  the  reference  in  Com- 
mittee, the  shares  had  risen  to  £165.  The 
rise  might  be  taken  to  represent  the  nor- 
mal, fair,  and  legitimate  improvement  in 
the  yalue  of  the  property  connected  with 
the  approximate  realization  of  the  plans 
of  the  Government.  But  what  were  they 
to  say  when,  instead  of  a  rise  of  £12  be- 
tween the  2nd  of  January  and  the  2drd 
of  June,  they  found  a  rise  of  £41  be* 
tween  the  23  rd  of  June  and  the  21st 
of  July  ?  And  would  the  reasoning  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  account 
for  that  ?  He  had  set  up  an  ingenious 
theory,  that  there  was  something  so  de- 
lightfully scientific  in  the  possession  of 
telegraphic  property  that  it  attracted  to 
itself,  quite  irrespective  of  yulgar  cal- 
culation, what  was  known  as  a  pretium 
affwtionii  ;  but  he  was  afraid  that  the  > 
change  which  had  occurred  during  the  last 
few  weeks  must  be  attributed  to  considera- 
tions of  a  different  character.  The  Elec- 
tric Company's  shares  were  £153  on  Uie 
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2nd  (yf  Tftnuary,  £165  on  the  2drd  of 
June,  and  £206  on  the  Ist  of  jTuly ;  and 
the  Magnetic  Company's  shares  were  £115 
on  the  2nd  of  January,  £125  on  the  23rd 
of  June,  and  £150  on  the  21st  of  July. 
In  the  former  case  the  increase  was  one- 
fourth,  and  in  the  latter  it  was  one- fifth 
between  June  and  July.  Comparing  the 
case  of  the  telegraphic  companies  with 
that  of  the  landed  proprietors,  he  conld 
not  see  any  reason  for  a  deviation  from 
the  mtablished  practice  of  resorting  to 
arbitration.  In  the  case  of  railways  we 
could  not  do  without  the  land  required  for 
them ;  but  we  could  do  without  the  pro- 
perty of  these  telegraph  companies,  and  it 
was  not  necessity,  but  it  was  equity  and 
policy,  which  led  us  to  think  it  necessary 
to  acquire  them.  It  was  only  a  sense  of 
equity  that  prevented  the  State  competing 
with  the  companies,  as  it  was  open  to 
private  persons  to  do  at  any  time.  There- 
fore, he  did  not  see  any  ground  of  a  high 
order  for  foregoing  arbitration  in  the  case 
of  these  companies.  The  position  was 
undoubtedly  an  anomalous  one.  It  was 
the  misfortune  and  not  the  fault  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  House  was 
called  upon  to  give  something  in  the  na- 
ture of  an  assent  to  a  presumptive  bargain 
made  by  the  Government,  and  which  had 
received  the  Parliamentary  sanction  of  a 
Committee  at  a  time  when  it  was  impossible 
for  the  House  to  complete  the  operation 
by  passing  another  Bill — first,  because  they 
did  not  know  the  facts,  and,  second,  be- 
cause the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wonld  not 
nnder  the  circumstances  enter  upon  such 
a  financial  operation.  That  would  be  a 
matter  of  comparative  insignificance  if  the 
question  were  to  be  considered  by  the  same 
body  next  year ;  but  unfortunately  a  dis- 
Bolation  intervenes,  and  the  case  must  be 
referred  to  an  entirely  different  tribunal. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  stated 
that  the  new  Parliament  must  come  to  a 
free  and  unfettered  judgment  vrith  regard 
to  the  terms.  Now,  Siere  were  certain 
occasions  in  which,  while  Parliament  was 
not  legally  bound,  it  was  l>ound  by  the 
strictest  laws  oif  honour;  and  this  Parlia- 
ment had  no  right  to  put  the  Members 
of  the  new  Parliament  in  the  position  of 
having  it  said  to  them,  ^'Yon  are  not 
free  ;  yon  are  bound  by  the  assent  of  those 
who  have  gone  before  you."  The  new 
Parliament  would  not,  could  not,  end 
ought  not  to  admit  that  it  was  bound. 
It  must  have  not  otily  a  legal  but  a  moral 
freedom  of  choice.  No  doul)t  it  Wonld 
Mr.  Gladstone 


give  due  respect  i»  the  anthoritj  ef  the 
Government,  of  the  Department^  and  of 
any  vote  of  the  House  ;  but  tiiese  would 
come  before  it  as  the  elements  of  the  case 
for  its  final  decision,  and  not  a6  laws  de- 
termined beforehand.  It  was  of  tb« 
greatest  importance  it  should  be  thoronghly 
understood  that  this  Parliament  was  not 
attempting  to  fasten  on  the  new  Parlia- 
ment an  obligation  that  would  be  mUrm 
inre$^  and  it  was  desirable  that  this  should 
be  placed  oH  iidcord  by  the  vneqnivocal 
declarations  of  Members  of  Parliament. 
Feeting  great  difficulty  about  the  terns 
proposed  to  be  given  to  the  compames  by 
the  Bill,  and  being  eonvinced  that  di»- 
orelion  and  good  sense  woatd  govern  the 
proceedings  <k  the  shareholders,  and  that 
they  would  not  attempt  to  drive  matters 
to  extremities,  he  could  not  be  satisfied 
without  placing  on  record  an  expressioii 
of  opinion  that  we  should  have  acted  more 
circumspectly  and  safely  if  we  had  ad* 
hered  to  the  ordinary  method  of  arbitra- 
tion, and  therefore  he  was  glad  the  hon. 
Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers)  in- 
tended raising  that  question  on  the  4th 
clause.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  w^uM 
see  tiiere  Was  every  disposition  to  snpport 
the  policy  of  the  measure,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, and  his  own  wish  was  that,  undtf 
the  auspices  of  the  right  hon.  QentleoBan, 
the  measure  might  be  sucoessfully  ottrried 
through. 

Mb.  NORWOOD  said,  that  although 
the  Select  Committee  laboured  under  dif- 
ficulties which  were  not  diminished  Wh^ 
the  opposition  to  the  Bill  disappeared, 
they  did  not  fail  to  examine  every  point 
involving  the  interest  of  the  country. 
Their  chief  difficulty  was  that  they  had 
before  them  a  scheme  the  receipts  and 
expenditure  of  which  oould  not  be  exactly 
ascertained ;  but  having  a  maximum  esti- 
mate which  showed  a  net  revenue  of 
£358,000,  and  a  minimum  estimate  which 
showed  a  net  revenue  of  £203,000,  they 
adopted  the  mean  of  £280,500  as  the  re- 
venue that  might  be  reasonably  calculated 
upon.  Mr.  Scudamore  gare  to  the  Select 
Committee  the  strongest  assurance  that 
all  the  rights  and  property  of  the  tde- 
graph  companies  could  be  purchased  for 
£6,000,000,  and  a  financial  officet  of  the 
Treasury  fully  confirmed  those  figures* 
A.S  to  the  bargains  tv'ith  th^  tel^rapih 
companies  and  railway  companies  he  was 
not  satisfied  with  them.  These  companies, 
he  thought,  were  about  to  receive  a  very 
large  sum  Ihdeed.    But  the  8ele<Jt  t?otti- 
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mitte^  were  placed  in  tliis  positton— they 
could  not  modify  the  arrangements  made 
by  the  Cliancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
at  that  Iftte  period  of  the  Session  were 
obliged  either  to  sanction  the  proposal  in 
its  entirety  or  to  reject  it.  As  the  Go- 
remment  intended  that  every  money  order 
office  in  the  kingdom  should  have  telegra- 
phic wires,  there  would  be  about  4,000 
telegraphic  stations,  instead  of  a  little  oyer 
2,000,  and  no  one  who  perused  the  evi- 
dence could  doubt  that  as  the  Government 
possessed  a  staff  to  work  the  tel^raphs, 
they  could  afford  much  more  and  cheaper 
accommodation  tban  the  telegraph  com- 
panies could.  As  to  a  legal  monopoly,  be 
did  not  think  one  was  demanded  by  the 
circumstances  of  the  case.  The  Post  Office 
authorities  would  practically  have  a  mo- 
nopoly ;  but  he  saw  no  reason  why,  if  a 
private  company  should  be  able  to  trans- 
mit messages  at  a  cheaper  rate,  the  public 
should  not  have  the  benefit  of  the  com- 
petition. As  to  the  profits  of  the  under- 
taking, he  was  sanguine  enough  to  believe 
that  Mr.  Scudamore's  maximum  estimate 
was  not  too  high  an  estimate  for  the 
future.  The  proposed  reform  would  be  of 
inestimable  benefit  to  the  country — and 
next  to  the  penny  postage  would  be  the 
greatest  boon  and  blessing  conferred  on 
the  people  in  recent  times.  In  the  course 
of  a  few  years  a  rate  of  6d.  might  not 
improbably  be  fixed  for  messages  to  every 
part  of  the  kingdom,  and  the  advantageous 
results  of  such  cheap  telegraphy  could 
hardly  be  over-estimated. 

Mr.  LEVESON-GOWER  said,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  neither  the  House  nor 
the  country  sufficiently  appreciated  the 
enormous  importance  of  this  question. 
He  thouf^ht  that  that  importance  could 
scarcely  be  overrated,  not  merely  as  re- 
garded the  question  itself,  but  likewise  in 
reference  to  its  furnishing  a  precedent  for 
future  legislation.  This  proposal  was  a 
step  in  a  direction  quite  new  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  country — an  undertaking 
founded  upon  an  opposite  principle  to 
that  which  had  been  hitherto  acted  upon 
by  them— namely,  the  principle  of  leaving 
all  such  operations  to  private  enterprize. 
Although  he  admitted  there  might  pro- 
perly be  exceptions  to  that  rule,  still,  as 
far  as  he  knew,  this  was  the  first  time  the 
Government  had  offered  to  purchase  from 
private  individuals  large  commercial  con- 
cerns with  the  view  of  carrying  on  the 
business  of  them  themselves.  He  there- 
fore thought  it  was    a  measure  which 


ought  not  to  be  passed  without  the  greatest 
deliberation.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the 
many  considerations  connected  with  this 
question  had  not  as  yet  received  attention. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  introduced  it  in  a  speech 
of  ten  minutes,  and  moved  the  second  read- 
ing in  a  speech  of  twenty  minutes.  H6 
might  remark,  moreover,  that  early  on 
the  evening  when  the  second  reading  was 
agreed  to,  the  House  received  a  positive 
assurance  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  measure  would  not  be  proceeded 
with.  The  breach  of  that  promise  ought 
not  to  be  passed  by  unobserved. 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  did  not  quite  understand 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  who  would,  perhaps, 
explain  his  meaning  more  fiilly. 

Mb.  LEVESON-GOWER  said,  that 
early  in  the  evening  in  question  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  assured  the  House  that 
after  twelve  o'clock  the  Electric  Tele- 
graphs Bill  would  not  be  proceeded  with. 
He  was  aware,  however,  that  the  pro- 
ceeding with  it  after  that  hour  was  justi- 
fied on  the  ground  that  some  understand- 
ing had  been  entered  into  between  some 
of  the  opponents  and  the  promoters  of  the 
measure.  He  maintained  that  that  justi- 
fication was  not  a  sufficient  one.  Great 
inconvenience  would  result  if  those  who 
were  opposed  to  a  particular  measure  felt 
they  could  not  safely  leave  the  House  even 
after  an  assurance  had  been  given  by  the 
Government  that  the  measure  would  not 
be  proceeded  with  that  evoning.  Although 
he  (Mr.  Leveson-Gower)  had  a  high  opinion 
of  tlie  ability  of  the  Gentlemen  who  formed 
the  Select  Committee  to  whom  the  Bill 
was  referred,  he  could  not  say  so  much  in 
favour  of  their  impartiality,  for  with  one 
exception — that  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  York  (Mr.  Leeman) — he  be- 
lieved they  had  all  been  favourable  to  thfe 
measure.  Nearly  the  whole  of  the  time 
of  the  Committee  was  occupied  with  the 
consideration  of  the  amount  of  money  that 
ought  to  be  paid  to  the  companies,  whilst 
the  many  bearings  of  the  question  were 
wholly  ignored  or  disregarded.  It  was 
desirable  to  ascertain  what  occurred  ih 
other  countries;  and  he  understood  that 
in  the  United  States  the  telegraphic  com- 
munications, which  were  entirely  in  the 
hands  of  private  companies,  were  acknow- 
ledged to  be  remarkably  successful.  An- 
other question,  which  was  not  alluded  to, 
was  that  of  the  improvements  that  were 
now  going  on  in  the  telegraphic  syste^b 
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of  the  oonntry.  After  consideriDg  those 
improyements,  it  ill  became  the  public  or 
their  representatives  to  throw  dirt  upon 
those  companies.  It  was  argued  that  great 
improvements  would  be  effected  in  the 
system  if  the  whole  management  were 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Post  Office  au- 
thorities. But  why  had  not  those  autho- 
rities sought  to  00* operate  with  the  com- 
panies in  order  to  effect  those  improve- 
ments ?  After  many  discussions  upon  this 
scheme,  whilst  the  question  of  its  policy 
had  been  hardly  touched  upon,  the  House 
was  called  upon  to  inaugurate  a  new  state 
of  things  fraught  with  the  most  serious 
consequences.  He  confessed  he  did  not 
like  to  see  large  public  companies,  after 
declaring  their  opposition  to  a  measure  on 
great  public  grounds,  withdrawing  their 
opposition  merely  because  they  were  to 
receive  a  large  sum  of  money  for  their 
shares.  He  thought  there  was  great  force 
in  the  observation  that  the  Irish  railway 
companies  or  other  undertakings  which 
the  Government  would  be  likely  to  pur- 
chase would  point  to  the  present  measure 
when  estimating  the  value  of  their  pro- 
perty. It  was  a  great  pity  that  this  Bill 
should  be  pressed  forward  at  so  inoppor- 
tune a  time,  when  the  difficulties  of  coming 
to  an  arrangement  with  the  companies 
were  necessarily  greatly  aggravated.  In 
his  opinion  it  would  have  been  better  if 
the  Government  had  instituted  a  full  and 
searching  inquiry  in  the  first  instance, 
which  he  believed  would  have  removed  all 
the  objections  that  could  be  raised  against 
a  scheme  of  this  kind,  and  rendered  sub- 
sequent legislation  on  the  subject  compara- 
tively easy. 

Mk.  E.  POTTEB,  having  had  much 
experience  in  the  telegraph  department  of 
business,  felt  satisfied  that  the  evidence 
given  by  Mr.  Scudamore  was  sound  and 
practical,  and  that  it  rather  under-stated 
than  over-stated  his  case.  He  believed 
that  a  ^d,  telegraph  would  be  three  times 
more  valuable  than  a  1«.  one,  and  would 
prove  a  far  more  successful  measure. 
Looking  at  the  marvellous  increase  in  the 
revenue  of  the  Post  Office  within  the  last 
ten  years,  he  considered  that  if  the  tele- 
graph companies  had  reduced  their  terms 
in  proportion  that  the  proceeding  would 
be  attended  with  the  same,  or  even  better, 
results.  He  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  pass  this  part  of  the  Bill  that  Ses- 
sion ;  and  he  felt  satisfied  that  tlie  next 
House  of  Commons  would  complete  the 
arrangement  by  giving  such  a  price  for 
Mr,  Lweson-GhwiT 


the  property  as  would  meet  with  the  ap- 
probation of  all  parties  concerned. 

Sib  JOHN  GEAY  said,  he  had  listened 
with  much  interest  to  the  discussion  that 
had  taken  place,  and  was  gratified  to  ob« 
serve  that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was 
substantially  accepted  by  hon.  Members 
who  had  addressed  the  House  from  both 
sides.  He  felt  that  Ireland  was  largely 
interested  in  the  promotion  of  the  measure, 
and  an  hon.  Member  objected  to  the  Bill 
as  forming  a  precedent  for  the  purchase  of 
Irish  railways  not  on  its  intrinsic  merits. 
He  (Sir  John  Gray)  thought  that  the  fact 
of  its  forming  a  precedent  was  no  solid 
objection  to  a  measure  which  would  con- 
fessedly prove  to  be  a  first  step  towards 
increasing  the  commercial  activity  of  that 
country.  He  saw  in  the  details  given  in 
the  evidence  of  Mr.  Scudamore  that  only 
5  per  cent  in  number  of  the  telegraphic 
messages  that  passed  over  the  entire  tele- 
graphic system  of  the  United  Kingdom 
represented  the  telegraphic  intercourse 
between  Ireland  and  Great  Britain.  Every 
man  who  understood  the  commerciid 
transactions  of  Ireland  knew  that  the 
present  trade  of  that  country  was  princi- 
pally a  cross-Channel  trade;  and  while 
the  inland  telegraph  intercourse  was  re- 
presented by  95  per  cent,  the  whole  Irish 
cross-Channel  trade  was  represented  by 
only  5  per  cent.  This  was  admitted  to 
be  owing  to  the  high  tariff — which  was 
from  d«.  to  4«.  per  message— 3«.  to  the 
coast  of  Ireland  from  London,  and  4«.  to 
the  interior.  In  fact,  there  was  a  pro- 
hibitory tariff ;  and  thus  the  growth  and 
development  of  trade  which  resulted  in 
other  countries  and  in  this  from  telegra- 
phic facilities  had  absolutely  no  existence 
in  Ireland.  He  therefore,  as  an  Irish 
representative,  watched  the  progress  of 
this  measure  with  special  interest,  as  one 
the  realization  of  which  must  be  of  great 
commercial  advantage  to  Ireland.  The 
leading  points  submitted  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House  by  the  Bill  now  before 
them  he  conceived  to  be  these — The  first 
point  suggested  was  the  propriety  of  plac- 
ing the  system  under  the  control  of  the 
Post  Office.  That  was  conceded  by  every 
Member  save  one  who  addressed  the  House, 
and  by  none,  he  was  happy  to  say,  more 
cordially  and  more  ably  supported  than  by 
the  leading  Members  of  the  front  Opposi- 
tion Benches,  who,  while  objecting  to  the 
details  of  the  agreements  with  the  several 
companies,  quite  endorsed  the  principle 
that  the  pubuc  interest  demanded  that  the 
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Government,  as  representing  the  public, 
onght  to  obtain  the  management  of  the 
telegraphs  of  the  kingdom.  The  next 
question  was  the  question  of  price.  He 
would  not  assume  to  be  as  good  a  judge 
of  the  price  as  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
preced^  him  (Mr.  £.  Potter).  He  felt, 
however,  that  all  men  who  dispassionately 
considered  the  subject  must  admit  that 
when  a  Government,  acting  on  behalf  of 
the  public,  and  for  the  benefit  of  the 
pubh'c,  assumed  forcible  possession  of  the 
property  of  a  private  individual  or  of  an 
incorporated  company  for  the  public  in- 
terest, the  public  were  bound  to  give  not 
only  a  good  but  a  full,  and  even  more 
than  faU  price.  The  hon.  Member  who 
addressed  the  House  last  but  one  observed 
that  the  price  given  to  the  companies  was 
too  large,  and  added  that  it  would  be  used 
as  a  precedent  for  giving  an  extra  price 
hereafter  for  the  Irish  railways  if  the 
Government  should  determine  to  buy  those 
railways.  Now,  he  (Sir  John  Gray)  hoped 
that  it  would  have  that  effect.  He  hoped 
that  if  the  principle  of  purchase  laid  down 
in  this  Bill  were  taken  as  a  precedent,  that 
on  that  precedent  the  Government  would 
have  to  give  a  large  price  for  the  Irish 
railways,  for  if  the  price  to  be  paid 
amounted  to  a  large  figure  computed  on  a 
basis  identical  with  the  basis  of  this  Bill 
—that  of  actual  profits  realized  by  work- 
ing^and  if  the  price  were  to  be  propor- 
tioned to  the  profits,  then  a  large  price 
given  for  the  Irish  railways  would  indicate 
increased  activity,  commercial  progress, 
and  the  growth  of  wealth  in  Ireland.  He 
(Sir  John  Gray)  regretted  to  have  to  say 
that  he  did  not  think  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  London  (Mr.  Goschen)  did 
justice  to  the  financial  statements  laid  be- 
fore the  Select  Committee  by  Mr.  Scuda- 
more.  That  gentleman,  in  his  very  valu- 
able evidence,  gave,  as  stated,  his  estimates 
of  the  minimum  and  of  the  maximum 
returns.  The  minimum  assumed  that 
there  would  be  no  increase  of  messages  as 
to  number,  and  even  on  that  he  showed  a 
profit  of  more  than  £200,000  a  year  over 
the  maintenance  charges  and  the  working 
cost,  taking  the  working  cost  to  be  the 
same  as  it  was  at  present,  modified  only 
by  the  diminution  resulting  from  amalga- 
mation. With  this  estimate  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  London  did  not  deal.  Instead 
of  dealing  with  the  minimum  estimate  as 
to  returns,  he  entered  into  a  computation 
with  a  view  to  show  that  the  number  of 
messages  in  1867,  which  Mr.  Scudamore 


deduced  fh>m  the  total  number  of  1866, 
with  the  average  increase  added,  was  not 
so  large  as  Mr.  Scudamore  estimated  the 
number  to  be.  He  knew  he  (Sir  John 
Gray)  was  treading  on  dangerous  ground 
when  he  ventured  to  dispute  the  calcula- 
tions of  so  great  a  master  of  figures  as  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London; 
yet  he  must,  with  all  deference,  dispute  the 
soundness  of  the  basis  of  his  calculations  and 
with  them  the  result  arrived  at.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  he  tested  Mr. 
Scudamore's  figures  by  taking  the  total 
earnings  and  dividing  the  total  sum  by 
2s,,  which  he  took  as  the  mean  cost  of  the 
messages.  He  (Sir  John  Gray)  ventured 
to  think  that  this  was  a  most  fallacious 
mode  of  arriving  at  the  gross  number  of 
messages.  The  evidence  showed  that  of 
every  100  messages  sent  fifty-five  were 
charged  at  Is.,  thirty  were  charged  at 
Is.  6d, — thus  showing  that  85  per  cent  of 
the  whole  number  were  under  1«.  6d,,  and 
only  15  per  cent  at  2«.  or  more;  yet  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  order  to  refute 
figures  that  had  no  essential  bearing  on 
the  question,  took  2s.  as  the  main  cost  of 
each  milesge,  though  only  fifteen  of  the 
100  reached  2s.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  also  made  an  error  of  some  im- 
portance as  to  the  cost  of  working.  Mr. 
Scudamore  took  the  cost  of  working  at  its 
present  cost  as  a  basis.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  argued  that  Mr.  Scudamore's 
deductions  as  to  the  cost  of  working  must 
be  in  error,  because  he  found  that  tiie  cost 
of  working  in  Belgium  was  £5  10s.  per 
mile  of  line,  in  France,  £5  per  mile  ,*  and 
that  would  be  for  the  Irish  and  British 
lines  about  £53,000  more  than  Mr.  Scuda- 
more said  would  be  the  cost  of  the  work- 
ing if  the  system  were  combined  with  the 
Post  Office.  The  fallacy  lay  in  this— The 
French  lines  are  worked  as  a  distinct 
Department  and  are  not  connected  with 
the  Post  Office.  The  proposed  system 
would  connect  the  Post  Office  and  the 
telegraph  under  one  roof,  in  one  office, 
and  divide  the  cost  of  office  and  service 
equitably  between  them,  causing  a  saving 
to  both.  As  to  the  idea  of  giving  the 
Post  Office  a  monopoly,  he  (Sir  John  Qray) 
was  opposed  to  that  idea,  for  it  would  stop 
progress,  stop  improvement,  and  induce 
the  monopolists  to  be  content  with  matters 
as  they  found  them.  The  joint-stock 
companies  could  not  be  induced  to  adopt 
the  most  improved  instruments  of  Profes- 
sor Wheatstone,  because  they  had  a  prac- 
tical monopoly.    That  distinguished  eleo- 
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would  tend  from  seventy  to  100  words  a 
minute,  without  possibility  of  error ;  yet, 
thoi^h  several  years  inrentedi  it  was  only 
recently  tried.  The  right  bon.  Gentleman 
referred  to  a  case  in  which  4|000  was 
inserted  in  by  error  for  400,  and  the  error 
led  to  the  ruin  of  a  respectable  house. 
That  could  not  occur  with  the  Wheat- 
stone  transmitter ;  and  he  (Sir  JohQ  Gray) 
Wng  aDzious  that  the  Go? emment  shocdd 
be  in  a  position  to  be  hound  to  test  all 
improTements  apd  adopt  them  if  real  im- 
provements, objected  t^  giving  them  a 
monopoly. 

Ha.  PHILIPS  objected  to  the  Fort 
Office  having  to  work  the  telegraphs  of 
the  country.  The  Postal  Department  was 
well  conducted ;  hut  that  was  no  reasop 
why  it  ihould  undertake  duties  that  it 
did  not  understand,  and  which  did  not 
belong  to  it.  Who  were  the  parties  that 
ohiefly  used  the  telegraph?  —  merchants, 
lawyers,  and  betting  men,  and  they  were 
well  enough  able  to  pay  lor  their  messages. 
The  rate  of  messages  might  be  reduced  to 
1«.,  or  6(i,  or  even  3<l. ;  but  if  any  defi> 
ciency  arose,  the  English  taxpayer  must 
make  it  good.  As  a  merchant  he  objected 
to  any  such  farour  from  the  taxpayers, 
and  he  objected  to  its  being  done  for  the 
benefit  of  lawyers  and  betting  men.  Then, 
again,  Irish  railways  were  very  likely  to 
be  dealt  with  on  the  same  system,  and  he, 
for  one,  must  object  to  these  great  indus- 
tries being  placed  under  the  surveillance 
of  the  Government.  He  hoped  at  the  next 
Election  the  whole  of  this  important  ques- 
tion would  be  impartially  and  seriously 
considered  by  the  different  constituencies. 
He  was  decidedly  opposed  to  the  BilL 

2£b.  ALDjnaiuK  XiXtSK  wished  to  know  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  taken  into  ac- 
count the  depreciation  in  the  value  of  the 
plant  which  he  was  about  to  purchase  ? 
He  had  seen,  while  travelling  on  a  rail- 
way a  few  days  ago,  a  number  of  tele- 
graphic posts  in  a  partially  rotten  state, 
and  he  had  been  informed  that  they  wou)d 
want  renewing  along  the  whole  length  of 
the  line  in  two  or  three  years,  i^ew  ma- 
chines were  constantly  being  invented, 
and  would  be  frequently  required.  An- 
other point  which  should  not  be  forgotten 
was  that  the  Committee  had  sat  only 
nine  days,  their  Report  filled  250  pages, 
110  of  which  were  taken  up  by  the  evi- 
dence of  Mr.  Scudamore,  and  therefore  it 
was  likely  that  the  evidence  would  be 
Sir  John  Or  ay 


one-sided.  The  reputation  which  ^  Go- 
vernment had  acquired  as  shipbuilders  was 
not  encouraging^  when  it  was  propoa84  to 
give  them  the  management  of  a  great  ooa^- 
meroial  undertaking.  He  warned  the  Go- 
vernment against  entering  into  oompetitioa 
in  business  with  the  public  \  they  would 
never  succeed  unleas  they  had  a  monopoly, 
and  he  urge^  further  discussion  before 
the  Bill  was  piissed.  Already  the  com- 
pensation had  incf eased  from  £4,000,000 
to  £6,000,000,  and  probably  the  next  sum 
named  would  be  £8^000,000. 

Bill  eofuidered  in  Committee. 

(^i^  the  Committee.) 

Olauiea  1  to  8,  inclusive,  a0re0i  to. 

Clause  4  (Power  for  Postmaster  General 
to  purchase  Telegraphs). 

i(B.  CHILDERS  moved  to  amend  the 
clause  by  inserting  the  words-* 

**  Tliat  the  prioe  to  be  girea  for  eaoh  under- 
taking ihall  be  decided  bj  arbitratioQ  in  tbi 
manner  hereinafter  to  be  proTlded/' 

in  lieu  of  the  words  beginning  in  line  40 
to  the  end  of  the  clause.  This  alteration 
would  bring  the  Bill  back  to  the  form  in 
which  it  stood  before  it  wept  to  the  Selee 
Committee.  He  had  been  referred  to  be- 
fore the  Committee  aa  having  carried 
through  a  similar  Bill  in  another  country; 
and  ti^erefore  no  one  would  suspect  him 
of  being  opposed  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.  He  did  not  think  that  either  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  or  Kr.  Scudamore  had  in 
any  degree  exaggerated  the  prospects  of 
the  increase  likely  to  arise  in  the  use  of 
the  tolegraph.  Qn  the  contrary,  while  they 
had  placed  the  number  of  messages  likely 
to  be  sent  out  at  6,000,000,  with  an 
annual  increase  of  10  per  cent,  he  esti- 
mated the  number  at  12,000,000  per  an- 
num, the  proportion  of  messages  sent  to 
the  population  in  the  colonies,  where  this 
system  was  in  force,  being  one  message  to 
every  two  and  a  half  inhabitants.  While 
giving  the  Bill  his  best  support,  however* 
he  objected  to  the  unusual  proposal  it 
contained,  that  the  torms  upon  which  the 
purchase  of  private  property  was  to  be 
made  were  to  be  settled  between  the  €k>* 
vernment  and  those  whose  property  was 
to  be  purchased.  What  was  the  stato  of 
things  before  the  Bill  went  into  Commit- 
tee? The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  the 
promoter  of  the  Bill,  was  opposed  by  the 
telegraph  companies,  who  alleged  that  the 
Bill  was  one  most  injurious  to  the  pahlie 
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interest  Each  side  w«s  repratented  bj 
counsel,  and  so  long  «s  there  were  two 
opposing  parties  coneemed  it  was  probable 
that  matters  wonld  he  &irly  adjusted  ; 
but  as  soon  as  an  arrangement  was  come 
to  the  opposition  was  entirely  withdrawn, 
and  the  opponents  of  the  Bill,  having  re* 
oeived  money  to  support  it,  discovered 
that,  instead  of  being  opposed  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  public,  it  was  an  admirable 
Bill.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  York  (Mr.  Leeman)  was  op* 
posed  to  the  prinoiple  of  the  BiUj  bi|t  on 
the  question  of  priee,  there  was  no  one  on 
the  Comp[iittee  to  examine  witnesses  and 
endeavour  to  bring  out  facts  but  his  right 
W.  Friend  the  Jtepabpr  for  the  City  ^r. 
Goschen).  There  really  was  no  evidence 
that  twenty  years'  purchase  was  a  fair 
price,  and  the  mode  in  which  the  price 
had  been  fixed  in  this  case  would  be  a  bad 
precedent.  The  Government  should  not 
nave  fixed  upon  any  number  of  years' 

Surchase ;  but  should  have  inserted  in  the 
iill  the  usual  compensation  clause,  and 
allowed  the  price  to  be  fixed  as  it  was  in 
all  analogous  cases.  He  should  therefore 
propose  to  introduce  the  common  clause 
relating  to  arbitration  and  referring  to  the 
Consolidation  Acts  under  which  the  arbi- 
tration would  be  made.  As  to  the  allega- 
tion that  in  this  Bill  the  precedent  of  the 
Kailway  Act  of  1844  was  followed,  he 
must  say  that  in  the  ease  of  that  Act  it 
was  perfectly  right  to  fix  the  number  of 
years'  purchase  at  which  the  railways 
which  might  be  brought  under  its  opera- 
tion were  to  be  purohased*  because  that 
Act  passed  before  the  Acts  incorporating 
the  companies  to  which  it  referred.  That 
Act  had  only  a  prospective  operation,  and 
the  Legislature  was  justified  in  saying  that 
if  railways,  which  were  not  at  that  time 
in  existence,  sbonid  under  certain  cir- 
cumstances have  certain  advantages,  they 
should  also  be  subjected  to  certain  dis- 
abilities; but  this  Bill  was  retrospective 
in  its  effect,  and  in  the  case  of  the  pur- 
chase of  an  existing  property  the  invari- 
able custom  had  been  not  to  fix  the  num- 
ber of  years'  purchase,  but  to  leave  that 
to  the  arbitrator.  There  was  nothing  in 
the  evidence  to  support  the  principle  of  a 
twenty  years'  purchase.  He  moved  that 
all  the  words  after  '' successors "  in  the 
clause  should  be  omitted,  in  order  to  in- 
sert **  and  the  price  to  be  given  for  such 
undertaking  and  property  shall  be  decided 
by  arbitoition." 


Tv  CHANCEIXOB  o;  tbb  EXCHIU 
QUEB  laid,  he  beped  th^  CommUtee  would 
not  accept  the  Amendment  of  his   hon. 
Friend  (Hr.  Childers),  but  would  take  the 
Bill  as  it  had  come  fTom  the  Committee. 
He  thought  his  hon.  Friend  was  mistaken 
as  to  the  provisions  of  the  Land  Clauses 
Act.    Under  that  Act  the  parties  were,  in 
the  first  instance,  to  endeavour  to  agree 
upon  a  rate  of  priee.    It  was  on  their 
failure  to  so  agree  the  fdd  o|  arbitration 
to  fix  the  rate  was  invoked.    In  this  case 
the  parties  had  come  to  an  agreement ;  so 
that  the  Government  had  adopted  the  first 
alternative  in  the  Land  Glauses  Act,  and 
they  came  to  Parliament  and  stated  what 
the  agreemei^t  was.     He  thought  that  on 
the  second  reading  lie  stated  to  the  House 
that  the  Government  had  offered  terms,  and 
even  mentioned  what  those  terms  were* 
No  one  then  objected  or  stated  that  i<i 
having  offered  terms  the  Government  had 
acted  improperly.    Kow,  as  regarded  what 
had  been  said  about  the  extravagance  of 
the  price,  he  hoped  the  Committee  would 
bear  in  mind  that  the  transaction  was  one 
in  the  nature  of  a  compulsory  purchase. 
The  Government  had  always  regarded  it 
in  that  light.     It  was  quite  dear  that  the 
parties  with  whom  they  had  to  deal  were 
commercial  companies   which   had  been 
struggling  during  the  earlier  stages  of  their 
existence,  but  had  arrived  at  the  position 
of  making  a  considerable  profit  of  the  un- 
dertakings. Now,  if  the  Gx>vemment  went 
to  arbitration  on  the  question  of  the  rate 
of  purchase  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
under  such  circumstances  the  companies 
wonld  get  liberal  terms.    He  had  never 
asserted  that  the  terms  which  the  (Govern- 
ment had  agreed  to  were  not  liberal.  What 
he  had  asserted  was  that  they  were  not  too 
liberal.  He  doubted  very  n)uch  whethery  if 
his  hon.  Friend  succeeded  in  his  Amend- 
ment, the  eompanies  would  not  get  better 
terms.    He  was  not  prepared  to  give  the 
figures,  because,  if  he  did  so,  he  might  pre- 
judice the  case  of  the  Government  in  the 
arbitration  on  other  points;  but   he  had 
gone  into  calculations  which  induced  him  to 
believe  that,  in  the  interests  of  the  public, 
it  was  better  to  pay  twenty  years*  pur- 
chase than  go  to  arbitration  on  the  question 
of  the  rate.     As  to  the  comparison  that 
had  been  made  between  the  price  in  this 
case  and  that  provided  in  the  case  of  the 
railways  by  the  Act  of  1844,  the  Committee 
would  remember  that  under  the  provisions 
of  that  Act  the  Government  were  enabled 
at  the  expiration  of  twenty-one  years 
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after  the  completion  of  a  line  of  railway 
to  take  it  into  their  own  hands.  But  this 
provision  only  applied  to  railways  con- 
structed after  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
1844  ;  and,  consequently,  the  parties  who 
made  those  lines  did  so  knowing  that  they 
were  liable  to  have  that  Act  put  in  opera- 
tion as  against  them.  Those  parties  had 
therefore  no  right  to  complain  ;  but  there 
was  no  such  Act  as  that  of  1844  applying 
to  telegraphs.  The  persons  who  con- 
structed railways  after  that  Act  knew  that 
the  undertakings  might  be  taken  up  by 
the  Government,  and  yet  they  were  to 
have  twenty-five  years'  purchase  on  a 
three  years'  average.  Again,  as  to  com- 
petition, there  was  nothing  in  the  Act 
of  1844  to  prevent  the  railways  from  being 
subjected  to  competition  ;  nor  was  there 
anything  in  any  Act  referring  to  railways 
of  which  he  was  aware  which  laid  down 
that  the  Government  must  not  compete 
in  railways.  It  was  said  that  the  Post- 
master Genera]  might  obtain  an  Act  to 
enable  him  to  transmit  telegraph  messages, 
and  otherwise  to  carry  on  the  business  of 
a  telegraph  company  without  purchasing 
the  interests  of  the  existing  companies. 
Ko  doubt  he  might ;  but  would  not  the 
whole  House  come  down  and  resist  such 
a  proposal  did  any  Government  venture 
to  make  it  ?  Let  him  take  the  price  of 
the  shares  in  those  companies.  At  the 
time  when  this  bargain  was  made  the 
price  of  the  shares  of  the  principal  com- 
pany was,  he  thought,  £172  10«.  He  be- 
lieved that  was  on  the  25th  of  May,  though 
he  was  not  quite  sure.  Now,  he  did  not 
think  the  arbitrator  would  give  less  than 
the  price  of  the  shares  in  the  market,  and 
certainly  he  would  add  something  on  account 
of  the  purchase  being  a  compulsory  one. 
The  compensation  would  be  twenty  years' 
purchase  of  the  net  profits  of  the  com- 
panies, and  the  question  as  to  what  the 
net  profits  amounted  to  would  be  decided 
by  the  arbitrators,  who  would,  of  course, 
take  into  consideration  the  depreciable 
nature  of  the  property  and  the  sum  laid 
by  for  repairs.  Mention  had  been  made 
of  the  immediate  rise  in  the  price  of  the 
shares  as  soon  as  the  negotiations  had 
assumed  a  definite  shape.  But  the  cer- 
tainty attaching  to  a  Government  ofier 
almost  amounting  to  a  Government  gua* 
rantee,  coupled  with  the  establishment  by 
a  Parliamentary  Committee  of  the  sound- 
ness of  the  various  undertakings  it  was 
proposed  to  purchase,  would  naturally  cause 
an  immediate  and  no  inconsiderable  rise 
2%s  Chancellor  of  iho  JEkchequer 


in  the  price  of  shares.  A  great  deal  had 
been  said  as  to  the  extraordinary  nature 
of  the  agreement  between  the  Gt)vemment 
and  the  telegraph  companies;  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  York  (Mr.  Leeman) 
said  they  would  have  to  dip  their  hands 
into  the  Consolidated  Fund  if  this  Bill 
should  be  carried  out ;  but  to  show  how 
ill-founded  these  fears  were  he  read  a  letter 
from  a  very  eminent  firm  of  capitalists  in 
the  City,  dated  the  2 1st  of  July,  as  fol- 
lows :— 

"  I  beg  to  inform  yoa  that  we  ihall  be  glad  to 
guarantee  to  the  Pott  OiBoe  a  yearly  income  of  4 
per  cent  on  the  capital  propof>ed  to  be  raised  under 
the  proTisions  of  the  Bill  now  before  Parliament, 
for  the  purpose  of  purchasing  the  property  of  the 
different  telegraphic  companies,  on  the  under- 
standing that  wo  are  to  receife  the  net  income 
from  the  telegraphs  for  fifteen  years.  We  are 
ready  to  deposit  with  the  Bank  of  England  sneh 
guarantee  as  may  be  necessary." 

He  hoped  this  offer  of  4  per  cent  would 
tend  to  allay  any  apprehensions  existing 
in  the  minds  of  hon.  Members.  He  did 
not  wish  to  detain  the  Committee  any 
longer,  although  it  had  been  said  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bodmin  (Mr.  Leveaon- 
Gk>wer)  that  his  speeches  upon  this  matter 
were  too  short.  That  was  not  a  common 
complaint  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
he  thought  he  might  venture  now  and 
then  to  indulge  in  brevity,  if  only  for  the 
sake  of  example. 

Amendment  nsgatived. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

In  reply  to  an  hon.  Msmbeb, 

Thb  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QXJER  explained  that  the  Government  had 
agreed  to  grant  liberal  compensation  to 
those  officers  of  the  telegraph  companies 
who  were  not  re-employed  by  the  Post 
Office. 

Clauses  5  to  14,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  15  (Postmaster  General  to  make 
Eegulations  for  Conduct  of  Business,  and 
to  fix  Charges). 

Me.  AYRTON  objected  to  the  olauae, 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  really  not  ap- 
propriate to  the  present  Bill,  but  properly 
belonged  to  the  Money  Bill  which  was  to 
be  introduced  next  Session.  Besides,  at 
present  messages  wore  forwarded  from  one 
part  of  the  metropolis  to  another  for  Gcf., 
and  if  this  clause  passed  in  its  present 
form  it  would  be  tantamount  to  charging 
the  people  of  the  metropolis  for  the  benefit 
of  the  rest  of  the  countiy.  He  moved  that 
at  the  end  of  the  first  paragraph  the  fol- 
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lowing  words  be  inserted: — "Except  for 
the  transmission  of  messages  within  the 
limits  of  the  metropolis."  This  would 
allow  the  rate  of  charge  for  the  metropolis 
to  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Postmaster  Ge- 
neral, and  he  hoped  that  official  would 
keep  the  price  as  it  was  at  present — namelji 
ui6d. 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  although  the  messages  from 
one  part  of  the  metropolis  to  the  other 
were  only  charged  at  the  rate  of  6d.f  yet 
in  most  cases  the  companies  charged  por- 
terage, and  the  price  was  thus  brought 
up  to  1#.  Now  under  the  Post  Office  sys- 
tem no  porterage  would  be  charged,  there- 
fore the  people  of  the  metrdpolis  would  be 
in  no  worse  position  than  they  were  at 
present.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
forgot  that  if  they  left  out  this  part  of  the 
Bill  they  would  leave  out  the  consideration 
to  the  public.  The  Select  Committee  had 
considered  the  matter,  and  their  decision 
might  be  taken. 

Mb.  Albebhan  LTJSE  said,  that  mes- 
sages were  carried  from  one  part  of  the 
metropolis  to  another  for  6d, 

Mb.  NORWOOD  observed  that  the  only 
company  he  found  to  carry  them  at  that 
rate  was  the  Electric  and  International. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  as  the  clause  stood 
the  Postmaster  General  could  not  make 
an  exceptional  rate  for  the  metropolis. 
He  wished  to  have  power  given  to  the 
Postmaster  General  to  do  so. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  that  there  was  no  compulsion 
on  the  Postmaster  General  in  respect  of 
the  price  to  be  charged,  further  than  that 
Is.  was  to  be  the  maximum.  The  Post 
Office  attached  great  importance  to  uni- 
formity of  charge.  He  was  aware  that 
the  nominal  price  for  the  transmission  of 
messages  from  one  part  of  the  metropolis 
to  another  was  at  present  6(2.,  but  por- 
terage brought  the  price  up  to  U,  in  most 
oases.  It  was  desirable  that  no  change 
should  be  made  which  would  alter  the 
financial  bearing  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  HARVEY  LEWIS  objected  to  an 
increase  of  100  per  cent  being  put  on  the 
charge  for  local  messages  in  the  metropolis. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  complained  that 
the  metropolis,  like  the  Jews  in  the  Middle 
Ages,  was  looked  upon  on  all  occasions  as 
a  fair  object  of  plunder.  He  protested 
against  its  being  taxed  for  the  benefit  of 
Scotchmen  and  Irishmen.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  under  the  clause  metropolitan 
messages  might  be  charged   1«.,  and  he 

YOL.  CXCUI.  [xhibd  ssbixs.] 


objected  to  such  a  system  being  intro- 
duced.  He  desired  to  forward  his  messages 
for  6d,t  as  he  was  able  to  do  at  present. 
He  hoped  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
would  divide  upon  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  KARSLAKE  hoped  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  would  .bear  in  mind  that  1«. 
was  to  be  the  maximum  price. 

Sib  COLMAN  OXOGHLEN  called 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  metropolis 
was  not  the  only  place  where  a  message 
could  be  forwarded  for  6d.,  because  you 
could  send  a  telegram  from  Dublin  to 
Bray,  or  Dublin  to  Kingstown,  for  6d„ 
and  he  should  not  like  to  see  that  charge 
increased.  

Mb.  LEYESONGOWER  said,  he  was 
anxious  that  telegraphic  communication 
should  be  made  cheap  to  the  entire  coun« 
try ;  but  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  fair 
to  raise  the  price  paid  for  the  transmission 
of  messages  in  the  metropolis. 

Mb.  turner  believed  that  the  Sd. 
rate  in  the  metropolis  was  charged  in  very 
few  instances  compared  with  the  Is.  rate. 
Uniformity  of  rate  was  so  essential  to  the 
success  of  a  measure  of  that  kind  that  he 
hoped  the  Amendment  would  not  be 
pressed.  If,  however,  it  was  pressed,  he 
must  vote  against  it.  The  benefit  which 
the  tradesmen  as  well  as  the  merchants  of 
London  would  derive  from  that  Bill  would 
be  very  great  indeed;  and  he  did  not 
think  the  metropolis  would  lose  anything 
by  it. 

Mb.  CANDLISH  said,  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  do  well  to 
consider  the  question  of  a  reduction  of 
rate  for  short  distances  as  applicable  to 
towns. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  he  held  in  his  hand  the  rates 
of  porterage  charged  by  the  Electric  and 
International  Telegraph  Company  for  the 
delivery  of  messages.  Those  rates  were 
as  follows : — Under  half  a  mile,  no  charge ; 
over  half  a  mile  and  under  one  mile,  6d., 
and  by  express  messenger.  Is, ;  over  one 
mile  and  under  two  miles,  1«.,  and  by  ex- 
press messenger,  2s. ;  over  two  and  under 
three  miles  by  messenger  on  foot,  Is.  6d., 
and  by  express  messenger  Ss.  Under  that 
Bill  the  people  of  London  would  in  all 
cases  get  their  messages  porterage  free. 
He  could  not  consent  to  depart  Arom  the 
principle  of  uniformity  of  rate. 

Mb.  WATKIN  said,  he  thought  that 
the  principle  of  the  reduced  rate  ought  to 
be  applied  to  all  those  large  towns  in  which 
it  was  at  present  adopted. 
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Mb.  AYRTON  eaid,  he  was  WilHog  to 
haTe  the  seope  of  his  Amendment  extended 
so  as  to  embrace  all  other  places  besides 
the  metropolis,  which  now  enjoyed  the 
advantage  of  the  6d.  rate. 

Mu.  CHILDERS  said,  he  could  not 
concur  in  the  objections  urged  to  the  uni- 
form rate  by  the  hon.  and  l^med  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  Still  he  confessed 
he  was  one  of  those  who  believed  they 
would  ultimately  come  to  a  uniform  6d. 
rate,  though  at  first  it  might  be  expedient 
to  charge  U.  The  argument  now  was 
precisely  the  same  as  that  used  against 
Mr.  Rowland  Hill's  Post  Office  Reform. 

Mb.  E.  potter  appealed  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  consent  to  a  reduction  of 
the  rate  to  6d,,  which  would  at  onoe  settle 
the  question  of  uniformity. 

Thb  chancellor  of  thb  EXGHE- 
QUIi)R  said,  he  was  a  great  believer  in  the 
6d,  rate,  and  so  also  was  Mr.  Scudamore, 
who  mifcht  be  said  to  be  the  author  of  the 
Bill.  He  (the  Ghaneellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer) thought  that  they  must  ultimately 
come  to  it;  but  that  it  would  not  be  pru- 
dent to  begin  with  so  great  a  reduction. 
They  ought  to  afibrd  themselves  an  op* 
portunity  of  seeing  their  way  in  that 
matter,  and  they  ought  not  to  make  too 
great  and  sudden  a  jump. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  13,  line 
27,  after  the  words  "part  of  five  words," 
to  insert  the  words — 

"  ProTided  always,  That  for  measafei  leat  and 
delivered  within  the  limits  of  all  corporate  towns 
and  all  cities  having  a  population  of  more  than 
thirty  thousand,  the  rate  for  the  first  twenty  words 
shall  not  exceed  six  pence." — (Mr,  Waikin,) 

Mk.  BAZLEY  said,  he  saw  no  just 
ground  for  making  a  distinction  in  this 
matter  between  persons  living  in  a  town 
or  city  above  80,000  inhabitants,  and  those 
residing  in  a  city  or  town  with  a  population 
below  that  number.  He  oaudoned  the 
Committee  against  establidiing  any  such 
system  of  discrimination. 

CoLovBL  STKES  feared  that  a  6i. 
tariff  would  result  in  a  burden  being  im- 
posed on  the  Consolidated  Fund. 

Mb.  MONSELL  recommended  the  im- 
mediate adoption  of  a  6d,  charge,  the 
examples  of  France  and  Switzerland 
having  shown  that  a  reduced  price  led  to 
a  great  increase  in  the  number  of  mes- 
sages. 

Question  put.   "That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 
Mr.  TFatkin 


The  Oommittee  iN^kM:— Ayes  26; 
Noes  6S :  Majority  43. 

Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the 
Bill. 

Clauses  16  to  21,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  22  (Postmaster  General  to  pay- 
Rates,  &c.). 

CoLoifBL  BARTTELOT  said,  it  was 
proverbial  that  both  railway  companies 
and  electric  telegraph  companies  had 
either  never  been  assessed,  or  the  aaaeas- 
ment  had  not  been  carried  out  and  was 
still  pending.  He  wanted  to  know  whe- 
ther it  was  the  intention  of  his  right  hon* 
Friend  to  leave  things  as  they  were  or  to 
have  the  property  assessed,  though  auch 
assessment  had  not  been  made  up  to  the 
present. 

Thb  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  that  it  was  intended  to  have 
the  property  pay  the  rates  on  assessment 
as  Government  property. 

Mb.  HENLEY  pointed  out  that  the 
clause  would  require  amendment,  other- 
wise this  property  would  enjoy  a  permanent 
exemption. 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  he  would  look  to  it. 

Ma.  BAZLEY  moved  to  leave  out  in 
line  6  the  words  ''the  passing  of  this 
Act,"  and  insert  ''  such  purchase  or  ao- 
quisition." 

Clansei  as  amended,  agreed  to* 

Clause  23  agreed  to. 

Clause  24  (Providing  for  Payment  of 
Costs  to  Railway  and  Telegraph  Companies 
if  Objects  of  Act  not  carried  out). 

Mb.  AYRTON  asked  how  contracts 
entered  into  by  the  telegraph  companies 
would  be  enforced  against  them  when  the 
telegraphs  were  vested  in  the  Crown  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QIJER  said,  he  would  consult  the  Attorney 
General  on  the  subject  before  the  next 
stage  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  that  a  similar  ques- 
tion had  arisen  when  the  Government 
undertook  to  grant  annuities.  The  proper 
course  would  be  to  have  the  Postmaster 
General  liable  to  be  sued  as  a  subject  in 
any  place  where  the  contract  had  been 
made  or  damage  had  arisen  in  violation  of 
the  contract. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Schedule  and  Preamble  agreed  to. 

House  reeumed. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  consi- 
dered To'fnorrow, 
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POOR  RELIEF  BILL.— (Xorelf.)— [Bill  186.] 
coMMiTTiB.     [^Progres%  July  17.] 

Bill  eoniidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  4  (Consent  of  Meeting  of  Guar- 
dians sufficient  for  the  Formation  of  a 
Sohool  District). 

Mb.  HARVEY  LEWIS  said,  he  wished 
to  make  an  appeal  to  the  Secretarj  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board  against  proceeding  further 
with  the  Bill.  It  contained  several  ob- 
jectionable clauses,  which  had  been  re- 
peatedly brought  forward,  and  as  often 
withdrawn.  Thej  had  now  come  to  the 
fag-end  of  the  Session,  sitting  till  three 
o'clock  in  the  morning*  the  onlj  object 
seeming  to  be  to  hurry  through  Business 
in  a  manner  which  would  certainly  bear 
bitter  fruits  hereafter.  There  could  be  no 
satisfaction  in  going  on  with  this  Bill  at 
this  period  of  the  Session,  and  it  was  most 
remarkable  that  the  Government  should 
now  change  their  tactics  on  the  Bill,  and 
attempt  to  rush  it  through  the  House, 
simply  on  the  ground  of  the  House  of 
Lords  having  made  some  supposed  im- 
provements in  it.  He  would  suggest  that 
it  should  be  withdrawn,  and  brought  for- 
ward early  in  another  Session,  when  it 
might  receive  due  consideration.  He  should 
move  that  the  Chairman  report  Progress. 

Mb.  EINNAIRD  reminded  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  Scotch  as  well  as  the 
metropolitan  Members  strongly  objected  to 
the  Bill,  and  expressed  a  hope  that  the 
Government  would  not  prolong  the  Session 
by  pressing  forward  so  obnoxious  a  mea- 
sure. 

Me.  STNAN  hoped  the  Bill  would  be 
proceeded  with. 

Me.  T.  CHAMBEBS  said,  the  Govern- 
ment had  felt,  on  former  occasions,  that 
the  objections  urged  against  the  clauses 
were  such  as  they  could  not  resist,  and 
had  therefore  withdrawn  them.  These 
objections  remained  in  full  force,  and  why 
should  not  the  Government  then  give  way  ? 
The  Bill  introduced  entirely  new  princi- 
ples into  the  administration  of  the  Poor 
Law.  Was  it  to  the  credit  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  those  clauses  should  be  Intro- 
duoed  within  five  days  of  prorogation,  and 
that  the  Bill  should  be  pressed  forward  in 
such  a  state  of  the  House  as  this,  when 
half  the  Benches  were  empty,  and  every 
Member  who  took  an  interest  in  it  had  left 
town  ? 

YuoouHT  GALWAY  appealed  to  the 


Government  to  withdraw  the  Bill;  and 
said  he  must  support  the  Motion  to  report 
Progress,  although  it  was  with  great  re- 
gret that  he  opposed  a  Bill  which  had  come 
from  the  Lords,  and  had  been  carried 
through  the  Upper  House  by  the  noble 
Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Poor  Law  Board 
(the  Earl  of  Devon).  This  House  had  in 
former  Sessions  rejected  the  obnoxious 
clauses  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  it  was  too 
late  in  the  Session  to  discuss  these  religious 
clauses. 

Me.  SCLATER.BO0TH  explained  that 
last  year  certain  portions  of  the  Poor  Law 
Bill  were  withdrawn  because  there  was 
not  time  for  their  discussion  in  the  other 
House,  although  they  had  been  discussed 
in  this ;  but  in  the  present  Session  the 
Bill  had  gone  through  the  other  House 
first,  so  that  there  was  not  the  same  reason 
for  withdrawing  the  Bill  that  there  was 
for  withdrawing  part  of  last  year's  Bill ; 
and  there  was  only  one  recommendation  of 
the  Select  Committee  embodied  in  this 
Bill  upon  which  the  House  had  not  aljready 
expressed  its  opinion. 

Me.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
hoped  the  Committee  would  not  be  led 
away  into  reporting  Progress  on  an  occa- 
sion which  did  not  call  for  it  Already 
half  an  hour  had  been  wasted  in  fruitless 
speaking.  The  Bill  did  not  relate  to  Scot- 
land ;  but  it  involved  an  Imperial  question 
on  a  subject  that  had  been  carefully  consi- 
dered by  a  Committee  which  sat  three 
years,  and  which  agreed  upon  clauses 
mainly  to  the  effect  of  those  before  the 
Committee.  The  circumstances  of  past 
Sessions  had  prevented  clauses  being  dis- 
cussed in  this  House  in  time  to  get  a  Bill 
through  the  other  House  ;  and  therefore 
the  Department  had  wisely  begun  this 
year  in  the  other  House.  There  was 
abundance  of  time  for  the  discussion  neces- 
sary now,  and  therefore  he  hoped  Progress 
would  not  be  reported. 

Mb.  HARVEY  LEWIS  said,  it  was 
admitted  that  there  had  been  a  deviation 
from  the  regular  course  of  proceeding,  and 
that  this  Bill  came  cut  and  dry  from  the 
other  House  at  a  time  when  there  was  not 
a  fair  opportunity  to  discuss  it  in  this. 
The  Act  which  brought  so  much  credit  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  G.  Hardy) 
was  discussed  in  this  House  first.  Ue 
must  continue  to  offer  such  opposition  as 
he  could  to  the  progress  of  this  Bill,  against 
which  the  Guardians  of  his  borough  had 
petitioned. 
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Mb.  C.  p.  YILLIERS  said,  the  olauses 
objected  to  were  before  this  Hoase  in  1865 ; 
they  had  been  well-conBidered,  and  nothing 
had  been  said  on  the  subject  now  that  had 
not  been  said  before.  The  only  object  of  the 
clauses  was  to  provide  a  means  of  giving 
effect  to  the  law,  which  had  been  evaded. 
The  arguments  for  reporting  Progress  were 
used  three  years  ago,  and  no  doubt  would, 
if  the  occasion  should  arise,  be  repeated 
three  years  hence. 

Mb.  THOMSON  HANKEY  said,  that 
there  were  many  useful  provisions  in  the 
Bill,  and  he  hoped  that  no  obstruction 
would  be  offered  to  its  consideration. 

Motion  negatived. 
Clause  agreed  to. 
Clause  5  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (A  separate  Creed  Register  to 
be  kept  in  every  Workhouse  and  Pauper 
school). 

Mb.  T.  chambers  moved  the  omis- 
sion  of  the  clause.  The  professed  object 
of  it  and  of  the  following  clauses  to 
Clause  12  was,  he  said,  to  secure  religious 
liberty  in  workhouses  and  workhouse 
schools.  If  the  present  law  did  not  secure 
that  religious  liberty,  he,  as  a  strong  Pro- 
testant, would  desire  to  see  the  law  altered; 
but  the  change  now  proposed  would  inter- 
fere  with  religious  liberty.  Already  ade- 
quate protection  was  given  by  law  to  the 
religious  liberty  of  the  inmates  of  work- 
houses, whether  adults  or  orphans.  In 
the  Act  of  last  Session  additional  provision 
had  been  made  for  the  education  of  orphan 
children  according  to  the  religion  of  the 
parents  or  guardians.  And  as  regarded 
adults,  every  person  who  went  into  a 
workhouse,  or  who  was  on  the  relief  list, 
was  entered  as  of  a  particular  form  of  re- 
ligious persuasion.  Was  not  that  a  Creed 
Register  ?  The  provisions  of  this  BiU  were 
perfectly  unnecessary.  Even  Dr.  Manning 
himself  declared  in  a  letter  to  the  poor 
Catholics  of  his  diocese,  which  he  caused 
to  be  posted  on  the  chapel  doors  in  West- 
minster, that  the  Catholic  inmates  of  work- 
houses had  their  rights  under  the  existing 
law  of  the  land.  It  depended  on  them- 
selves whether  they  should  enjoy  or  be 
deprived  of  them.  They  had  nothing  to  do 
but  to  ask  for  them.  If  they  demanded  them 
respectfully  and  firmly,  those  rights  would 
not  be  refused.  And  what  were  those 
rights?  Every  adult  in  the  workhouse 
might  demand  the  visit  of  a  Catholic 
clergyman  and  the  ministrations  of  the 
Mr,  Harvey  Lewie 


Catholic  religion.  If  that  was  sOy  what 
change  was  necessary  as  r^^arded  adults  ? 
If  they  did  more,  they  would  not  be  pro- 
tecting  but  interfenng  with  religious 
liberty.  If  that  was  so,  the  adult  CaUiolic 
inmates  of  the  workhouse  had  no  ground 
of  complaint.  Then  with  regard  to  the 
Catholic  children,  power  was  given  for 
their  removal  to  the  Catholic  school  certi- 
fied under  the  Poor  Law.  What  more 
could  be  done  ?  But  a  perfectly  novel  provi- 
sion was  made  in  this  Bill,  introdnc^  for 
the  first  time  into  English  law.  If  they 
desired  to  alter  the  law,  let  the  Govern- 
ment bring  forward  their  Bill  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  Session,  when  there  was 
time  to  discuss  it.  For  these  reasons  be 
asked  the  Committee  to  reftise  at  this  stage 
of  the  Session  to  enter  into  the  controversy 
which  must  ensue  if  the  clauses  were 
proceeded  with. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
perhaps  it  would  be  conv^ent  were  he 
to  state  the  reasons  which  had  induced  &e 
Government  to  bring  forward  these  clausee. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Maryle- 
bone  (Mr.  T.  Chambers)  had  stated  that 
the  Bill  of  1834  contained  a  clause  which 
provided  that  no  persons  should  be  com- 
pelled to  attend  against  their  will  any  re- 
ligious service  of  a  religion  different  from 
his  own ;  but  he  had  not  stated  that  the 
order  of  the  Poor  Law  Board,  of  which 
he  approved,  was  identical  with  the  dauae 
in  this  Bill.  That  order  provided  that 
the  religion  of  the  father  and  mother 
should  be  that  of  the  child,  and  that  no 
orphan  should  be  instructed  in  any  religion 
against  the  wishes  of  its  relatives.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  also 
omitted  to  state  that  every  impediment 
had  been  thrown  in  the  way  of  that  in- 
tention being  carried  into  effect,  while 
the  clauses  now  proposed  were  the  same 
as  those  which  were  approved  by  the 
Committee  of  1864.  These  clauses  did 
not  merely  apply  to  Roman  Catholioe, 
because  they  equally  concerned  paupers 
of  every  religious  persuasion,  although 
certainly  a  large  proportion  of  l^e  inmates 
of  our  workhouses  were  Roman  Catholics. 
It  was  true,  as  was  stated  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  that  under  an  order  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board  a  register  of  the  religion 
of  every  pauper  was  kept  in  workhouses ; 
but  that  register  was  not  open  to  public 
inspection,  the  Guardians  alone  being  per- 
mitted to  examine  it.  The  fact  was  that 
the  paupers  frequently  did  not  know  their 
legal  rights,  and  even  those  who  did  did 
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not  demand  the  consolations  of  religion 
according  to  their  particular  form  of  be- 
lief, unless  they  were  perfectly  sure  that 
persons  of  their  own  religious  persuasion 
would  he  likely  to  visit  them,  and,  besides 
that,  a  fresh  application  was  necessary  on 
every  occasion.  These  were  the  reasons 
why  the  religious  Orders  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board  had  proved  inoperative,  and  the 
clauses  in  question  had  been  introduced 
into  this  Bill  in  order  to  meet  the  griev- 
ances complained  of.  With  regard  to 
children,  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board  to  order  children  to  be  sent  to 
schools  of  the  denomination  to  which  their 
parents  belonged.  In  the  case  of  orphans, 
when  there  was  reasonable  proof  that  they 
had  been  brought  up  in  any  particular 
religion  the  Poor  Law  Board  had  power 
to  send  them  to  schools  of  that  denomina- 
tion. He  did  not  think  that  there  was 
anything  in  those  clauses  to  which  a  rea« 
Bonable  exception  could  be  taken,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  Committee  would  consider 
them,  and,  if  necessary,  divide  upon  them 
that  night.  He  animadverted  strongly 
upon  the  condact  of  the  Scottish  Refor- 
mation Society  in  sending  its  agents  to 
canvass  hon.  Members  in  the  lobby  of  the 
House  in  opposition  to  the  Bill,  which 
he  regarded  as  a  most  impertinent  act  on 
their  part,  and  also  upon  their  proceedings 
in  putting  forward  petitions  which  con- 
tained inaccurate  statements. 

LoBD  EDWARD  HOWARD  com- 
plained that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Marylebone  (Mr.  T.  Chambers)  had 
not  stated  the  case  fairly,  but  had  used 
his  powers  of  rhetoric  to  pervert  the  real 
facts.  That  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
wished  in  that  matter  to  make  one  law  for 
the  rich  and  another  for  the  poor;  for 
that  was  practically  what  his  speech  came 
to.  Orphans  bom  in  a  better  rank  of 
life  had  their  guardians  and  next-of-kin 
to  look  after  them  and  claim  them.  There 
was  nobody  to  plead  the  cause  of  these 
poor  persons,  who  could  not  understand 
the  intricacies  of  the  law,  and  did  not 
know  what  their  legal  rights  were  in  re- 
ligions matters.  In  1862  a  Committee 
recommended  more  than  was  contained  in 
the  present  clause.  On  that  occasion 
witnesses  made  out  grievances  both  for 
old  and  young  Catholics.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  referred  to  Dr.  Man- 
ning's circular,  which  showed  that  these 
poor  people  were  ignorant  as  to  their 
privileges.  The  noble  Lord  then  proceeded 
to  quote  evidence  to  prove  that  the  rela- 


tions of  Roman  Catholic  children  in  work- 
houses were  not  aware  that  they  had  any 
legal  right  to  object  to  those  children 
being  educated  as  Protestants,  and  to  in- 
sist on  their  being  instructed  in  their  own 
faith,  and  that,  even  assuming  that  they 
were  conscious  of  those  rights,  many 
Poor  Law  Guardians  were  disinclined  to 
facilitate  their  exercise  of  them,  and  dis- 
posed rather  to  throw  every  obstacle  in 
the  way  of  their  doing  so.  Therefore, 
the  ingeniously  constructed  edifice  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member's  argument  fell 
to  the  ground.  Having  mentioned  cer- 
tain instances  in  which  difficulties  had 
been  interposed  when  sick  and  dying 
Roman  Catholic  paupers  required  the 
ministrations  of  clergymen  of  their  own 
Church,  the  noble  Lord  appealed  to  the 
Scotch  Members — who  had  put  him  out  of 
the  world,  politically  speaking — if  it  was 
possible  that  a  scintilla  of  mercy  was  left 
in  their  northern  hearts,  at  least  to  show 
some  of  that  mercy  to  those  poor  people. 
Those  Gentlemen  had  come  down  to  the 
House  to  impress  the  British  public  with 
their  own  exclusive  and  narrow  views  on 
that  subject;  and  it  appeared  that  they 
had  sent  their  organs  into  the  Lobby  of 
the  House  to  waylay  hon.  Members  with 
their  papers  in  a  similar  manner  to  that 
adopted  by  the  Protestant  Alliance  in 
1861.  The  great  difficulty  in  these  cases 
was  to  get  the  facts  made  known  to  the 
public.  Once  those  facts  were*  fairly 
known  he  had  no  fear  that  justice  would 
not  be  done  by  the  British  public;  but 
unfortunately  they  were  hidden  and  smo- 
thered in  blue  books  from  year  to  year 
by  the  efforts  of  Scottish  Gentlemen  and 
others,  who  always  met  the  demand  for 
bringing  them  to  light  by  the  pretext 
that  it  was  not  the  right  time  for  doing 
so 

*Me.  PERCY  WYNDHAM  said,  that 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  opposed  these 
clauses  would  find  it  very  difficult  to  show 
that  they  went  beyond  the  law  as  it  stood 
at  present,  at  least  in  spirit  and  intention. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mary- 
lebone (Mr.  T.  Chambers),  in  his  vehement 
attack  on  that  clause,  assumed  that  the 
Poor  Law  of  this  country,  as  it  appeared 
in  the  various  Acts  and  in  the  consolidated 
Orders  of  the  Poor  Law  Board,  and  as  it 
bore  in  practice  upon  the  pauper  popula- 
tion, was  one  and  the  same  thing.  But 
that  assumption  was  contrary  to  the  fact. 
He  hoped  that  when  the  opinion  of  the 
Committee  was  taken  the  deciM(^l  would 
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be  abided  by ;  and,  if  beaten,  tbat  the  hon 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  not  attempt 
to  stop  the  further  progress  of  the  Bill  bj 
a  factious  opposition. 

Sib  GEORGE  BOWTER  contended 
that  the  people's  rights  did  not,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  exist  as  long  as  thej  were 
ignorant  of  them  or  knew  not  how  to 
enforce  them.  He  thought  that  any  Gen- 
tleman who  pretended  to  be  a  friend  of 
civil  and  religious  liberty  oould  not  object 
to  the  simple  provisions  contained  in 
those  clauses  for  enabling  the  inmates  of 
workhouses  to  obtain  their  unquestioned 
rights.  The  Catholic  inmates  of  work- 
houses were  aftaid  of  offending  the  work- 
house authorities,  by  demanding  the  en- 
joyment of  their  rights,  and  this  Bill 
would  put  them  in  possession  of  their 
rights,  fie  could  not  see  why  it  should 
be  opposed. 

Me.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  was  ac- 
customed to  the  manner  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Edward  Howard)  ; 
he  always  appeared  in  the  person  of  an 
aggrieved  Catholic  when  he  meditated 
aggression.  It  seemed  to  be  agreed  that 
under  the  present  state  of  the  law  Boman 
Catholic  children  in  workhouses  had  fall 
religious  liberty.  It  had  been  said  that 
agents  of  the  Bcottish  Eeformation  Society 
had  been  active  in  the  lobby  in  referesee 
to  this  Bill ;  but  it  ought  to  be  known 
that  Dr.  Manning  and  Eoman  Catholic 
priests  had  ibr  a  good  part  of  this  Session 
been  constant  attendants  in  the  House,  in 
the  lobbies,  and  in  the  tea-room.  The 
object  now  was  to  abrogate  the  rights  of 
individual  Roman  Catholics,  on  the  plea 
that  they  did  not  know  them,  whilst  it 
was  admitted  that  Dr.  Manning  had  done 
his  best  to  make  these  rights  known  to 
those  who  possessed .  them,  and  also  to 
secure  that  they  should  be  enforced.  By 
these  clauses  Dr.  Manning  would  be  en- 
abled to  employ  the  officials  of  the  work- 
house to  coerce  any  Roman  Catholics  who 
did  not  wish  to  conform  to  the  intolerant 
rules  of  the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy. 
The  object  of  Cardinal  Wiseman  was 
avowed,  to  form  the  Roman  Catholics  into 
a  separate  community,  to  be  governed  by 
different  laws  from  the  rest  of  the  com- 
munity. [Sir  Geobgb  Bowteb  :  No  !  ] 
He  would  assure  the  hon,  and  learned 
Baronet  that  he  had  an  authenticated  copy 
of  the  Cardinal's  address  to  that  effect, 
and  would  produce  it.  The  intention  of 
the  present  law  was  to  secure  religious 
fi^edom,  and  he  said  it  did  it.  The  inten- 
Mr.  Percy  Wyndham 


tion  of  the  present  dansei  waa  t^  eoerce 
the  Roman  Catholic  poor  into  unwilling 
obedience  to  their  prieats,  and  therefoif 
he  would  oppose  them. 

Ms.  C.  P.  VILLIERS  said,  he  would 
confine  himself  to  the  6th  clause,  which 
was  now  under  discussion.  He  admitted, 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  juat 
sat  down  (Mr.  Newdegate),  that  the  pre- 
sent law  was  intended  to  secure  religious 
freedom;  but  it  was  not  sufficient^  be* 
cause  it  could  be  evaded.  The  only  entrj 
of  the  religious  creed  of  the  inmates  was 
kept  in  the  in-door  relief  list,  and  that 
was  under  the  sole  inspection  of  the  offi- 
cials, who  had  no  interest  in  the  question 
of  the  religion  of  the  inmates*  So  that 
though  a  Roman  Catholic  clergyman  might 
know  that  many  of  his  own  religion  were 
in  the  hospital,  he  could  not  get  access 
to  them,  because  be  had  no  means  of  in- 
specting the  register.  The  present  clause 
was  intended  to  enforce  a  Creed  Register, 
which  should  be  open  to  tbe  public,  and 
the  instant  that  was  done  he  would  say 
that  religious  liberty  would  be  secured^ 
and  he  was  surprised  that  hon.  Members 
should  sit  tliere  till  past  midnight  debating 
and  opposing  a  proposition  so  reasonable. 
With  respect  to  the  memorandum  of  Dr. 
Manning,  he  regarded  it  as  simply  pointing 
out  the  defects  of  the  present  system,  in 
order  that  they  might  be  remedied. 

Me.  BAINES  reminded  the  Committee 
that  the  clauses  would  apply  to  Protestant 
Dissentera  as  well  as  Roman  Catholics. 
For  himself,  he  believed  he  was  as  decided 
a  Protestant  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Korth  Warwickshire,  though  he  shook  his 
head,  only  the  hon.  Member's  tenets  as  a 
Protestant  led  him  to  deny  religious  K* 
berty,  while  his  tenets  as  a  Protestant 
led  him  to  assert  it.  fie  was  ashamed 
to  hear  the  hon.  Member  say  that  the 
object  of  this  clause  was  that  the  priest 
might  coerce  the  poor.  Such  a  sentiment 
was  most  intolerant,  and  was  unwarranted. 
The  alleged  intolerance  of  the  Roman  Ca^ 
tholic  seemed  now  to  be  transposed  to 
the  religious  Protestant,  fie  was  ashamed 
of  it,  and  he  wonld  give  his  hearty  support 
to  the  clause. 

Mb.  MAGUIBE,  to  disprove  the  assezw 
tion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  War- 
wickshire (Mr.  Newdegate)  that  Catholic 
paupers  had  everything  they  required  ia 
the  shape  of  religious  instruction  and  oon- 
solation,  instanced  the  case  of  a  poor 
woman  in  a  London  workhouse  who,  re- 
quiring religious  consolation  on  her  daath^ 
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bed,  was  onlj  pennitted  to  see  her  clergy- 
man oDoe  until  that  clergyman  had  renewed 
his  application  for  admission  to  the  work- 
house. He  had  great  respect  for  the  sin- 
cerity of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  War- 
wickshire, but  he  regretted  that  he  seemed 
to  have  a  erase  on  Uds  subject. 

CoLOHXL  W.  STUART  contended  that 
the  clause  would  oftentimes  aet  injuriously 
in  the  case  of  Eoman  Catholic  paupers, 
instead  of  being  attended  with  advantage 
to  thraa.  He  thought  the  attack  that  had 
been  made  upon  the  Scotch  Members  was 
unjustifiable,  inasmuch  as  none  of  them 
had  as  yei  taken  part  in  the  debate.  If 
this  Bill  was  of  the  small  importance  that 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  seemed  to  imply,  it 
was  strange  that  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament had  retained  it  before  them  ion 
four  months. 

Mb.  W  YLD  contended  that  the  presoit 
law  afforded  every  opportunity  that  was 
necessary  for  the  instruction  of  Boman 
Catholics  in  workhouses. 

Mb.  N£WD£0AT£  said,  he  could  not 
admit  the  claim  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leeds  (Mr.  Baines)  to  the  title  of  a  good 
Protestant.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Maguire)  intimated  that  he  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  was  hazy  on  this  subject ;  but 
that  was  cnly  equivalent  to  saying  that 
the  people  of  England  were  mad,  and 
during  300  years  there  had  been  opportu- 
nities for  them  to  consider  this  question. 
He  was  opposed  to  a  measure  which  would 
imperil  re&gious  liberty. 

Mb.  HABVEY  L£WIS  said,  that  the 
Guardians-  of  Marylebone  gave  every 
opportunity  for  the  exercise  of  religious 
liberty. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided: — ^Ayes  68 ; 
Noes  27 :  Majority  31. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (How  the  Beligion  of  Children 
to  be  entered  in  the  Creed  Register). 

Mb.  N£WDEGATE  moved  that  the 
Chairman  report  Progress. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  ap- 
pealed to  the  hon.  Member  to  allow  the 
next  two  or  three  clauses  to  pass  before 
the  Chairman  reported  Progress.  They 
related  to  the  Creed  Begister,  and  were 
purely  of  a  formal  character. 

Mb.  N£WDEGAT£  said,  he  should 
persist  in  his  Motion. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr.  Newdegate,) 

The  Committee  divided  :  —  Ayes  25  ; 
Noes  55 :  Majority  30. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (The  Poor  Law  Board  to  de- 
cide Questions  as  to  Correctness  of  the 
Register). 

Mb.  T.  chambers  said,  he  could  not 
understand  why  questions  as  to  the  creed 
of  pauper  children  all  over  the  country 
should  be  remitted  to  the  Poor  Law  Board 
for  determination. 

Bib  MICH  AELHICKS-BEACH  thought 
the  Poor  Law  Board  supplied  an  excellent 
machinery  for  the  purpose. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  it  was  not  a 
small  question. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Creed  Register  to  be  open  to 
Inspection  of  Ministers). 

Mb.  POWELL  moved  an  Amendment, 
empowering  ratepayers  as  well  as  dergjr- 
men  to  inspect  the  register. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the 
Bill. 

Colonel  W.  STUART  then  moved  that 
the  Chairman  report  Progress. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  returned. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Thuredaiy. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Two  o'olook. 
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ELECTION  PETITIONS  AND  CORRUPT 

PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS  BILL. 

{Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Secretary 

Oathome  ffardy,  Sir  Steward  Norlheote.) 

[bill  243.]      00N8IDEBATI0N. 

Bill,  as  amended,  conndered, 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL  -  HUGESSBN 
said,  he  had  heard  that  the  right  hoD. 
Gentleman  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown 
had  stated  the  other  day,  in  reply  to  a 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  that  it  was  not  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  do  anything 
in  respect  to  rescinding  the  decision  come 
to  on  the  clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett),  (providing  that 
the  expenses  of  the  returning  officers  for 
hustings,  4^0.,  should  be  defrayed  out  of 
the  county  or  borough  rates)  without  due 
Notice  of  such  intention  being  given  to  the 
House.  He  was  surprised  to  see,  in  the 
face  of  that  promise,  a  Notice  on  the  Paper 
that  morning  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Solicitor  General  to  propose  the  omis- 
sion  of  the  clause  in  question.  He  (Mr. 
Knatchbull-Hugessen)  would  ask  the  Go- 
Tornment  whether  there  was  not  some 
mistake  made  in  this  matter  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  had  stated 
that  it  was  quite  impossible  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  come  to  any  decision  upon  this 
clause  until  the  Bill  was  printed  and  fur- 
ther considered.  After  the  Bill  was  so 
printed  it  was  thought  important  by  the 
Government  that  the  Motion  referred  to 
should  be  made.  The  moment  that  de- 
cision had  been  arrived  at  communications 
were  made  with  those  hon.  Members  who 
were  in  the  confidence  of  the  party  oppo- 
site ;  and  before  the  Notice  was  put  upon 
the  Paper  it  was  well  known  by  hon. 
Members  opposite  what  the  intention  of 
the  Government  was.  So  far  as  the  prac- 
tice of  the  House  was  concerned,  that,  he 
believed,  was  the  course  which,  under  simi- 
lar difficult  circumstances,  had  always  been 
adopted.  He  should  have  been  glad  to 
give  a  longer  Notice,  but  it  was  impossible. 

Mb.  white  said,  he  would  suggest 
that,  as  the  intention  of  the  Government 
in  respect  to  this  clause  was  only  made 
known  to  hon.  Members  on  his  side  of  the 
House  at  half  past  eleven  o'clock  last  night, 
the  Solicitor  General  might  postpone  his 
Motion  for  the  omission  of  the  clause  until 
the  third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Me.  DISRAELI:  Perhaps,  Sir,  the 
House  will  permit  me  to  explain  the  oourse 


which  the  Government  recommend  it  to 
take  in  regard  to  applying  this  measure 
to  Ireland  and  Scotland.  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  have  considered  the  subject,  and 
they  are  advised  that,  on  the  whole,  it 
would  be  very  difficult,  if  not  impossible, 
to  make  this  application  by  the  adoption  of 
one  or  more  clauses.  Firert,  in  regard  to 
Ireland.  Those  whose  advice  has  guided 
us  on  this  subject  are  clearly  of  opinion 
that  it  would  be  quite  impossible,  by  the 
simple  machinery  of  the  clause  suggested, 
to  apply  this  measure  to  Ireland.  It  will 
be  necessary,  in  making  the  application  of 
the  measure  to  Ireland,  to  express  that 
object  throughout  the  whole  body  of  the 
Bill.  With  that  view  we  have  printed,  as 
a  separate  Paper,  the  alterations  which  we 
consider  necessary.  They  are  mere  tech- 
nical alterations ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  if 
they  be  opposed  it  will  be  obviously  impossi- 
ble to  pursue  that  course  which  we  recom- 
mend ;  because  in  that  case  the  Bill  would 
have  to  be  gone  through  again.  But  if  the 
House,  having  bad  an  opportunity  of  see- 
ing those  Amendment8---which  as  I  have 
said  are  all  of  a  mere  technical  character, 
applying  solely  to  Ireland — will  accept 
them  en  bloc,  the  matter  might  be  arranged 
in  about  half-an-hour.  It  will  now  be  for 
the  House  to  express  an  opinion  upon  this 
proposition.  If  there  should  arise  a  de- 
cided opposition  to  those  Amendments  we 
must  in  that  case  give  them  up  as  being 
involved  in  difficulties  which,  under  exist- 
ing circumstances,  we  feel  we  colud  not 
surmount.  In  regard*  to  Scotland,  it  is  the 
opinion  of  the  Lord  Advocate  that  the  ap- 
plication of  the  Bill  to  that  country  might 
be  effected  in  a  simpler  manner ;  and  he 
has  placed  in  a  separate  Paper  an  addi- 
tional clause  which  would  effect  that  ob- 
ject. Those  Amendments  are  now  in  the 
hands  of  the  House  ;  and  if  they  assent  to 
the  scheme  proposed  in  regard  to  the  ap- 
plication of  the  Bill  to  Ireland  and  Scot- 
land, it  is  the  wish  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment that  the  measure  should  be  so 
applied.  I  was  anxious  to  make  this  ap- 
plication in  the  simplest  manner  possible, 
and  I  wished  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Monsell)  to 
be  well-considered  and  examined,  being 
determined  to  support  it  if  there  were  no 
preferable  means  of  making  the  Bill  appli- 
cable to  Ireland  ;  but  it  having  been  re- 
ported to  me  by  those  to  whose  opinions  I 
am  bound  to  defer,  that  such  an  Amend* 
ment  in  the  Bill  would  raise  serious  ob- 
stroctiont  to  its  operatiopi>and  would  not 
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really  work,  we  felt  that  we  liad  no  other 
means  of  satisfactorily  accomplishing  the 
object  we  desired  than  by  those  Amend- 
ments which  we  have  placed  upon  the 
Paper. 

Mr.  MONSELL  said,  that  nothing  coald 
be  more  satisfactory  than  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman  ;   and  he  con- 
curred with  him  in  thinking  that  the  course 
he  now  proposed  was  much  better  than  the 
one  he  (Mr.  Monsell)  had  suggested. 
Sib  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  he 
\  approved  of  the  right  hon.   Gentleman's 
<  proposal.      He    had    gone    through    the 
,    Amendments,  and  was  perfectly  satisfied 
(   that  they  were  only  of  a  technical  charac- 
\  ter. 


Mb.  HEADLAM  said,  that  there  was  a 
general  feeling  on  his  (the  Opposition)  side 
of  the  House  to  support  the  Government  in 
this  matter  ;  but  he  regretted  the  resolu- 
tion the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  come 
to,  to  attempt  the  reversal  of  the  decision 
on  the  clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett),  which  had  been 
arrived  at  in  a  much  fuller  House  than 
that  they  had  to-day. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  that  the  sub- 
ject, which  was  decided  not  in  a  very  full 
Mouse,  but  in  a  thin  House,  would  be  dis- 
passionately considered  when  it  came  on 
for  discussion. 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  thought 
that  the  course  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment was  one  which  would  entail  consider- 
able inconvenience.  At  the  last  moment, 
when  they  had  nearly  passed  the  measure 
through  Committee,  the  Government  sud- 
denly proposed  a  series  of  clauses  which 
they  were  asked  to  accept  in  ffloho,  as 
there  was  no  time  for  considering  them 
in  detail.  With  respect  to  the  application 
of  the  measure  to  Scotland,  there  were 
scarcely  more  than  two  or  three  of  the 
representatives  of  that  country  now  in  the 
House  to  consider  the  proposed  clauses. 
The  Bill  was  laid  before  them  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Session,  with  a  clause 
providing  that  it  should  not  apply  to  Ire- 
land and  Scotland,  and  now  they  were  so 
far  to  begin  again  de  novo  ;  so  that  on 
Wednesday,  the  22nd  of  July,  they  had 
to  examine  this  difficult  and  technical  sub- 
ject, involving  matters  which  it  required 
great  legal  ezpertness  to  decide — and  that 
withont  the  assistance  of  Members  of  the 
Scotch  legal  profession.  He,  however, 
would  not  object  to  making  the  Bill  ap- 

Slieable  to  the  whole  of  the  United  King- 
om,  though  he  thought  that  the  House 


ought  to  have  kept  the  jurisdiction  in  this 
matter  in  its  own  hands. 

Mb.  MELLT  said,  he  had  endeavoured 
to  support  the  Government  in  almost  every 
division  on  the  Bill,  and  he  thought  that 
they  deserved  gratitude  for  making  the 
Bill  applicable  to  Scotland  and  Ireland  as 
well  as  to  England,  but  he  regretted  the  / 
course  they  proposed  to  take  with  regard  j 
to    the   clause   of  the   hon.  Member  fori 
Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett).     It  was  said  thatj 
the  clause  was  adopted  in  a  thin  House  ;| 
but  it  ought  not  to  be  rescinded  in  a  still i 
thinner   House.     If  the  decision  on  that 
clause  should  be  reversed,  and  if  it  should 
appear  that  that  reversal  was  mainly  due 
to   the  influence  of  the  Members  of  the 
Government,  he  was  afraid  that  his  feeling 
of  gratitude  to  the  Government  would  be 
very  much  modified. 

Mb.  Sebjeakt  GASELEE  said,  he  ap- 
proved the  proposal  to  include  Scotland 
and  Ireland  in  the  Bill ;  but  he  must  enter 
his  protest  in  as  strong  language  as  he 
could  use  against  the  unfair  proceeding  of\ 
the  Prime  Minister  in  not  giving  Notice! 
sooner  than  at  midnight  yesterday  of  his  I 
intention  to  reverse  the  decision  on  thej 
clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  I 
(Mr.  Fawcett).  It  was  monstrous,  that 
when  many  Liberal  Members  had  gone  to 
difierent  parts  of  the  country,  an  attempt 
should  be  made  to  upset  a  decision  de- 
liberately come  to  ;  and  he  entertained  so 
strong  a  feeling  on  the  point  that  he  would 
rather  see  the  whole  Bill  thrown  out  than 
lose  the  clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton.  He  could  have  no  confidence 
in  Gentlemen  who  professed  to  wish  to  put 
down  corrupt  practices,  when  they  were 
going  to  sanction  one  of  the  most  corrupt 
proceedings  ever  known. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDT  said,  there 
was  no  doubt  the  hon.  and  learned  Grentle- 
man  the  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Mr. 
Serjeant  Gaselee)  had  kept  his  word  by 
using  strong  language;  but  the  House 
was  so  accustomed  to  hear  such  language 
from  him  that  they  paid  little  attention  to 
it  when  they  heard  it.  When  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  charged  honour- 
able men  with  something  like  corrupt 
motives,  he  (Mr.  Hardy)  would  only  re- 
mark that  that  which  from  other  mouths 
might  make  some  impression,  from  that  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  made 
none  whatever.  He  (Mr.  Hardy)  had 
before  expressed  an  opinion  that  the  clause 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Fawcett)  would  not  work— that  it  applied 
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to  a  different  state  of  thtsfs  from  that  oon- 
templated  bj  the  Bill.  As,  however,  the 
coDtideration  of  that  clainc  coiild  not  come 
on  for  some  time,  he  hoped  that  in  order 
to  make  progress  with  the  Bill,  the  House 
would  agree  to  prooeed  with  other  elanses 
upon  which  there  was  no  difference  of 
opinion.  He  repudiated  the  charge  that 
the  Qovernment  had  sought  to  take  an 
unfair  advantage  bj  the  course  they  pro- 
posed. No  notice  bad  been  given  to  bon. 
Members  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House  which  was  not  also  given  to  bon. 
Members  on  the  other  side,  and  in  one  of 
the  Liberal  papers  he  saw  it  announced  in 
large  tjpe  that  the  Government  proposed 
to  rescind  the  clause  which  had  been  re- 
ferred to. 

Mb.  MCLAREN  said,  he  wished  to 
mention  that  he  had  received  Notice  of  the 
proposed  changes  in  the  BUI  for  the  first 
time  that  morning.  Having  read  them  over 
carefully,  he  approved  them  as  effecting  a 
great  improvement  in  the  measure ;  for  he 
thought  you  would  establish  a  most  unfor- 
tunate distinction  between  the  different 
portions  of  the  United  Kingdom  if  you 
were  to  leave  Scotland  without  the  benefit 
of  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act.  If  any 
law  is  good  for  one  portion  of  Ike  United 
Kingdom,  it  ought  to  be  good  also  for 
another.  However,  when  it  came  to  the 
question  of  regulations  of  the  vote  for  ap- 
pointing a  Judge,  he  should  have  some- 
thing to  say  on  that  point,  because  he 
thought  an  improvement  might  be  affected 
in  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  on  that  head. 
There  was  one  point  on  which  they  were 
entitled  to  some  explanation  from  the  Go- 
vernment. Notice  had  been  given  by 
the  Solicitor  General  to  leave  out  the 
Clause  D  53,  which  had  been  considered, 
on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  ;  and  yet  the  19th  paragraph  of 
the  Lord  Advocate's  clause  proposed  to  ex- 
tend to  Scotland  the  principle  of  payment 
for  all  those  expenses  of  sheriffiB  and  officers 
connected  with  elections  included  in  the  hon. 
Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawoett's)  Mo- 
tion. The  Government  surely  could  not 
mean  to  throw  out  a  clause  already  carried  in 
respect  to  Bngland  while,  at  the  same  time, 
they  enacted  it  anew  in  respect  to  Scot- 
land. He  should  certainly  vote  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Brighton  against  rescind- 
ing his  clause,  and  with  the  Lord  Advocate's 
Notice,  as  it  stood  on  the  Votes,  in  favour 
of  putting  in  paragraph  19 — the  principle  of 
which  he  understood  to  be  the  same  as  that 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton's  Motion. 
Mr.  Oathorn$  Sartfy 


GoLOVEL  STKES  said,  he  wished  also 
to  express  his  g^tifi cation  at  the  propoei- 
tion  to  extend  the  Bill  to  Scotland. 

Mm.  KNATCHBULL  -  HUGESSEN 
admitted  that  it  was  desirable  to  get  on 
with  the  Bill ;  but  they  were  just  then 
dtscussbg,  not  tbe  merits  of  the  olaoses, 
but  the  conduct  of  the  Government.  The 
elause  of  the  hoo.  Member  for  Brigbtoo 
was  adopted  in  a  House  of  200  Members, 
including  pairs,  and  on  Monday  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
asked  whether  it  was  true,  as  ruroeared^ 
that  the  Governasent  intended  to  propose 
rescinding  the  clause  ?  The  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown 
observed,  with  great  indignation,  that  the. 
Question  was  unusual,  un- Parliamentary, ' 
and  iaeonveoient,  and  that  nothing  woold 
be  done  without  due  Parliamentary  Notice. 
Now,  there  was  a  difference  between  acting 
within  the  letter  of  a  declaration  and  acting 
up  to  its  spirit.  It  was  true  that  Parlia* 
mentary  Notice  had  been  given;  but  tbey 
all  knew  that  at  that  period  of  the  Session 
the  Government  had  enornM>u8  power,  ami 
it  would  not  be  a  satisfaotory  proceedings 
if  the  Government  now  succeeded  in  re- 
versing by  a  small  majority  a  decision 
arrived  at  by  200  Members.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  conducted  the  Bill 
through  the  House  so  far  with  the  greateat 
courtesy,  and  he  had  kononrably  redeemed 
his  pledge  with  regard  to  Ireland  and 
Scotland;  but  he  questioned  if  the  Notice 
given  by  the  Government  with  reference 
to  this  clause  would  he  considered  equally 
satisfactory  by  the  House  and  the  eoun- 
try. 

Mr.  FAWOETT  said,  that  the  clause 
carried  on  two  divisions  on  Saturday  last 
had  been  on  the  Paper  for  more  than  three 
months,  and  therefore  there  had  been  ample 
time  for  the  Government,  aa  well  as  the 
House^  to  consider  it;  and  as  three  leading 
Members  of  the  Government  argued  against 
the  clause  on  Saturday,  it  must  be  inferred 
that  all  the  objections  which  could  be  urged 
against  it  were  then  stated.  It  was  noto- 
rious that  when  the  House  met  on  Saturday 
at  this  time  of  the  Session  the  Government 
had  a  great  advantage,  becauee  all  the 
official  Members  were  in  town,  while  the 
supporters  of  the  daase  had  not  the  ad* 
vantage  of  any  party  organisation.  The 
clause  was,  conseqnently,  earned  by  the 
independent  feeling  of  the  House.  The 
question  was  not  in  the  least  degree  a 
party  question,  hecause  the  majority  of  9 
by  which  it  was  carried  included  nine  of 
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the  most  independent  Oonsenratives.  He 
had  been  irritten  to  by  several  hon.  Friends 
who  had  left  town  to  let  them  know  if 
there  was  the  Blightest  probability  of  the 
Government  attempting  a  reversal  of  the 
decision  of  the  House.  The  Answer  given 
bj  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown  to  a 
Question  on  Monday  completely  threw  him 
off  his  guard,  and  he  felt  that  he  could 
not  take  upon  himself  to  bring  Gentlemen 
up  to  London  who  were  some  200  or  300 
miles  away.  He  came  down  to  the  House 
yesterday  at  an  early  hour,  because  he 
thought,  if  the  Government  intended  to 
propose  the  reversal  of  the  previous  deci- 
sion, they  would  then  have  given  public 
Notice  to  that  effect.  It  was  only  acci- 
dentally, at  one  o'clock  in  the  morning, 
that  he  found  that  during  his  absence  from 
the  House  Notice  had  been  given  at  half 
past  eleven  that  it  had  been  decided  an 
attempt  should  be  made  to  reverse  the 
the  decision  the  Committee  had  arrived  at 
on  Saturday,  He  considered  he  had  been 
'blaeed  under  great  disadvantage  by  the 
bourse  pursued  by  the  Government,  and  he 
noped  the  House  would  abide  by  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Committee. 

Major  PARKER  said,  he  thought  the 
Erst  Minister  of  the  Crown  was  entitled  to 
the  thanks  of  the  community  for  determin- 
ing to  give  the  House  an  opportunity  of 
re-considering  the  decision  hastily  come  to 
on  Saturday.  He  thoui»ht  it  not  a  little 
extraordinary  that  Gentlemen  who  were  so 
much  in  the  habit  of  calling  out  against 
any  increase  in  the  rates  should,  when  the 
expenditure  immediately  affected  them- 
selves, be  BO  ready  to  throw  it  upon  the 
ratepayers.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
not  adopt  the  decision  of  the  Committee. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  must  remind  the  hon. 
Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett)  that 
the  clause  adopted  on  Saturday  was  not 
the  same  with  that  which  had  stood  on  the 
Paper  for  three  months.  Substantially 
there  was  a  very  great  difference  —  great 
difficulty  was  found  in  passing  the  clause 
without  some  qualifying  words  for  the  pur- 
pose of  preventing  vexatious  contests.  Ex- 
ception had  been  taken  to.  the  words  of  the 
proviso,  and  it  was  expected  that  on  the  Re- 
port some  new  qualification  would  be  pro- 
posed. Another  difficulty  had  presented 
itself.  There  were  no  means  of  carrying 
out  the  proposal  for  charging  the  rates  of 
any  particular  division  of  a  county  with  its 
share  of  the  election  expenses.  The  Go- 
vernment had   given  great  and    anxious 


consideration  to  both  these  matters,  and 
it  was  only  at  the  last  moment,  when  the 
impracticability  of  the    proposal    became 
manifest,  that,  as  the  only  solution  of  the  ^ 
difficulty,   Notice  was   given    for   its    re<  1 
consideration.     The  whole  proceeding  was  ^ 
entirely   bond  fide,  and  the  present  state 
of  the  House  ^tbe  attendance  on  the  Op- 
position  side  being  much  larger  than  on 
the  Ministerial  Benches — showed  that  no   ' 
unfair  advantage  had  been  taken  of  the    \ 
ahortneas  of  the  Notice.  t 

M&.  W.  E.  FOSTER  said,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  it  would  have  been  much 
better  if,  when  he  asked  the  Question  oa 
Monday,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Minister  of  the  Crown  had  given  him 
some  intimation  of  the  difficulty  which  was 
felt  by  the  Government,  and  had  stated 
that  the  subject  was  under  serious  con- 
sideration, because  that  would  have  given 
hon.  Members  an  idea  that  very  possibly 
the  Government  would  attempt  to  chal- 
lenge the  decision  of  Saturday  last.  He 
was  induced  to  put  his  Question  in  order 
that  hon.  Members  who  were  about  to 
leave  town  should  kave  an  opportunity  of 
knowing  if  it  was  probable  that  decision 
would  be  re-considered.  The  impression 
created  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Answer  at  the  time  was  that  it  was  not  to 
be  challenged,  and  that  was  the  view  which 
the  Standard,  the  organ  of  the  Govern* 
ment,  put  forward  in  tlieir  remarks  upon 
the  Question  and  Answer. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  he 
could  assure  the  House  that  there  was  no 
intention  of  unfairness  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  and  he  thought  that  imputa- 
tion had  been  made  in  some  quarters  a 
little  too  often.  It  had  never  been  justified ; 
there  was  no  colour  for  it,  and  never  had 
been.  Those  who  were  responsible  fer  thQ 
conduct  of  Public  Business  were  bonnd 
when  any  proposal  was  made  by  independ* 
ent  Members  to  consider  bow  it  should  be 
carried  out.  Now,  he  would  undertake  to 
show  that  there  were  strong,  irresistible 
grounds  for  declaring  that  the  clause  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Fawcett)  could  not  be  worked  consistently 
with  the  existing  law.  It  had  been  his 
duty  to  consider  the  whole  matter,  and  it 
appeared  to  him  that  there  were  no  meant 
by  which  it  could  be  reduced  to  legislation 
at  this  time  of  the  Session.  It  would 
almost  require  an  Act  of  Parliament  to 
enable  them  to  carry  out  what  the  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Yorkshire  (Viscount  Mflton)  pro- 
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posed.  It  would  haTO  been  a  gross  dere- 
liction of  datj  on  the  part  of  the  GoTero- 
ment  to  allovr  the  clause  to  go  forth  with- 
out  pointing  out  the  difficulty  that  existed 
in  regard  to  it.  At  all  efents,  this  Session 
it  was  impossible  to  do  anything  with  the 
clause. 

Mb.  GILPIN  said,  he  saw  no  ground  for 
any  imputation  of  unfair  motives,  and  he 
hoped   that  hon.   Gentlemen   round    him 
would  consent  to  do  one  thing  at  a  time. 
It  would  be  impossible  to  get  on  with  the 
Bill  if  they  took  a  clause  which  was  not 
at  present  before  them,  and  discussed  over 
and  oTer  again  what  was  not  regularly  be- 
fore the  House.     When  the  proper  time 
came  he  should  support  the  clause  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett). 
Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  the  So 
licitor  General  had  misunderstood  what  it 
was  the  Opposition  considered  unfair  con- 
duct on  the  part  of  the  Go? emment.     No 
one  dreamt  of  imputing  unfairness  to  the 
I  GoTemment  in  proposing  to  re- consider  the 
\  decision  of  Saturday  last;  but  what  was  com- 
I  plained  of  was  that  so  short  a  Notice  should 
i  naTe  been  given  of  their  intention  to  rescind 
that  decision.     It  was  utterly  impossible, 
when   it  became  known  long  after  post 
hour,  to  communicate  with  absent  Members 
in  time  for  them  to  attend  in  their  places. 
He  thought,  after  the  indignant  display  of 
yirtue  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen at  the  Head  of  the  GoTemroent, 
when  the  question  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  £.  Forster) 
was  asked  on  Monday,  they  had  a  right 
.  to  complain  of  the  unfairness  of  the  Notice 
-  given  by  the  Government. 

Mb.  ADAM  said,  that  he  had  received 
notice  of  the  intentions  of  the  GoTcm- 
ment  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridgnorth 
(Mr.  Whitmore)  about  half  past  eleven  last 
night,  a  few  minutes  after  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber became  aware  of  them.  All  he  could 
do  was  to  communicate  the  fact  to  those  of 
his  Friends  who  were  in  the  House,  and 
send  out  notice  that  morning  to  such  as 
were  absent  and  still  remained  in  town. 
He  thought  it  rather  late  to  give  such  a 
notice  ;  but  he  acquitted  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Whitmore)  of  any  delay  in  (he 
matter.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  treated 
him  quite  fairly. 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  pro- 
posed a  new  clause ;  (Removal  of  disqua- 
lification on  proof  that  such  disqualification 
was  procured  by  bribery). 

Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 
The  Solicitor  Q$n$r<a 


The  LORD  ADVOCATE  said,  he  would 
propose  the  clause  which  stood  in  the  name 
of  his  learned  Friend  for  the  application  of 
the  Bill  to  Scotland,  leaving  out  the  19th    \ 
paragraph  of  the  clause  (providing   that     ' 
election  expenses  should  be  apportioned  to    / 
the  different  parishes,  and  levied  with  the   1 
poor  rates  of  the  year,  or,  as  otherwise   \ 
provided  by  the  Act  17  and  18  Victoria, 
chap.  91). 

Clause  (Application  of  Act  to  Scotland) 

brought  up,  and  read  the  first  and  second  , 

time;   considered  in  Committee,  and  re-  j 

ported.  ' 

Paragraph  6  relating  to  the  selection  of 
two  Judges  from  the  Court  of  Session  to 
be  placed  on  the  rota  for  the  trial  of  Elec- 
tion Petitions,  read. 

Mr.  M<L AREN  said,  he  wished  to  explain 
the  nature  of  the  Amendment  he  intended 
to  propose  on  the  paragraph  relating  to  the 
rota»  There  were  two  divisions  of  the 
Court  of  Session,  with  four  Judges  in  each, 
and  five  separate  Judges  called  Lords  Ordi- 
nary holding  separate  Courts.  The  effect 
of  the  clause  was  to  authorize  the  appoint- 
ment of  Judges  of  the  Outer  House  for 
the  trial  of  Election  Petitions,  but  to 
leave  them  no  voice  in  the  appointment. 
It  was  ohly  the  eight  Judges  of  the  Inner 
House  who  were  to  have  such  a  Toice  under 
this  clause  —  each  division  of  the  Inner 
House  consisting  of  four  members  to  elect 
one.  In  case  of  a  difference  of  opinion 
the  Chief  Judge  was  to  have  a  casting  vote, 
so  that  virtually  the  clause  gave  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Judge  who  was  to  try 
Elections  to  the  Chief  Judge  of  the  divi- 
sion. Under  these  circumstances  he  pro- 
posed that  alterations  should  be  made 
to  the  effect,  first,  that  all  the  thirteen 
Judges  should  havjB  votes  in  the  appoint- 
ment ;  secondly,  that  the  giving  a  casting 
vote  should  not  be  necessary  (it  would  not 
be  necessary  when  there  was  an  odd  num- 
ber of  votes)  ;  and  thirdly,  he  would  sug- 
gest that  Judges  of  the  Outer  House 
should  not  be  selected  for  the  trial  of  Peti- 
tions, but  that  the  Judges  should  be  taken 
from  the  Inner  House,  whose  members 
had  sat  for  five  or  six  years,  and  by  that 
time  had  forgotten  their  connection  with 
politics,  if  they  ever  had  any. 

Amendment  proposed  to  leave  out  Para- 
graph 6.— (Ifr.  IPLaren.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Paragraph  6 
stand  part  of  the  Clause.'!^  j 
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The  lord  ADYOCATE  Mid,  he  had 
framed  the  olanae  as  mooh  as  possible  on 
the  model  of  the  English  Bill.  By  that 
Bill  there  was  to  be  a  Tote  of  each  Court, 
and  with  six  Judges  there  might  he  an 
equal  division,  requiring  a  casting  ? ote. 

Mr.  M'LAREN  said,  he  must  complain 
that  the  Judges  of  the  Outer  House,  whose 
status  and  salaries  were  equal  to  those  of 
the  Inner  House,  were  excluded  from 
Toting,  and  that  no  Judge  in  England 
was  excluded  from  voting.  He  would 
move  the  omission  of  the  clause. 

\      The  lord  ADVOCATE  thought  it  of 

'  no  consequence. 

\    Amendment,  hj  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  amended  as  follows : — 
«Tbe  memben  of  the  Oonrt  of  Sesiion  shall, 
on  the  first  day  of  the  winter  Session  every  year, 
select  hj  a  minority  of  the  votes  two  Judges  of 
Bach  Court,  not  being  Members  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  to  he  placed  on  the  rota  for  the  trial  of 
Election  Petitions  during  the  ensuing  year." 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  he  had 
no  objection  of  principle  to  the  Amend- 
ments suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh,  and  would  consent  to  amend 
the  clause  accordingly. 

Clause  amended. 

Paragraph  19  relating  to  the  Payment 
of  Election  Expenses. 

Mov$d  to  omit  the  Paragraph. 

Mb.  M*LAREN  said,  he  strongly  oh- 
jected  to  the  omission  of  the  19th  para- 
graph, as  now  intended  by  GoTernment, 
after  it  had  been  framed  and  proposed  by 
themselves,  the  prmciple  of  which  would,  he 
believed,  give  immense  satisfaction  to  the 
people  of  Scotland.  Even  if  there  were 
some  technical  objections  to  the  application 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Fawcett's)  clause  to  English  counties,  they 
had  no  bearing  in  the  case  of  Scotland, 
because  the  same  divisions  of  counties  did 
not  exist ;  and  he  therefore  moved  as  an 
Amendment  that  the  19th  paragraph  be 
added  to  the  clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the 
Clause,  to  add  the  words — 

'<  19.  At  every  Election  for  any  county  or 
burgh  in  Scotland,  the  expenses  lawftilly  incurred 
by  the  sheriff  or  other  returning  ofBcer,  or  the 
sheriff  clerk  or  town  clerk,  for  the  provision  of 
hustings,  poll  sheriffs,  poll  clerks,  polling  booths 
or  rooms,  and  any  other  necessary  requisites,  for 
the  conduct  of  the  Election,  shall  be  ascertained 
and  fixed  by  the  commissioners  of  supply  in 
counties,  and  by  the  magistrates  of  burghs,  as 


the  ease  may  be ;  and  the  said  commissioners  or 
magistrates,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  cause  the 
amount  of  such  expenses  so  ascertained  and  fixed 
to  be  apportioned  upon  the  parishes  within  such 
county  or  burgh  respectively  according  to  the 
yearly  rent  or  value  thereof;  and  the  same  shall 
be  assessed  and  levied,  along  with  the  assessment 
for  the  relief  of  the  poor  for  the  current  year 
within  such  parishes  respectively,  or  they  shall 
cause  such  amount,  along  with  such  reasonable 
sum  as  they  may  deem  necessary  to  meet  the  ex- 
penses of  collection,  to  be  assessed  and  levied  and 
collected  in  some  other  of  the  modes  allowed  by 
the  Act  seventeenth  and  eighteenth  Victoria, 
chapter  ninety-one:  Provided  always,  That  no 
county  or  burgh  shall  be  liable  under  this  Act  for 
any  expenses  heretofore  defrayed  in  exchequer, 
or  which,  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  may 
come  in  lieu  of  such  expenses."— (M*.  McLaren.) 

Mr.  BOUYERIE  said,  he  should  vote 
for  the  rejection  of  the  Amendment.  With 
many  on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  he 
entertained  a  Tory  sincere  objection  to  the 
proposal  to  placing  that  portion  of  the 
election  expenses  hitherto  paid  by  candi* 
dates  in  boroughs  and  counties  upon  the 
rates.  He  also  objected  to  the  deposit  of 
£100  which  it  was  intended  to  require  from 
every  person  who  was  proposed  as  a  can« 
didate  at  the  hustings.  That  was  opposed 
to  the  ancient  constitutional  right  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  to  propose  any  person 
whom  they  might  think  fit  to  represent 
them  in  Parliament.  It  was  well  known 
also  that  gentlemen  were  occasionally  pro- 
posed not  for  the  purpose  of  contesting  the 
election  but  merely  to  have  the  opportunity 
of  making  a  speech. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
the  Government  was  placed  in  an  awkward 
position  by  the  attempt  to  raise  the  question 
at  that  moment.  It  was  quite  clear  with 
what  intention  it  was  done — to  get  a  vote 
in  support  of  the  English  clause,  though 
in  reality  the  proposal  as  regarded  Scot- 
land stood  on  entirely  different  grounds,  as 
the  circumstances  of  the  two  countries  were 
different.  If  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
(Mr.  Fawcett)  intended  to  persevere  with 
the  clause  as  it  stood,  it  would  create  a 
difference  hetween  the  law  of  England  and 
the  law  of  Scotland  on  this  head. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTERsaid,  bethought 
that  if  the  House  would  agree  to  the 
Amendment  it  would  place  Scotland  in  the 
same  position  as  England. 

Question  put,  "That  those  words  be 
there  added." 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  71  ;  Noes   ( 
83  :  Majority  12.  1 

Clause,  as  amended^  added. 
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Viwotmr  MILTON  prapottd  lo  linert 
tho  following  elause  after  Clause  D  53  : — 
^^  ''  Id  oftie  the  conntjr  for  which  the  oonnty  rate 
if  made  shall  be  divided  into  two  or  more  parte 
for  ParlUmentarj  repretentation,  then  the  said 
expenses  shall  be  charged  apon  and  defrayed  by 
and  out  of  the  county  rate  levied  within  and  for 
that  part  of  the  county  for  which  such  Election 
shall  take  place  ;  and  the  clerk  of  the  peace  for 
the  county  shall  apportion  such  expenses  amongst 
the  parishes,  townships,  and  places  only  in  that 
part  of  the  county  in  and  for  which  such  Election 
shall  have  so  taken  place,  as  nearly  as  may  be 
in  proportion  to  the  number  of  persons  whose 
names  sliall  appear  on  the  register  of  county 
Toters  for  such  parishes,  townships,  and  places 
respectively ;  and  the  clerk  of  the  peace,  in  issuing 
bis  precept  for  the  county  rate,  shall  add  thereto 
the  proportion  payable  in  respect  of  such  expenses 
by  each  of  the  last-mestioned  parishes,  townships, 
and  places,  and  the  nme  shall  be  recoverable  in 
like  manner  and  as  part  of  the  county  rate." 

Claise  (Levying  of  county  rate  where 
county  is  divided,)— ( Viscount  MtUon,) — 
brought  up^  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  was  not 
surprised  that  the  noble  Viscount  should 
have  failed  in  solving  the  Tcry  difficult 
question  he  had  undertaken  to  deal  with. 
By  the  53rd  section  of  the  Bill  the  ex- 
penses of  every  election  for  a  county  were 
ordered  to  be  defrayed  out  of  the  county 
rate»  and  fur  a  borough  out  of  money  to 
be  raised  under  the  6  Vict.  c.  IS,  s.  55, 
which  enacted  that  all  expenses  incurred 
by  any  town  clerk  or  returning  officer  for  a 
city  or  borough  should  be  defrayed  out  of 
money  to  be  collected  for  the  relief  of  the 
poor  from  all  the  parishes  within  such  city 
or  borough.  The  15  &  16  Ftct.^  c.  81, 
which  appointed  the  manner  in  which  the 
county  rate  was  to  be  made,  empowered 
the  Justices  of  the  county  sitting  in  Quarter 
Sessions  to  impose  a  rate  to  be  paid  by  all 
parishes  in  the  county  ;  and  therefore  if 
the  rate  were  to  be  made  upon  a  portion  of 
a  county  only  it  would  be  invalid.  Under 
these  circumstances  he  did  not  see  how 
they  could  agree  to  (he  first  part  of  the 
noble  Viscount's  clause,  seeing  that  there 
was  DO  '*  county  rate  levied  within  and  for 
that  part  of  the  county  for  which  such 
election  shall  take  place,"  out  of  which 
the  expenses  were  to  be  defrayed.  The 
second  part  of  the  clause  said  that  the 
clerk  of  the  peace  for  the  county  should 
apportion  the  expenses  among  the  parishes 
and  places  only  in  the  part  of  the  county 
for  which  the  election  was  held>  bot  the 


cleric  of  the  peftoe  had  nothing  whatever 
to  do  with  apportioning  the  rate.  Again, 
the  clerk  of  the  peace  did  not  issue  his 
preeept  for  the  county  rate,*  because  under 
the  Act  that  duty  was  to  be  performed  by 
the  justices.  It  was  evident,  therefore, 
that  the  noble  Viscount's  attempt  to  solve 
the  question  had  entirely  failed,  and  the 
difficulty  could  only  be  overcome  by  ma- 
chinery being  established  for  the  purpose  of 
raising  the  money  for  defraying  the  election 
eipenses  different  from  that  by  which  the 
county  rate  waa  raised.  To  effect  that  object, 
however,  it  would  require  legislation  of  too 
extensive  a  character  to  be  commenced 
during  the  short  remainder  of  the  Session. 
These  were  the  difficulties  he  had  foreseen, 
and  had  pointed  out  as  likely  to  arise  if 
the  clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
were  oarried ;  and  even  if  they  eoold  be 
overcome  by  legislation,  still  the  injestiee 
of  the  principle  of  the  clause  would  re- 
main. The  question  was  one  which  re- 
quired the  gravest  consideration,  and  there- 
fore the  matter  should,  in  his  opinion,  be 
postponed.  With  regard  to  the  borougba 
they  were  in  this  difficulty  —  that  the 
parishes  sometimes  ran  into  two  counties, 
and  sometimes  were  partly  within  and 
partly  without  a  borough;  and,  therefore, 
it  would  be  most  unjust  to  levy  these  ex- 
penses upon  the  whole  of  Such  parishes. 
Be  did  not  mean  to  say  that  it  was  not 
possible  to  overcome  all  the  difficulties  to 
which  he  had  alluded  by  legislation,  but  it 
was  clear  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
eipect  Parliament  to  enter  upon  such 
legislation  this  Session. 

Mr.  lee  MAN  said,  the  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral had  endeavoured  to  combat  the  pro- 
position of  the  noble  Viscount  on  mere 
technical  grounds,  and  had  contended  that 
the  proposition  of  the  noble  Viscount  could 
be  carried  into  effect.  He  (Mr.  Leemao) 
hoped  that  the  House  would  not  listen  to 
the  objection  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman. The  difficulties  could  be  got  rid 
of  by  the  insertion  of  words  in  the  clause. 
When  the  precept  for  the  rate  was  sent 
out,  a  calculation  was  made  respecting  the 
portion  payable  by  each  parish,  and  no 
difficulty  could  arise  on  that  point.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  s  aid  that  what 
was  proposed  by  the  noble  Viscount  could 
not  be  done  by  law.  Why,  this  clause 
was  proposed  to  enable  it  to  be  done  by 
law.  The  country  rate  for  the  North  and 
West  Biding  was  levied  respectively  on 
each  of  these  divisions,  and  where  was  the 
diffienliy  in  apporlioniog  on  each  parish  in 
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eiM^  dhision  the  rate  pajable  Vj  it  f  If 
thej  eoald  deal  with  tbiB  question  in  the 
future,  aB  was  admitted  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  whj  not  now  ?  The 
clause  was  only  a  repetition  for  eounties 
of  what  had  already  been  done  for  boroughs 
by  the  olavse  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett).  Where  there  was 
a  will  there  was  a  way. 

Ths  OHANOELLOB  of  thb  EXOHE. 
QUER  said,  he  would  be  glad  to  know  the 
eraet  mode  in  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  York  (Mr.  Leeman)  proposed  to 
earry  out  the  elanse.  He  could  not  see  how 
it  was  to  work.  How  was  the  money  to  be 
provided,  and  on  whose  authority  were  the 
precepts  to  be  sent  out  ?  The  magistrates 
assessed  the  county  rate  on  certain  esti- 
mates of  the  money  required  for  roads, 
bridges,  police,  and  other  county  expenses. 
Were  they  to  make  a  new  and  prospective 
esthnate  for  the  possible  expenses  of  a 
Parliamentary  Election,  and  a  limitation  of 
the  rate  to  the  particular  parishes  which 
were  situated  in  the  division  in  which  the 
election  might  take  place  ?  If  not,  in 
what  manner  was  the  money  to  be  pro- 
vided supposing  the  expenditure  for  other 
purposes  to  come  up  to  the  full  amount  of 
the  estimates.  Did  the  hon.  Member  pro- 
pose that  the  clerk  of  the  peace  should  be 
able,  of  his  own  motion,  to  increase  the 
county  rate  sufficiently  to  cover  such  elec- 
tion expenses. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  as  a  question  of  Order  that  it 
would  be  better  if  the  clause  of  the  noble 
Viscount  were  postponed  until  after  the 
new  clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
(Mr.  Fawcett)  had  been  discussed,  as  then 
hon.  Members  would  know  what  they  were 
doing. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  if  the  House  de- 
sired to  do  so,  they  could  permit  the  pre- 
sent clause  to  be  postponed  and  brought 
up  again  as  an  Amendment  upon  the  clause 
to  be  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton. 

Me.  fawcett  said,  he  felt  himself 
placed  in  some  difficulty  upon  this  question, 
because,  if  the  Qovemment  succeeded  in 
striking  out  his  clause,  everything  would 
fall  into  confusion.  He  thought  it  would 
be  better  to  discuss  the  proviso  first,  on 
the  understanding  that  his  clause  was  in 
its  entirety  in  the  Bill,  and  that,  if  the 
clause  fell  through,  the  proviso  would  fall 
with  it. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTERsaid,  bethought 
it  iinAssitable  to  discuM  bit  by  bil  the 


Amendment  which  had  been  prbposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Fawcett).  If  the  noble  Viscount  the 
Member  for  the  West  Biding  (Viscount 
Milton)  would  withdraw  his  clause  for  the. 
present  he  could  move  it  as  an  Amendment 
before  the  question  was  put  on  the  Motion 
of  the  Solicitor  General  to  omit  Clause 
D.  53. 

Mr.  HENLET  said,  that,  in  spite  of  all 
that  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  York  (Mr.  Leeman)  he  believed 
the  clause  to  be  perfectly  unworkable.  It 
would  be  impossible  to  collect  a  rate  from 
the  owners  of  tenements  when  that  rate 
would  frequently  amount  to  a  fraction  of  a 
penny,  or  the  fraction  even  of  a  farthing. 
The  prifMsiple  was  no  doubt  a  just  one,  bat 
if  it  were  put  into  practice  at  all  it  would 
be  much  more  simple  to  allow  the  clerk 
of  the  peace  to  pay  the  amount  out  of  the 
gross  rate  of  the  ruling. 

Sir  ROBERT  COLLIER  said,  that  if 
the  clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
(Mr.  Fawcett)  were  rejected  this  question   v 
would  not  arise.     It  would,  therefore,  be   \ 
better  to   discuss  the  clause  of  the   hon. 
Member  for  Brighton  first. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  with' 
drawn. 

ViscoTTirr  MILTON  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  move  it  as  an  Amendment  on  Clause 
D53. 

Mr.  BERKELEY  said,  he  rose  to  move  , 
the  insertion  of  a  new  clause  with  a  view  \ 
to  the  better  prevention  of  personation  at 
elections.  The  clause  provided  that  at  the 
annual  registration  the  Revising  Barrister 
should  fix  tho  parish  in  which  non-resident 
freemen  shall  record  their  votes,  and  that 
they  should  vote  on  one  qualification  only. 
He  could  conceive  no  objection  that  could 
be  offered  to  the  clause,  which,  if  it  did 
no  good,  could  certainly  do  no  harm. 

Clause  (For  the  better  prevention  of  I 
personation  at  Elections,) — (Mr.  Berkeley t)  I 
—  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Mr.  HEYGATE  said,  he  believed  the 
first  part  of  the  clause  was  quite  unneces- 
sary, inasmuch  as  it  was  now  competent 
for  the  returning  officer  in  any  borough 
to  assign  one  or  more  polling  booths  spe- 
cially .for  non-resident  freemen  to  vote  at, 
and  such  had  always  been  the  practice 
at  Leicester  and  other  boroughs  in  many 
parts  of  England,  while  the  second  part, 
in  which  the  hon.  Member  desired  to  prevent 
ao  eleeter  from  claiming  to  vote  in  respect 
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to  more  than  one  qualifioatioD,  was  onjaBt. 
and  directly  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the 
practice  which  had  always  hitherto  been 
sanctioned,  because  an  elector  who  selected 
what  be  regarded  as  his  best  qualification 
would  find,  if  his  claim  on  that  ground  were 
rejected,  that  he  had  lost  all  right  of  ? oting 
whatefer. 

The  solicitor    GENERAL    said, 
that  while  he  was  as  anxious  as  the  hon. 
Member   to    prevent  personation,   he  did 
\  not  think   the    method    proposed  in    the 
^<;lause  was  the  best  one.     To  the  secoud 
jpart  of  the  clause  he  had  the  strongest  ob- 
/jection,  on  principle,  for  it  had  always  been 
(  the  rule  that  persons  should  have  the  right 
of  voting  on  different  qualifications.  If  the 
House  thought  it  desirable,  the  first  part 
of  the  clause  might  perhaps  be  reduced 
into  a  practical  shape ;    but  for  his  own 
part  he  was  of  the  opinion  that  no  good 
could  result  from  the  attempt  to  prevent 
in  this  way  the  practice  of  personation. 
It  would  be  better  at  some  future  time  if 
they  found  personation  to  be  very  frequent 
to  seek  some  more  effective  mode  of  deal- 
ing with  the  evil. 

Mb.  NEATE  said,  he  believed  that  the 
most  effectual  way  of  putting  an  end  to 
personation  at  elections  would  be  for  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  to  do  their  duty 
and  prosecute  the  offenders,  where  such  a 
course  was  rendered  advisable  by  the  gra- 
vity of  the  offence. 

I  Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  the 
I  Clause  be  now  read  a  second  time,"  put, 
\    and  nsgoHved. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  rose  to 
move  the  insertion  of  a  clause,  the  effect 
of  which  would  be  to  prohibit  the  pay- 
ment of  expenses  for  conveying  voters  to 
the  poll  in  counties  and  in  those  boroughs 
which  were  treated  last  year  as  counties. 
Last  year  the  prohibition  was  carried  as 
regarded  boroughs,  but  was  not  extended 
to  counties.  One  objection  that  had  been 
raised  was  that  it  would  require  so  great 
an  increase  in  the  number  of  polling-places 
that  the  expense  would  be  as  great  as  that 
of  conveying  voters  to  the  poll.  He  did 
not  think  that  would  be  so  ;  at  any  rate 
the  objection  was  removed  by  the  clause 
that  was  carried  on  Saturday  (Mr.  Fawcett's 
clause),  and  which  he  hoped  would  be  re- 
tained. Another  objection  was  that  the 
new  polling-places  would  be  appointed  by 
magistrates  out  of  political  motives.  To 
remedy  that  he  had  another  clause  to 
propose,  which  would  take  the  initiative 
Mr,  JSitygtfU 


oat  of  the  hands  of  magistrates,  but  would 
oblige  them  to  appoint  polling  booths 
whenever  and  wherever  they  were  called 
upon  to  do  so  by  a  certain  number  of  elec- 
tors. He  held  that  the  practice  of  convey- 
ing voters  to  the  poll  was  in  itself  corrupt, 
and  that  it  led  to  further  corruption.  At 
present  the  price  of  county  elections  was 
estimated  at  the  rate  of  something  like  £1 
per  elector.  The  county  constituencies 
having  been  largely  increased  by  the  re- 
cent Reform  Bill,  the  costs  would  also  be 
largely  increased,  unless  they  did  away 
with  the  practice  of  conveying  persons  to 
the  poll.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the  House 
would  support  the  clause. 

Clause  (Payment  of  expenses  for  con- 
veying voters  in  counties  and  certain 
boroughs  illegal,)— (Ifr.  Ldbouehere,) — 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
he  would  appeal  to  the  House  not  to  enter 
into  a  discussion  of  this  question,  for  the 
matter  was  fully  debated  last  year,  and 
as  a  compromise  to  meet  all  the  different 
views  expressed  at  the  time,  the  present 
clauses  in  the  Reform  Bill  were  introduced, 
confining  the  operation  of  such  a  provision 
to  boroughs.  If  they  entered  into  a  dis- 
cussion of  this  proposal,  several  hours 
might  be  taken  up,  which  at  this  late 
period  of  the  Session  would  be  to  pat  a 
stop  to  the  further  progress  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  W.  B.  BEAUMONT  said,  the  ap- 
peal which  had  just  fallen  from  the  Solici- 
tor General  was  the  most  extraordinary  he 
had  heard  for  a  long  time.  They  were 
asked  not  to  disturb  an  arrangement  that 
had  been  come  to  last  year,  and  yet  they 
were  told  they  would  be  asked  to  disturb 
an  arrangement  that  had  been  come  to 
only  on  Saturday  last,  and  which  was  af- 
firmed by  two  successive  majorities.  He 
trusted  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex (Mr.  Labouchere)  would  not  vrithdraw 
his  clause— unless,  at  all  events,  the  Go- 
vernment withdrew  their  opposition  to  the 
clause  which  had  been  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Brighton. 

Mb.  CORRANCE  :  Sir,  I  must  agree 
with  what  has  fallen  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  no  fair  occasion  has  been  afforded 
us  of  discussing  this  question  in  a  manner 
either  commensurate  with  its  importance, 
or  in  connection  with  circumstances  of  no 
small  or  insignificant  nature  which  should 
exercise  an  influence  over  our  votes.  Many 
of  them  have  occurred  since  its  introduc- 
tion into  the  House.    In  proportion  as  I 
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Agree  witb  that  hoo.  Member,  so  do  I 
emphatically  disagree  with  the  appeal  to 
Bhelve  8uch  a  question  which  has  been 
made  from  the  Treasury  Bench.  This 
question,  as  it  now  comes  before  us,  has 
Deyer  been  discussed.  It  is  a  very  few 
days  since  I  had  reason  to  complain  that, 
as  far  as  the  counties  were  concerned,  no 
attempt  has  been  made  to  decrease  or 
limit  county  expense,  and  the  same  ques- 
tion re-occurs  in  this  case.  Now  I  am 
not  going  to  vote  with  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  proposed  this.  The  question  has 
been  rendered  very  complicated  by  the 
conduct  of  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of 
the  House.  It  cannot  be  permitted  to  ex- 
tend to  out-county  voters,  because  you 
would  not  sanction  the  use  of  voting  papers 
on  their  behalf,  and  I  will  not  consent  to 
disfranchisement,  which,  under  the  pro- 
posed clause,  would  take  place.  Nor  can 
it  extend  to  Ireland  in  consequence  of  the 
bad  vote  you  gave  the  other  night,  in  for- 
bidding the  clause  concerning  polling-places 
to  pass.  Some  Amendments  will  be  neces- 
sary to  meet  this.  But  as  regards  the 
voters  within  the  limits  of  counties,  I  shall, 
if  so  amended,  offer  no  opposition  myself. 
In  this  instance,  what  we  have  to  consider 
is  this  —  Will  our  present  provision  for 
additional  polling-places  meet  this  case  ? 
Locality  will  hate  much  to  do  with  this ; 
for  instance,  in  my  own  county,  where 
there  are  many  small  market  towns,  I 
think  that  no  voter  need  live  more  than 
four  or  five  miles  from  a  polling-place. 
But  this  may  not  always  be  the  case,  and 
I  must  say  that  I  shall  defer  my  judgment 
until  I  hear  what  other  Members  have  to 
say  to  this.  This  Bill  should  lead  to  dis- 
franchisement of  no  sort.  I  agree  witb 
the  hon.  Member  who  has  said  that  no 
party  tricks  should  be  played  about  this 
Bill  at  least.  Our  one  ooject  should  be  the 
free  exercise  of  the  vote,  and  the  generous 
usage  of  a  generous  gift.  No  doubt  there 
is  the  question  of  expense,  and  a  very 
grave  question,  depend  upon  it,  it  will  be 
to  many  of  us.  But  to  this  we  must  be 
jcareful,  at  least  not  to  sacrifice  the  right  of 
/the  elector  to  the  exercise  of  his  vote. 
I  For  that  reason  I  shall  vote  against  this 
\  clause. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  they  were 
then  discussing  the  principle  of  the  clause, 
and  they  could  discuss  modifications  in  it 
afterwards.  He,  too,  saw  no  force  in  the 
appeal  of  the  Solicitor  General ;  but  he 
admitted  the  question  was  not  a  large  one. 
.The  reasons  for  and  against  lay  in  a  nu(- 
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shell,   and   the  House,   therefore,   might 
come  to  an  immediate  decision  upon  it. 

ViBCOUNT  GALWAY  said,  he  had  not 
the  slightest  personal  interest  in  the  ques- 
tion one  way  or  the  other;  but  he  must 
bold  that  the  matter  had  been  fully  dis- 
cussed, and  he  believed  that  all  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  case  would  be  met  by  the 
appointment  of  a  sufficient  number  of  poll- 
ing-places. He  thought  it  would  be  better 
not  to  re-open  the  question,  and  for  that 
reason  he  should  vote  against  the  clause. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  real  question  was  whether 
hon.  Gentlemen  wished  to  pass  the  Bill 
this  Session  or  not.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  had  said 
there  was  not  much  to  discuss  with  regard 
to  this  clause.  His  own  experience  was 
entirely  opposed  to  this.  A  Bill  had  been 
brought  in  on  the  subject  some  time  ago 
by  the  ex- Solicitor  General,  and  had  been 
largely  discussed.  He  himself  could  speak 
for  hours  on  the  question,  and  he  was  cer- 
tain it  oould  not  be  disposed  of  without 
very  considerable  debate.  If  all  the  ques- 
tions that  were  settled  last  year  were  now 
to  be  re-opened  again,  the  House  might  as 
well  make  up  its  mind  at  once  to  put  the 
Bill  aside  for  the  present  Session. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  said,  he  could  not  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  that  those  ques- 
tions were  settled  last  year;  on  the  con- 
trary, they  were  entirely  unsettled.  At 
the  same  time  he  thought  that  if  they  were 
now  to  go  into  all  the  clauses  they  would 
peril  the  Bill,  and  he  would  give  the  Go- 
vernment his  support  in  carrying  the  Bill, 
even  though  he  perilled  these  clauses.  The 
Government  deserved  great  credit  for  hav- 
ing pressed  this  Bill  forward,  and  therefore 
he  would  support  them  in  carrying  it. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  the  Government 
bad  answered  their  own  question  as  to 
giving  facilities  to  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
when  they  gave  Notice  that  they  intended 
to  reverse  the  decision  which  the  House 
came  to  on  this  clause  on  Saturday.  Did 
they  think  they  would  facilitate  the  passing 
of  the  Bill  by  trying  to  rescind  a  decision 
already  made  ?  If  the  Government  claimed 
consideration  from  private  Members,  then 
private  Members  had  some  right  to  claim 
consideration  from  the  Government. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  he  could  assure 
the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Fawcett)  that  no  decision  had  been  arrived 
at  by  the  Government  inconsistent  with  a 
sincere  desire  to  pass  the  Bill  this  Session* 
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Without  entering  into  the  qaefttion  referred 
to,  a8  it  ^as  not  before  the  HonBOi  he 
asBored  bon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that, 
bowe? er  nnobaritably  they  might  Tiew  bis 
condact  respecting  it,  he  had  acted  with 
mature  deliberation,  and  in  the  belief  that 
if  he  bad  not  taken  the  coarse  he  had,  the 
safety  of  the  Bill  would  be  imperilled.  At 
the  proper  time  they  would  undoubtedly 
exonerate  him  from  any  suspicion  of  sur- 
prise. He  regretted  that  this  Bill,  which 
bad  dealt  with  a  distinct  and  diflSeult  sub- 
ject, should  be  hampered  by  a  number  of 
irrelcTant  propositions,  of  great  importanoe 
no  doubt  in  themseWes,  but  which,  joined 
to  the  measure,  were  calculated  to  render 
its  passage  most  hasardous.  He  therefore 
trusted  the  House,  without  allowing  its 
Totes  to  be  construed  into  a  rejection  of 
the  principle  of  the  clauses  that  might  be 
offered  for  its  consideration,  would  Tote 
against  them  simply  as  an  expression  of 
its  determination  to  carry  a  Bill  for  the 
prevention  of  corrupt  practices. 

Mr.  ATRTON  said,  he  would  suggest 
that  if  the  pairing  off  of  voters  eould  be 
accepted  as  a  legal  practice,  the  clause 
would  be  a  most  desirable  one,  because  it 
would  end  in  the  outlying  voters  pairing  to 
a  great  extent  with  each  other. 

Sir  FREDERICK  HEYGATE  said, 
the  clause  would  practically  prevent  a  large 
number  of  Irish  voters  from  polling.  He 
knew  of  an  instance  in  which  electors 
would  have  to  travel  some  twenty  or  thirty 
miles  over  a  mountain  to  register  their 
votes. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That 
the  said  Clause  be  now  reaa  a  second 
time." 

The  House  divided ;— Ayes  82;  Noes 
124 :  Majority  42. 

Mr.  W.  B.  BEAUMONT  said,  that 
after  the  decision  which  had  just  been  come 
to,  he  believed  he  should  best  consult  the 
convenience  of  the  House  if  he  withdrew 
the  Notice  be  had  placed  on  the  Paper  to 
move  a  clause  prohibiting  the  conveyance 
of  voters  in  the  same  county.  It  was  clear 
the  House  did  not  desire  to  decide  the 
question  of  the  conveyance  of  toters  in 
this  Bill;  but  he  understood  no  opinion 
to  have  been  expressed  on  the  merits  of 
the  case. 

Mr.  ATRTON  said,  in  the  absence  of 
Sir  Thomas  Lloyd,  he  would  move  the 
adoption  of  a  clause  prohibiting  the  use, 
for  election  purposes,  of  premises  licenced 
for  the  sale  of  drinks. 
Mr,  Din-aeli 


Clause  (Prohibiting  the  use  for  eleetiofi 
purposes  of  premises  licensed  for  sale  of 
drinks,)— (iStr  Thomas  Lloyd,)'-hronghl 
Ufy  and  read  the  first  time. 

Mm.  DISRAELI  said,  that  the  Hoasa 
had  decKned  to  endorse  the  prineiple  of 
the  clause  after  a  long  discussion  last  year, 
when  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Thomas  Lloyd) 
himself  introduced  the  subject.  The  same 
objection  applied  to  re-opening  it  which 
applied  to  the  last  clause ;  and  he  did  not 
think  the  proposal  would  be  a  very  popular 
one  in  the  present  state  of  the  atmosphere. 

Mb.  BBRBSFORD  HOPE,  in  support- 
ing the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  observed 
that  he  had  himself  placed  a  clause  on  the 
Paper  identical  with  it,  except  in  limiting 
the  prohibition  to  eities  and  boroughs.  He 
had  done  this  from  having  observed  that 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cardigan- 
shire had  left  London,  and  not  being  aware 
that  he  had  entrusted  his  clause  to  the 
hon.  Member.  He  had  made  the  altera- 
tion in  the  hope  of  more  readOy  inducing 
the  House  to  adopt  the  proposal ;  as  the 
risk  of  ill  results  in  counties  was  certainly 
less,  while  the  inconvenience,  if  any,  might 
be  greater.  For  his  own  part,  he  would 
be  glad  to  see  the  clause  pass  in  either 
form.  The  Prime  Minister  had  appealed 
to  the  decision  of  the  Committee,  having 
been  adverse  to  the  suggestion  on  the  pre- 
ceding year.  But  he  had  forgotten  that, 
upon  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Cardiganshire  first  bringing  it  forward,  it 
was  virtually  adopted  by  general  consent 
in  a  Committee  which  had  fully  canvassed 
it.  But  unluckily  the  debate  dragged  on, 
and  it  was  finally  rejected  later  in  the 
evening  by  the  Members  who  came  down 
about  ten  o'clock,  who  had  heard  nothing 
and  cared  as  little  for  the  question.  The 
objections  to  the  plan  were  summed  up  in 
the  material  inconvenience  which  it  might 
at  first  occasion.  No  one  denied  that  some 
inconvenience  might  result ;  but  this  waa 
as  nothing  compared  with  the  benefits 
which  would  accrue.  Parliament  was  on 
its  trial  at  the  bar  of  public  opinion ;  and 
unless  some  such  drastic  remedy  as  thia 
were  applied  to  the  disease  of  eleetorml 
corruption,  the  verdict  of  guilty  wonld  be 
recorded.  Every  one  who  had  had  to  do 
with  a  borough  election,  and  who  did  not 
palter  with  his  own  conscience,  must  con- 
fess to  the  utter  corruption  connected  with 
committees  held  at  public-houses.  There 
were  committees  of  electors  and  oommit* 
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tees  of  non-eleotora ;  and  he  eould  testify 
i^om  experience  thnt  sometimes  the  eom- 
mittees  of  the  rival  candidates  sat  on  the 
right  hand  and  the  left  of  the  same  pahlic- 
house.  It  was  ahsnrd  to  talk  of  business 
being  transacted  at  these  places.  Their 
object  was  to  bribe  the  publican  bj  the 
beer  which  he  sold,  and  the  electors  by  the 
beer  which  tbej  drank,  and  to  gifo  the 
nou' electors  pot-Talour  to  terrorize  the 
constituencies.  It  was  bribery  of  a  worse 
kind  than  money  payments,  for  those,  at 
least,  might  help  in  the  support  of  the 
voter's  wife  and  children,  while  bribery 
by  beer  only  turned  him  into  a  profligate 
sot. 

Mb.  clay  said,  that  though  there 
were  objections  to  the  use  of  public-houses, 
he  must  vote  against  the  clause.  If  it 
were  passed,  it  would  prevent  him  from 
addressing  the  electors  of  Hull  from  the 
window  of  one  of  the  principal  hotels  in 
the  market-place.  He  feared  the  clause 
would  deprive  many  a  candidate  of  power 
to  use  the  only  assembly-room  in  his 
borough.  He  had  been  in  the  habit  of 
using  the  same  hotel  at  his  elections  for 
thirty  years,  where  he  was  to  be  seen  every 
day ;  and  if  he  left  it  his  friends  would 
scarcely  believe  that  he  was  a  candidate. 

Sir  RAINALD  KNIGHTLBY  said, 
there  was  no  difficulty  either  in  counties  or 
|borough8  in  obtaining  suitable  rooms  in 
/private  houses  ;  and  he  hoped  Parliament 
would  put  down  this  great  source  of  ex- 
pense and  corruption. 

Me.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  was  in 
favour  of  reducing  the  expenses  of  elec- 
tions, and  therefore  he  should  vote  against 
the  clause,  because  his  experience  was  that 
the  candidate  could  very  often  obtain  rooms 
cheaper  in  a  public-house  than  elsewhere. 
Why  was  it  to  be  supposed  that  when 
rooms  were  engaged  in  such  a  place  it 
was  merely  intended  to  bribe  the  landlord 
or  his  customers  ?  Some  hon.  Members 
seemed  to  think  that  licenced  victuallers 
were  worse  than  any  other  class  of  elec- 
tors ;  against  that  assumption  he  begged 
to  protest. 

Mb.  POWELL  said,  there  were  many 
towns — and  the  town  he  represented  was 
one  of  them — where,  if  this  clause  were 
carried,  it  would  be  impossible  to  address 
the  electors  except  in  the  open  air,  as  there 
was  no  room  in  the  town — with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  Town  Hall — where  a  meeting 
could  be  held,  except  in  public-houses. 

Mb.  Serjeant  GASELEE  said,  he  was 
surprised  that  Liberal    Members   should 


advocate  the  use  of  beer-houses  and  beer- 
shops.     There  must  be  something  behind, 
which  he  could  not  understand.     It  was  / 
not  only  that  they  paid  for  the  room,  but/ 
for  the  treatment  of  people  who  came  there/ 
— it  was  a  complete  system  of  bribery  andl  ) 
corruption. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  asked, 
whether  it  was  seriously  intended  tbat  a 
candidate  who  innocently  hired  a  room  in 
an  hotel  was  to  have  his  election  made 
void,  and  that  he  was  to  be  disqualified 
from  sitting  in  Parliament  for  seven  years  ? 
An  agent  might,  without  the  knowledge  of 
the  candidate,  rent  a  room  in  a  public- 
house. 

Mr.  MELLY  said,  thai  at  he  had  been 
in  a  manner  appealed  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cambridge  University,  he  might  be 
allowed  to  say  a  few  words.  In  a  certain 
election  in  1866  the  advertised  election 
expenditure  of  the  two  candidates  amounted 
to  £2,469  1*.  3A  [••Where?"]  Now, 
was  that  fair  ?  At  any  rate,  let  them 
wait  to  the  end.  He  and  his  opponent 
polled  on  that  occasion  about  93  per  cent 
of  the  constituency.  At  a  subsequent 
election,  in  consequence  of  an  understand- 
ing that  he  and  his  opponent  came  to  on 
the  subject  of  public-houses,  the  advertised 
election  expenses  of  both  candidates  came 
to  £109,  and  they  polled  only  1  per  cent 
less  of  the  constituency  than  they  did  be- 
fore. They  lived  at  hotels,  but  they  did 
not  use  them  as  committee  rooms.  He 
therefore  supported  this  clause,  and  he 
hoped  the  House  would  pass  it  unani- 
mously, as  that  would  have  a  great  moral 
effect  upon  the  country. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  that  as  this  clause  was  worded, 
if  a  candidate  stayed  at  an  hotel,  and  his 
agent  visited  him  at  breakfast  and  wrote  a 
letter  in  his  room  on  election  business,  the 
candidate  would  be  guilty  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  that  all 
the  House  was  required  to  do  was  to  vote 
on  the  principle  of  the  clause  ;  it  could  be 
easily  amended  afterwards  so  as  to  meet 
the  objections  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
would  recommend  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stoke  (Mr.  Meily)  to  repeat  the  arrange- 
ment he  had  described,  and  be  independent 
of  the  clause.  It  seemed  as  if  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen wished  to  be  saved  the  trouble  of 
exercising  moral  courage,  and,  indeed, 
wanted  to  be  made  moral  by  Act  of  Fftr-T^ 
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liament.  He  (Mr.  Oathorne  Hardy)  did 
not  belieye  in  such  a  process. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  put,  *'  That 
the  said  Clause  be  noir  read  a  second 
time." 

The  House  divided :  —  Ayes  70  ;  Noes 
130 :  Majority  60. 

Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  aaid,  that 
after  the  dlTision  which  had  taken  place 
he  should  not  mofe  bis  clause  prohibiting 
the  use  for  election  purposes  in  cities  and 
boroughs  of  premises  licensed  for  the  sale 
of  drinks. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  moved  the 
following  clause :— - 

<<  At  the  trial  of  an  Etootion  Pttition  under 
this  Act  the  judge  shall  haye  power  to  reoeive 
e? idenoe  of  corrupt  practices  which  any  elector 
who  shall  ha? e  Toted  at  the  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tion to  which  the  Petition  refers  may  have  com- 
mitted at  anjr  Municipal  Election  within  the  same 
oonnty  or  borough  within  two  years  before  the 
presentation  of  the  Petition,  with  the  object  of 
pro? ing  that  the  voter  was  corruptly  influenced  in 
Toting  at  the  said  Parliamentary  Election ;  and 
any  special  Commission  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  existence  of  corrupt  practices  shall  have 
power  to  inquire  into  corrupt  practices  at  Muni- 
cipal Elections  to  the  same  extent  and  in  the 
same  manner  as  into  corrupt  practices  at  Parlia- 
mentary Elections." 

As  he  had  expressed  his  sentiments  on  the 
subject  of  the  clause  on  a  former  occasion 
he  would  not  again  trouble  the  House  with 
any  observations  upon  it. 

Clause  (Corrupt  practices  at  previous 
Municipal  Elections  may  be  inquired  into,) 
— (Mr,  M%ll,)'^hr<mght  up,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  he 
must  oppose  the  clause  for  the  same  rea- 
son as  he  opposed  it  the  other  day— that 
this  was  not  the  time  nor  the  occasion  for 
dealing  with  the  corruption  at  municipal 
Elections.  If  a  voter  was  bribed  at  a 
municipal  Election,  on  the  understanding 
that  that  bribe  should  secure  his  vote  at  the 
next  Parliamentary  Election  also,  that  was 
sufficient  to  constitute  bribery  at  the  Par- 
liamentary Election ;  and  by  this  Bill  the 
Judge  would  have  power  to  inquire  into  it 
without  the  clause  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  Stuart  Mill). 
But  if  the  bribery  at  the  municipal  Election 
was  independent  briberyi  which  did  not 
lead  up  to  the  Parliamentary  Election, 
then  it  was  a  separate  matter,  and  should 
be  dealt  with  by  a  separate  Bill. 

Question,  '<  That  the  said  Clause  be  now 
read  a  second  time,"  put,  and  negatived, 
Mr.  Oathorne  Hardy 
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Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL :  Sir,  I  nae 
to  move  a  clause  declaring  illegal  the  em- 
ployment of  paid  canvassers,  or  paid  agents 
other  than  the  one  appointed  under  the 
Corrupt  Practices  Prevention  Act.  The 
clause  is  directed  against  the  greatest  of 
all  the  Bonrces  of  undue  expense  at  elec- 
tions, especially  in  counties  and  large  towbs. 
It  is  well-known  that  when  a  candidste  pre- 
sents himself  to  a  large  constituenej,  de- 
termined to  carry  all  before  him  by  dint  of 
money,  a  great  part  of  his  outlay  eooMsts 
in  hiring  canvassers,  and  they  are  hired 
by  hundreds,  very  often  without  any  real 
intention  that  they  should  canvass,  and 
many  of  them  never  do  canvass,  tip  to 
last  year,  under  pretence  of  payment  for 
canvassing,  any  number  of  electors  might, 
without  any  breach  of  law,  be  paid  for 
their  votes.  A  clause,  however,  in  the 
Reform  Act,  which  the  country  is  indebted 
to  an  hon.  Member  near  me  for  propostDg, 
and  to  the  Government  for  scoepting,  has 
struck  a  blow  at  this  mode  of  bribery,  by 
enacting  that  no  one  in  the  actual  pay  of 
a  candidate  shall  be  allowed  to  vote.  Here- 
after, therefore,  a  man  can  no  longer  be 
paid  in  this  manner  for  his  own  vote.  But 
he  can  still  be  paid  for  the  vote  of  his 
father,  or  his  brother,  or  his  wife's  father 
or  brother ;  and,  besides,  there  is  sueh  a 
thing  as  collective  bribery  —  bribery  of  a 
whole  constituency,  by  spending  money 
freely  in  the  place.  Every  petty  trsdea- 
man  in  the  town  is  virtually  bribed  by  a 
man  who  flings  money  about  lavishly  oo 
all  sides,  most  of  which  comes  back  almost 
immediately  to  be  spent  at  their  shops. 
All  expenditure  by  which  electors  profit  is 
a  kind  of  bribery ;  and,  though  it  may  not 
be  feasible  to  put  a  stop  to  all  forms  of 
it,  still,  if  there  be  a  form  which  answers 
no  useful  purpose  whatever  —  unless  oon- 
fining  the  representation  to  millionaires 
be  a  useful  purpose  —  this  at  least  ought 
surely  to  be  put  a  stop  to.  Now,  what 
useful  purpose,  at  this  time  of  day,  is  pro- 
moted by  personal  canvassing  ?  A  seat  in 
this  House  ought  no  more  to  be  obtained 
by  private  solicitation  than  by  money  pay* 
ment.  The  use  of  canvassing,  when  there 
was  a  use,  was  to  make  the  candidate  and 
his  pretensions  known  to  the  constituency; 
but  this  is  now  done  by  addressing  them 
in  a  body,  through  the  Press  or  at  public 
meetings.  It  is  from  the  candidate's  public 
addresses,  or  from  the  newspapers,  that 
the  electors  even  now  learn  all  that  they 
ever  do  learn  about  the  candidate  ;  they 
do  not  want  canvassers  to  tell  them.     If 
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there  is  to  be  eaoTasttog,  it  onght  to  be 
done  by  Tolanteers.  Everybody  who  has 
any  businesB  to  be  a  caDdidate  has  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  sealoos  supporters  to  do 
all  the  canvassing  that  can  be  needful. 
Acquaintances  may  talk  to  acquaintances, 
and  neighbours  to  neighbours,  and  win 
them  oyer  by  persuasion  and  moral  influ- 
ence ;  but  what  moral  influence  has  a  man 
who  is  paid  for  his  persuasiveness  ?  And 
what  would  the  electors  lose  if  they  could 
only  be  talked  to  by  somebody  who  believes 
what  he  says,  and  cares  enough  about  it 
to  say  it  gratis  ? 

Clause — 

(Emplojment  of  paid  oanvassera  or  of  paid 
agents  other  than  the  one  appointed  under  the 
■t  Gorrnpt  Practices  Prevention  Act  to  be  illegal.) 
1 1  **  It  shall  not  be  lawfiil  for  any  candidate,  or 
for  anjone  in  his  behalf,  to  pay  anj  money  or 
eqaivalent  for  money  in  consideration  of  services 
rendered  or  to  be  rendered  in  canvassing  the 
electors  or  in  soliciting  votes  at  any  Election,  or 
to  employ  any  barrister,  solicitor  or  attorney, 
agent  or  sab-agent,  clerk,  or  other  person  who 
may  be  paid,  or  to  be  paid,  by  or  in  behalf  of  the 
candidate  for  other  purposes  connected  with  the 
Election,  in  canvassing  electors  or  soliciting 
votes ;  and  any  candidate  or  other  person  making 
payment  for  canvassing  electors  or  solidtiog  votesL 
or  employing  for  such  purposes  any  person  paia 
or  to  be  paid  by  or  in  behalf  of  the  candidate  for 
other  purposes  connected  with  the  Election  shall 
be  guilty  of  bribery  within  the  meaning  of  the 
second  Clause  of  *  The  Corrupt  Practices  Act, 
1864;'  and  any  person  receiving  payment  for 
such  purposes,  and  any  person  paid  or  to  be  paid 
for  other  purposes  connected  with  the  Election, 
who  shall  canvass  electors  or  solicit  votes,  shall  be 
guilty  of  bribery  within  the  meaning  of  the  third 
CUose  of  the  said  Act."— (Ifr.  MiU,) 

^^brouglu  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  colourable  employment  of  persons 
as  canvassers  who  were  not  intended  to 
'  canvass  was  bribery  according  (o  the  exist- 
ing law.  This  clause  was  therefore  not 
necessary  to  prevent  the  abuse  of  canvas- 
sing. But  did  the  hon.  Member  think  it 
would  be  right  to  prohibit  the  payment  of 
a  man  as  canvasser  who,  not  being  an 
elector,  gave  up  his  time  for  the  candidate? 
A  subsequent  branch  of  the  hon.  Member's 
proposal  referred  to  the  appointment  of 
barristers,  but  he  should  hope  that  barris- 
ters did  not  act  as  canvassers.  The  clause 
would  be  unduly  and  unjustly  severe  in  its 
operation,  for  if  any  paid  canvassers  were 
employed  on  behalf  of  a  candidate  at  an 
election,  even  if  they  were  not  electors, 
that  would  void  the  candidate's  election, 
and  render  him   incapable  of  sitting   in 


Parliament  for  seven  years.  This  was  a 
proposal  to  declare  that  what  was  really 
innocent  should  be  considered  a  guilty  act. 
The  House  ought  not  to  make  corruption 
of  what  was  not  corruption. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  he  would  support 
the  clause ;  it  was  one  of  the  worst 
practices  at  elections. 

Mr.  M*CULLAGH  TORRENS  said,  he 
had  done  as  much  canvassing  as  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  and  he  believed  the 
whole  system  of  canvassing  was  one  of  the 
worst  that  ever  existed,  as  it  was  intended 
by  this  result,  that  the  man  who  chose  to 
sacrifice  his  time  or  money  to  this  mode  of 
making  himself  known  to  a  constituency 
had  a  chance  which  on  other  grounds  he 
might  have  no  title  to  whatever.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  had  told  them 
that  the  proper  mode  of  canvassing  now 
was  through  public  meetings  or  the  pnblio 
Pi^ess,  and  that  mode  had  this  plain  ad- 
vantage in  favour  of  honesty,  that  under  it 
a  man  could  not  talk  double.  Anyone  who 
was  at  all  acquainted  with  a  large  consti- 
tuency knew  what  opportunities  were  af- 
forded at  every  corner,  under  the  canvas- 
sing system,  for  a  candidate  to  suit  his 
sentiments  to  the  colour  of  the  man  he 
was  talking  to,  and  thus  to  acquire  popu- 
larity under  false  pretences.  He  thought 
the  penalties  under  the  clause  were  dispro- 
portionate to  the  offence,  and  he  hoped, 
therefore,  that  his  hon.  Friend  would  agree 
to  amend  that  part  of  the  clause  which 
related  to  the  penalty.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  imposition  of  high  penalties  was 
the  surest  mode  of  putting  a  stop  to  the 
evil.  He  should  very  gladly  vote  for  the 
clause  of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  last  spoken  seemed  to  be 
under  the  impression  that  the  proposal 
before  the  House  was  to  make  speeches 
serve  the  purpose  at  present  served  by 
canvassing.  But  that  was  not  so.  The 
clause  only  sought  to  prevent  the  employ- 
ment of  paid  canvassers.  Any  candidate 
would  be  allowed  to  canvass  for  himself ;  but 
the  question  was  whether  he  should  or 
should  not  be  prevented  from  employing 
for  money  other  people  to  can? ass  for  him. 
He  believed  that  the  real  evil  to  be  aimed 
at  was  the  employment  of  solicitors  in  the 
borough  or  county,  who  were  mixed  up 
with  the  affairs  of  a  large  number  of  voters, 
and  who  consequently  exercised  an  influ- 
ence over  these  voters,  thereby  indirectly 
producing  all  the  evil  results  of  bribery. 
If  it  were  possible  so  to  frame  the  clause 
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as  to  aim  distinctly  at  that  evil  he  shonld 
be  happy  to  support  the  proposal,  but  as 
the  clause  stood  at  present  it  aimed  at  a 
totally  distinct  matter,  and  he  saw  con* 
siderable  difficulty  in  giving  it  his  support. 

Mb.  OSBORNB  said,  be  had  supported 
the  Gofernment  in  their  efforts  to  pass 
this  Bill,  and  should  continue  to  do  so  ; 
but  he  must  give  his  support  to  this  clause. 
He  did  not  think  the  hon.  Member,  who 
represented  the  small  borough  of  Ponte- 
fract  (Mr.  Childers),  had  had  much  experi- 
ence in  the  matter.  He  (Mr.  (hborne) 
had  had  the  fortune  to  canvass  very  large 
boroughs,  but  he  had  never  employed  a 
paid  canvasser  in  his  life,  although  he  had 
been  opposed  to  wealthy  pigeons  who  had 
been  considerably  plucked  by  that  item  in 
their  accounts.  If  the  House  wished  to 
strike  at  the  root  of  corrupt  practices  they 
must  support  the  clause  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Westminster.  He  knew  of  an 
instance  in  which  an  opponent  of  his  em- 
ployed 150  paid  canvassers  at  5f.  each  a 
day.  He  believed  that  the  total  of  the 
bill  for  those  canvassers  amounted  to 
exactly  the  sum  for  which  he  himself  was 
returned  at  the  election  to  which  he  re- 
ferred. In  Ireland  barristers  were  paid 
for  speaking  at  elections — not  Q.O.'s,  but 
aspiring  barristers,  and  he  believed  that 
even  on  this  side  of  the  Channel  rising 
barristers  of  seven  years'  standing  would 
willingly  give  their  services  at  elections 
without  any  sense  of  that  virtuous  inno- 
cence displayed  by  the  Solicitor  General. 
If  they  desired  to  strike  at  bribery  alto- 
gether they  must  strike  at  paid  canvass- 
ing. 

M&.  Serjeant  GASELEE  said,  he 
would  support  the  second  reading  of  the 
clause,  but  he  thought  it  would  require 
to  be  amended  by  making  the  penalty  less 
severe. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  ''  That 
the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

The  House  divided :  — •  Ayes  86  ;  Noes 
116  :  Majority  30. 

Ma.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  it  would 

be  useless,  after  the  division  which  had  just 

been   taken,   for  him    to  move  the  next 

clause  of  which  he  had  given  Notice,  which 

was  a  supplement  to  the  one  just  rejected. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  he 

'    would  appeal  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 

I   Member  for  Middlesex  (Mr.  Labouchere) 

not  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House  hj 

moving  the  clause  of  which  he  had  given 

Mr.  CfhUdn-i 


Notice*  for  providing  additional  polling* 
places  in  counties. 

Mb.  labouchere  said,  that  at  the 
Ministry  had  an  official  majority  in  the 
House  by  whieh  they  could  overthrow  any 
clause  they  opposed,  he  shonld  not  move 
his  clause. 

Mb.  ATRTON  moved  the  insertion  of 
the  following  clause,  providing  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  attomies  of  the  Honse  of 
Commons :— - 

"  The  Speaker  f  the  House  of  Oommons  shall 
from  ^me  to  time  appoint  such  nnmber  of  attor* 
Diet  of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleai  as  he  mAy 
judge  neoessarj  to  the  olBce  of  attorney  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  at  the  pleasure  of  the 
Speaker." 

The  present  Bill  proposed  to  repeal  a  ver^ 
important  statute,  which  directed  that  if 
any  Election  Petition  should  be  improperly 
compromised  and  withdrawn,  and  a  Com- 
mittee  should  be  appointed  to  pursue  an 
investigation  into  the  cirenmstances  of  that 
Election,  then  Mr.  Speaker  should  be  at 
liberty  to  appoint  an  agent  to  prosecute 
the  matter  before  a  Committee  of  the 
House,  and  the  expense  incurred  bj  the 
act  of  Mr.  Speaker  should  be  re-imburaed 
to  him  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fnnd. 
That  Act  had  not  been  very  often  acted 
upon  ;  but  having  regard  to  the  manner  in 
whisk  election  oases  were  in  future  to  be 
tried,  he  thou^t  the  power  of  appointing 
attomies  of  the  House  of  Commons  might 
in  some  instances  prove  exceedingly  use- 
ful. When  the  Divorce  Court  was  first 
establiftbed,  grave  doubts  were  expressed 
as  to  'whether  petitioners  and  respondents 
would  not  be  able  to  compromise  aeiioas 
and  to  carry  out  ulterior  designs  of  their 
own  without  the  knowledge  of  the  Court, 
and  it  soon  oame  to  light  that  that  was  so^ 
and  that  petitioners  and  respondents  In 
total  violation  of  all  the  provisions  of  the 
Act,  did  obtain  divorces  to  which  they 
could  have  no  possible  right ;  and  it  was 
then  found  that  the  only  effectual  mode  o£ 
preventing  that  was  to  give  power  to  a 
solicitor,  who  should  be  at  liberty  to  ascer- 
tain all  that  might  be  suggested  from 
without,  to  investigate  suggestions,  to 
watch  the  trials  in  Court,  and  if  he  found 
any  disposition  to  suppress  important  mat- 
ters, to  bring  them  before  the  Court,  in 
order  that  the  Judge  might  pronoonce 
justly  upon  the  whole  matter.  In  that 
way  mauy  abuses  were  prevented.  In  the 
present  Bill  they  were  endeavouring  to 
prevent  the  improper  withdrawal  and  eooH 
promising  of  Election  Petitions ;  b«t  he  did 
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Bot  Mnk  it  woold  be  eflfbetiTd  m  it  ttood, 
for  It  would  be  impoMsible  to  detect  tbe 
contrivanceB  thai  mi^bt  be  resorted  to  bj 
the  Petitiooer  and  the  Bitting  Member  to 
coonprDaiiae  the  Petition  at  almost  every 
Btage  of  the  proceedings.  There  was  onlj 
one  way  of  preventiDg  such  things,  and 
that  was  by  following  the  example  set  by 
the  Divorce  Court.  They  should  appoint 
an  officer  who  could  reoeire  unofficial  com- 
munications, and  on  whom  would  be  cast 
the  responsibility  of  yerifying  the  truth  of 
such  communications,  and  taking  them  op 
if  he  thought  proper,  as  instructions  to 
appear  in  the  case.  They  had  a  right 
to  assume  that  such  an  officer  would 
discharge  his  duties  properly,  and  not 
intenrene,  unless  he  haa  adequate  ground 
for  beliering  it  was  necessary  he  should 
do  so.  Such  an  officer  would  be  ap- 
pointed as  under  the  old  statute  by  the 
Speaker ;  but  instead  of  being  merely  an 
agent  be  would  be  an  attorney,  though 
not,  as  stated  in  the  Notice,  of  the  Queen's 
Bench,  but  of  tbe  Common  Fleas. 

Clause<— 

(Appointment  of  attomios  of  the  House  of 
Commoas.) 

"The  Speaker   of  the    Houie  of  Oommone 

shall  from  time  to  time  appoint  such  nomher  of 

attomles  of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  as  he 

may  judge  necessary  to  the  office  of  attomej  of 

I  the  HoBse  of  Commons,  at  the  pleasure  of  the 

'  Speaker."— (ifr.  AyrUm,) 

^^hrought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  he 
could  not  think  that  the  hon.  Member  gave 
a  correct  account  of  the  present  Bill  when 
he  said  that  it  would  be  ineffective  in  pre- 
Tcnting  the  improper  withdrawal  or  com- 
promise of  Election  Petitions.  An  endea- 
Tour  at  all  eyeots  had  been  already  made 
to  secure  the  object  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber aimed  at.  The  34th  clause  proyided 
that  no  Petition  should  be  withdrawn 
without  leaye  of  the  Court  and  without 
Notice  of  the  intended  withdrawal  being 
giyen  in  the  county  or  borough  to  which 
the  Petition  referred.  In  the  eyent  of  the 
Judge  coming  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Petition  was  about  to  be  improperly  com- 
promised, he  could  order  a  new  Petition  to 
be  substituted  for  one  originally  named, 
and  at  the  same  time  the  security  given 
by  the  latter  would  remain  as  security  for 
costs  incurred  by  the  substituted  Peti- 
tioner. Then  at  the  trial,  if  the  Judge 
thought  facts  were  being  withheld,  he 
eonld,  independently  of  the  parties  in  the 


Petition,  call  any  witness  he  pleated  and 
examine  him.  This  clause  had  been  intro* 
daeed  into  the  Bill  for  tbe  express  purpose 
of  preventing  collusion.  The  only  objec- 
tion be  had  to  the  clause  now  proposed  was 
that  the  Petitioners  and  the  respondents 
would  be  frequently  put  to  great  and  need- 
less expense  in  the  event  of  the  attorney 
of  the  House  of  Commons  intervening  be- 
tween them.  They  might  have  to  stand 
by  while  that  officer,  bis  inclination  and 
duty  prompting  him,  was  endeavouring  to 

grove  eorrupt  practices,  in  which  endeavour 
e  might  fail.  On  the  whole,  he  thought 
it  would  be  better  to  try  the  Bill  as  it 
stood»  for  if  experience  showed  it  did  not 
work  well,  a  short  Bill  could  be  easily 
passed  to  amend  it  in  a  way  similar  to  that 
now  suggested  bv  tbe  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  that  the 
only  fault  which  he  found  with  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Ayrton)  was,  that  it  did  not  go  far  enough. 
His  {Mjt,  Btnart  Mill's)  opinion  was,  that 
if  they  desired  to  put  an  end  to  corrupt 
practices  they  must  provide  a  public  prose- 
cutor, and  not  rely  upon  the  private  in- 
terest of  candidates  and  their  supporters 
for  proceeding  against  suspected  indivi- 
duals. They  would  never  get  rid  of  corrupt 
practices,  unless  they  made  it  the  duty  of 
some  particular  person  to  inquire,  not  into 
compromises  only,  but  into  all  matters 
connected  with  corrupt  practices,  and  to 
institute  prosecutions  where  evidences  of 
corruption  were  found  to  exist.  The  pro- 
posed clause,  however,  was  a  good  one  as 
far  as  it  went,  and  he  should  therefore 
give  it  his  support.  He  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  accept  the  clause. 

Mb.  THOMAS  HUGHES  said,  he  also  j 
hoped  the  Ministnr  would  not  reject  the  / 
olMise.  Judging  rrom  the  brief  statement  ( 
of  the  Solicitor  General,  the  Government 
seemed  to  be  perfectly  at  one  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Ayrton)  with  regard  to  the  desirability  of 
accomplishing  the  object  desired  by  the 
hon.  Member.  He  trusted  therefore  that 
the  Government  would  shew  its  sincerity 
by  atceptine  the  proposal.  Everyone  con- 
versant with  the  practice  of  onr  Courts 
knew  that,  without  some  such  officer  as 
was  proposed  by  bis  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  it  would  be 
impossible  for  the  Court  to  form  any  opi- 
nion as  to  whether  there  had  been  a  collu- 
sive arrangement  or  not. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  put*  **  That 
the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

The  House  divided  .—Ayes  102  ;  Noes 
110:  Majority  8. 

Mr.  BONHAMCARTER  then  mored 
the  following  clause  :  — 

(Declaration  by  candidates.) 

*'  The  returning  officer  shall,  in  case  of  a 
contested  Election  for  any  county,  city,  or  bo- 
rough, require,  at  the  time  of  nomination,  erery 
candidate  to  make,  immediately  after  the  nomi- 
nation of  the  candidates,  the  following  declara- 
tion : — 

'*  I  solemnly  and  sincerely  declare  that  I  will 
not,  directly  or  indirectly,  by  myself  or  others, 
knowingly  commit,  sanction,  or  permit  on  my  be- 
half at  the  ensuing  Election  any  act  of  bribery, 
treating,  or  undue  influence,  or  other  breach  of 
the  Corrupt  Practices  Act  (17  and  18  Vic.  c.  102), 
and  that  1  will  not  pay  or  otherwise  discharge, 
except  in  the  manner  and  through  the  persons 
provided  by  the  said  Act,  any  expenses  of  or  con- 
nected with  such  Election,  and  that  I  will  me  my 
utmost  endeavours  to  promote  the  observance  of 
all  the  provisions  of  the  said  Act." 

Clause  (Declaration  by  candidates,) — 
{3fr.  BonhamCarterf)— brought  up,  and 
read  the  first  time. 

'Mb.  DISRAELI  said»  that  when  the 
House  was  in  Committee  upon  the  Bill  it 
bad  considered  the  subject  of  personal  de- 
clarations, and  had  decided  against  adopt- 
ing them.  The  declaration  now  proposed 
did  not  essentially  differ  from  the  one 
which  the  House  pronounced  against  on  a 
former  occasion  ;  and,  in  his  opinion,  it 
would  be  a  mere  waste  of  valuable  time  to 
re-open  the  controversy. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  '*  That  the 
said  Clause  be  now  read  a  second  time," 
put,  and  negatived, 

Mh.  POWELL  moved  a  new  clause — 
(Treatment  of  Petition  after  presentation. ) 
**  On  presentation  of  the  Petidon  the  prescribed 
officer  shall  send  a  copy  thereof  to  the  returning 
officer  of  the  county  or  borough  to  which  the  Peti- 
tion relates,  who  shall  forthwith  publish  the  same 
in  the  county  or  borough  as  the  case  may  be." 

Clause  added. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  rose 
to  move  the  following  clause : — 
(Provision  for  expenses  of  trials  and  inquiries.) 
"  The  expenses  of  all  trials  or  inquiries  held 
under  the  present  Act,  except  such  expenses  as 
are  hereinbefore  provided  for,  and  except  such 
part  as  the  court  or  judge  shall  impose  by  way  of 
penalty  upon  either  the  Petitioner  or  the  Respon- 
dent, shall  be  defrayed  in  the  case  of  any  county 
from  the  county  rate,  and  in  the  case  of  any  bo- 
rough, out  of  the  monies,  and  in  the  manner  and 
proporUons  menUoned  in  the  Act  of  the  sixth 
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year  of  the  reign  of  Viotoria,  chapter  eight,  i 
tion  fifty-five,  with  respect  to  the  expentea  of 
carrying  into  effect  the  provisions  of  that  Act;  and 
the  account  of  such  expenses  shall  be  made, 
allowed,  and  paid  in  the  manner  provided  in  the 
said  Act,  unless  the  court  or  judge  shall  oertily 
that  there  is  reason  to  believe  that  corrupt  prao- 
tices  do  not  generally  or  extensively  prevail  in  the 
constituency,  in  which  case  the  said  expenses 
shall  be  chai^g^  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund." 

He  desired  to  carry  into  effect  what  be 
considered  was  a  true  and  sound  principle 
— namely,  to  throw  the  expenses  of  all 
inquiries  into  corrupt  practices  upon  the 
community  who  were  implicated.  He  left 
to  the  tribunal  to  determine  what  portion 
of  these  expenses  should  in  any  case  be 
laid,  to  the  relief  of  the  ratepayers,  upon 
the  persons  who  bad  been  proved  to  be 
guilty  of  corrupt  practices,  or  upon  those 
who  were  shown  to  have  brought  fnToloos 
and  improper  accusations. 

Clause  (Profision  for  expenses  of  trials 
,nd  inquiries,) — {3fr.  Mill,) — brought  up, 
,nd  read  the  first  time. 

Thb  attorney  general  said,  he 
would  oppose  this  clause,  having  opposed 
one  founded  upon  precisely  the  same  prin- 
ciples which  had  been  moved  by  the  bon. 
Member  at  a  previous  stage.  The  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  was  not  a  fair 
one,  and  be  hoped  the  House  would  not 
adopt  it.  The  ratepayers  ought  not  to  be 
called  upon  to  pay  the  costs  of  a  trial  to 
which  they  were  not  parties.  The  costs 
should  fall  on  the  defeated  party,  as  in  the 
case  of  a  law  suit.  The  constituency 
might  be  entirely  innocent,  and  therefore 
it  would  be  unjust  to  put  the  ezpensee  of 
these  inquiries  on  them. 

Ma.  ROEBUCK  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
Attorney  General,  who  had,  be  thought, 
somewhat  misunderstood  the  object  of  the 
clause,  would  re-consider  his  determination, 
and  allow  the  clause  to  pass.  He  (Mr. 
Roebuck)  thought  it  a  curious  ^Uacy  to 
compare  this,  which  was  a  public  matter, 
with  a  private  law  suit.  It  was  the  in- 
terest of  the  constituency  that  the  proper 
man  should  be  returned. 

Ma.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  for  Westminster  would  divide 
the  House  on  his  clause. 

Mr.  BOXJVERIE  said,  he  had  great 
objection  to  the  clause  in  a  practical  point 
of  view,  because  it  would  allow  Petitioners 
to  dip  their  hands  into  the  public  purse. 
That  was  a  principle  which  it  would  be 
dangerous  to  sanction.  If  the  olaose 
Petitions  would  inevitably  be  pre- 
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senied  from  efery  borough  in  England, 
Ireland,  and  Scotland. 

Mr.  SEBJEAm:  GASELEE  aaid,  he 
altogether  differed  from  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie). 
An  inquiry  of  this  kind  was  always  a  dif- 
ferent thing  from  a  private  law  suit,  and 
the  expenses  of  it  ought,  in  his  opinion, 
to  be  defrayed  by  the  public.  According 
to  this  clause  the  ratepayera  might  have 
to  pay  the  expenses,  and  he  thought  the 
ratepayers  would  nerer  get  up  a  Petition 
simply  in  order  that  they  might  ha?e  the 
pleasure  of  paying  the  expenses  of  it. 
He  might  remark  that  when  a  constituency 
happened  to  get  a  good  Member  they 
ought  to  be  proud  of  him,  and  do  all  they 
could  to  keep  him. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That 
the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

The  House  divided  :— Ayes  49  ;  Noes 
146  :  Majority  97. 

Mb.  POWELL  said,  he  should  not 
move  the  clause  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice  (This  Act  to  apply  to  municipal 
Elections),  but  he  hoped  the  question  to 
which  it  referred  would  be  dealt  with  be- 
fore long. 

Mb.  Sebjeant  QASELEE  said,  be 
rose  to  more  that  no  new  Judge  be  ap- 
pointed under  the  Bill  until  the  number  of 
Election  Petitions  presented  to  the  Court 
of  Common  Pleas  be  ascertained.  The 
chief  ground  on  which  he  moved  this  clause 
was,  that  if  these  new  Judges  were  at  once 
appointed,  they  would  draw  salaries  four 
or  five  months  before  their  services  were 
required  under  the  Bill. 

Clause  (That  no  new  judge  be  appointed 
under  the  said  Bill  until  the  number  of 
Election  Petitions  presented  to  the  Court 
of  Common  Pleas  be  ascertained,)— (Afr. 
Serjeant  OaseUe,)-— brought  up,  and  read 
the  first  time. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  the  clause  was 
precisely  similar  to  one  which  had  been 
moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton),  and  respecting 
which  he  (Mr.  Disraeli)  pointed  out  at  the 
time  that  it  struck  at  the  root  of  the  Bill, 
and  the  Committee  unanimously  rejected  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  *'  That  the 
said  Clause  be  now  read  a  second  time," 
put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  8CHREIBER  said,  he  rose  to 
move  a  clause  providing  that  municipal 


Elections  appointed  by  law  to  take  place 
in  November,  should  be  postponed  for  one 
month  in  order  that  the  intention  of  the 
House  might  not  be  frustrated.  He  feared 
that  if  the  municipal  Elections  were  allowed 
to  be  held  before  the  Elections  for  Members 
of  Parliament,  bribery  would  be  rife  in 
connection  with  the  former,  as  it  was  well 
known  the  municipal  often  decided  the 
Parliamentary  Election.  Without  his  clause 
the  Bill  would  be  futile,  because  while  the 
briber  would  abstain  from  bribery  punish- 
able under  the  Act,  he  would  be  most  in- 
dustrious in  connection  with  the  municipal 
Elections,  where  bribery  might  be  practised 
with  impunity. 

Clause   (Postponement   of  Election    of| 
municipal  and   local   officers  for  the  yearf 
one    thousand   eight    hundred    and    sixty ' 
eight,)— (jfcfr.  Schreiber,)  —  brought  up, 
and  read  the  first  time. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDT  aaid.  he 
could  not  accede  to  the  propoaition.  While 
admitting  that  there  was  much  force  in 
what  was  said  as  to  municipal  corruption, 
he  did  not  think  it  would  be  fair  or  reason- 
able to  stop  all  municipal  Elections  in  No- 
vember on  the  ground  that  in  some  bo- 
roughs they  might  lead  to  bribery  at  the 
General  Election.  If  the  clause  was  agreed 
to  the  mayors  throughout  England  would 
have  to  alter  all  the  arrangements  they 
had  made  for  the  municipal  elections  in 
November. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  could 
conceive  nothing  more  stultifying  than  for 
the  House,  after  having  passed  stringent 
measures  for  putting  down  corruption  at 
Parliamentary  elections,  to  allow  perfect 
freedom  of  corruption  in  the  case  of  muni- 
cipal Elections.  There  could  be  no  greater 
facility  given  to  bribery  at  the  Parliamen- 
tary Elections  than  to  have  the  municipal 
Elections  taking  place  just  before  them. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pat,  "  That 
the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

The  House  (2tvu^:— Ayes  75;  Noes 
100 :  Majority  26. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  :  Sir,  as  it  is  now 
time  to  postpone  the  consideration  of  the 
Report,  I  propose  that  we  have  a  Morning 
Sitting  to-morrow,  at  two,  for  the  purpose 
of  proceeding  with  this  Bill.  Considering 
what  was  on  the  Paper  we  could  hardly 
have  flattered  ourselves  that  we  should  dis- 
pose of  the  Report  to-day,  and  I  am  bound 
to  express  my  thanks  to  both  sides  of  the 
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House  for  the  diligent  maiiQer  b  whteh 
boo.  Gentlemen  have  pretied  on  with  the 
BnsineBs.  I  am  etill  further  reconciled  to 
an  adjournment  becaoBO  it  will  remoTO  any 
misunderstanding  about  the  absence  of  No- 
tice of  the  Solicitor  Generars  Motion.  In 
ease  we  do  not  exhaust  the  Morning  Sitting 
bj  considering  the  Bill  some  measures  pro- 
moted bj  the  Board  of  Trade  will  be  tiJMo, 
and  at  nine  o'clock  we  propose  to  take  the 
CatUe  Bill. 

Further  Consideration  deferrei  till  To- 
morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

ELECTRIC  TELEGRAPHS  BILL. 

{Mr.  ChaneeUor  of  the  Exehsquar,  Mr.  SUphen 

Cave,  Mr.  Sdater-Booth.) 

[bill  239.]      OONSIDEAATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  cotmdered. 

Mr.  SAMUDA,  inbehalf  of  Mr.  Leeman, 
moved  to  substitute  ''fifty"  pounds  for 
«<  geTenty-fiiie  pounds"  as  oompensation  to 
telegraph  clerks. 

The  CHANOELLOR  or  thi  EXCHE- 
QUER assented. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To- 
morrow, at  Two  of  the  clook. 

And  it  being  Six  of  the  clock,  Mr. 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House  till  To- 
morrow, without  putting  the  Question. 
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HOUSE   OF  LOEDS, 
Tfmriiay,  JtAy  28,  1868. 

MINUTES.}— PuBUO  BiLiA— jPtr«<  Beading-- 
Eleotrio  Tetogiuphs  *  (382) ;  Expirixi^  Laws 
Continoanoe  *  (280) ;  Inland  ReTsmie  *  (279) ; 
Registration  (Ireland)*  (281);  Saint  Mary 
Somertei's  Cfhnroh,  London,*  (278). 

Second  Readinf~~Citaao]i6ai9d  Fund  (Appropria- 
tion) * ;  Drainage  and  ImproTement  of  LAnds 
(IreUnd)  Supplemental  (No.  3)*  {255), 

CommiUee—VvhXic  Sebodfl  (262-285) ;  Oolonial 
Shipping*  (274)  ;  Titleg  to  Land  Ooaaolidation, 
(Scotland)*  (268);  (General  Police  and  Im- 
provement CSootland)  Act  Amendment  *  (267). 

Report-^SukiUrf  Act  (1866)  Amendment  *  (262); 
Munieipal  ElectioDS  (Scotland)*  (276) ;  Lar- 
cenj  and  Embexzlement  *  (277);  Tumpike 
Acts  Continuance*  (253);  Titles  to  Land 
Consolidation  (Scotland)*  (268) ;  General  Po- 
lice and  Improrement  (Scotland)  Act  Amend- 
ment* (267). 
T/drd  Beading— U9Aw99  Gompaaiss  (Irdaod) 
Adranoet*   (226);    Taooination   (Ireland)* 
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.*^,,,  Courts  of  Chancerj  and  Exolieqiier 
(Ireland)  Fee  Funds*  (171) ;  Court  of  Sestioj 
(Scotland)  *  (246) ;  Tithe  Commutation,  ^. 
Acts  Amendment  *  (256) ;  Public  Depuiments 
Payments*  (264);  Sir  Robert  Napier's  Ao- 
nmUy  *  (265) ;  Tain  ProTisional  Order  Con- 
armation*  (242) ;  Land  Drainage  Prorisional 
Order  Confirmation*  (241);  New  Zealand 
Assembly's  Powers*  (247)  ;  Clerks  of  the 
Peace,  Ac.  (Ireland)*  (261);  MUitia  Pay*; 
New  Zealand  Company  *  (154),  and  paaed. 

PUBUO  SCHOOLS  BILL— (No.  262.) 

(TUEarlof  Derhg.) 

OOmCITTBE. 

House    in    Committee     (aooording   to 
Order). 

Claases  1  to  4,  indusiye,  agreed  to. 
Glause  5  postponed. 

Clause  6  (Power  of  Goyeming  Bodies  to 
alter  their  Constitutions). 

Viscount  STRITFOBD  DE  EED- 
CLIFFE  said,  the  time  given  by  the 
clause  to  the  Governing  Bodies  of  Schools 
in  which  to  reform  themselvee— namely, 
till  the  1st  of  January  next — ^was  insuffi- 
cient for  the  purpose.  He  was  deeirons  of 
extending  the  period  by  another  whole 
year,  unless  their  Lordships  thought  n 
more  limited  extension  would  be  pvefer- 
able,  and  he  would  therefore  prc^^ose  to 
insert  1870  instead  of  1869. 

Earl  STANHOPE  said,  that  when  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  was  disoosaed 
there  was  a  general  fooling  that  the  period 
expiring  on  the  1st  of  January  next,  as 
fixed  by  the  Bill  was  not  sufficient.  On 
the  other  haoid,  he  submitted  that  it  would 
be  unduly  prolonging  it  to  substitute  the 
1st  of  January,  1870,  for  the  1st  of  Janu- 
ary, 1869,  as  suggested  by  the  noble  Yit- 
count.  An  extension  of  three  or  at  moat 
six  months  would,  he  thought,  fully  meet 
all  the  requirements  of  the  case. 

Thb  Duke  or  MAKLBOBOITGH  con- 
curred ?rith  his  noble  Friends  in  thinking 
the  period  fixed  by  the  clause  somewhat 
too  limited.    At  the  same  time,  it  should 
be  remembered  that  the  purpose  for  which. 
the  Governing  Bodies  were  to  be  called 
together  was  not  one  that  woald  neces- 
sarily require  long   deliberation.     They 
were  not  to  frame  statutes,  but  simply  to 
pn^ose  a  reform  in  the  constitution   of 
their  own  bodies.    He  suggested,  thar^ 
fore,  that  the  Ist  of  May,  1869,  should 
be  inserted  instead  of  the  1st  of  January, 
1869  ;  also  retaining  pow^  to  the  Queen 
in  Council  to  allow  an  additional  three 
months,  if  that  should  be  deeoKed 
sary. 
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Clanae  amended  by  inflertiBg  the  vords 
'*  the  First  Day  of  Hay"  instead  of  "  the 
First  Day  of  January/' 

Glanse,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  7  to  12,  inolusife,  agreed  to. 

Clause  13  (General  Powot  to  make 
Begulations). 

LoBB  LYTTELTON  moved  an  Amend- 
ment to  leave  out  (''  and  with  respect  to 
the  System  of  Promotion  in  <he  School"). 

On  Question,  That  the  said  Words  stand 
Part  of  the  Clause  ?  their  Lordsh^s  di- 
c^(^;— Contents  15;  Kot-Contents  36: 
Miyority  21. 

Beeohed  in  the  Negatke, 

Amendment  made. 

CONTENTS. 


Brooke  and  Warwick,B. 
Chiobester,  E. 
Nel8on,£.  [rW^er.] 
Stanhope,  E.rTVOir.] 
Stradbroke,  £. 
Ternlam,  £. 

Bolingl>rok0    and     St. 
John,V. 


Hawarden,  V. 
MelTiUe,  V. 

Oolobeeter,  L. 
ColTille  of  CalroiVy  L. 
Deninan,  L. 
Gafe,  L.  (V.  Oage,) 
HjTton,  L. 
Sondes,  Ii. 


NOT-OONTBNTS. 

Cairns,  L.  (X.  Chancel'    Sydney,  V. 
ior.) 


Biiokingham  and  Cbaa- 

do8,  D. 
Marlborough,  D. 
Riehmond,  D. 

Exeter,  M. 
Normanby,  M. 

Airlie,E. 
Beanohamjp,  £. 
De  Grej,  E.     [IW20r.] 
DeTon,  E. 
Forteseue,  E. 
Graham,  E.    (2>.  MonU 

rose,) 
GraaTiUe,  E. 
LoTen  and  IfeMUe,  E. 
Malmesbiiry,  E. 

De  Vesoi,  V. 
Stratford  de  Redoliflb,T. 


Chnnton,  L. 
Ebory,  L. 
Foley,  L.  ITeUer.] 
Harris,  L. 
Hartinnereu  L.  (L,  Eenr 

fdker.) 
Houghton,  L. 
Lyttelton,  L. 
Lyveden,  L, 
Monson,  L. 
Moetyn,  L. 
Northwiek,  L. 
Overstone^  L. 
Ponsonby,  L.  (E.  Bdtt • 


Saye  and  Sole,  L. 
Seaton,  L. 
Silohe8ter,L.(i?.XMf. 

ford.) 
Stratheden^^  L. 
Snndridge,  lj.(D^rgyU. 


LoBB  LYTTELTON  then  proposed  to 
insert  after  "Boys"  the  words  "not 
being  boarders,"  with  the  view  of  restrict- 
ing the  operation  of  the  Conscience  Clause 
to  day  scholars.  While  agreeing  that  the 
parents  of  day  scholars  should  be  at  liberty 
to  withdraw  their  sons  from  tiie  religious 
instruction  of  the  school,  he  contended  that 
it  would  be  nnftdr  to  place  a  Master  under 


this  restriction  with  regard  to  his  boardersi 
towards  whom  he  stood  in  loco  parentis 
for  nine  months  of  the  year. 

Lord  HOUQHTON  said,  that  in  these 
schools  the  day  scholars  were  so  few  that 
a  Conscience  Clause  confined  to  them  would 
be  of  no  practical  importance.  He  fully 
appreciated  the  value  of  common  religious 
instruction  and  worship ;  but  he  had  heard 
great  regret  expressed  by  Roman  Catholic 
noblemen  and  gentlemen  that  they  were 
unable  to  send  their  sons  to  our  great 
public  schools,  because  they  would  there 
be  compelled  to  receive  religious  instruc- 
tion of  which  their  parents  disapproved, 
and  he  thought  a  common  education,  irre- 
spectiye  of  religious  opinions,  was  so  de- 
sirable that  on  this  ground  he  must  oppose 
the  Amendment.  He  did  not  suppose  that 
a  large  number  of  Protestant  Dissenters 
would  attend  these  schools. 

Thb  Duke  ov  MAELBOEGUGH  said, 
he  must  oppose  the  Amendment.  He 
thought  the  object  of  his  noble  Friend 
might  be  attained  without  the  proposed 
exception,  which  might  seriously  interfere 
with  the  number  of  boys  at  Eton  and  the 
other  schools  not  in  the  metropolis.  The 
object  of  hb  noble  Friend,  as  he  under- 
stood it,  was  not  to  interfere  with  liberty 
of  consoienoe  in  regard  to  the  genertd 
teaching  of  the  school,  but  to  remove  any 
difficulties  with  respect  to  domestic  ar- 
rangements in  the  houses  of  the  Masters. 
Now,  it  was  perfectly  competent  for  a 
Master  to  make  any  regulations  he  pleased 
with  regard  to  the  rel^ious  instruction  of 
those  under  his  own  roof,  and  he  might 
very  properly  make  it  a  condition  with 
the  parents  tiiat  their  sons  should  conform 
to  the  r^igioos  instruction  given  them. 

Amendment  (by  Leave  of  the  House) 
withdrawn. 

Another  Amendment  made. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

LoBD  LYTTELTON  moved  to  insert 
after  Clause  18  the  following  clause : — 

**  All  matters  relating  to  the  Studies,  Discipline, 
and  Administration  of  any  Sohool  to  which  this 
Act  applies,  exoept  each  as  are  <  otherwise  as- 
signed in  this  Act,  shall  be  left  to  the  uncon- 
trolled Discretion  and  Power  of  the  Head  Mas- 
ter.' " 

There  were  two  authorities,  the  Governing 
Body  and  the  Head  Master,  and  it  was 
impossible  to  make  an  accurate  limitation 
of  what  their  powers  should  respectively 
be.  When  they  had  defined  as  far  as 
possible  the  respective  powers  of  the  two 
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authorities  they  must  leare  in  the  one 
hand  or  the  other  a  general  power.  The 
Commissioners  recommended  that  the  Qo- 
yerning  Body  should  he  authorized  to 
make  arrangements  for  the  general  regu- 
lation and  management  of  the  School,  ex- 
cept in  matters  specially  reserved  for  the 
Head  Master.  Now  there  was  no  such 
reservation  in  the  Bill.  His  belief  was 
that  it  would  be  better  to  leave  the  large 
and  important  class  of  subjects  embraced 
in  the  clause  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Head  Master,  over  whom  the  Governing 
Body  would  have  sufficient  control,  seeing 
that  they  had  in  their  hands  the  power 
both  of  appointing  and  dismissing  him. 

The  LOBD  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
could  not  accept  the  proposition  of  the 
noble  Lord.  What  was  proposed  to  do 
was  this — to  take  away  from  the  Govern- 
ing Body  and  vest  in  a  person  who  was 
their  servant  the  power  as  to  all  matters 
relating  to  studies,  discipline^  and  admi- 
nistration. That  was  inverting  the  natural 
order  of  things  and  making  the  Head 
Master  the  Governing  Body. 

Eael  forte SCUE  said,  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  seemed  to  foi^et  that 
the  Governing  Body  had  the  absolute 
and  uncontrolled  power  of  dismissing  the 
Head  Master,  which  would  be  quite  suf- 
ficient security  that  the  Head  Master 
would  exercise  the  power  proposed  to  be 
vested  in  him  by  the  clause  in  a  proper 
manner. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
the  reason  advanced  in  support  of  the 
clause  was  the  very  strongest  that  could 
be  urged  against  it.  The  proposition  was 
to  give  the  Head  Master  powers  which  the 
Governing  Body  could  not  control  unless 
they  dismissed  the  Head  Master,  who 
might  be  a  very  excellent  Master  in 
other  respects,  and  whom  the  Govemiog 
Body  might  be  very  unwilling  to  dis- 
miss. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  said,  that  accord- 
ing to  the  fifth  general  recommendation  of 
the  Public  School  Commissioners  the 
Head  Master  should  have  the  uncontrolled 
power  of  making  arrangements  for  the 
School,  regulating  the  hours  of  school 
work,  the  holidays,  maintaining  disci- 
pline, and  other  such  matters.  If  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
give  effect  to  that  recommendation,  he 
pressed  them  to  say  whether  they  would 
not  admit  the  principle  of  reserving  cer- 
tain important  powers  to  the  Head  Master. 

The  Duxb  op  MARLBOROUGH  said. 
Lord  Lyttelton 


the  Head  Master  was  vested  with  the 
power  of  selecting  and  dismissing  the 
Under  Masters,  and  the  Governing  Body 
had  given  to  them  by  the  Bill  the  power 
of  making  regulations  with  regard  to  cer- 
tain specified  subjects  upon  which  they 
were  in  the  habit  of  consulting  the  Head 
Master,  and  giving  him  a  full  opportunity 
of  expressing  his  views.  To  increase  the 
power  of  the  Master  would  be  to  reduce 
that  of  the  Governing  Body.  It  seemed 
to  be  mistakenly  supposed  that  the  Go- 
verning Body  had  an  authority  co-existent 
with  ^t  of  the  Head  Master ;  but  tiie 
Governing  Body  met,  perhaps,  only  twice 
a  year.  It  was  a  legislative  body  which 
made  general  regulations,  and  could  not 
interfere  in  minute  particulars.  The 
whole  executive  power  must  necessarily 
be  left  to  the  Head  Master.  The  effect  of 
the  proposed  Amendment  would  be  to  de- 
fine the  provinces  within  which  the  Master 
would  retain  the  executive  power;  but  the 
inevitable  consequence  would  be  the  clash- 
ing of  the  authority  of  the  Head  Master 
with  that  of  the  Governing  Body,  when 
the  former  found  that  he  had  statutory 
power  to  do  certain  things  which  were 
not  specified  and  defined,  but  were  merely 
implied  in  words  of  vague  and  generd. 
meaning. 

Eabl  DE  GREY  lstd  RIPON  under- 
stood it  to  be  alleged,  on  the  one  hand, 
that  the  Governing  Body  had  all  the 
powers  of  government  which  were  vested 
in  the  Head  Master ;  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  that  the  powers  of  the  Governing 
Body  were  limited  to  those  defined  by  the 
clause.  There  were  many  points  not  al- 
luded to  in  the  clause  ;  and  it  appeared 
to  be  desirable  that  there  should  be  a  clear 
understanding — that  it  should  be  laid 
down  who  was  to  have  the  power  in  cer- 
tain matters,  and  that  it  should  be  stated 
whether  what  was  not  reserved  to  the 
Governing  Body  was  given  to  the  Head 
Master.  He  thought  that  the  Govern- 
ment  should  endeavour  to  bring  up  on  the 
Report  some  clauses  which  ^ouLd  give 
certain  defined  powers  to  the  Head  Mas- 
ter in  conformity  with  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Commissioners. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  thought 
some  misapprehension  had  arisen  from  the 
fact  that  the  Idth  clause  specified,  under 
ten  different  heads,  the  provinces  in  which 
the  power  of  making  regulations  was  re- 
served to  the  Governing  Body;  but  it 
would  have  been  wholly  unnecessary  to 
have  given  them  those  powers  if  there  had 
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been  a  idbula  ra$a  before.  The  clause 
was  obviously  introduced  because  it  might 
turn  out  that  the  existing  statutes,  charters 
of  foundation,  or  other  instruments  might 
contain  provisions  as  to  regulations  in  con- 
flict with  the  reservation  of  them  to  the 
Governing  Body ;  and  therefore  it  was  to 
be  enacted  that  notwithstanding  any  Act 
of  Parliament,  custom,  &c.,  the  Govern- 
ing Body  should  have  the  power  of  making 
these  regulations.  The  object  was  to  clear 
the  Governing  Body  of  all  antecedent  rules 
as  to  the  exercise  of  these  powers,  and 
therefore  they  were  specified.  It  was  im- 
possible the  Governing  Body  could  control 
the  Head  Master  in  the  matter  of  punish- 
ments, or  the  number  of  lines  to  be  learnt 
by  a  scholar,  and  such  minute  details; 
and,  unless  everything  to  be  done  by  the 
Head  Master  was  to  be  defined,  it*  was 
impossible  to  escape  the  conclusion  that 
every  power  not  given  to  the  (Governing 
Body  was  to  be  exercised  by  the  Head 
Master.  The  13th  clause  was  not  meant 
to  describe  all  the  powers  of  the  Govern- 
ing Body;  it  was  meant  only  to  remove 
particular  statutes  and  instruments  of 
foundation  out  of  the  way. 

Eabl  GRANYILLE  said,  it  was  a  cir- 
cumstance which  ought  dearly  to  weigh 
with  the  Government  that  the  Amendment 
embodied  an  unanimous  recommendation 
of  the  Commission,  who  had  all  the  facts 
before  them. 

The  Duxb  ov  MARLBOROUGH  said, 
he  could  not  undertake  to  consider  what 
special  powers  should  be  left  to  the  Head 
Master.  The  subject  had  been  carefully 
and  anxiously  considered  by  the  Select 
Committee.  It  would  produce  the  greatest 
possible  inconvenience  to  specify  certain 
particulars  which  should  be  under  the  con- 
trol and  jurisdiction  of  the  Head  Master. 
The  inclusion  of  one  thing  would  be  the 
exclusion  of  another,  and  in  many  respects 
there  might  be  a  clashing  of  authority  be- 
tween the  Head  Master  and  those  who 
were  practically  his  masters.  It  would 
be  an  unheard-of  thing  to  give  a  statutory 
power  to  a  servant  liable  to  dismissal.  If 
a  clause  were  prepared  and  submitted  he 
would  consider  it ;  but  he  could  not  under- 
take to  do  anything  more  on  the  part  of 
the  Government. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  asked,  whether  the 
Government  would  consider  the  principle 
free  from  details  ? 

LoEn  OVERSTONE  pointed  out  the 
extreme  importance  of  maintaining  the 
influence  and  position  of  the  Head  Master 


of  a  School,  and  quoted  the  anecdote  of 
the  Head  Master  requesting  the  King  to 
remove  his  hat  in  the  School,  and  after- 
wards stating  that  he  should  lose  all  his 
influence  over  the  boys  if  they  supposed 
that  the  world  contained  a  greater  man  than 
himself.  The  powers  of  the  Head  Master 
should  be  plenary  and  complete;  and  though 
no  doubt  some  restraining  power  was  ne- 
cessary on  the  part  of  the  Governing  Body, 
it  should  be  kept  in  the  background  as 
much  as  possible.  He  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  take  time  to  consider  the 
reasonable  and  just  views  taken  on  this 
point  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Lyttelton). 

The  Earl  op  DEVON  said,  he  could 
not  help  concurring  with  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Lyttelton)  that  both  for  the  sake  of 
securing  the  best  possible  man  for  Head 
Master  and  for  the  efficient  carrying  on  of 
the  School,  it  was  desirable  that  some 
attempt  should  be  made  to  carry  out  the 
recommendations  of  the  Commissioners 
upon  this  point. 

LoED  LYTTELTON  said,  he  was  will- 
ing to  leave  the  general  powers  to  the  Go- 
verning Body  ;  but  the  Bill  would  work 
much  better  if  certain  things  were  left  in 
the  power  of  the  Head  Master.  He  would 
endeavour  to  embody  his  views  in  a  new 
clause,  and  bring  it  up  on  the  Report. 

The  DrncB  op  MARLBOROUGH  said, 
the  Government  could  not  assent  to  the 
proposal  to  leave  the  residuum  of  the 
powers  not  mentioned  in  the  Bill  to  the 
Head  Master.  He  did  not  know  what 
would  be  the  definition  attempted  by  the 
noble  Lord ;  but  the  Government  would 
not,  of  course,  be  pledged  to  consider  it. 

Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  vnth' 
drawn. 

Clauses  14  and  16  agreed  to. 

Clause  16  (Appointment  of  Commis- 
sioners). 

LoBD  LYTTELTON  proposed  to  add 
two  names  to  the  Commission  —  that  of 
Canon  Blakesley  and  Sir  Roundell  Palmer. 
Mr.  Blakesley's  name  had  been  omitted 
from  the  clause  in  the  House  of  Commons 
under  a  total  misapprehension,  and  he  had 
been  treated  with  extreme  injustice  and 
want  of  consideration.  As  senior  Tutor 
at  Trinity  College  for  some  time,  his  name 
would  have  given  weight  to  the  Commis- 
sion, and  a  great  mistake  had  been  com- 
mitted in  leaving  out  his  name.  No  doubt 
the  gentleman  by  whom  he  had  been  sup- 
planted was  able  and  competent ;  but  he 
was  not  nearly  so  well  known   as  Mr. 
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Blakesley  was.  He  (Lord  LjtteltoQ) 
therefore  proposed  the  re-introduction  of 
Mr.  Blakedey's  name,  and  could  not  believe 
that  there  would  be  anjr  difficulty  on  the 
part  of  their  Lordships  m  acceding  to  the 
Motion.  It  was  thought  advisable  that 
the  number  of  the  Commission  should  be 
an  odd  number,  and  the  most  rev.  Prelate 
said  he  had  no  objection  to  nine  members. 
At  present  Cambridge  was  not  adequately 
represented  on  the  Commission,  Oxford 
having  more  than  two  to  one  members. 
Moreover,  there  was  at  present  only  one 
clergyman  ufK)n  the  Commission,  and  in 
both  these  respects  it  would  be  well  that 
Canon  Blakeslev  should  be  added.  The 
other  name  he  should  propose  to  add  was 
that  of  Sir  Boundell  Palmer. 

Moved  to  add  the  Names  of  Sir  Boundell 
Palmer  and  the  Reverend  Joseph  William 
Blakesley  to  the  Commission  to  be  ap- 
pointed under  the  Act*— (2i^  Xord  LyUeU 
ton.) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  agreed 
with  the  noble  Lord  that  Canon  Blakesley 
had  not  been  well  treated,  and  that  the 
Commission  was  injured  by  the  absence  of 
bis  name  from  it.  No  person  in  the  king- 
dom could  be  better  fitted  to  serve  upon 
such  a  Commission;  but,  unfortunately, 
other  things  had  to  be  considered  in  this 
case.  It  was  much  to  be  regretted  that  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  the  question 
of  the  name  of  one  of  the  Commissioners 
had  been  made  the  subject  of  personal 
feeling,  and  if  that  discussiou  were  re- 
opened there  would  be  considerable  doubt 
as  to  the  further  progress  of  the  Bill. 
This  was  the  reason  and. the  only  reason 
why  the  Government  was  unable  to  accede 
to  a  proposal  which  in  itself  was  very 
reasonable  and  even  desirable.  The  interest 
taken  by  Mr.  Blakesley  in  this  subject  and 
his  feeling  of  self-respect  would  probably 
lead  him  to  desire  &at  no  peril  should 
arise  to  the  Bill  and  that  his  name  should 
not  be  the  subject  of  personal  controversy. 

On  Question  ?  Their  Lordships  dwided: 
— Contents  29 ;  Not-Contents  26 :  Majo* 
rity  4. 

JResohed  in  the  Affirmative, 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

CONTENTS. 


Normanbf,  M. 
Salisbary,  M. 

Airlle,  B. 
De  Grey,  E. 

Lord  LytteUon 


Fortesoue,  E. 
GranTille,  E. 
NelBOD,  E. 
Stradbroke,  B. 
Vernlam,  £, 


8tniiflM^^Reddiifc,T. 
Sydney,  V. 

Calthorpe,  L. 
ChnrohUl,  JL,    [r«Bw.] 
Dennum,  L. 
Eborj,  L. 
Fol«j,  L. 
Hanit,  L. 
Houghton,  L. 
Ljttelton,  L.  [TeU&r.l 


LijrVMMly  L. 

Moftjn,  L. 
Northbrook,  L. 
Korthwiok,  L 
Ponionby,  L.  (E.  Btth 

borough.) 
RodMdale,L. 
Saye  and  StU,  L. 
Seaton,  L. 
Straihedeo,  L. 
Sondiidgo,  L.  {DJr^ 


NOT-CONTENTS. 


{S,  Lti^ 


Bagot,  L. 
Churtton,  L. 
Olementf,  L. 

trim.) 
Clinton,  L. 
Colchefter,  L. 
Golnlle  of  Ocdroai,  L. 

iTeUer,! 
Gage,  L.  (V.  Oage, 


Hartiamere,     L.    (^ 

Henniier.) 
Hylton,  L. 
Monion,  L. 
Saltertfbrd,L.(^.aw^ 

town.) 
Sikhester,L.(^.£oiir- 

ford,) 
Sondes,  L. 


Caimi,  L.  {L.  Clumeel' 

BdoUnghsm  and  Chan- 

dospfi. 
Harlborongh,  D. 
Richmond,  D. 

Exeter,  M. 

Brooke  and  Wanriok,E. 

DoTon,  E. 

Graham,  E.  (Z>.  Movt" 

roH.) 
Maknesbnry,  E. 

De  Teeei,  Y. 
Hawarden,  Y.  [TeU^.'l 
Strathallan,  Y. 

ViBOOUHT  STRATPOKD  DE  BID- 
CLIFFE  said,  that  after  the  decisioQ  which 
had  just  been  arrived  at,  the  number 
required  to  oonstitute  a  Quorum  ongbt  to 
be  increased.  He  should  move  that  thi 
number,  instead  of  8,  should  be  5. 

On  Question,  That  the  Word  propoMd 
to  be  lefi  out  stand  Part  of  the  Clause  f 
their  Lordships  (WpiVW  .—Contents  25; 
Not-Contents  28 :  Majority  8. 

Beiohed  in  the  Negative. 
Amendment  agreed  to. 
CONTENTS. 


Normanby,  M. 
Salisbary,  M.   [7*«U#r.] 

iUrUe,E. 
ChiehetUr,  E. 
De  Grey,  E. 
OranviUe,  £. 
Nelson,  E. 
Stradbroke,  E. 
Yemlam,  E. 

De  Ye«)i,  Y. 
Sydney,  V. 


Calthorpe,  L. 
LyTeden,L 
Monwn,L.  [r#«r.] 
Mostyn,  L. 
Northbrook,  L. 
Northwiok,  L. 
OTerttone,L.       ^^ 
Ponionby,  L.  (A  ^m* 

borough,) 
Salter8ford,L.(J5.Cwr' 

town,) 
Saye  and  Sole,  L. 
Seaton,  L. 
Stratheden,  L. 


NOT-CONTENTS. 
Cairns,  L .  (L.  Chancel-    Marlborongb,  P. 
lor.)  Riohmond,  P. 

Baekiaghan  and  Chan.    £ieter,IL  [TdUr.] 
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Onham,  £•  (D.  Hon^ 

Leven  and  Melyille,  E. 
Malmesbury,  E. 
Stratford  de  Redoliflb,V. 
Strathallan,  Y. 

Bagot.  L. 
ChurBton,  L. 
Clements,  L.  (E.  LH- 

trim.) 
Clinton,  L. 
Colchester,  L. 
ColTille  of  CalroM,  L. 

[T4Uer.1 


KWXtff  lia 

Folej,  L: 

Gage,  L.  (F.  fl^.) 

Hartismere,L.(Ir.ir«i. 
niker,) 

Houghton,  L. 

Hjlton,  L. 

Lyttelton,  L. 

Bedesdale,  L.  - 

Silohester,  L.  {E,  Long- 
ford.) 

Sondes,  L. 

Stewart  of  Qariiei,  L. 
{E.  ChUawof.) 


Clauses  17  to  26,  indoiiTe,  agr$$d  to. 

Clause  6  agreed  io. 

Clauses  27,  28,  and  29  agreed  to. 

Clause  80  (Extension  of  Time  for  Qo* 
Terning  Bodies  to  make  Statutes). 

The  Dukb  of  MAELBOBOITOH,  in 
oonsequenoe  of  the  time  within  which  ttie 
Governing  Bodies  might  amend  their  con- 
stitution having  been  extended  from  the 
Ist  of  January  to  the  Ist  of  ICaj  next, 
proposed  a  verbal  Amendment  limiting 
the  power  of  further  extending  the  time 
by  Order  in  Council  to  one  month  instead 
of  three  months. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Further  Amendment  made :  TheBeport 
thereof  to  be  received  To-tnorrow ;  and 
Bill  to  he  printed,  as  amended.  (No.  285.) 

EXPLOSIVE  MATERIALS  IN  WAB— THE 
RUSSIAN  CIRCULAR.— (QUESTION. 

TttB  Eabl  of  SHATTESBUBT  :  Tour 
Lordships  must  have  seen  a  short  time 
ago  in  2%e  Times  and  other  public  journals 
a  Circular  issued  by  the  Bussian  Govern- 
ment in  relation  to  the  use  of  explosive 
materials  in  war.  It  is  not  now  the  time 
to  argue  this  question,  but  it  is  a  matter 
of  very  great  importance,  as  coming  from 
so  great  a  military  power  as  the  Bussian 
Empire ;  and  it  is  still  more  important 
from  the  fkct  that,  as  we  are  told,  the 
Prussian  Government  have  come  to  the 
same  conclusion,  and  that  the  French 
Government  are  not  unwilling  to  take 
this  new  principle  into  consideration. 
This  is  no  new  principle  among  civilized 
nations,  which  have  always  adopted  the 
principle  of  not  employing  poisonous  ma- 
terials in  war.  The  principle  laid  down 
by  the  Bnisian  Govemmeat  is,  indeed, 
exactly  the  same  which  civilized  Powers 
hare  acted  upon  for  so  many  years.   Your 


Lordships  will  perhaps  all  agree  that 
nothing  should  be. done  to  prevent  the 
shortening  of  the  conflict  in  the  day  of 
battle,  and  the  putting  as  many  men  as 
possible  hore  de  combat ;  but  we  all  feel 
that  we  ought  to  mitigate  the  horrors  of 
war  as  much  as  we  can,  and  that  we 
should  not  do  anything  to  promote  un- 
necessary suffering  after  the  hour  of  con- 
flict. It  is  in  that  sense  that  I  beg  to 
put  the  Question  of  which  I  have  given 
Notice — to  inquire,  Whether  the  Circular 
of  the  Bussian  Government  in  relation  to 
explosive  materials  in  war  has  reached 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther they  are  disposed  to  take  it  into  their 
favourable  consideration? 

The  Eabl  of  MALMESBTJBY  :  It  is 
quite  true  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  received  from  the  Bussian  Govern- 
ment a  communication  of  the  nature  to 
which  my  noble  Friend  alludes,  and  that 
communication,  I  think,  does  the  greatest 
possible  honour  to  the  Emperor  of  Bussia. 
As  fat  as  my  own  feeliugs  are  concemedy 
I  hold  that  nothing  can  show  a  more 
chivalrous  nature  than  that  communication 
frt>m  the  head  of  a  great  military  Power. 
The  facta  are  as  follows : — It  appears  that, 
among  the  many  military  inventions  lately 
discovered,  two  very  formidable  pr^ectiles 
have  been  submitted  to  the  War  Depart- 
ment  at  St.  Petersburg.  One  consists  of 
a  rifle  ball  containing  explosive  and  poison- 
ous matter,  with  a  cap  fixed  to  it  contain- 
ing a  substance  which  on  striking  the 
human  body,  lUid  that  of  horses,  explodes 
within  them  and  infuses  such  a  substance 
as  prevents  the  possibility  of  their  re- 
covery after  they  have  been  so  mangled. 
The  other  is  afso  a  projectile  which  is 
sent  from  a  rifle,  but  is  mtended  to  per- 
forate and  blow  up  caissons.  Now,  the 
latter  projectile  is,  I  think,  a  perfectly  fair 
and  legitimate  weapon  of  war;  but  the 
other  I  can  only  call  a  diabolical  invention, 
and  one  which  ought  to  be  classed  with 
the  poisoned  arrows  of  the  wild  Indians. 
That  being  the  case,  one  can  hardly  wonder 
that  a  noble-minded  Sovereign  like  the 
Emperor  of  Bussia  should  have  felt  horri- 
fied at  the  possible  use  of  such  a  weapon. 
It  appears  that  on  its  being  submitted  to 
him  by  the  Minister  of  War  he  instructed 
his  diplomatic  agents  at  the  various  Courts 
of  Europe  to  propose  to  the  different  Go- 
vernments that  they  should  come  to  an 
international  understanding  that  this  hor- 
rible weapon  of  war  should  not  be  used. 
Baron  Brunnow  accordingly  drew  up  a 
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Protocol,  wUcli  he  submitted  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  suggesting  the  form 
in  which  these  communications  should  be 
made.  In  consequence  of  this  the  Prussian 
Government,  I  understand,  have  fully 
entered  into  the  humane  feelings  of  the 
Bussian  Government ;  but  they  submitted 
at  the  same  time  that,  seeing  the  vast 
number  of  inventions  now  under  the  in- 
spection of  military  Governments,  it  would 
be  better  not  to  confine  the  investigation 
to  this  one  invention,  but  that  a  Military 
Commission  should  meet  at  8t.  Petersburg 
to  consider  the  whole  subject  in  the  spirit 
which  had  animated  the  Russian  Govern- 
ment. Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
entered  entirely  into  the  feeling  of  the 
Prussian  Government.  Nothing  has  ac- 
tually been  settled  as  yet ;  but  a  Military 
Commission  will  assemble  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible at  St.  Petersburg  to  consider  the 
whole  subject.  I  cannot  give  any  infor- 
mation as  to  the  views  of  the  French 
Government ;  but  I  confidently  hope  that 
they  will  accede  to  this  arrangement.  At 
the  same  time,  we  must  not  take  it  for 
granted  that  these  new  military  inventions 
and  improvements  in  military  projectiles 
necessarily  occasion  a  greater  destruction 
of  life  tban  formerly  occurred.  The  fact 
is  a  curious  one ;  but  experience  would  go 
to  show  that  since  arms  of  precision  and 
projectiles  of  long  distance  have  been  in- 
vented the  actual  number  of  lives  destroyed 
in  warfare  has  been  far  less  tban  it  was 
when  men  used  to  come  to  closer  quarters. 
A  French  officer  has  put  into  my  hands 
a  statement  ftom  which  it  appears  tbat 
during  the  great  wars  of  the  beginning 
of  this  century  there  was  much  larger 
destruction  of  human  life  than  there  has 
been  since  arms  of  precision  and  projec- 
tiles of  long  distances  have  been  used. 
At  the  battle  of  Friedland  the  French 
lost  14  men  per  cent,  the  Bussians  30 
per  cent,  and  the  Austrians  44,  or  nearly 
half.  At  Wagram  the  French  lost  13 
and  the  Austrians  14  per  cent.  At  the 
battle  of  Moscowa  the  French  lost  33 
and  the  Bussians  44  per  cent.  At  Water- 
loo the  French  lost  36  and  the  Allies  30 
per  cent.  Forty  years  afterwards,  and 
since  these  new  weapons  have  been  used, 
the  French  lost  at  Magenta  7  per  cent  and 
the  Austrians  also  7  per  cent.  At  Solferino 
the  French  and  Sardinians  lost  10  per  cent 
and  the  Austrians  only  8  per  cent.  I  do 
not  pretend  to  explain  these  facts,  but  it 
may  be  presumed  that  troops  do  not 
come  to  such  close  quarters  as  formerly  ; 
The  Earl  of  Malrtmhury 


and  the  result  is  thatthe  percentage  of  men 
destroyed  in  war  at  the  beginning  of  the 
century  was  very  nearly  double  what  it 
has  been  in  recent  engagements. 

Eabl  D£  GBEY  ahd  RIPON  said,  that 
all  must  agree  that  it  was  the.  duty  of  all 
civilized  nations  to  abstain  from  using 
weapons  of  a  poisonous  nature.  He 
trusted,  however,  that  any  officers  who 
might  be  instructed  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  represent  this  country  at 
this  Military  Congress  at  St.  Petersburg 
would  act  with  great  caution,  so  as  to 
avoid  the  possible  danger  of  checking 
further  improvements  in  warlike  mate- 
rials. Our  mechanical  skill  was  one  of 
our  great  sources  of  power  in  the  art  of 
war,  and  it  was  most  important  that, 
while  we  paid  regard  to  the  interests  of 
humanity^  we  should  not  debar  ourselves 
by  this  Commission  from  the  full  and 
unfettered  application  of  the  mechanical 
skill  of  the  country  to  the  improvement  of 
its  warlike  materials. 


THE  CANNING  STATUE.— QUESTION. 

Loiu)  CAMPBELL  asked  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal  the  date  of  the  Division  in  the 
House  of  Commons  which,  as  stated  by 
the  noble  Earl  on  a  recent  occasion,  sanc- 
tioned the  present  site  of  Mr.  Canning's 
statue  ? 

T^  Earl  of  MALMESBUBY  ex- 
plained that  the  gentleman  whom  he  sent 
to  the  Board  of  Works  for  the  purpose  of 
ascertaining  the  facts  misunderstood  the 
information  be  received,  and  consequently 
misled  him.  Although,  however,  there 
was  no  division  on  the  occasion  referred 
to,  that  did  not  affect  the  main  question, 
for  the  discussion  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons was  as  favourable  to  the  present 
position  of  the  statue  as  that  in  this  House 
was  unfavourable.  Lord  John  Manners 
subsequently  proposed  a  Yote  of  £1,000 
for  the  arrangement  of  the  ground,  thus 
giving  the  other  House  a  full  opportunity 
of  giving  its  opinion  had  it  been  opposed 
to  the  present  site.  He  might  also  mention 
that  a  background  was  necessary;  the 
cloak  and  disposition  of  the  drapery 
showed  that  the  back  of  the  statue  was 
never  intended  for  inspection,  and  when 
placed  in  the  middle  of  the  square  the 
view  from  one  direction  was  therefore  very 
unfavourable. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Seven 
o'clock,  till  ToHnorrow,  a  Quarter 
before  FiTe  o  dock. 
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HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 

Thursday,  July  28,  1868. 

MIHUTES.] — ^PvBuo  BiLXj — Second  Reading— 
District  Church  Tithes  Act  Amendment  ^  [246]. 

Considered  at  amended — Election  Petitions  and 
Corropt  Practices  at  Elections  [243];  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company  •  [240], 

Third  Reading--  Electric  Telegraphs •  [289]; 
Hudson's  Bay  Company**  [2401;  Saint  Mary 
Somerset's  Church,  London,  *  [247],  and 
passed. 

The  Hoase  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 


METROPOLIS— THE  NEW  COURTS  OP 
JUSTICE.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  Alderman  LAWRENCE  said,  he 
would  heg  to  ask  Mr.  OhaDcellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Under  whose  authority  and 
reBponsibiHty  the  New  Law  Courts  will  be 
erected  and  the  approaches  to  them  formed, 
whether  of  the  Treasury,  or  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  Works  and  Buildings,  or  of 
the  New  Courts  of  Justice  Commission; 
from  what  funds  is  the  whole  expense  of 
these  Courts  and  approaches  to  be  paid ; 
and  whether,  before  any  contracts  are  made 
for  executing  any  portion  of  the  works,  the 
House  of  Commons  will  have  an  opportunity 
of  inspecting  the  plans,  elevations,  and  de- 
scription of  the  building,  and  the  plans  of 
proposed  approaches  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  in  reply,  if  the  hon.  Alderman 
would  refer  to  the  Act  which  regulated 
these  matters  he  would  find  that  the  plans 
were  to  be  settled  by  the  Treasury  with 
the  adrice  of  the  Commbsioners.  With  re- 
gard to  the  funds,  the  Act  provided  that 
£200,000  should  be  voted  by  Parliament 
in  consideration  of  certain  buildings  now 
occupied  as  Law  Courts  on  the  western 
side  of  Westminster  Hall  to  be  surrendered 
to  the  Government;  that  £1,000,000 
should  be  paid  out  of  the  Surplus  Fee 
Fund,  and  the  remainder  was  to  come  out 
of  the  fees  paid  by  suitors  other  than  those 
in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  extending  over  a 
period  of  fifty  years.  With  regard  to  the 
contracts  he  was  unable  to  answer  that 
part  of  the  Question,  for  this  very  day 
there  was  a  meeting  of  Commissioners  to 
consider  the  question  of  the  final  plan  ; 
and  therefore  whether  it  would  be  possible 
to  decide  on  the  general  plan  before  the 
meeting  of  Parliament  he  was  unable  to 
Bay. 

Y0L.CXC1II.    [XHIBD  SKBIXS.] 


INDIA— SALE  OF  GIRLS. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  BAZLET  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whe- 
ther sales  of  girls  take  place  at  the  Bazaar 
of  Manickguage,  situate  within  the  Burd- 
wan  Zillah ;  and,  in  the  event  of  such  being 
the  fact,  whether  the  Indian  Government 
will  repress  those  sales,  and  prevent  all 
tendencies  to  slavery  in  the  Indian  Empire? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB,  in 
reply,  said,  he  could  not  find  that  any  in- 
formation has  been  received  at  the  India 
Office  to  the  effect  that  sales  of  girls  take 
place  at  the  Basaar  of  Manickguage,  in  the 
IBurdwan  Zillah. 

NAVY- REPORTS  ON  TURRET-SHIPS. 
{QUESTION. 

Mr.  SEELT  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  with  reference 
to  the  extracts  which  he  read  on  the  2nd 
and  13th  instant,  If  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  Copies  in  full  of  the 
Reports  and  Letters  of  Captain  Macdonald, 
Captain  Yansittart,  Admiral  Ryder,  and 
one  of  the  Officers  of  the  Ocean,  Captain 
Chamberlain,  of  Admiral  Warden,  Admiral 
Yelverton,  Captain  Foley,  Captain  Hood, 
Captain  King  Hall,  and  Captain  Willes, 
relating  to  Turret  and  Broadside-ships, 
with  the  Letters,  if  any,  proceeding  from 
any  officer  in  the  Admiralty  to  which  any 
of  those  Reports  and  Letters  were  replies? 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  in  re- 
ply, that  he  could  only  say  that  the  Re« 
ports  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  alluded 
had  been  addressed  to  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  with 
whom  he  had  communicated  as  soon  as 
he  became  aware  that  the  Question  would 
be  put,  but  as  yet  he  had  received  no 
answer.  He  must,  therefore,  request  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  repeat  the  Question  to- 
morrow. 

BRITISH  FACTORY  AT  ST.  PETERS- 
BURG.—QUESTION. 

Mr.  CLAY  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Is  the  British  Factory  at  St.  Petersburg 
recognized  by  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador 
or  Her  Majesty's  Consul  there  ;  and,  does 
Her  Majesty's  Government  authorize  the 
levying  of  a  rate  on  British  shipping  at 
Cronstadt  and  St.  Petersburg  for  the 
support  of  a  Church  which  is  only  recog* 
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nized  bj  the  Br\l^8Up  GoT^e^n^Dt  a«  a 
Cbapel  attached  to  the  British  EmbaBsj  ? 
Lord  STANLEY,  in  reply,  said,  the 
Biuaian  Oosapaay  vas  an  asaaeiation  cre- 
ated uoder  a  Royal  Charter  and  an  Aoi  ctf 
Parliament,  and  it  must  therefore  be  re- 
cognized by  the  Britiah  Embassy  and  the 
British  Consul  in  the  same  way  tbait  any 
other  mercantile  association  constituted 
under  British  law  would  be.  With  regard 
to  the  charge  in  question,  the  rate  leried 
at  Cronstadt  and  St.  Petersburg  for  the 
support  of  the  Church  there,  it  was  mat- 
ter, he  understood,  of  private  agreement 
among  the  British  mercantile  houses  en- 
gaged in  the  Bussiaa  trade,  and,  as  far  as 
he  could  ascertain,  was  not  raised  vader 
any  British  authorization.  The  British 
Embassy  had  ujo  control  over  the  collection 
or  distribution  of  the  funds.  The  whole 
matter  had  been  inquired  into  about  five 
years  ago.  He  had  receive!  no  inlorma- 
tion,  however,  on  the  subject  since  he 
took  charge  of  the  Foreign  Office. 

NAVY— SHEEENES5  DOCKYARD. 
QUBSnOK. 

Mb.    KNATCHBULL  .  PUGESSEN 
said,  he  wished  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  the  Government 
will  give  an  assurance  that  they  will  take 
no  steps  during  the  Recess  to  reduce  the 
establishment  at    Sheerneas    Dockyard  ; 
and,  whether  the  Government  will  take  into 
their  consideration    the  propriety  of  ex- 
tending the  capabilities  of  Sheerness  Dock- 
yard as  a  fitting  and  repairing  yard  in 
oonniection  with  the  new  works  at  Chatham? 
JiOBD  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  in  reply, 
that  th0  Question  of  his  hon.  Friend  ap- 
peared to  be  based  on  the  supposition  that 
the  Government  had  formed  the  idea  of  abo- 
lishing Sheerness  Dockyard  ;  but  np  suoh 
idea,  so  far  as  he  was  aware,  was  enter- 
tained.    With  regard  to  the  second  Ques- 
'  tion  he  need  scarcely  point  out  to  his  hon. 
Friend  that  the  Admiralty  could  not  expend 
during  the  coming  year  ipprc  mouQy  than 
had  been  voted,  and  no  sum  had  been  taken 
for  the  purpose  stated.     He  might  add, 
for  the  satisfaction  of  bis  hon.  Friend,  that 
Sheerness  Dockyard  had  done  good  service 
during  the  year,  both  in  the  way  of  re- 
pairing and  building  ships, 

ARMY— MANUFACTURE  OF  CAR- 
TRIDGES.—ftUKSTION. 
Gevbral  DUNNE  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
Jlfr.  Clay 


ther  it  be  true  that  the  manufacture  of  tha 
Cartridge  known  as  No.  V.  has  been  sna- 
pended  (in  the  GoTcmment  arsenals)  by 
desire  of  the  Con\niaDder4ii-Gbief  on  ao- 
count  of  the  accidents  that  haye  arisen  bj 
its  use  ;  whether  the  non-com petiiive 
Contract  made  with  the  Memrs.  £t^  for 
the  supply  of  these  same  Cartridges  No. 
y.  has  also  been  suspended  ;  whether 
thaae  Cartridges  were  the  result  of  eipeti- 
ments  made  in  the  Royal  Arsenal ;  whe- 
ther Colonel  Boxer,  R.A.,  has  taken  ont  a 
patent  for  them  ;  and  whether  he  receiTea 
a  royalty  on  his  patent  from  those  who  ma* 
nufacture  them  ;  and,  whether  a  Contract 
for  the  manufacture  of  Cartridges,  to  be 
called  "So.  VI.  Boxer  AmmunitioB,  ia  to 
be  made  without  competition,  in  the  same 
manner  as  that  for  No.  Y.  was  made.  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINOTON  said,  in  re- 
ply to  the  first  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber he  had  to  state  that  the  contract  had 
been  suspended,  on  account  of  the  acci- 
dents which  had  lately  occurred  during 
practice  at  Aldershot,  with  a  tiew  to  the 
substitution  of  a  cartridge  of  a  stron^r 
make.  With  regard  to  the  second  Ques- 
tion, the  contract  had  not  been  suspended, 
and  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  was 
mistaken  in  calling  it  non-competitiTe, 
because  the  parties  had  been  invited  to 
tender.  In  answer  to  the  third  Question, 
these  cartridges  were  the  result  of  snch 
experiments,  and  Colonel  Boxer  had  taken 
out  a  patent  for  them.  Lastly,  no  sack 
intention  was  entertained  by  the  GoTem- 
ment  as  was  glanced  at  in  the  fourth  Ques- 
tion, and  the  usual  course  would  be  pur- 
sued. 


ARMY^ARTILLERY  PRACTICE  AT 
P0RT8  MOUTH.— (QUESTION. 

Ma.  Serjeant  GAS  ELBE  said,  be 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  he  has  informed  himself 
as  to  the  reckless  Artillery  practice  at 
Portsmouth  and  Dorer  ;  and,  if  so,  what 
measures  he  has  taken  to  prcTcnt  a  course 
so  dangerous  to  the  safety  of  Her  Majest  j^s 
subjects  ? 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  im 
reply,  that  full  inquiries  had  been  made  in 
regard  to  the  artillery  practice  at  Porta- 
mouth,  when  it  was  found  that  the  officer 
in  command  had  acted  in  complete  dis- 
regard of  the  strict  rule  laid  down  by  the 
Commander-in-Chief  in  1865 -—that  no 
artillery  practice  of  the  kind  should  efcr 
be  continued  after  nine  o'clock  in  the 
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liioraiiig.  He  bad  ther^ore  acted  <m  this 
occasion  in  Tiolation  of  orders,  and  had 
been  reprimanded  in  consequence,  Bnt  a 
further  step  had  been  taken  so. as  to  ren- 
der such  irregu'larities  impossible.  The 
firing  would  for  the  future  be  on  the  east- 
ern Bide  of  Gosport.  With  regaVd  to 
Dover,  he  could  not  give  so  complete  an 
answer.  The  inTestrgatfon  was  still  going 
on.  There  was  some  discrepancy  as  to  the 
evidence,  and  he  was  not  yet  in  a  position 
to  give  a  final  Answer  to  the  Question. 

POST  OPFTCE— THE  WEST  INDIA  MAIL. 
QUESTION. 

Ms.  BOUYERIE  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther the  delay  of  the  last  West  India  Mail 
has  been  brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Trea- 
sury ;  whether  any  fine  has  been  required 
or  will  be  required  of  the  Boyal  Mail  Com- 
pany in  consequence  ;  and,  whether  the 
steamer  eonveying  such  Mails  was  sur- 
veyed previous  to  her  departure  from  the 
West  Indies  ?  In  explanation  of  the  Ques- 
tion, he  had  to  state  that  the  last  vessel, 
the  Danuhet  was  five  days  overdue  when 
it  arrived.  It  was  a  vessel  which  had  been 
employed  in  .the  intercolonial  traffic,  was 
wholly  unfit  for  the  purpose,  and  if  it  had 
not  been  fine  weather  would  probably  have 
gone  te  the  bottom,  in  consequence  of  its 
being  necessary  to  place  400  tons  of  coal 
required  for  the  voyage  on  deck. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH,  said,  in  reply, 
that  it  is  not  the  practice  to  report  to  the 
Treasury  delays  which  occur  in  the  cases 
of  steamers  under  oontract ;  but  he  had 
made  inquiries  and  found  that  the  Danube, 
with  the  last  West  India  Mail,  was  three 
dajs>  or  rather  more,  late  at  Southampton. 
Unless  the  delay  arose  from  unavoidable 
accidents,  a  fine  of  £250  will  be  imposed, 
the  Danube  had  been  surveyed,  but  not 
immediately  before  her  return  to  this  coun- 
try. She  was  an  intercolonial  steamer, 
and  by  special  permission  of  the  Post- 
master Qeneral  she  was  allowed  to  be  sent 
homci  in  order  to  facilitate  some  new  ar- 
rangements in  the  West  Indies. 

IRELAJ^D— EEL  WEIR  AT  ROOSKT. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  W.  ORMSBY  GORE  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, What  steps  have  been  taken  to  carry 
out  the  recommendation  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Shannon  River  to  remove  the  Eel 
Weir  at  Roosky  ? 


Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  in  reply, 
that  nntil  the  present  lease  had  expired  it 
would  be  impossible  to  remove  the  weir. 
The  Shannon  Commissioners  were,  unfor- 
tunately, in  receipt  of  a  very  small  income, 
and  there  wpuld  be  some  difficulty  in  carry- 
ing out  the  arrangement  of  the  Committee. 
But  he  w'ould  take  care  that  the  matter 
was  not  lost  sight  of. 

INDU— THE  BUDGET.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  J.  B.  SMITfi  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India — 
seeing  that  another  Session  was  coming  to 
a  dose,  and  the  India  Budget  was  not  an- 
nounced— Whether  he  has  taken  into  coi!i- 
sideration  the  desirability  of  having  the 
Indian  accounts  made  op  to  such  a  period 
as  would  enable  him  to  bring  forward  the 
Budget  in  the  early  part  of  the  Session  of 
Parliament,  instead  of,  as  heretofore,  at 
the  close  ;  and  whether  he  is  prepared  to 
name  the  day  on  which  he  intends  to  bring 
forward  the  India  Budget  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
in  answer  to  the  latter  part  of  the  hon. 
Member's  Question,  he  proposed  to  make 
the  statement  upon  the  India  Budget  on 
Monday  next.  With  respect  to  the  first 
part  of  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  he 
might  mention  that  some  two  years  ago 
the  question  as  to  the  possibility  of  ante- 
dating the  time  for  the  closing  of  the 
annual  accounts  of  India  had  been  raised 
with  the  view  that  the  India  Budget  might 
be  brought  forward  in  that  House  at  an 
earlier  period  of  the  Session,  and  it  was 
then  ascertained  that  to  antedate  the 
closing  of  the  annual  accounts  of  India 
more  than  a  month  would  result  in  great 
inconvenience  to  the  Indian  Qovernment. 
At  present  the  Indian  accounts  reached 
this  country  in  April ;  it  was  necessary 
that  they  should  then  be  examined  here, 
and  therefore  there  was  no  probability  that 
under  the  present  arrangement  the  ac- 
counts could  be  brought  before  the  House 
at  an  earlier  period  of  the  Session.  Even 
if  the  Indian  accounts  were  ready  at  an 
earlier  date  it  would  be  impossible  to  bring 
them  on  during  a  period  of  the  Session 
when  the  House  was  occupied  with  matters 
of  more  pressing  importance.  The  mere 
operation  of  laying  the  accounts  before 
that  House  was  to  some  extent  of  a 
formal  character  ;  but  the  opportunity 
thereby  afforded  enabled  hon.  Gentlemen 
to  bring  on  a  general  discussion  on  Indian 
qnestions  of  intereit.    He  thought  there 
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iraB  no  diffienlty  in  the  waj  of  those  who 
were  interested  in  saoh  questions  being  in 
attendance  when  the  statement  was  made. 
He  proposed  to  take  that  opportunity  of 
moving  that  the  Order  of  the  Day  for 
going  into  Committee  upon  .the  Govern- 
ment of  India  Act  Amendment  Bill  and 
the  Governor  General  of  India  Bill  on  the 
Paper  for  that  night  should  be  read,  in 
order  that  it  might  be  discharged. 

SCOTLAND— BRIDGE  AT  DUNKELD. 
QUESnOK. 

Mb.  KINNAIBD  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Lord  Advocate,  If  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  repeated  disturbances 
caused  by  the  demand  of  a  money  payment 
for  crossing  the  Bridge  over  the  Tay  at 
Dunkeld«  which  charge  the  residents  in 
the  neighbourhood  considered  to  be  illegally 
made  ;  and  if  be  were  prepared  to  state 
whether  such  charge  was  a  legal  one  or 
not? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE:  Sir,  my 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  recent 
disturbances  connected  with  the  payment 
of  tolls  for  crossing  the  bridge  over  the 
Tay  at  Dunkeld.  These  tolls  were  the 
subject  of  a  Question  put  to  me  in  February 
of  this  year  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose (Mr.  Baxter),  and  I  must  refer  the 
hon.  Member  for  Perth  (Mr.  Einnaird)  to 
the  Answer  then  given  by  me.  The  right 
to  exact  tolls  was  constituted  by  Act  of 
Parliament,  which  declares  that  the  right 
should  continue  till  the  whole  expenditure 
on  the  bridge  and  works  therewith  con- 
nected should  be  re-paid  out  of  the  tolls. 
As  I  formerly  stated,  the  Postmaster  Ge- 
neral, Lord  Canning,  in  1853  took  legal 
proceedings  in  order  to  show  that  the  right 
to  exact  the  tolls  was  at  an  end  in  conse- 
quence of  re-payment  of  the  expenditure 
out  of  the  tolls;  but  he  was  satisfied,  and 
judicially  admitted  that  there  were  no 
grounds  for  his  contention.  I  understand 
that  legal  proceedings  have  been  taken 
since  February,  at  the  instance  of  certain 
residents  in  the  neighbourhood,  with  the 
view  of  having  a  legal  investigation  into 
this  matter;  and  I  regret  extremely  that 
parties  should  have  had  recourse  to  violence 
m  order  to  prevent  the  exaction  of  a  toll 
which  prim4/acw  is  legal,  and  the  illegality 
of  which  is  at  present  the  subject  of  pro- 
ceedings in  the  Courts  of  Law.  The  Go- 
vernment have  no  interest  in  this  question 
of  the  toll,  and  can  interfere  only  for  the 
Sir  Stafford  NorthooU 


purpose  of  preventing  riotona  proeeedioga 
and  of  preserving  the  publio  peace. 

METROPOLITAN  FOREIGN  CATTLE 
MARKET.— (QUESTION. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
a  Question  of  which  he  had  given  him  pri- 
vate Notice— 'namely.  Whether  the  Govern- 
ment has  entered  into  any  further  negch 
tiations  with  the  Corporation  of  the  City 
of  London  with  the  view  of  induoiug  that 
body  to  agree  to  become  the  market  autho- 
rity under  the  Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle 
Market  Bill?  He  wished  to  know  also. 
Whether  any  offer  has  been  made  to  the 
Corporation  by  which  they  are  to  have 
power,  in  the  event  of  their  aoeeptiug  that 
responsibility,  of  raising  the  tolls  in  the 
Islington  Market  beyond  the  rate  which 
has  been  fixed  by  Parliament ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wUl  pot 
the  House  in  possession  of  any  inducements 
which  may  have  been  held  out,  or  any 
terms  offered  to  the  Corporation  of  London 
to  induce  them  to  become  the  market  au* 
thorities  under  the  Bill  previously  to  the 
Bill  coming  on  again  for  discussion  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER:  Sir,  I  am  unable  to  pot  the  Qoaae 
in  possession  of  any  further  information 
than  they  are  already  possessed  of,  because 
if  hon.  Members  will  refer  to  the  Notice 
Paper  they  will  find  that  my  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Robert  Montagu)  has  put  upon  it  an 
Amendment  upon  the  Metropolitan  Foreign 
Cattle  Market  Bill,  to  the  effect  that  if  the 
Corporation  of  London  shall  become  the 
market  authorities  under  that  Bill,  and 
should  suffer  any  loss  arising  from  the 
construction  of  the  proposed  new  market, 
they  shall  have  power,  with  the  consent  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  to  raise  the  tolls  of 
the  Islington  Market  within  certain  limits 
to  be  prescribed.  The  only  objection  that 
the  Corporation  had  to  becoming  the  mar- 
ket authorities  under  the  Bill  was  the  fear 
that  they  might  suffer  loss.  Under  the 
circumstances,  it  is  not  unreasonable  that 
those  who  are  anxious  for  the  constrootion 
of  the  new  market,  for  the  better  protectioo 
of  their  flocks  and  herds,  should  consent 
to  the  raising  of  the  tolls  of  their  owo 
market  in  the  event  of  loss  being  ocea- 
sioned  by  the  construction  of  the  new  one. 
I  believe  that  a  Court  of  the  Commoo 
Council  of  the  City  of  London  has  beea 
held  this  momjng  to  take  the  subject  into 
consideration!  and  ahould  they  agree  to 
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the  termB  all  difficulties  b  the  matter  will 
be  remoTed. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON:  Then,  at 
preBent,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
know  whether  the  Corporation  has  accepted 
those  terms  or  not  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  BXCHB- 
QUER:  I  am  unable  at  the  present  mo- 
ment to  say  whether  those  terms  hate  or 
have  not  been  accepted  by  the  Corpora- 
tion. 

CASE   OF  JAMES  AUSTIN.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  EINNAIRD  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  as  to  the  case  of  James 
Austin,  Whether  he  has  seen  a  letter  in 
The  Timei,  containing  a  distinct  denial  on 
the  part  of  the  accused  of  the  statements 
made  by  the  Superintendent  of  Police  ; 
and  whether  the  statements  in  that  letter 
are  correct  or  not  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  in 
reply,  that  he  had  received  a  communica- 
tion from  the  clerk  to  the  magistrates  who 
committed  James  Austin  to  prison  for 
applying  at  the  tramp  ward  of  the  work- 
house when  he  had  money  in  his  possession 
as  described  in  the  newspapers.  It  seems 
that  he  gaye  two  names,  that  he  was 
smoking  in  the  ward,  and  denied  that  he 
had  tobacco  about  him  ;  that  he  had 
wrapped  up  his  money  in  some  rags  in 
order  to  conceal  it,  and  that  all  the  circum- 
stances tended  to  show  that  he  was  com- 
mitting a  fraud  on  the  workhouse  autho- 
rities. 

NAVY— THE    "RESEARCH"    AND   THE 
•«  ENTERPRISE."— EXPLANATION. 

Mb.  SEELY  desired  to  say  a  few  words 
on  this  subject  by  way  of  explanation. 
Since  his  remarks  the  other  e?ening  he 
had  received  the  following  letter — 

"Admiralty,  S.W.,  July  17. 
"Dear  Mr.  Seely, — In  the  reports  of  your 
speech,  both  in  The  Times  and  Morning  Post, 
which  I  enclose  I  find  it  stated  as  a  matter  of 
fiust,  not  as  a  matter  of  opinion,  that  the  designs 
of  this  (the  Research)  and  her  sister  ship  the 
Enterprise  were  submitted  to  the  Chief  Designer 
of  Works,  who  reported  against  them,  bat,  not- 
withstanding this  adverse  Report,  the  Admiralty 
adopted  Uie  desi|^s,  in  conseqnenoe  of  which 
proceeding  three  of  the  most  eminent  ofllcials 
connected  with  the  Department  resigned  their 
sitaations.  Now,  the  Acts  are  thes»— Mr.  Reed 
submitted  the  design  for  the  Enterprise  on  April  0, 
1862  (she  was  designed  before  the  Research),  with 
an  altematire  sngmstion  of  wood  or  iron  top- 
sidti.  This  design!  rsferred  to  the  Constructors 


Department,  and  receired  a  reply,  a  copy  of  which 
I  enclose.  Messrs.  Watts,  Large,  and  Abethell 
signed  that  paper,  and,  you  will  see,  approved  of 
the  design,  and  did  not  condemn  it.  The  resig- 
nation of  Mr.  Watts  took  place  in  January,  1863. 
Mr.  Large's  resignation  took  place  in  May,  1864, 
Mr.  Abetheirs  in  April,  1864,  and  cannot  have 
been  in  any  way  influenced,  as  you  suppose,  by 
'  ^the  adoption  of  a  design  which  they  approved.  I 
hope  that  it  will  be  in  your  power  to  rectify  this 
mistake  as  to  a  matter  of  &ct. — BelicTe  me  to  be 
yoors  yery  truly, 

"Rob.  SpxiroBR  Robimsox. 
"C.Seely,Esq.,M.P." 

The  Constructor's  Report  to  the  Con- 
troller, on  the  I6th  of  April,  1862,  was  as 
follows  : — 

"  By  your  directions  we  hare  examined  the  plan 
proposed  by  Mr.  Reed  for  the  partial  protection  of 
ships  of  the  Rinaldo  class  by  armour-plating,  and 
we  are  of  opinion  that  the  plan  is  perfectly  prac- 
ticable, and  that  it  affords  as  much  protection  as 
can  be  obtained  in  ships  of  such  comparatively 
small  dimensions ;  but  to  secure  this  object  we 
are  strongly  of  opinion  that  the  topsides  should 
be  entirely  of  iron,  above  the  water  line,  be- 
fore and  abaft  the  armour-plating  amidships  to 
prevent  the  ship  being  set  fire  to  by  combustible 
projectiles  ;  and  from  the  conversation  with  Mr. 
Reed  yesterday  we  find  that  he  is  of  the  same 
opinion.— (Signed  by  Messrs.  Watts,  Large,  and 
AbetheU.r 

He  had  written  the  following  letter  to  Mr. 
Watts:— 

"  26,  Prince's  Gate,  July  18. 

<'  My  dear  Sir, — I  enclose  you  a  note  I  have 
received  from  the  Controller  of  the  Navy,  to- 
gether with  a  copy  of  your  Report  *  on  the  plan 
proposed  by  Mr.  Reed  for  the  partial  protection 
of  ships  of  the  Rinaldo  class  by  armour-pUting,' 
Will  you  be  good  enough  to  fiivour  me  with  your 
opinion  thereon  f — ^Yours  very  fiuthfully, 

/\ChabiiIS  Sult. 

'*  James  Watts,  Esq.,"  ^ 

To  this  letter  Mr.  Watto  sent  the  followmg 
reply : — 

"  6,  Howley  Place,  Paddington,  July  20. 

'*  Dear  Sir, — I  never  intended  in  the  Report 
referred  to  to  convey  the  idea  that  I  approved  the 
plan  proposed  by  Mr.  Reed  for  the  conversion  of 
small  vessels  of  the  Rinaldo  class  into  iron-clads 
— my  opinion  was  well  known  to  be  adverse  to 
doing  so— but  merely  to  say  that  I,  as  well  as  my 
Colleagues,  considered  it  quite  practicable,  in  a 
mechanical  point  of  view,  and  that  of  the  two 
plans  proposed  that  for  the  Enterprise  was  consi- 
dered pr^rable  for  the  reasons  given. — Youri 
sinoerely,  "  J.  Watts. 

"  Charles  Seely,  Esq." 

He  had  only  further  to  say  that  in  his 
statement  that  these  three  gentlemen  had 
resigned  in  consequence  of  the  Admiralty 
having  adopted  these  designs,  notwith- 
standing their  adverse  Report,  he  was  in 
error,  inasmuch  as  that  had  not  been  the 
sole  cause  of  their  resignation.    /^  i 
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ELECTION   PETITIONS    AND   CORRUPT 
PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS  BILL. 

{Mr  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^  Mr,  SeereUvry 

OaOuyme  Eardy,  Sir  Siaford  NortkeoU.) 

[bill  243.]      CONSPBBAXION. 

Further  Proceeding  on  Cooaideration,  as 
amended,  resumed. 

Mr.  AYRTON  moved  the  insertioii  of  a 
fresh  clause  (Applications  to  the  Gonrt 
respecting  trials.) 

Clause  (Applications  to  the  Conrt  re- 
specting trials.) — {Mr.  AyrUm,) — brought 
up,  and  read  the  first  and  second  time. 

The  SOLICITOR  general  said,  the 
first  part  of  the  clause  enabled  the  Judge 
to  reserve  any  difficult  point  of  law.  and  to 
take  the  opinion  of  the  full  Court  before 
giving  a  final  decision,  and  the  object  of 
the  second  part  of  the  clause  was  in  certain 
cases  to  give  one  of  the  parties  a  right  of 
moving  for  a  new  trial.  The  House,  how- 
ever, had  evinced  a  desire  that  these  deci* 
Bions  should  be  arrived  at  as  speedily  as 
possible,  and  that  when  arrived  at  they 
should  be  final.  The  first  part  of  the 
clause  be  should  certainly  recommend  to 
the  House  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Qentle- 
man  would  consent  to  strike  out  the  second 
part. 

Mb.  AYRTON  consented  to  the  coarse 
proposed. 

Clause  amended,  and  added, 

Mb.  NBATE  proposed  a  clause  (Aa  to 
corrupt  practices  committed  by  voters), 
making  the  hiring  or  ipducing  ai^  perso;is 
or  person  to  disturb  any  meeting  at  which 
any  candidate  shall  attend,  or  be  expected 
to  attend,  a  corrupt  practice  withia  the 
meaning  of  the  17th  section  of  the.  Act. 

Clause  (Hiring  persons  to  disturb  meet- 
ing a  corrupt  practice,) —^i&.  NeaU,} — 
hrougM  up^  and  read  the  first  time. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  trusted  that  the  House 
would  not  consent  to  constituting  mere 
noise  a  corrupt  practice.  [Mr.  Neate: 
The  hiring.]  The  hiring  would  have  to  be 
proved. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  the 
said  Clause  be  now  read  a  second  time," 
put,  and  negatived, 

Mr.  Sebjeant  GASELEE,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Oxford  (Mr.  Keate),  moved  the  following 
clause  :— 


*'  Whenever  any  person  or  pertoni  shall  hmrwe 
been  reported  hy  the  Jadges  to  have  been  guilty 
of  corrupt  practices,  the  Attorney  Oeneral  sludl 
institate  agaiast  suoh  persons  or  person  sooh  pro* 
oeedings  as  the  Law  will  allow." 

Clause  (Attorney  General  to  prosecute 
persons  reported  guilty  of  corrupt  prac- 
^  tices,)— (ifr.   Neate,)  —  brought  up,  and 
read  the  first  time. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  pre- 
Bumed  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Oxford  (Mr.  Neate)  had  not  moved  the 
clause  because  he  had  discovered  it  vraa 
unnecessary.  I^  i^ould  be  observed  that 
the  Law  Officers  should  be  compelled  to 
prosecute  in  every  case,  where  perhaps  the 
evidence  was  only  that  of  a  person  bribed, 
and  where  no  jury  would  convict. 

Ma.  J.  STUART  MILL  thought  it 
very  important  that  some  official  person 
should  be  charged  with  the  duty  of  con- 
sidering whether  a  prosecution  waa  necea^ 
sary  or  not 

Mr.  BOUYERIE  thought  it  better  that 
the  House  should  be  left  to  decide  what 
action  should  be  taken  on  the  report  of  the 
Judge. 

Captaiit  ARCHDALL  expressed  hie, 
apprehension  that  the  provisions  of  the 
measure  would  not  be  sufficiently  stringent 
to  prevent  violence  and  intimidation  in  Ire* 
land.  The  House  would  remember  the 
successful  opposition  got  up  the  other  day 
to  the  proposal  of  his  noble  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  increaae 
the  number  of  polling-places,  and  they 
would  also  bear  in  mind  the  endeavours 
made  a  short  time  ago  to  pass  a  Bill  which 
would  have  deprived  the  Government,  of, 
the  power  of  employing  the  military  at 
the  elections  in  Ireland.  What  the  ob- 
ject in  both  cases  was  he  would  leave  the 
House  to  judge.  It  was  clear  that  if  the 
polling-places  were  not  increased,  and  the. 
(jh>vemment  could  not  employ  the  military 
at  elections,  mob  rule  would  prevail,  and  a 
free  election  would  be  in  many  cases  im- 
ppssible.  Thanks  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  the  Member  for  South  Lancashire, 
there  would  be  an  unusual  amount  of  party 
heat  at  the  forthcoming  elections  in  Ire- 
land. It  was  too  late  now  for  a  private 
Member  to  do  anything  to  improve  this 
Bill ;  but  if  he  could  he  wquld  make  cle- 
rical interferences  at  el^tions  in  Ireland . 
a  misdemeanour,  except  in  the  case  of  the 
election  in  Trinity  College,  Further*  he  , 
would  make  it  compulsory  on  a  Committee 
to. unseat  any  Member  at  whose  election^ 
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tTiere  had  been  violence,  intimidation,  or 
clerical  interference,  because  some  recent 
decisions  of  Election  Committees  had 
created  an  impression  in  Ireland  that  those 
practices  were  not  only  sanctioned  but  ap- 
proved by  the  House  of  Commons. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  moved, 
in  Clause  23,  line  30.  after  "deputy,"  to 
insert  "  and  in  Ireland  a  shorthand  writer 
to  be  named  by  the  Court."  He  said  there 
were  many  competent  shorthand  writers  in 
Ireland,  and  to  send  over  members  of  Mr. 
Gurney's  staff  would  be  like  sending  coals 
to  Newcastle. 

The  Eael  ot  MAYO  said,  that  ai  in 
these  cases  so  much  would  depend  upon 
aeouraoy,  and' as  uniformity  in  the  manner 
in  which  the  Beports  t^ere  to  be  presented 
to  the  House  would  be  very  desirable,  he 
thought  the  Amendment  ought  not  to  be 
adepied* 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said  he 
would  riot  press  the  Amendment,  as  the 
Bill  was  only  9i  temporary  one. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  i^i^idrawn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  the 
said  Clause  be  now  read  a  lecond  time,'' 
put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  moved  to  add  to 
Clause  43  words  providing  that  any  can- 
vasser or  agent  who  had  been  convicted  by 
a  competent  tribunal  of  corrupt  practices 
should,  in  the  event  of  his  procuring  an 
engagement  in  alike  capacity  at  any  future 
Election,  be  held  to  be  guilty  of  a  misde- 
meanour, and  be  punishable  accordingly. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  poge  14,  line 
36,  after  the  word  '*  void,"  to  add  the 
words  **  and  such  canvasser  or  agent  shall 
be  gwilty  of  a  misdemeanour." —  (1/r. 
Jam€8  Lowtker.) 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL,  while 
disclaiming  all  sympathy  with  the  class 
against  whom  the  Araendnieht  was  directed, 
pointed  out  the  inexpediency  of  punishing 
m  too  harsh  a  manner  offences  committed 
udder  the  Bill.  According  to  the  Amend- 
ment, canvassers  or  agents  who  had  been 
declared  guilty  of  and  been  punished  for 
corrupt  practices  would,  if  engaged  again 
within  a  period  of  seven  years,  be  liable  to 
two  years'  imprisonment.  Surely  so  severe 
a  punishment  was  neither  more  nor  less 
than  injustice. 

Mb.  Sebjeant  GASELEE  supported 
the  Amendment,  being  of  opinion  that 
punishment    ought  to  be    inflicted  upon 


agents  who  prowled  about  for  the  purpose 
of  taking  in  innocent  candidates. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  divide,  as  the  country 
would  like  to  see  the  names  of  the  hon. 
Members  who  thought*  it  was  too  severe  a 
course  to  punish  an  agent  or  canvasser 
who,  having  been  guilty  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices in  one  election,  procured  similar  em- 
ployment in  a  subsequent  election. 

Mr.  BOUVERIB  said,  he  was  not 
afraid  of  voting  against  this  proviso  not- 
,withstanding  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  Stuart  Mill). 
He  should  have  had  no  objection  to  persons 
who  had  been  directly  convicted  of  corrupt 
practices  by  a  jury  being  rendered  incap- 
able of  employment  at  subsequent  elec- 
tions ;  but  it  would  be  nothing  short  of 
injustice  to  inflict  such  a  penalty  on  a  per- 
aon  who,  perhaps,  had  only  incidentally 
and  in  a  rough  and  ready  kind  of  way  been 
found  guilty  by  an  Election  Committee. 
;  Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he 
thought  the  House  ought  to  be  extremely 
cautious  in  manufacturing  new  misde- 
meanours. He  should  vote  against  the 
Amendment. 

Question  put,  ''  That  those  words  be 
there  added." 

The  House  dimded : — Ayes  92  ;  Noes 
105 :  Majority  13. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  rose  to  move  the  fol- 
lowing new  clause :— - 

(Conditions  of  nomination.) 

**  That  it  shall  not  be  lawful  for  any  person  to 
be  nominated  as  a  candidate  at  any  such  Election, 
unless  bo  or  some  person  on  his  behalf  shall  have 
paid  to  the  returning  officer  the  sum  of  one 
hundred  pounds  to  be  applied  in  the  following 
manner  (that  is  to  say) :  where  a  poll  shall  take 
place  at  any  such  Election,  the  returning  officer 
shjill  'ipply  the  monies  so  paid  to  him  by  any  such 
ca:i>iJdaLi?  who  shall  not,  at  the  close  of  the  poll, 
haTe  reoitived  a  number  of  votes  equal  at  least  to 
ono-flf^h  pari  of  the  votes  received  by  the  suo- 
cei^alul  candidate  if  only  one,  or  by  such  one  of 
the  successful  candidates  if  there  shall  be  more 
than  one,  as  shall  have  received  the  smallest 
number  of  votes,  in  and  towards  defraying  the 
lawful  expenses  of  the  returning  officer  relating  to 
such  Election  ;  and  after  any  such  Election  the  re- 
turning officer  shall  forthwith  repay  to  any  such 
candidate  who  shall  haVe  been  declared  elected 
without  a  poll,  or  who,  whether  declared  elected 
or  not,  shall  have  received  a  number  of  votes  equal 
at  least  to  such  fifth  part,  the  monies  so  paid  by  or 
for  him  as  afbresaid. 

The  hon.  Member  said,  his  object  was  to 
prefent  unnecessary  expense  being  thrown 
upon  localities  by  the.  nomination  of  oandi- 
jlates  who  presented  themselves  to  const!- 
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tueDcies  for  the  mere  purpose  of  obtaiDiDg 
notoriety  and  without  any  prospect  of  buc- 
cesa.  The  object  of  this  proviso  was  to 
protect  the  constituencies  from  being  put 
to  unnecessary  expense  by  men  of  straw 
being  proposed  as  candidates.  He  was 
perfectly  willing  to  accept  any  alterations 
in  the  details  of  the  proviso  that  might  be 
made  by  the  general  wish  of  the  House. 
If  the  sum  of  ^100  was  thought  too  small, 
he  should  assent  to  its  beiug  increased, 
and  if  it  should  be  thought  too  large  he 
should  be  equally  williug  that  it  should  be 
reduced.  He  should  also  be  willing  that 
the  candidate  who  was  nominated,  but  did 
not  demand  a  poll,  should  not  forfeit  so 
much  as  the  candidate  who,  after  demand- 
ing a  poll,  did  not  go  to  it.  Then,  with 
regard  to  what  was  a  reasonable  amount 
of  support,  he  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  would  be  sufficient  if  the  candidate 
obtained  one-fifth  of  the  votes  that  were 
obtained  by  the  successful  candidate  who 
was  the  lowest  upon  the  poll ;  but  here 
again  he  was  ready  to  defer  to  the  opinion 
of  the  House,  and  to  increase  the  propor- 
tion to  one- quarter  or  one- third,  or  reduce 
it  to  one-sixth  or  one-eighth.  He  had  no 
objection  to  the  Amendment  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  York  (Mr.  Lowther), 
nor  to  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
umberland (Mr.  W.  B.  Beaumont.)  The 
proviso  of  the  latter  required  that  no  money 
should  be  deposited  in  the  first  instance  ; 
but  that  if  a  candidate  should  not  poll  a 
reasonable  number  of  votes  he  should  pay 
bis  share  of  the  expenses.  He  beggea  to 
move  that  the  words  of  the  new  clause 
should  be  added  to  Clause  53. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16*  line 
35,   after  the  word  "Act/'  to  add  the 
\  words — 

j  "  It  shall  not  be  lawful  for  any  pewon  to  be 
1  nominated  as  a  candidate  at  any  such  Election, 
I  unless  he  or  some  person  on  his  behalf  shall  have 
I  paid  to  the  returning  officer  the  sum  of  one  hundred 

pounds  to  be  applied  in  the  following  manner.'' — 

(Mr.  Faw^.) 

Question  proposed,  <*  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Sir  MASSET  LOPES  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  sum  fixed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett)  was  large 
enough.  He  thought  that  the  amount  of 
the  deposit  required  should  be  increased  to 
£300  in  counties  and  £150  in  boroughs. 

Mb.  W.  B.  BEAUMONT  said,  that  the 
clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
tended  to  infringe  the  right  of  every  elector 
Mr.  FaxQcett  I 


to  propose  and  second  any  person  whom  he 
might  deem  worthy  to  represent  him.  They 
all  must  be  anxious  to  prevent  "  straw 
candidates''  from  being  proposed  at  elec- 
tions at  the  last  moment,  which  would  en- 
tail an  unnecessary  expenditure  upon  the 
constituencies,  and  therefore  he  proposed 
that  in  the  case  of  a  candidate  not  polling 
a  reasonable  number  of  votes  he  should  be 
liable  to  pay  his  share  of  the  election  ex- 
penses, as  was  the  case  at  present.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving  his 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16, 
line  35|  after  the  word  '*  Act,"  to  add  the 
words — 

*^  Provided,  every  candidate  who  shall  not  hava 
polled  one-fifth  of  the  total  number  of  Electors 
voting  at  any  Election  for  a  County  or  a  Borough 
shall  be  liable  (in  the  same  way  as  if  this  Aet  had 
not  passed)  for  his  share  of  the  expenses  lawfully 
incurred  by  the  returning  officers  for  the  provi- 
sion of  hustings,  poll  clerks,  polling  booths  or 
rooms,  and  any  other  requisites  for  the  oondaot  of" 
the  Election." — {Mr.  Beaumont.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  CANDLISH  said,  he  thought  the 
proviso  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brightoa 
(Mr.  Fawcett)  would  impose  an  obstacle  to 
free  election,  and  he  hoped  he  wonld  with- 
draw his  Amendment  in  favour  of  that 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
umberland (Mr.  W.  B.  Beaumont). 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  he  would  with- 
draw  his  Amendment  in  deference  to  what 
was  clearly  the  general  wish  of  the  House. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wiihdnxum. 

Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  suggested 
the  possibility  of  a  person  being  nominated 
in  his  absence  by  those  who  wished  to 
render  him  liable  for  these  expanses,  aod 
proposed  to  amend  the  proviso  by  inserting 
the  words  "  nominated  with  his  own  oon- 
sent." 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  also  wished 
to  guard  against  persons  being  put  to  ex- 
pense by  being  nominated  without  their 
consent.  Unless  a  candidate  polled  one- 
third  of  the  votes  of  the  whole  constitoenej 
he  ought  to  be  required  to  pay  a  share  of 
the  expenses.  He  therefore  moved  to 
amend  the  proviso  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northumberland  (Mr.  W.  B.  Beaumont) 
by  substituting  "  one-third  "  for  "  one- 
fifth."  He  thought  there  was  very  few 
constituencies  in  which  a  man  oould  not 
obtain  a  fifth  of  the  votes,  and  therefore  he 
thought  one-third  would  be  the  better  pro- 
portion to  fix. 
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AmeDdment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed AmendmeDt,  in  line  1,  to  leafe  out 
the  word  **  fifth/'  in  order  to  insert  the 
word  *' third/'— (iff.  James  Lawther,) — 
instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'fifth '  stand  part  of  the  said  proposed 
Amendment." 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  remarked 
that  in  the  event  of  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  York  (Mr.  Lowther) 
being  adopted,  if  there  were  more  than 
three  candidates  in  a  constituenoj  of  9.000 
electors  they  might  all  be  fined,  including 
those  who  were  successful. 

Viscount  AMBERLEY  opposed  the 
Amendment  on  the  ground  that  it  put  the 
proportion  too  high. 

Mb.  HEADLAM  likewise  considered 
the  proposition  objectionable. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  pointed  out  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  York 
proposed  that  each  candidate,  in  order  to 
escape  paying  his  share  of  the  expenses, 
must  poll  one-third  of  the  whole  constitu- 
ency, whereas  his  proposition  bad  been 
that  the  candidate  should  only  be  required 
to  poll  one-fifth  of  the  number  of  Totes 
polled  by  the  successful  candidate  who 
stood  the  lowest  on  the  poll. 
I  Mr.  lowther  said,  he  could  not  see 
the  force  of  the  reasoning  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary;  but  he 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment,  in  the 
hope  that  his  so  doing  would  lead  the  more 
certainly  to  the  rejection  of  the  original 
Clause  53. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  he  hoped  that 
before  the  House  divided  some  Member 
who  was  acquainted  with  the  facts  would 
say  whether  a  man  nominated  against  his 
will  would  not  be  liable  to  pay  under  this 
amended  clause,  supposing  he  came  within 
it. 

Mr.  W.  B.  BEAUMONT,  in  order  to 
meet  that  objection,  proposed  to  add  the 
words  "  that  the  proposer  and  seconder  of  a 
candidate  who  shall  have  been  nominated 
without  his  consent  shall  be  liable  to  pay 
such  expenses." 

V  Amendment  to  the  said  proposed  Amend- 
Iment  and  proposed  Amendment,  by  leave, 
Itoiihdravm. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16, 
line  35,  after  the  word  "  Act,"  to  add  the 
words— 

**  Provided,  That  every  unraoceMfbl  oandidate 
who  shall  not  have  polled  one-fifth  of  the  total 


number  of  Electors  votiog  at  any  Election  for  a 
Coonty  or  a  Borough  shall  be  liable  (in  the  same 
way  as  if  this  Act  had  not  passed)  for  his  share 
of  the  expenses  lawfully  incurred  by  the  returning 
oflBoers  for  the  provision  of  hustings,  poll  clerks, 
polling  booths  or  rooms,  and  any  other  requisites 
for  the  conduct  of  the  Election,  and  the  proposer 
and  seconder  of  such  candidate  (who  shall  have 
been  nominated  without  his  consent)  shall  in  like 
manner  be  liable  for  such  aforesaid  share.''-^ 
(Mr,  BeattmarU,) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  added. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD  informed  the  House 
that  on  one  occasion  he  had  been  nomi- 
nated for  the  city  of  London  without  his 
consent,  when  between  3,000  and  4,000 
voters  polled  for  him.  He  declined  to 
pay  his  share  of  the  expenses  of  the  elec- 
tion ;  but  had  only  escaped  paying  them 
after  some  difficulty. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  the  fact  of  a  man 
not  polling  a  reasonable  number  of  votes 
was  a  tolerably  good  proof  that  he  ought 
never  to  have  been  a  candidate  at  all,  and 
therefore  he  ought  to  pay  the  expenses  to 
which  he  had  unnecessarily  put  the  con- 
stituency. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  thought 
the  nominator  and  seconder  of  a  candidate 
who  did  not  poll  a  certain  number  of  votes 
ought  to  be  compelled  to  pay  a  share  of 
the  expenses  of  the  election.  The  amount 
of  the  deposit  required  ought  to  be  ^300 
for  counties,  and  half  that  amount  for 
boroughs. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
that  by  the  clause  to  which  this  Amend- 
ment related  they  had  thrown  the  expenses 
of  the  polling  and  the  hustings  upon  the 
rates ;  but  they  were  now  in  this  difficulty,  ' 
that  everybody  felt  they  ought  to  prevent 
persons  coming  forward  and  throwing  the 
expenses  on  the  rates,  who  in  point  of 
fact  ought  not  to  stand  at  all.  The  object 
of  the  Amendment  was  to  prevent  men  of 
straw  from  coming  forward ;  but  what 
security  did  it  afford  against  such  a  thing 
happening  ?  They  had  no  deposit  and  in- 
deed no  security  of  any  kind.  He  there- 
fore objected  to  the  Amendment,  because 
it  afforded  no  sort  of  security  whatever,  and 
must,  in  his  opinion,  be  entirely  ineffectual. 

Mr.  HARVEY  LEWIS  said,  that 
according  to  his  experience,  polling-places 
constituted  a  very  great  and  serious  ex- 
pense. He  thought  it  hard  that  the  re- 
turning officer  should  be  mulcted  for  per- 
forming his  duty,  and  that  the  ratepayers 
should  have  to  pay  for  the  hustings,  while 
it  was  a  monstrous  injustice  that  the  suc- 
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•eBvful  esndidate  should  haire  to  ftky  be- 
cause another  man  wished  to  make  a 
speech.  It  would  be  no  consolation*  to 
any  of  these  parties  to  learn  that  the  maa 
who  oame  forward  on  the  hustings  and 
put  them  to  all  this  expense  was  liable, 
if  that  man  were^  as  he  oftentimes  might 
be«  merely  a  man  of  straw. 

Captain  HAYTER  said,  the  diffieul^ 
might  be  got  over  by  making  the  moter 
and  seconder  as  well  as  the  candidate 
liable  for  the  expenses.  There  would  then 
be  three  instead  of  only  one  security. 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  objected  to 
the  whole  proposal,  because  they  had  by 
the  clause  which  was  in  the  Bill,  and  which 
they  were  going  to  discuss  presently, 
thrown  the  expense  upon  the  ratepayers. 
It  was  contended  that  these  expenses  ought 
not  to  be  thrown  upon  a  candidate,  and  no 
doubt  a  great  deal  might  bo  said  in  favour 
of  a  proposition  which  was  especially  popu- 
lar with  candidates  when  a  General  Elec- 
tion was  approaching.  But  then  they  had 
this  bngbear.  If  they  saved  themselves, 
would  not  anybody  who  wished  to  enjoy  a 
little  fun,  or,  perhaps,  from  a  feeling  of 
strong  opposition,  spring  up  and  land  them 
in  a  contest  for  which  there  was  no  sort  of 
reason  or  sense  }  He  had  heard  it  said 
that  they  ought,  if  possible,  to  prevent  any 
opposition  being  .made  unless  that  opposi- 
tion had  a  chance  of  success  ;  but  this 
doctrine,  he  contended,  was  unconstitu- 
tional. Indeed,  it  was  the  constitutional 
duty  of  a  minority,  if  they  felt  discontented 
with  the  opinions  of  the  favoured  candi- 
date, to  bring  forward  a  candidate  of  their 
own,  irrespective  of  all  considerations  as 
to  the  proportion  of  the  constituency  that 
they  were  likely  to  poll.  The  House  had 
no  right  to  limit  the  choice  of  candidates 
as  it  was  now  proposed  to  do,  by  saying 
that  a  man  should  be  fined  unless  he  polled 
a  certain  number  of  votes. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  remarked  that 
the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie) 
might  be  constitutional  ;  but  they  certainly 
could  not  bo  regarded  as  practical.  It 
would  be  a  great  absurdity  to  allow  a  small 
number  of  electors  to  ppt  the  candidates 
and  the  other  electors  to  great  expense. 
The  evident  intention  of  the  Solicitor 
General  was  to  throw  as  many  difficulties 
as  he  could  in  the  way,  in  order  to  prevent 
the  final  acceptance  by  the  House  of  the 
clause  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett),  and  which  hkd 
been  carried  by  two  yery  Urge  majorities. 
Mr.  Marv0y  LewU 


p'Oh,  oh  in  He  suggested  that  anj 
difficulty  which  really  existed  might  be  met 
by  proyiding  that  any  person  demanding 
a  poll  should,  either  by  himself  or  bj  the 
person  who  nominated  him,  give  good  ee- 
earity  for  a  certain  sum. 

Mb.  BONHAM-CARTBR  said,  some 
such  proviso  as  that  proposed  vrss  abeo* 
lutely  necessary,  because  it  freqaeotly 
happened,  as  in  the  case  of  an  opponent 
of  his  on  a  fbrmer  election,  that  a  candi- 
date was  thrust  on  the  constituencj.  The 
candidate  was  unable  to  pay  the  expenses, 
and  after  the  election  was  over  he  left ;  bat 
he  had,  however,  afterwards  to  paj  on  an 
actual  arrest  and  imprisonment.  Had  the 
mover  and  seconder  been  liable  there  wionld 
haye  been  a  security. 

ViscouKT  AMBERLET  instanced  the 
case  of  a  candidate  in  whose  fayour  three 
votes  were  recorded.  It  was  evident  that 
there  would  be  as  much  security  for  the 
hustings  expenses  from  such  a  candidate 
under  this  clause  as  there  was  under  the 
present  system. 

Mb.  REARDEN  regarded  this  as  an 
attempt  to  fine  any  working  men  irho 
might  come  forward  as  candidates. 

Mb.  NEATE  reminded  the  House  tbat 
the  expenses  of  poUing-pooths  had  been 
thrown  on  the  candidate  by  the  Act  of 
1832  as  a  compromise.  Formerly  the 
constituency  bore  the  expense  on  the  prin- 
ciple that  the  representative  performed  a 
public  duty,  but  then  the  candidate  paid 
heavily  for  carrying  voters  to  the  central 
polling-places. 

Mb.  LOCKE  KING  suggested  that 
words  should  be  introduced  requiring  all 
the  candidates  to  guarantee  the  payment 
of  the  expenses,  so  as  to  prevent  men  of 
straw  from  offering  themselves  aa  can- 
didates. 

Mb.  LEEMAN  said,  the  object  was  to 
prevent  the  nomiuation  of  persons  having 
no  reasonable  chance  of  being  returned. 
He  therefore  moved,  in  substitution  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northumberland,  a  proviso  requiring  that 
any  person  demanding  a  poll  should  pay, 
or  give  security  for,  to  the  returning  officer 
£100  in  tlie  case  of  boroughs,  aad  £200 
in  the  case  of  counties,  which  should  be 
used  towards  defraying  the  expenBea-  of 
the  election  if  such  candidate  did  not  poll 
one-fifth  of  the  votes  registered. 

Amendment  proposed  to.  the '  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  leave  out  from  the 
w^srd'  *'  eveff :"  te* the  end  tf 'theT)Wpos^ 
Amendment,  in  order  to  inseit  tbb  ffOrds— 
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**  Candidate  or  other  person  demanding  a  poll 
at  any  Election  for  anj  County  or  Borough  shall 
on  demand  by  the  returning  office^  pay  or  secure 
to  his  satisfaction  one  hundred  pounds  in  the  case 
of  a  Borough,  and  two  hundred  pounds  in  the 
ease  of  a  County,  which  shall  be  applied  by  the 
returning  officer  in  aid  towards  the  expenses  of 
such  Election,  in  case  such  candidate  shall  not 
poll  one-fifth  of  the  constituency."  —  {Mr,  Lee- 
man.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
i  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of '  the 
{said  proposed  Amendment." 

Mb.  PERCY  WYNDHAM  said,  it  was 
but  a  repetition  of  an  Amendment  that 
bad  been  withdrawn. 

Mb.  head  lam  hoped  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  York  (Mr.  Leeman) 
would  not  be  pressed,  as  it  was  in  reality 
simply  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Brighton  repeated.  The  object  of  the 
House  was  to  press  forward,  and  he  did 
not  think  they  oould  hope  for  a  clearer 
proposition  than  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northamberland^. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  thought  the 
object  which  the  hon.  Member  for  York 
had  in  yiew  would  be  sufficiently  attained 
by  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northumberland. 

Mb.  NBWDEGATE  thought  the  Amend- 
ipent  of  the  hon.  Member  for  York  (Mr. 
Leeman)  a  yery  reasonable  proposal,  though 
he  did  not  think  that  £1(>0  in  the  case  of 
a  borough,  or  £200  in  the  case  of  a  county, 
would  be  sufficient,  as  there  would  be  so 
large  a  number  of  polling-places  under  the 
new  riptM, 

Mr.  LEBMAN  said,  he  was  ready  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment,  though  he  felt 
conyinced  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northumberland  (Mr.  W.  B.  Beaumont) 
would  not  meet  the  necessities  of  the  case. 

Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amend- 
menty  by  leare,  toithdrawn. 

Question  put— 

"That  the  words  'Provided  That  every  un- 
luecessfttl  candidate  who  shall  not  have  polled 
one-flfUi  of  the  total  number  of  Electors  voting 
at  any  Eleotion  for  a  County  or  a  Borough  shall 
be  liable  (in  the  same  way  as  if  this  Act  had  not 
passed)  for  his  share  of  the  expenses  lawfully 
incurred  by  the  returning  officers  for  the  provision 
of  hustings,  poll  clerks,  polling  booths  or  rooms, 
and  any  other  requisites  for  the  conduct  of  the 
Eleotion,  and  the  proposer  and  seconder  of  such 
candidate  (who  shall  have  been  nominated  without 
his  consent)  shall  in  like  manner  be  liable  for 
such  aforesaid  share,' be  there  added." 

The  House  dw%dsd:^AjeA  110  ;  Noea 
119:  Majority  9. 


Mb.  MONK  moved  an  Amendment  to 
provide  that  one  moiety  of  such  expense 
shall  be  defrayed  as  heretofore  by  the  can* 
didate  or  candidates.  [**No,  nol"]  He 
thought  it  would  be  a  safeguard  both  to 
the  candidate  and  to  those  who  had  to 
collect  the  rates. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16, 
line  35,  after  the  word  "  Act,"  to  add  the 
words— 

"Provided  always,  lliat  one  moiety  of  such 
expenses  shall  be  defrayed'  as  heretofore  by  the 
candidate  or  candidates  at  such  Election."— -(ifr. 
MmkJ* 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  worda 
be  there  added.'' 

Mb.  WHITE  said,  the  amount  of  ex- 
penses  of  returning  officers  in  the  whole 
of  the  counties  of  Bngland  and  Wales  at 
the  last  Qeneral  Election  was  £15,655 ; 
in  Scotland,  £939;  and  in  Ireland  £2,239, 
making  a  total  of  £18,833.  The  expenses 
of  the  boroughs  in  England  and  Wales 
were  £26,375;  in  Scotland,  £1,206  ;  and 
in  Ireland,  £1,004,  making  a  total  of 
i  £28,585.  The  aggregate  total  for  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
lland  was  £47,418.  These  sums  repre- 
sented in  England  and  Wales  6d,  per 
county  and  \s,  per  borough  voter,  and 
in  Scotland  4tid.  per  county  and  8d.  per 
borough  elector.  According  to  the  official 
electoral  statistics  and  Poor  Law  Returns, 
the  total  expenses  to  be  defrayed  by  the 
ratepayers  would  vary  in  counties  from 
one-sixth  to  one-twentieth  of  Id.  in  the 
pound  ;  in  boroughs  from  one-tenth  to  one* 
third  of  Id.  in  the  pound.  In  Brighton, 
if  Parliaments  were  triennial  and  there 
were  always  a  contest,  the  annual  charge 
on  the  ratepayers  would  not  amount  to 
one-eighth  of  Id.  in  the  pound. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  remarked  that  this 
was  merely  the  reproduction  of  an  Amend- 
ment which  had  already  been  before  the 
House,  and  in  regard  to  which  a  decision 
had  been  arri?ed  at  either  in  form  or  in 
spirit.  Now,  although  it  was  not  desirable 
to  check  anything  like  legitimate  discus- 
sion, yet  he  was  certainly  of  opinion  that 
the  House  ought  to  refrain  from  debating 
matters  on  which  it  had  recently  come  to 
a  decision.  He  should  yote  against  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  if  it 
were  pressed  to  a  di? ision. 

Mr.  monk  said,  he  would  withdraw 
the  Amendment. 

Amendments  bj  leayOi  wUhdrawn. 
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YiscouiffT  MILTON  mofed  the  following 
clause : — 

(Levying  of  county  rate  where  county  is 
divided.) 

*'  In  oaie  the  county  for  which  the  county  rate 
if  made  is  or  shall  be  divided  into  two  or  more 
parts  for  Parliamentary  representation,  the  aame 
expenses  shall  be  charged  upon  and  defrayed  by 
and  out  of  the  county  rate  levied  within  and  for 
that  part  of  the  county  for  which  an  Election 
shall  take  place  ;  and  the  justices  or  clerk  of  the 
peace  for  the  county  shall  apportion  such  expenses 
amongst  the  parishes,  townships,  and  places  only 
in  that  part  of  the  county  in  and  for  which  an 
Election  shall  have  taken  place,  and  in  issuing 
the  precept  for  the  county  rate,  shall  add  thereto 
the  proportion  payable  in  respect  of  such  expenses 
by  each  of  the  last-mentioned  parishes,  townships, 
and  places,  and  the  same  shall  be  leviable  and 
recoverable  in  like  manner  and  as  part  of  the 
county  rate." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  he 
did  not  suppose  that  the  noble  Lord  could 
understand  the  argument  which  he  adduced 
on  this  suhject  the  other  day.  ["  Oh, 
oh  !  "]  He  merelj  meant  that  the  noble 
Lord  could  hardly  be  expected  to  follow 
the  bearings  of  an  argument  founded  on 
the  obsure  and  intricate  clauses  of  a  rating 
Act  of  Parliament.  Without  repeating 
that  argument,  he  would  merely  remark 
that  in  his  judgment  the  clause  would  not 
work,  and  was  inconsistent  with  the  ezist- 
'  ing  machinery  of  the  county  rates.  The 
Act  under  which  alone  the  county  rate 
could  be  levied  said  that  it  must  be  an 
equal  rate  —  assessed  equally  upon  every 
parish,  and  upon  all  the  property  in  each 
parish  of  the  county. 

Mb.  HEADLAM  believed  that  there 
would  not  be  the  slightest  difficulty  in 
working  a  clause  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  NEATE  thought  the  Solicitor 
General  ought  not  to  have  interposed  petty 
technical  difficulties.  He  wished  to  say  a 
few  words  founded  on  common  sense  and 

i'ustice — though  he  did  not  expect  that  the 
ton.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  under- 
stand his  argument,  as  it  dealt  with  a 
matter  of  principle  and  not  of  detail.  If 
the  county  magistrates  could  not  assess 
the  rate  proposed,  they  had  less  admini- 
strative power  than  he  gave  them  credit 
for. 

Mb.  HBNLEY  said,  he  was  quite  sure 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  working 
the  clause  as  now  amended,  though  that 
was  altogether  a  separate  question  from 
the  proposed  Amendment.  On  the  whole, 
he  thought  the  fairest  way  would  be  for 
each  division  to  pay  its  own  expenses,  and 
be  saw  no  practical  difficulty  in  it.     The 


Under  Sheriff  would  bring  io  his  Bill» 
which  would  go  in  the  usual  way  to  the 
Finance  Committee,  by  whom  it  would  be 
audited. 

Mb.  Sebjbiht  GASELEE  aaid,  the 
Solicitor  General  had  told  him  the  same 
thing  on  former  Amendments— that  they 
were  not  workable — but  there  was  no  real 
difficulty. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  he 
had  now  to  move  to  omit  Clause  53,  The 
House  must  feel  that  they  had  exhaaated 
the  question,  and  that  the  opinion  of  erery 
man  was  already  made  up,  and  therefore 
he  would  simply  make  the  Motion. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leare  oat 
Clause  53,  as  amended. — (Jfr.  Solicitor 
OeneraL) 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  rose  to  Order. 
The  Bill  as  it  now  stood  provided  that  the 
cost  of  the  hustings,  4c.,  should  be  borne 
by  the  whole  of  the  ratepayers,  and  the 
Solicitor  General's  Amendment  to  onit  the 
clause  would  throw  the  burden  on  a  certain 
limited  number  of  persons.  He  submitted 
that  the  Amendment  altering  as  it  did  the 
incidence  of  taxation,  could  not  now  be 
proposed. 

Mb.  speaker  decided  that  it  was 
quite  competent  for  the  hon.  and  learned^ 
Gentleman  to  propose  the  rejection  of  the 
clause,  as  the  omission  of  the  clause  would 
have  the  effect  of  relieving  the  ratepajers 
of  a  charge  which  it  was  proposed  to  place 
upon  them. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL,  in  mov- 
ing the  rejection  of  the  clause,  aaid,  he 
understood  that  the  clause  was  supported 
on  the  general  ground  that  the  position  of 
a  Member  of  Parliament  was  one  which  it 
was  a  duty  and  not  a  privilege  to  oecopj, 
and  that  therefore  the  ratepayers  ought  to 

Say  the  expenses  as  being  a  public  ebarge. 
!ut  he  could  not  understand  how  a  man, 
after  going  with  his  cap  in  his  hand  to  an 
elector  and  saying,  **  If  you  vote  for  me, 
you  will  confer  on  me  the  greatest  possible 
favour,''  could  ask  that  man  to  pay  hi* 
share  of  the  expenses.  If  this  clause  were 
sanctioned,  candidates  would  come  forward 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  creating  expense 
— knowing  that  they  would  not  be  liable 
to  pay  anything  themselves,  but  that  all 
the  expense  would  be  thrown  on  the  rate- 
payers. After  all  the  fruitless  efforts  which 
had  been  made  that  morning  to  frame  a 
proviso  which  would  render  the  claoae 
acceptable,  he  thought  he  was  justified  in 
moving  its  omission.        ^  , 
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Mb.  FAWCBTT  said,  the  qnettion 
really  inToWed  wat  one  of  far  more  im- 
portaDce  than  the  aooeptanee  or  rejeotion 
of  an  J  claase  in  a  Bill,  and  inroWed  the 
position  of  independent  Memhers  of  that 
House.  Why  did  the  Prime  Minister  say 
he  would  moTO  the  rejection  of  this  clause? 
The  Solicitor  General  thought  he  had  a 
majority  behind  him,  and  he  hardly  deigned 
to  offer  a  single  argument ;  a  diyision 
would  be  hurried  on,  and  discussion,  if 
possible,  would  be  burked.  If  it  bad  not 
been  for  the  large  attendance  of  Members 
who  were  waiting  for  another  Bill  to  come 
on  that  e?eoing  (the  Metropolitan  Foreign 
Cattle  Market  Bill),  he  believed  he  should, 
for  a  third  time,  ha?e  beaten  the  GoTorn- 
ment.  After  his  clause  was  carried,  he 
had  consented  to  withdraw  the  proyiso  at 
the  end,  in  reference  to  the  deposit  of  ex- 
penses, in  order  to  meet  the  wishes  of 
Members  and  the  conyenience  of  the  House; 
and  he  hoped  that  those  who  recollected 
the  circumstances  would  not  be  deterred 
from  voting  with  him.  The  clause  was 
objected  to  on  the  ground  that  it  would 
impose  a  heavy  burden  on  the  constituen- 
cies ;  but  the  fact  was  that  a  rate  of  half 
a  farthing  in  boroughs  and  a  quarter  of  a 
farthing  in  counties  would  far  more  than 
discharge  these  expenses,  and  a  General 
Election  occurred  only  about  once  in  four 
years.  By  retaining  this  clause,  they 
would  interest  the  constituencies  so  much 
in  economy  that  the  necessary  expenses 
would  not  be  more  than  half  what  they 
were  at  present.  If  the  constituencies  had 
to  pay  for  the  hustings,  they  would  either 
have  the  nomination  in  a  public  room  or 
substantial  hustings  would  be  erected  once 
for  all,  and  the  expense  would  not  exceed 
£5,  instead  of  probably  being  £150.  It 
was  said  that  the  clause  would  be  favour- 
able to  vexatious  contests  ;  but  he  utterly 
denied  this.  At  present  these  were  got 
up  by  a  class  of  publicans  and  solicitors 
who  had  an  interest  in  them  from  what 
they  made  by  them  ;  but  under  this  clause 
the  candidate  would  be  brought  face  to 
face  with  public  opinion,  and  would  have 
no  interest  in  resisting  it.  The  working 
of  the  clause  therefore  would  decidedly 
diminish  the  tendency  to  contests.  The 
Solicitor  General's  representation  of  the 
position  of  a  candidate  was  degrading  to 
public  men,  and  most  humiliating.  He 
ahould  receive  some  compensation  even  if 
defeated,  because  this  renewed  discussion 
would  tell  the  country  in  an  unmistakable 
way  what  were  the  dootrines  which  in- 


duced the  Government  to  seek  to  reverse 
the  decision  of  the  House.  [**  Divide  !"] 
There  was  no  expression  of  public  opinion 
against  the  clause,  and  he  could  produce 
resolutions  passed  at  twenty  public  meet- 
ings declaring  in  favour  of  the  principle. 
If  they  reversed  the  decision  already  come 
to,  it  would  more  and  more  show  that  that 
House  was  becoming  the  rich  man's  House 
and  not  the  poor  man's.  ['<  Oh,  oh !  "1 
If  the  House  was  properly  to  represent  the 
country,  each  class  in  the  country  should 
be  represented  m  it.  He  wished  to  see 
capital  and  labour  represented  there  ;  and 
no  one  could  effectually  represent  labour 
except  a  person  who  had  been  for  some 
time  himself  a  working  man.  He  appealed 
to  Members  to  remember  what  had  occurred, 
and  how  he  had  carried  this  clause  on  two 
divisions.  The  Government  did  everything 
they  could  up  to  Tuesday  night,  at  half- 
past  eleven  o  clock — he  would  not  say  in- 
tentionally— to  induce  the  House  to  think 
that  they  would  not  seek  to  reverse  the 
decision  come  to  on  Saturday  last.  Even 
a  Member  of  the  Government  had  given 
Notice  of  his  intention — though  he  did  not 
persevere  in  it  —  to  introduce  a  similar 
clause  with  respect  to  Scotland.  There- 
fore, he  asked  Members  to  support  the 
clause,  and  in  doing  so  to  support  the  pri- 
vileges of  independent  Members. 

Mu.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  did  not 
often  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett);  but  on  this  oc- 
casion he  thought  he  was  right,  and  there- 
fore he  should  give  him  his  vote.  The 
Reform  Bill  would,  no  doubt,  much  in- 
crease the  expense  of  elections.  Though 
the  expenses  of  the  returning  officer  might 
not  be  larger,  yet,  in  order  to  affirm  the 
principle  that  Membership  of  that  House 
imposed  a  public  duty,  he  should  vote  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton;  but  he 
thought  some  addition  ought  to  be  made 
to  the  clause,  to  prevent  men  of  straw 
being  set  up  as  candidates.  He  deeply 
regretted  that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  York  had  been  withdrawn. 

Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  supported  the 
clause,  and  protested  against  the  idea  of 
the  Solicitor  General  that  independent 
Members  went  hat  in  hand  to  their  consti- 
tuents seeking  their  support,  instead  of 
offering  their  services  when  great  publis 
duties  bad  to  be  performed.  The  con- 
stituents, entirely  recognising  this  fact, 
were  ready  to  have  the  necessary  expenses 
of  elections  thrown  on  their  shoulders. 
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llBw  J.  STUART  MILL :  If  tbe  Oo- ; 
vemttent  were  awsre  of  tbe  profo«md  feel- 
ing ef  fta<Mfootion  thftt  went  fertli  threogh 
)    tbe  eoantry  en  learning  fbat  tbe  Amend- 
i    nent  of  tbe   be«.  Member  for  BHgbton 
;    WAS  earned,  tbej  wookl,  instead  of  iwvposing 
\   any  te<ABieal  objection  in  tbe  way  of  the 
passing  of  tbe  clause,  introdnoe  a  Bill,  if 
necessary,  for  tbe  purpose  of  girtiig  it 
effect,  and  pass  it  tbrougb  botb  Housea^ 
as   tbey  eenid  easily  do,  witbin  a  weekk 
Tbe  representatire  of  an  eztensire  oonsti- 
toeney  remarked  to  me  tbat  tbe  adoption 
ef  tbe  clause  marked  tbe  commencement 
of  a  purer  era,  and  would  bring  forward 
more  eligible  candidates. 

Colonel  B.  KNOX  protested  against 
being  rated  for  the  purpose  ef  saving  tbe 
pocket  of  the  bon.  Member  fer  Westminster 
(Mr.  J.  Stuart  Mill). 

Mr.  MBLLY  reminded  tbe  bon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  (Colonel  B.  Knox)  thai 
BO  legislation  could  affect  tbe  expenses  in- 
curred at  the  election  of  the  bon.  Member 
for  Westminster,  inasmuch  as  tbe  bon. 
Qentleman  bad  been  returned,  and  would 
be  again,  at  tbe  expense  of  bis  friends  and 
supporters. 

Question  put,  ''That  Clause  53,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  tbe  Bill.*' 

The  House  (^iuuJ^tl :— Ayes  97;  Noes 
115 :  Majority  18. 

Mb.  NEATE  moved  tbe  adjournment 
of  the  debate.  His  bon.  Friends  on  the 
Liberal  side  of  the  House  were  as  guilty  of 
conni?ance  at  corrupt  practices  as  those  on 
tbe  other  side.  ['•  Oh,  oh !"]  He  did 
not  wish  to  include  all  the  Liberal  party  in 
that  denunciation.  His  object  in  moving 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate  was  tbat 
those  who  wished  to  introduce  purity  and 
economy  at  Parliamentary  Elections  might 
have  an  opportunity  of  doing  so. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  further  Consideration  of  the 
Bill,  as  amended,  be  adjourned  till  Monday 
next."— (ifr.  Neate.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  hoped  tbe 
bon.  and  learned  Member  did  not  include 
bim  in  his  denunciation.  He  trusted  his 
bon.  and  learned  Friend  would  not  perse- 
vere in  his  Motion.  At  tbe  same  time,  be 
would  say  tbat  the  bon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber could  scarcely  himself  attach  more 
importance  than  be  (Mr.  Gladstone)  did  to 
the  subject  on  which  they  bad  just  divided ; 
and  no  person  could  more  cordially  feel 
with  bim  than  he  did.  If  tbe  bon.  Member 
iff.  P,  A.  Taylor 


hr  9i%biei  (llr,  FaWeMJt)  6lMae  to 
the  qvettioB  again,  be  eouid  do  vo  ; 
the  ^ueetion  was,  whether  'they  Isbosild  f  oee 
time  in  pressiiig  forlrttrd  a  BM  wlii<A  tbej 
Dsust  M  #0el  was  necessary. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mihdraum. 
Bill  to  be  read  tbe  third 
moTfvm,  4t  Twe  of  tbe  dock. 

Notice  taken,  tbat  40  Members 
not    present  ;    House    counted,    and 
Members  not  being  present, 

Hoose  adjottrtisd  at  a  t^uairter 
Nine  o' 
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MINUTES.]  — PuBUo  BojA^FirH  AahIm^-- 
Eleetion  PetitioDS  and  Ocrmpt  P^nsotioM  at 

Elections*  (287). 

Second  /2ea<ftJ^  —  Electric  Telegraph*  (282)  i 
Eipiring  Laws  Continuance  •  (280) ;  Inland 
Revenue^  (270);  Drainage  and  iTDprov^meiit 
of  Land!  (Ireland)  SnppleBiental  (No.  4)* 
(873)  ;  Poor  Law  Board  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation)*  (266);  Registration  (Ir^and) 
(281). 

Comrottttftf— Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)  ♦; 
Drainage  and  ImproToment  of  Lands  (Irdattd) 
Supplemental  (No.  8)*  (250). 

Revwi  —  Publio  Schools  (262-285) ;  Consoli* 
dated  Fund  (Appropriation)*;  Drainage  and 
Improvement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Sbpplemental 
(No.  8)»  (255) ;  Colonial  Shipping  •  (274). 

Thitd  ie^otftn^— Sanitary  Act  (1866)  Anient 
ment *  (252) ;  Municipal  Eleoaons  (SooUand)  * 
(276);  Larceny  and  Embeszlement  *  (277): 
Titles  to  Land  Consolidation  (Scotland)  * 
(268) ;  General  Police  and  Improvement  (Soot- 
land)  Act  Amendment*  (267),  and  jxusMi. 

ELECTRIC  TELEGRAPHS  BlLL-(No.  282.) 

( The  Duke  of  MontroH.) 

BSCOND  BSASIKe. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  SeooUd  Read* 
ingread. 

The  Dum  0¥  M0NTE08B,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  tama^ 
said,  its  object  was  to  place  the  telegraphio 
communication  of  this  country  under  th% 
Government  and  in  the  hands  of  the  Poet 
Ofllce.  When  that  proposal  was  first 
brought  forward  there  certainly  was  a 
great  expression  of  feeling  on  tiie  part  of 
many  persons  that  the  arrangement  was  a 
very  undesirable  one,  being  verv  contrary  to 
o«r  genmd  hdMtSy  whioh  left  almost  evevy^ 


iW% 


XMrie 


1  Jtot  M,  1868) 


TeUgr^hi  Bill. 


IMI 


thing  to  privftte  ^nterpiiae  and  the  opera- 
tion of  free  trade.  Tlie  objectioRs  at  &Mt 
tf&en  to  the  BcbemOi  however,  on  behig 
Bifted  passed  away.  The  proposal,  more- 
oyer,  was  not  so  novel  as  it  at  first  sight 
appeared.  In  1858  Mr.  Eicardo,  the 
founder,  and  then  the  Chairman  of  the 
Electric  Telegraph  Company,  brought  the 
Bubject  under  the  attention  of  the  Qovern- 
ment,  and  in  a  letter  to  Mr.  Gladstone 
urged  his  reasons  for  thinking  it  desirable 
that  the  telegraphs  of  this  oountry  should 
be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  State. 
Again,  Mr.  Allen,  a  distinguished  civil 
engineer,  and  a  man  (tf  great  experience 
in  regard  to  tel^^aphio  communication, 
urged  the  adoption  of  the  same  course. 
In  1861  the  Edinburgh  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce also  took  up  the  question,  and  me- 
moralized  the  Government  upon  it;  and 
since  tben  there  had  been  a  very  general 
expression  of  opinion  by  various  public 
bodies  and  other  persons  in  favour  of  such 
a  measure.  Petitions  had  been  presented 
to  that  effect  from  thirty-two  Cbambers  of 
Commerce,  from  sixty-four  Town  Councils 
and  Corporations ;  from  the  general  public 
there  were  twenty-four,  and  from  per- 
sons connected  with  the  newspapers,  and 
more  especially  the  provincial  Press,  there 
were  297  petitions.  The  petitioners  con- 
curred in  thinking  that  the  existing 
charges  for  the  transmission  of  telegraphic 
messages  in  this  country  were  too  high ; 
that  many  places  were  unprovided  with 
facilities  for  telegraphic  communication; 
that  in  the  great  majority  of  places  pro- 
vided with  such  facilities  the  telegraph 
office  was  inconveniently  remote  from  the 
centre  of  business  and  of  population,  and 
open  for  too  small  a  portion  of  the  day ; 
that  in  countries  in  which  the  telegrapns 
were  under  the  control  of  the  State  lower 
rates  and  a  more  widely  spread  system 
prevailed;  that  in  such  countries  corre- 
spondence by  telegraph  was  more  general 
and  more  popular,  as  it  were,  than  in 
England;  and  that  like  results  to  those 
produced  in  other  countries  in  those 
respects  would  follow  in  this  country  the 
adoption  of  the  like  means.  In  Belgium 
and  in  Switzerland  telegraphic  communi- 
cation was  in  the  hands  of  the  Post  Office ; 
and  in  most  other  European  countries  it  was 
also  in  the  hands  of  the  State.  In  Belgium 
there  was  one  telegraphic  message  sent  for 
every  thirty-seven  letters ;  in  Switzerland 
one  message  to  sixty-nine  letters ;  and  in 
England  only  one  message  to  108  letters; 
thus  showing  that  the  telegraph  was  not 


at  all  made  use  of  hwe  as  it  was  in  ofher 
countries,  it  was  stated  by  t^ose  who 
were  examined  before  the  Committee,  and 
who  were  perfectly  well  acquainted  with 
the  working  of  the  telegraphs,  that  the 
persons  who  chiefly  used  them  in  Eng- 
land were  stock-brokers,  mining  agents, 
and  persons  engaged  in  other  speculative 
businesses,  but  not  the  genend.  public ; 
whereas  in  Switzerland  all  classes  of  the 
community  availed  themselves  of  tele- 
graphic communication  for  their  private 
correspondence,  in  respect  to  which,  in- 
deed, it  to  a  great  degree  took  the  place 
of  the  post.  In  Belgium  59  per  cent  of 
the  telegraphic  messages  sent  related  to 
private,  not  to  commercial  affairs.  The 
rates  charged  there  were  of  course  lower 
than  in  this  country ;  and  it  was  expected 
that  through  the  present  Bill  the  rates 
would  be  very  much  diminished.  In  France 
the  cost  of  sending  a  message  600  miles 
—a  greater  distance  than  in  this  country 
— was  1«.  %d, ;  in  England  it  cost  2«.  ; 
in  Prussia  the  charge  for  sending  a  mes- 
sage 500  miles  was  1«.  6i. ;  in  EngTand 
it  was  2«. ;  in  Belgium  the  cost  of  send- 
ing a  message  160  miles  was  only  5i. ; 
while  in  England  it  was  1«.  6(?. ;  in  Swit- 
zerland a  message  was  sent  100  miles  for 
5<?.,  and  in  England  for  1«.  ^d.  The  re- 
ductions  in  the  rates  had  produced  a  great 
increase  in  the  number  of  messages.  In 
1863  in  Belgium  a  reduction  of  33  per 
cent  in  the  rates  produced  an  immediate 
increase  of  80  per  cent  in  the  number  of 
messages  ;  and  in  1866  a  reduction  of  50 
per  cent  in  the  rates  caused  an  increase  of 
85  per  cent  in  the  number  of  messages. 
In  rrussia  in  1867  a  reduction  of  33  per 
cent  in  the  rates  was  followed  by  an  in- 
crease in  the  first  month  of  70  per  cent 
in  the  number  of  messages.  In  France,  in 
1 862,  a  reduction  of  35  per  cent  in  the 
rates  was  followed  by  an  increase  of  64 
per  cent  in  the  number  of  messages.  But 
Switzerland  afforded  the  most  striking  ex- 
ample of  all.  The  inland  rate  was  reduced 
50  per  cent  in  the  early  part  of  this  year, 
and  the  number  of  inland  messages  in- 
creased 90  per  cent  over  those  of  the  cor- 
responding three  months  of  the  previous 
year.  It  was  remarkable  that  the  increase 
m  the  number  of  messages  followed  im- 
mediately the  reduction  of  the  rates.  In 
England  there  had,  indeed,  been  an  in- 
crease fit)m  the  growth  of  population  and 
the  extension  of  business,  but  not  a  very 
large  increase.  Under  those  circumstances 
the  Chambers  of  Commerce  adve];ted|  as 
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he  had  stated,  to  the  want  of  aeoommoda- 
tion  in  this  country,  and  the  high  rates 
charged ;  ajid  thej  believed  that  a  redac- 
tion of  the  rates,  together  with  improved 
facilities,  like  that  in  other  countries, 
would  be  followed  in  England  also  by  a 
very  great  augmentation  in  the  number  of 
messages  transmitted.  It  was  proposed 
to  place  the  telegraphs  in  the  hands  of  the 
Post  Office,  because  that  Department  had 
great  advantages  which  no  telegraph  com- 
pany could  possess.  It  had  agents  in  every 
town  and  village  in  the  country,  and  per- 
sons whom  it  could  employ  at  a  very  small 
cost ;  and,  according  to  the  arrangement 
that  was  proposed,  almost  every  Post  Office 
would  be  made  a  telegraph  office  as  well. 
That  would  be  the  case  not  only  in  the 
large  towns,  but  in  country  places  also. 
A  map  had  been  prepared,  marked  by 
2,050  dots,  representing  the  places  at 
which  Money  Order  Offices  were  opened, 
and  to  which  the  electric  wires  were 
carried.  Of  these,  there  were  567  places 
at  which  the  telegraph  accommodation  was 
very  imperfect,  only  648  where  it  was 
perfect,  and  850  where  there  was  no  tele- 
graph at  all.  In  Scotland  there  were  196 
Money  Order  Offices,  and  in  Ireland  369, 
at  which  towns  there  was  no  telegraph. 
In  England  there  were  1,300  out  of  2,000 
towns  and  villages  which  had  now  no  tele- 
graph within  the  town.  A  circumstance 
which  had  prevented  the  full  development 
of  the  railway  system  was  that  the  tele- 
graph offices  were  generally  in  or  near  the 
railway  stations,  which  were  frequently 
three-quarters  of  a  mile  or  a  mile  from 
the  town  itself.  Out  of  622  places  sup- 
plied by  one  railway  company  with  tele- 
graphic communication  about  223  were 
only  worked  at  tbe  railway  stations.  The 
distance  of  the  office  from  the  town  na- 
turally led  to  a  very  considerable  payment 
being  demanded  for  porterage ;  and  the 
saving  in  this  respect  would  greatly  dimi- 
nish the  charge  for  telegrams.  The  cost 
of  the  telegraphic  message  was  now  com- 
paratively little,  but  the  cost  of  porterage 
was  great.  The  usual  charge  was  1$. 
a  mile,  and  in  a  very  large  number  of 
cases  1«.  was  charged  for  porterage.*  But 
the  Post  Office  was  usually  in  the  centre 
of  the  population,  and  the  distance  to  be 
carried  would  therefore  be  very  much 
smaller.  As  the  telegrams  would  go 
through  the  Post  Office  delivery,  it  was 
proposed  that  they  should  be  delivered 
free  of  charge,  which  would  of  itself  in- 
volve a  considerable  saving.  In  many 
The  J>uU  of  MontrQ9$ 
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large  towns  where  it  might  be  thougjit 
considerable    fieuiilities  would  have    beeoi 
given  by  the  telegraph  companies   they 
had  one   head  office  and  no  more.      In 
Edinburgh   there  were    three    telegraph 
companies;    but    their    offices    were     all 
within    100  yards  of  each  other    and   in 
the  centre  of  the  town,  leaving  a  large 
portion  of  the  city  unprovided  with  tele- 
graphic communication.      In  Manchester 
and  Liverpool  there  was  a  head  offioe  in 
each  town,  but  no  district  offices,  and  all 
the  telegrams  had  to  be  sent  out  bj  m^- 
sengers.  It  was  proposed  that  there  ahoold 
not  only  be  telegraphic   commanication 
with  the  head  offices  but  with  the  minor 
offices.    The  district  offices  would  be  made 
separate  head  offices,  and  when  messages 
came  to  them  they  would  be  delivered  at 
much  less  cost  and  with   greater   speed 
than  at  present.    A  good  deal  had  been 
said  about  a  6^.  rate ;  but  it  onlj  nomi- 
nally existed  in  some  towns.     It  would 
be  a  great  convenience,  but  in  reality  the 
6d.  rate  was  quite  a  delusion.     A  charge 
was  usually  made  of  1«.,  or  1«.   6d,  for 
porterage,  and  what  was  called  a  6d,  rate 
was  in  reality  more  expensive  than  the 
proposed  Is,  rate  under  the  new  system. 
If  any  one  attempted  to  send  a  telegraphic 
message  five  or  six  miles  from  London  it 
often  took  three  or  four  hours  to  reach  its 
destination.     Some  experimental  messages 
had  been  sent  to  places  like  Highbury  and 
Hampstead,  which  were  not  delivered  for 
three  or  four  hours.      In  one  case  a  mes- 
senger was  employed  to  take  a  telegram 
to  the  office  in  London.     He  then  waJked 
to  the  railway  station,  took  a  return  ticket 
by  the  train,  which  cost  8^.,  and  got  there 
before  the   message,  for  which    la.   was 
paid.     It  was  thus  cheaper  and  quicker  to 
send  the  message  by  the  railway.     Und^ 
these  circumstances  it  was  not  wonderful 
that  mercantile  men  and  Chambers    of 
Commerce  were  of  opinion  that  there  was 
a  great   want  of   additional  telegraphic 
accommodation,  and  that  the  work  would 
be  much  better  done.  Another  convenience 
under  the  new  system  would  be  the  facili* 
ties  offered  by  the  Post  Office  for  the 
transmission  of  messages  at  night.      In 
many  towns  it  was  necessary  to  give  at- 
tendance at  the  Post  Office  during  the 
whole  night,  and  the  clerks,  being  more 
or  less  occupied  with  other  work,  could 
attend  to  tbe  telegrams  at  an  hour  when 
the  telegraphic  offices  were  now  shut  up. 
At  present  in  many  towns  there  was  prac- 
tically very  little  accommodation  except 
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in  the  middle  of  the  day.  Great  objec- 
tions were  at  first  made  to  the  Bill  by 
different  persons,  but  they  had  been  en- 
tirely remoyed  in  the  coarse  of  the  dis- 
cussions in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
before  the  Select  Committee.  A  dislike 
was  expressed  by  some  to  put  the  tele- 
graphs in  the  hands  of  the  State,  and  it 
was  suggested  that  the  Government  might 
detain  some  messages  and  send  others  on. 
He  thought  it  was  much  less  likely  that 
such  practices  should  occur  in  a  Govem- 
ment  office,  when  the  matter  would  bo 
open  to  the  animadversion  of  Members  of 
both  Houses,  than  in  the  office  of  a  public 
company.  The  telegraph  companies  had 
had,  indeed,  such  a  complete  monopoly 
that  complaints  had  never  been  listened  to 
at  all.  It  was  said  that  the  Government 
would  not  be  liable  for  the  non-delivery  of 
messages ;  but  the  telegraph  companies 
were  equally  above  control ;  they  protected 
themselves  by  very  stringent  conditions ; 
and  the  consequence  was  that,  although 
many  persons  had  been  injured  by  mis- 
takes and  delays  in  the  transmission  of 
messages,  there  was  no  instance  of  any 
one  ever  obtaining  redress.  One  mistake 
involving  the  buying  or  selling  of  3,000 
instead  of  800  shares  hkd  caused  the  ab- 
solute ruin  of  one  individual,  but  he 
never  got  U,  from  the  company.  The 
public  would  therefore  be  just  as  well  off 
in  the  hands  of  the  State  as  of  a  public 
company.  Another  objection  was  that  the 
secret  contained  in  these  telegraphic  mes- 
sages would  be  divulged.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  the  companies  had  always  been 
free  from  these  imputations.  The  proof, 
however,  that  the  Post  Office  would  be 
likely  to  keep  these  secrets  was  supplied 
by  the  Post  Office  itself.  It  was  known 
to  their  Lordships  that  an  enormous  num- 
ber of  letters  were  posted  without  any 
address  at  all,  while  the  persons  to  whom 
others  were  sent  could  not  be  found.  The 
number  of  letters  that  went  through  the 
"Dead  Letter"  office  was  stated  at 
3,000,000  a  year ;  but  though  these  were 
often  letters  of  great  importance,  and 
sometimes  contained  large  sums  of  money, 
he  had  never  heard  the  slightest  imputa- 
tion against  the  Post  Office  that  the  secrets 
contained  in  these  letters  were  divulged, 
and  this  objection  might  be  regarded  as 
sufficiently  answered.  It  was  at  first  im- 
possible to  make  satisfactory  arrangements 
with  the  telegraph  companies  ;  but  all  ob- 
jections had  been  overcome.  The  compa- 
nies had  asked  for  provisions  about  arbi- 
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tration  which  they  bad  obtained,  and  it 
was  agreed  that  they  should  receive  twenty 
years'  purchase  of  the  net  telegraphic 
profits  of  the  company,  deducting  the 
working  expenses.  The  next  objection 
which  had  been  offered  was  that  the  rail- 
way companies  had  arrangements  for  the 
use  of  the  wires  along  their  lines,  and 
that  the  public  safety  would  be  en- 
dangered if  they  were  deprived  of  those 
advantages.  This,  however,  had  been  met 
by  allowing  them  facilities  of  communica- 
tion by  their  own  wires,  the  wires  of  the 
Post  Office  being  used  independently  of 
them.  With  regard  to  the  Press,  it  would, 
of  course,  be  impossible  for  the  Post  Office 
to  procure  information,  as  some  of  the 
telegraph  companies  had  been  doing ;  but 
the  Press  would  choose  what  intelBgence 
they  wished  to  be  transmitted,  and  such 
messages  would  be  forwarded  at  a  reduced 
rate.  With  this  arrangement  the  Press 
were  quite  satisfied,  and  were  strongly  in  fa- 
vour of  the  Bill.  The  objections  originally 
entertained  to  the  measure  had  thus  been 
completely  removed.  Another  objection 
remained,'  which  had  referencee  to  secresy 
in  connection  with  very  important  mes- 
sages ;  but  with  reference  to  these,  it  had 
been  proved  that  cipher  could  be  used  with 
great  facility,  mercantile  transactions  being 
now,  indeed,  carried  on  in  this  way.  A 
slight  penalty  now  existed  with  regard  to 
breach  of  confidence,  and  to  allay  any 
apprehensions  on  the  subject  a  clause  had 
been  inserted  constituting  it  a  misde- 
meanour, punishable  by  imprisonment,  for 
any  person  to  make  a  telegraphic  com- 
munication public;  and  this,  he  thought, 
would  give  perfect  security.  With  re- 
spect to  a  monopoly  of  telegraphic  com- 
munication, some  had  objected  to  it,  while 
others  had  urged  that  if,  after  the  Post 
Office  had  paid  a  large  sum  of  money 
for  these  undertakings,  other  persons 
competed  with  it,  the  result  might  be  a 
considerable  loss  to  the  State.  It  had 
not  been  thought  right,  however,  to  sanc- 
tion a  monopoly,  and  thereby,  perhaps, 
prevent  a  fair  trial  of  new  inventions  ; 
though  he  believed  that  if  all  the  existing 
undertakings  came  into  the  hands  of  the 
Post  Office  there  would  be  no  prospect  of 
competition  arising,  so  that  a  monopoly 
would  practically  exist.  As  to  the  finan- 
cial part  of  the  question,  their  Lordships 
would  probably  not  wish  him  to  enter  into 
details,  but  would  like  to  know  what  the 
cost  was  likely  to  be,  and  whether  the 
arrangement  would  be  remunerative.  "Sow, 
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oaloulatioDs  had  been  made,  based  on  the 
returns  of  receipts  and  expenditure  fur- 
nished by  the  telegraph  companies.  The 
maximum  estimate  assumed  an  increase  of 
revenue  from  an  increased  number  of 
messages;  and  as  such  an  increase  had 
been  going  on  for  yearB,  and  would  be 
likely,  with  reduced  rates  and  greater 
accommodation,  to  go  on  in  a  still  greater 
ratio,  this  presumption  appeared  a  reason- 
able one.  According  to  this  estimate 
there  would  be  7,500,000  of  messages, 
increasing  10  per  cent  yearly,  and  pro- 
ducing an  annual  revenue  of  £680,000; 
while  the  expenditure,  judging  i^om  the 
companies'  experience,  would  be  £378,000, 
thus  leaving  a  balance  of  £301,000.  The 
minimum  estimate,  founded  on  the  present 
number  of  messages  and  the  present  expen- 
diture, gave  a  gross  revenue  of  £437,000, 
the  net  proceeds  being  £203,000.  It  was 
exceedingly  unlikely  that  no  increase  would 
arise,  and  £280,000  might  perhaps  be 
taken  as  the  probable  surplus.  As  to  the 
cost  of  purchasing  the  telegraphs,  an  es- 
timate was  presented  in  the  first  iDstance 
very  much  lower  than  that  which  was 
now  offered,  it  being  based  on  the  pur- 
chase of  only  one  or  two  of  the  under- 
takings. Negotiations  had  been  since 
carried  on  for  the  acquisition  of  the  other 
undertakings ;  and  it  had  been  found  ne- 
cessary to  take  some  of  the  submarine 
cables.  The  undertakings  it  was  now 
proposed  to  purchase  were  the  Electric 
and  International,  the  British  and  Irish 
Magnetic,  the  United  Kingdom,  the  Lon- 
don District  (a  very  small  concern),  and 
the  Universal  Private  Companies,  as  also 
neuter's  cable  and  privileges.  In  addition 
to  these  there  were  some  railway  com- 
panies which  had  telegraphic  communi- 
cation entirely  in  their  own  hands  and 
carried  on  the  business  of  telegraph  com- 
panies. A  great  saving  to  the  public 
would  result  from  the  purchase  of  these 
rights ;  for  at  present,  while  for  a  message 
between  Manchester  and  London  there 
was  a  certain  rate,  a  message  between 
Manchester  and  Dover  would  cost  con- 
siderably more,  a  charge  being  made  by 
two  distinct  companies.  It  would,  there- 
fore, be  necessary  to  purchase  the  tele- 
graphic rights  of  the  South-Eastem,  Lon- 
don and  Brighton,  Chatham  and  Dover, 
and  North  British  Eailway  Companies, 
and  also  of  the  Caledonian  Company,  north 
of  Perth.  The  purchase  of  all  these  under- 
takings would  probably  cost  £6,000,000. 
Now,  taking  the  minimum  net  revenue  of 
Th6  Duke  of  Monirois  J 


£200,000,  this  would  meet  a  loan  at  SI 
per  cent  of  £6,000,000,  so  that  there 
would  be  no  fear  as  to  providing  the  in- 
terest of  the  money.  If,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  net  revenue  amounted  to 
£300,000,  the  Government  would  be  able 
to  raise  nearly  £10,000,000.  It  was  evi- 
dent, therefore,  that  there  would  be  a 
sufficient  margin;  and  since  in  all  pro- 
bability it  would  be  unnecessary  to  raise 
so  large  a  sum,  there  was  no  fear  of  losa 
to  the  State,  which  would,  in  fact,  be 
borrowing  money  at  3}  per  cent  and  be 
receiving  5  per  cent.  The  mode  of  raising 
the  money  would  rest  with  the  Chanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  a  great  part  of  it 
might  probably  be  obtained  from  the  sur- 
plus lying  in  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Banks,  or  it  might  be  raised  in  other 
ways  which  would  present  no  difficulties. 
He  thought  he  had  now  sufficiently  shown 
that  this  measure  would  lead  to  greatly 
increased  accommodation,  that  it  would 
involve  no  cost  to  the  State,  that  the 
work  was  likely  to  be  very  much  better 
done,  and  that  public  opinion  was  in 
favour  of  the  change.  The  Bill  had 
passed  the  other  House  without  a  divi- 
sion ;  and  he  believed  that  Lord  Stanley 
of  Alderley,  the  late  Postmaster  General, 
was  strongly  in  its  favour,  he  having,  in* 
deed,  moved  in  the  matter  some  three  yean 
ago.  He  should  have  been  glad  had  the 
noble  Lord  been  present  to  give  his  tes- 
timony to  the  value  of  the  measure. 

Moped,  <'  That  the  Bill  be  now  road  2*." 
^{The  Duke  of  MtmtroM.) 

LoBD  OYERSTONE  said,  he  hoped  the 
measure  would  work  successfully  ;  but  he 
should  like  an  explanation  as  to  the  basis 
on  which  the  Government  had  calculated 
the  purchase  money.  Twenty  years'  pur- 
chase on  the  profits  seemed  to  be  exeessiTe. 

The  DuxB  of  MONTROSE  said,  it 
should  be  recollected  that  the  Eleotrio 
Telegraph  Company  paid  a  dividend  of 
10  per  cent,  and  they  had  been  making  a 
great  deal  more,  which  they  were  not 
allowed  to  divide,  but  which  went  to  form 
a  reserved  fund  and  to  maintain  their 
cable.  As  far  as  he  could  learn  they  had 
kept  their  telegraph  in  excellent  order  and 
much  of  their  surplus  profits  had  gone  to 
keep  up  the  cable,  which  more  than  any- 
thing cdse  was  liable  to  interruption.  There 
was  a  great  increase  every  year  in  the 
business  done  and  the  profits  made ;  but 
the  Government  had  taken  into  account 
merely  the  present  profits,  and  had  not 
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made  their  oalcnlations  with  reference  to 
any  probable  increase  in  fhtnre  years.  The 
arbitrator  would  have  full  power  to  exa- 
mine the  books  and  accounts. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2%  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday 
next. 

PUBLIC  SCHOOLS  BILL— (No.  285.) 

{The  Ecarl  of  D9rhy,) 

EEPOBI. 

Amendments  r^orted  (according  to 
Order). 

LoED  LYTTELTON  said,  with  regard 
to  the  Conscience  Clause,  he  yentured  to 
think  that  the  words  as  they  now  stood 
would  involve  a  power  of  interference  by 
the  Governing  Body  with  the  regulations 
of  the  boarding-houses  of  the  Schools 
which  he  could  not  approve.  The  noble 
Duke  opposite  (the  Duke  of  Marlborough) 
did  not  think  any  such  power  was  given 
by  the  clause.  But  all  he  (Lord  Lyttelton) 
proposed  to  do  was  simply  to  put  into  the 
clause  what  the  noble  Duke  said  was  al- 
ready within  its  meaning.  He  did  not 
think  his  proposal  would  do  any  harm,  and 
the  Bill  would  work  much  more  satisfac* 
torily  if  it  were  adopted.  He  therefore 
moved  at  the  end  of  Clause  18  to  add— 

"  Provided  that  no  raoh  regulation  shall  inter- 
fbre  vrilh  the  discretion  of  anj  keeper  of  an 
anthorised  boarding-honae  in  connection  with  the 
School  in  respect  of  his  religious  teaohing  and 
trainiug  of  the  bojs  In  such  house." 

Thb  lord  CHANCELLOB  opposed 
the  Amendment,  which  he  did  not  think 
was  required,  and  which,  if  made,  would 
not  meet  the  objection  of  the  noble  Lord. 
It  was  impossible  to  mix  up  the  religious 
instruction  of  the  Schools  with  the  regu- 
lations of  the  boarding-houses. 

Lord  0Y£RST0N£  asked  whether  the 
Bill  would  not  empower  the  Governing 
Bodies  to  withdraw  the  boys  in  a  particular 
boarding-house  from  religious  instruction  ? 

Thb  lord  chancellor  said,  that 
as  he  understood  it  there  was  no  such 
power  in  the  Bill. 

Eabl  GRANYILLB  said,  he  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  not  press  the  Amend- 
ment. 

The  Duke  op  MARLBOROITGH  joined 
in  the  appeal.  The  Amendment  was  really 
not  wanted ;  and  the  insertion  in  the  Bill 
of  anything  that  was  not  wanted  would 


be  injurious.  This  original  clause  had 
been  the  subject  of  discussion  and  of  com- 
promise in  the  House  of  Commons  ;  and 
though  he  did  not  deny  that  the  intention 
of  the  noble  Lord  pointed  in  the  right 
direction,  he  feared  that  the  Amendment, 
if  adopted,  would  be  looked  upon  as  an 
attempt  to  get  rid  of  the  full  beneficial 
effect  of  the  clause  introduced  into  the 
other  House.  He  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would  listen  to  the  advice  which  had  been 
tendered  him,  and  would  not  press  the 
Amendment. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  said  a  few  words 
in  reply. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Lord  LTTTELTON  said,  he  would 
now  move  the  clause  investing  the  Master 
with  certain  powers,  the  consideration  of 
which  was  deferred  by  the  Committee  on 
Thursday.  If  their  Lordships  would  look 
at  the  evidence  which  had  been  collected 
on  this  subject  they  would  see  that  the 
points  embraced  by  the  clause  were  of  the 
greatest  importance  in  the  administration 
of  Schools,  which  would  be  more  efficient 
if  these  powers  were  distinctly  conferred 
on  the  Master,  and  their  possession  by  him 
would  sometimes  enable  the  Governing 
Bodies  to  obtain  better  men.  In  the  case 
of  expulsion,  for  instance,  the  Head  Master 
alone  was  in  a  position  to  know  all  the 
circumstances  of  a  particular  case,  and 
that  his  hands  would  be  weakened  by  an 
appeal  to  the  Governing  Body. 

After  Clause  13,  moved  to  insert  the 
following  Clause : — 

The  Head  Master  should  hare  the  uncontrolled 
Power  of  regulating  the  Arrangement  of  the 
Sohool  in  Classes  or  Divisions,  the  Hours  of 
School  Work,  and  the  Holidays  and  Half  Holi- 
days during  the  School  Time,  of  appointing  and 
changing  the  Books  and  Editions  of  Books  to  he 
used  in  the  School,  and  the  Course  and  Methods 
of  Study  (subject  to  all  RMralations  made  hy  the 
Qoverning  Body  as  to  the  Introduction,  Suppress 
sion,  or  relative  Weight  of  Studies),  of  maintain- 
ing Discipline  and  prescribins^Bounds,  of  admi- 
nistering Punishment,  and  ofEzpulsion.— ( 2%tf 
Lord  lA/tUlUm,) 

Thb  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH  said, 
that  when  the  noble  Lord  asked  him  yes- 
terday what  course  the  Gbremment  would 
pursue  in  reference  to  the  clause  now 
moTed,  he  answered  that  the  Government 
would  give  it  their  best  consideration. 
They  had  done  so,  and  his  objections  to 
it  were  unchanged.  The  first  objection 
to  the  clause  was  that  it  proposed  to  place 
specially  under  the  control  of  the  Head 
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Master  certain  minor  arrangementa  in  re- 
spect of  which  it  was  scarcely  possible  to 
oonceiye  the  Governing  Body  would  ever 
wish  to  interfere  by  taking  them  out  of 
the  hands  of  the  Head  Master  —  such 
matters  as  the  prescribing  of  bonnds,  ad- 
ministering punishments,  and  details  of 
that  kind;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
noble  Lord  proposed  to  give  to  the  Head 
Master  exclusive  power  in  some  important 
matters,  such  as  expulsion.  But  even  with 
regard  to  expulsion  the  noble  Lord  felt  the 
weakness  of  his  case,  for  the  Head  Master 
would  have  no  power  to  expel  a  boy  from 
the  foundation.  [Lord  Ltttbltok:  He 
would  under  this  clause.]  No;  the  power 
rested  exclueively  with  the  Qoveming 
Bodies.  Another  point  of  the  greatest 
importance  was  that  of  the  selection  of  the 
books  to  be  used  in  the  BchooL  He  was 
quite  aware  that  that  proposal  came  quite 
within  the  recommendations  of  the  Com 
mission ;  but  no  Head  Master  ought  to 
possess  the  power  of  determining  the  cha- 
racter of  the  instruction  to  be  given  in  a 
School^  whether  secular  or  religious.  If 
the  discretion  were  limited  to  ttie  nature 
of  the  secular  instruction,  there  might  be 
more  said  in  favour  of  it ;  but  the  case  was 
different  with  respect  to  religious  instruc- 
tion. Many  eminent  and  talented  persons 
took  different  views  on  religious  subjects ; 
and  he  could  not  conceive  that  anything 
would  be  more  likely  to  prove  injurious  to 
the  interests  of  a  School  than  that  its  Head 
Master  should  have  peculiar  views  on  some 
of  the  religious  subjects  of  the  day,  or  that 
he  should  introduce  into  the  syllabus  of 
School  instruction  books  that  might  be 
looked  upon  by  many  with  suspicion. 
There  was  nothing  parents  were  more  par- 
ticular about  than  iiie  religious  instruction 
of  their  children,  and  if  books  that  were 
objectionable  in  their  eyes  were  introduced, 
they  would  at  once  remove  their  children 
from  the  School.  The  matter  might  come 
to  this — the  Head  Master  might  be  a  man 
of  great  attainments,  and  in  every  other 
respect  well  fTtted  for  superintending  a 
great  institution,  and  yet,  if  he  introduced 
Uiese  obnoxious  books,  in  the  exercise  of 
the  discretion  vested  in  him,  the  Govern- 
ing Body  would  have  no  power  to  prevent 
his  doing  so,  except  at  the  cost  of  parting 
with  a  man  who  was  in  all  other  respects 
a  most  valuable  and  excellent  Master.  The 
noble  Lord  proceeded  on  the  assumption 
that  this  proposal  was  recommended  by 
the  Commissioners,  whose  words,  indeed, 
he  used.     That  was  perfectly  true;  but 
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the  Commissioners  never  intended  that 
their  reoommendations  should  be  embodied 
literally  in  an  Act  of  Parliament.  On  the 
same  principle  the  noble  Lord  might  have 
taken  the  very  next  recommendation,  which 
was  that  there  should  be  periodical  School 
Councils,  presided  over  by  the  Head  Mas- 
ter ;  but  that  the  noble  Lord  omitted  al- 
together. The  intention  of  the  Commiaaion 
was  to  give  a  general  guidance  eith^  to 
Parliament  or  to  the  Governing  BSdies, 
and  it  was  not  fair  to  say  that  because 
they  recommended  anything  it  ought  to 
form  part  of  a  Bill.  Another  objection  to 
the  clause  was,  that  while  it  plained  certain 
things  directly  under  the  uncontrolled  and 
exclusive  management  of  the  Head  Master, 
it  left  out  other  things  which,  from  their 
omission,  would  be  assumed  by  the  Go- 
verning Bodies  to  be  not  under  the  control 
of  the  Head  Master,  but  under  their  own. 
Take  the  amusements  of  the  School  — 
cricket,  boating,  swimming,  and  rifle  corps. 
It  was  now  admitted  by  everybody  ihai 
all  such  things  were  under  the  control  of 
the  Head  Master ;  but  if  certain  things 
were  by  the  clause  taken  out  of  the  con- 
trol of  the  Governing  Body,  and  minor 
matters  were  not  q>ecified,  the  argument 
would  be  that  those  things  which  were 
not  legislated  for  directly  and  spedfioally 
were  left  to  the  Governing  Body.  The 
result  would  be  that,  although  the  noble 
Lord  wished  the  Master  to  have  uncon- 
trolled power,  the  passing  of  the  clause 
would  defeat  his  object.  By  placing  cer- 
tain things  by  statute  in  the  power  of  the 
Head  Master,  and  leaving  out  other  things, 
the  noble  Lord  would  raise  an  antagonism 
between  the  Head  Master  and  the  Gk>v^n. 
ing  Body,  as  the  latter  would  assume  that 
all  powers  not  vested  in  the  Master  be- 
longed to  themselves,  and  the  result  would 
be  confusion,  where  there  ought  to  be  har- 
mony and  peace.  It  was  further  highly 
objectionable  to  give  statutory  powers  to 
a  Head  Master,  who  occupied  the  poeitioQ 
of  a  servant,  was  subject  to  dismusal  by 
the  Governing  Body,  and  had  his  salary 
regulated  by  ^em.  For  his  own  part»  he 
thought  that  as  long  as  the  Governing 
Body  had  the  power  of  dismissing  the 
Head  Master,  there  was  security  for  the 
good  management  of  the  School,  and  that 
there  was  no  necessity  for  the  proposal 
now  submitted  to  their  Lordships.  On 
these  grounds  he  must  ask  their  Lordships 
not  to  agree  to  the  clause. 

Eaxl  be   grey  A3XD   RIPON  aaid^ 
that  two  of  the  School  Commissioners  were 
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present  in  the  Hotuse  the  other  day  when 
the  Bill  was  nnder  discnsaioDy  and  both 
were  agreed  as  to  the  propriety  of  some 
such  clause  being  inserted  as  was  now  pro- 
posed. He  did  not  think  that  the  noble 
Lord  who  introduced  the  clause  had  been 
guilty  of  any  inconsistency  in  adopting 
one  portion  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commissioners  and  omitting  the  other. 
Every  Head  Master  was  in  favour  of  such 
a  proposal  as  that  now  made.  He  himself 
thought,  for  instance,  that  it  was  essen- 
tial to  the  maintenance  of  discipline  that 
the  Head  Master  should  have  the  power 
of  expulsion.  At  Sandhurst  the  Com- 
mandant had  not  that  power  fully,  and 
consequently  his  power  over  the  discipline 
of  the  pupils  was  greatly  impaired.  If 
that  was  the  case  in  a  Military  College, 
how  much  more  must  it  be  so  at  the 
Public  Schools  ?  He  granted  that  so  long 
as  the  Governing  Bodies  preserved  the 
power  of  dismissing  the  Head  Master, 
should  he  misconduct  himself,  they  would 
be  able  to  influence  him  and  check  him 
should  he  do  wrong.  But  he  maintained 
that  the  point  imder  debate  was  one  of 
principle  and  not  of  detail ;  and  the  suc- 
cess of  those  great  institutions  for  which 
their  Lordships  were  called  to  legislate  de- 
pended very  much  on  their  having  fit  men 
at  their  head,  and,  when  such  men  were 
secured,  in  intrusting  them  with  the  entire 
conduct  of  the  Schools.  He  trusted  their 
Lordships  would  not  reject  the  clause. 

LoKD  HOUGHTON  said,  that  if  the 
Governing  Body  were  not  intrusted  with 
a  certain  amount  of  power  and  left  a 
certain  amount  of  discretion,  they  would 
in  reality  be  no  Governing  Body  at  all. 
The  question  was  whether  in  establishing 
those  bodies  they  should  not  be  placed  in 
a  position  which  would  enable  them  to 
exercise  such  a  general  supervision  as 
would  secure  for  them  the  respect  of  the 
Schools. 

LoED  OVERSTONE  observed  that  it 
was  the  Governing  Body  who  would  in 
the  first  place  choose  the  Head  Master, 
and  that  if  he  misconducted  himself  it 
would  be  in  their  power  to  remove  him. 
There  were  common- sense  principles  ap- 
plicable to  all  such  cases.  A  high  officer, 
like  a  Head  Master,  diould  be  chosen  with 
all  caution,  prudence,  and  judgment ;  and 
when  a  man  was  appointed  to  manage  im- 
portant affairs,  accompanied  by  responsi- 
bility for  their  proper  management,  he 
must  be  invested  with  the  necessary  au- 
thority to  insure  success.    Plenary  autho- 


rity with  plenary  rcBponsibility  vested 
in  one  person  was,  in  reality  the  only 
way  in  which  truly  efficient  and  satis- 
factory service  could  be  obtained.  The 
Head  Master  of  a  School  might  be  com- 
pared with  the  commander  of  an  army, 
the  Governing  Body  being  his  council  of 
war ;  and  their  Lordships  were  aware  that 
no  army  could  achieve  glory  with  a  coun- 
cil of  war  as  its  commander.  If  a  man 
were  put  upon  bis  trial,  and  he  knew  that 
failure  in  his  undertaking  would  be  his 
misfortune  and  success  his  glory,  he  would 
exert  himself  to  the  utmost.  It  was  only 
by  giving  complete  authority  to  the  person 
intrusted  with  the  charge  of  a  School,  and 
making  him  exclusively  responsible  for  the 
consequences,  that  they  could  expect  to 
see  its  affairs  managed  with  real  efficiency 
and  success. 

The  Eabl  op  HARROWBY  said,  he 
thought  the  Governing  Body  might  be  in- 
trusted with  a  very  large  share  of  autho- 
rity, and  yet  by  no  means  be  constantly 
meddling  in  the  details  of  daily  School 
management.  It  was  said,  ''Let  them 
choose  the  best  man  as  Head  Master," 
but  that  was  what  the  Governing  Body 
always  tried  to  do ;  but  even  if  they  suc- 
ceeded in  securing  the  best  man  he  would 
not  be  impeccable.  He  might  require  ad- 
vice, and  might  occasionally  have  to  con« 
suit  the  Governing  Body.  Public  Schools 
had  flourished,  in  spite  of  the  possibility 
of  the  Governing  Body  interfering;  and 
it  had  never  yet  been  held  that  it  was 
necessary  to  make  the  Head  Master  abso- 
lute. He  hoped  their  Lordships  would  not 
make  the  Governing  Body  ridiculous  by 
rendering  them  powerless,  by  investing  the 
Master  with  absolute  power.  It  was  to 
be  supposed  that  the  Governing  Body 
would  at  least  have  the  attribute  of 
common  sense,  and  common  sense  would 
teach  them  to  abstain  from  interference 
in  cases  when  it  would  be  unnecessary  or 
injurious. 

Eabl  GEANYILLE  said,  he  had  been 
struck  with  the  difference  between  the 
opinions  expressed  in  regard  to  the  Go- 
verning BocUes  of  these  institutions.  Some 
authorities  held  that  they  always  acted 
with  sense,  and  never  interfered  unduly 
with  the  Head  Masters,  while  others  took 
an  opposite  view.  He  himself  believed 
that  the  Governing  Bodies  had,  in  certain 
cases,  interfered  in  very  minute  matters, 
and  thus  weakened  the  authority  of  the 
Master.  A  Governing  Body  meeting  once 
or  twice  a  year  would  probably  wish  to 
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do  somethiDg  to  show  it  had  anthoritj, 
and  by  its  interferiDg  between  the  Master 
and  the  boys  the  latter  might  get  the  no- 
tion that  the  decision  of  the  former  was 
not  final.  That  would  be  a  great  evil, 
considering  that  the  character  of  the  School 
must  always  depend  so  greatly  upon  the 
character  of  the  Master.  Moreover,  if  the 
Head  Master  committed  very  grave  faults, 
the  ultima  ratio  of  dismissal  must  rest  with 
the  Governing  Body. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  was  anx- 
ious, before  their  Lordships  went  to  a  divi- 
sion, that  they  should  consider  what  was 
the  real  question  on  which  they  were 
about  to  divide.  He  thought  they  were 
all  substantially  agreed  on  the  proposition 
that  it  was  very  desirable,  if  the  Govern- 
ing Body  exercised  due  care  in  getting  the 
best  Head  Master  they  could  obtain,  that 
they  should  give  him  very  great— indeed, 
the  utmost  possible  latitude ;  that  they 
should  make  him  feel  that  he  had  that 
latitude,  and  that  they  were  not  going  to 
interfere  with  him  in  matters  of  which  he 
must  have  infinitely  more  knowledge  than 
they  could  possess,  and  on  which  he  must 
act  almost  every  day  in  the  year.  But 
the  question  was  whether  now,  for  the 
first  time  in  the  history  of  their  legislation, 
they  would  give  statutory  powers,  abso- 
lutely uncontrolled,  to  a  person  who, 
standing  in  the  position  of  a  Head  Master, 
however  excellent  he  might  be,  and  how- 
ever large  the  discretion  vested  in  him, 
was,  after  all,  only  the  servant  of  the 
Governing  Body.  He  would  put  the 
matter  in  this  way  to  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Overstone)  who  had  had  large  ex- 
perience in  extensive  banking  operations. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  the  noble  Lord,  if 
he  wished  to  set  up  a  branch  bank  in  a 
country  town,  would  get  the  most  trust- 
worthy confidential  manager  or  clerk  he 
could,  pay  him  a  large  salary,  and  say  to  him 
— "I  look  to  you  for  the  proper  conduct  of 
the  business  in  that  town.  I  give  you 
very  great  latitude."  But  if  an  Act  of 
Parliament  stepped  in  and  said  that  the 
person  thus  employed  should  have  such 
statutory  powers  that  his  employer  shoidd 
not  be  able  to  interfere  with  him,  he 
asked,  would  the  noble  Lord  undertake 
the  government  of  the  bank  on  those 
terms  ?  But  it  was  said  that  if  anything 
went  wrong  the  Governing  Body  of  the 
School  would  have  the  power  of  dismissing 
the  Head  Master.  Let  him  test  that  asser- 
tion. Supposing  the  Head  Master  had 
the  statutory  power  which  the  Amendment 
^Earl  OranvUU 


would  give  him,  and  suppoung  he  intro- 
duced into  the  School  a  book  trenching  on 
religious  instruction  and  containing  prin- 
ciples and  doctrines  of  which  the  Govern- 
ing Body  highly  disapproved,  and  which 
might  operate  very  injuriously  on  the  for- 
tunes of  the  School — then  the  Governing 
Body  would  have  no  power  to  interfere. 
But  as  it  was  said  they  would  be  able  to 
dismiss  the  Head  Master — supposing  they 
did  dismiss  him,  in  that  case  what  would 
happen  when  the  matter  came  before  the 
public,  as  it  was  sure  to  do  ?  The  Go- 
verning Body  might  allege,  on  their  side, 
that  it  was  true  the  Head  Master  was 
an  excellent  Head  Master,  but  they  had 
disagreed  with  him  about  a  certain  book 
which  he  had  introduced  into  the  School, 
and  thereupon  had  dismissed  him.  The 
answer  made  to  that  would  be — *'  What ! 
dismiss  him  for  that !  Why,  Parliament 
has  given  him  power  to  do  these  things." 
What  then  becomes  of  that  great  safety- 
valve,  the  power  of  dismisMil  ?  A  Go- 
verning Body  could  not  in  the  face  of 
public  opinion,  after  Parliament  bad  passed 
a  clause  saying  these  things  should  be  in 
the  uncontrolled  power  of  the  Master,  dis- 
miss the  Master  for  exercising  the  uno<m- 
trolled  power  which  Parliament  had  given 
him. 

LoBO  LYYEBEN  said,  that  as  the 
whole  responsibility  rested  with  the  Head 
Master  he  ought  to  have  a  power  separate 
from  the  Governing  Body.  If  the  powera 
were  given  him  by  the  clause  the  Govern- 
ing Body  would  remove  him  for  exercis- 
ing that  power  in  a  bad  manner,  as  well 
as  for  other  things. 

Lo^  EilDESDALE  said,  that  from 
his  experience  as  president  of  one  of  the 
largest  schools  in  England — Cheltenham. 
College— he  thought  it  neoessary  to  give 
uncontrolled  power  of  management  to  the 
Head  Master.  He  was  removable  by  the 
Governing  Body,  subject  to  an  appeal  to 
the  Visitor,  who  was  the  Bishop  of  the 
diocese.  He  did  not  believe  that  a  com- 
petent man  could  be  otherwise  obtained  ; 
but  there  appeared  to  be  much  Ibree  in 
the  objection  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  against 
making  this  a  matter  of  statutory  reguU- 
tion.  It  ought  to  be  imperative,  however, 
upon  the  Governing  body  to  make  regnla/- 
tions  under  which  tiie  Head  Master  should 
be  elected,  giving  him  freedom  in  all  these 
matters. 

LoBD  LYTTELTON  was  certain  the 
Governing  Bodies  would  get  very  mnda 
better  Masters  if  they  left  them  nnoon** 
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polled,  and  he  muBt  therefore  press  his 
dause  to  a  division. 

Loan  DENMAN  addressed  the  House 
shortly,  but  was  quite  inaudible. 

On  Question  ?  their  Lordships  divided : 
— Contents  17;  Not-Contents  80:  Ma- 
jority 18. 

Reeohed  in  the  Negative. 

CONTENTS. 


LTYedeD,  L. 
MoDfon,  L. 
Northbrook,  L. 
OTerttODO,  L. 
Fonsonb/,  L.  {E.  Bets- 

borwgh.) 
Saltenford,  L.(J^.(79tcr- 

toum,) 
Sftye  and  Sole,  L. 
Seaton,  L. 


Abingdon,  E. 
Do  Gror,  E.  [Telkr.'] 
Granville,  E. 
Lichfield,  E. 
Morlej,  £. 

Sjdney,  Y. 

Do  Mauley,  L. 

Foley,  L. 

Ljttelton,  L.    [7W7tfr.] 

NOT-CONTENTS. 

Oaims  L.  (L.  Ohanoel'  Hawarden,  V.  [Teller,'] 

lor.)  Stratford  deRedolifle,y. 

Bnckineham  and  Chan-  Strathallan,  V. 

do8,  D. 

Marlborongb,  D.  Abinger,  L. 

Riobmond,  D.  Cbnrobill,  L. 

Bradford,  E.  Colcbester,  L. 

Brooke  and  Warwlok,E.  CoWille  of  ColroM,  L. 

Cbiobeiter,  E .  [  TetUr."] 

Graham,  £,  (Z>.  Mdnt"  Denman,  L. 

rose.)  Hartismere,  L.  (L.  Ben- 

Barrowby,  E.  niker.) 

Lnoan,  £.  Hoaghton,  L. 

Halmesbnry,  E.  Mott/n,  L. 

Kelson,  E.  SUcheeter,  L.  {£,  Long- 

Powia,  E.  ford,) 

Southampton,  L. 
Hardinge,  Y. 

Further  Amendments  made  :  Bill  to  be 
read  3*  on  Monday  next;  and  to  be  printed 
as  amended.    (No.  288.) 

REGISTRATION  (IRELAND)  BILL- 

(No.  281.) 

(The  Lord  Privy  Seal.) 

SECOIH)  BBADIKO. 

The  Eabl  of  MALMESBUBY  moved, 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*. 

The  Easl  or  LEITBIM  expressed  re- 
gret at  the  course  taken  by  the  House  of 
Commons  with  regard  to  polling  places, 
his  fear  being  that  scenes  of  confusion  and 
bloodshed  would  ooeur  at  the  approaching 
election. 

Ths  Eabl  of  MALMESBUBY  said,  he 
deeply  regretted  the  failure  of  the  propo- 
sition made  by  the  GoTemment,  when  the 
BQl  was  in  the  other  House,  for  an  in- 
creased number  of  polling-places,  in  con- 
sequMM^  of  ^  opposilioft  of  tiie  t^ 


persons  who  for  the  last  two  years  had 
been  urging  the  necessity  of  such  an  in- 
crease for  the  convenience  and  peace  of 
the  country.  Polling-places  were  now  in 
many  instances  thirty  miles  apart.  Con- 
sidering, however,  that  the  question  was 
peculiarly  one  for  the  consideration  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  that  it  would 
have  been  useless  for  the  Government  to 
persist  in  their  scheme  against  the  deter- 
mined opposition  they  met  with,  they  were 
obliged,  especially  at  so  late  a  period  of 
the  Session,  to  give  way  and  leave  things 
in  their  present  unsatisfactory  state.  He 
trusted  that  the  noble  EarFs  predictions 
would  not  be  verified,  and  that  the  oppo- 
sition to  the  scheme  would  not  occasion 
the  confusion  and  bloodshed  which  he 
appeared  to  dread.  The  Government  had 
every  wish  to  preserve  tranquillity  as  far 
as  possible  during  the  coming  election, 
and  were  determined  to  perform  their 
duty  by  maintaining  the  law,  as  it  stood, 
to  the  utmost.  They  did  not  think  it 
expedient  to  propose  any  alteration  in  the 
Bill  as  it  had  come  up  firom  the  other 
House. 

Eabl  GBANYILLE  said,  he  did  not 
think  it  necessary,  as  the  Government  did 
not  intend  to  propose  the  restoration  of 
the  clauses  expunged  by  the  other  House, 
to  enter  into  the  reasons  why  those  clauses 
had  been  deemed  objectionable. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

House  a^jonmed  at  a  quarter  before 

Eight  o'oloek,  to  Monda/  next, 

half  past  Four  o'oloek. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  July  24^  1868. 

MINUTES.]  —  SxLxoT  CoMicima  —  Eep&r^— 
Royal  Gun  Faotories  Committee  [No.  459]. 

PoBUo  BiLLa — Second  /Z^adtn^— Marriages  Va-    • 
Udit7(Blakedown)*[250]. 

Com»nitUe  —  Regulation  of  Railways  [143]  — 
B.P. ;  Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market 
(re'Comm.)  [189]  —  r.p.  ;  Dittrict  Church 
Tithet  Act  Amendment  *  [248] — b.p.  ;  Salmon 
Fisheries  (Scotland)  •  [310];  Regulation  of 
Railways*  [1421 

jR^fporf— Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland)*  [310]; 
Reffulation  of  Railways  [142]. 

Third  Reading  —  Election  Petitions  and  CJormpt 
Practices  at  Elections  [343],  and  patted. 

Withdrawn  —  Married  Vf omen's  Property  (r#- 
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The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  olock. 

COURT  OF  OHANOERT  AND  COUNTY 
COURTS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  HARDCASTLE  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  statement 
of  Vice  Chancellor  Stuart's,  in  the  case 
"  Picard  v,  Iline,"  in  which  the  Vice 
Chancellor  refused  to  transfer  the  suit  to  a 
County  Court  on  the  ground  that  the 
costs  in  the  County  Courts  exceeded  those 
in  the  Court  abore ;  and,  whether  he  is 
aware  of  the  truth  of  this  statement  of 
Vice  Chancellor  Stuart's  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said,  in 
reply,  that  he  had  received  a  communica- 
tion from  the  chief  clerk  of  Vice  Chancellor 
Sir  John  Stuart  on  this  subject.  The  re- 
sult of  that  communication  was  this— that 
the  chief  clerk  believed  he  did  state  in 
reply  to  a  question  from  his  Honour  that 
the  expenses  to  be  incurred  after  the  trans- 
fer of  the  case  to  a  County  Court  would 
exceed  those  in  the  Court  of  Chancery. 
He  went  on  to  say  that  the  opinion  so 
expressed  was  formed  from  general  im- 
pressions. 

METROPOLIS— PARK  LANE.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  LABOUCHBRE  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  to  give  the  neces- 
sary notices  to  the  owners  and  occupiers  of 
houses  in  Hamilton  Place,  in  order  to 
enable  the  next  Parliament,  should  it  think 
it  expedient,  to  carry  out  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Private  Bill  Committee,  to 
which  was  referred  the  Bill  to  widen  and 
improve  Park  Lane? 

CoLONBL  HOGG  said,  as  the  hon.  Gen- 
leman  appeared  to  be  under  some  misap- 
prehension, he  would  state  exactly  what 
had  been  done  in  this  matter.  The  first 
Bill  brought  into  Parliament  by  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  for  improving 
Park  Lane  was  in  the  Session  of  1865  ; 
its  object  was  to  open  a  new  public  road  or 
street  in  continuation  of  Hamilton  Place 
(Sec.  7).  The  deposited  estimate  of  ex- 
pense was  £10,000.  The  Bill  went  into 
Committee,  but  the  Preamble  was  declared 
not  proved.  A  further  Bill  was  brought 
into  Parliament  by  the  Board  in  the  Session 
of  1866  to  widen  and  improve  Park  Lane 
on  the  west  side.  The  capital  sought  to 
be  raised  was  £120,000.  The  deposited 
Bill  was  withdrawn  by  order  of  the  Board  j 


on  account  of  the  state  of  the  SessioD* 
A  further  Bill  was  brought  into  Parliament 
by  the  Board  in  the  Session  of  1867  for 
the  same  improvement  as  mentioned  in  the 
Bill  of  1866;  the  proposed  capital  was 
£120,000.  The  Bill  was  never  proceeded 
with  in  Committee.  A  further  Bill  was 
brought  in  by  the  Board  this  Session  for  the 
same  improvement,  the  capital  proposed 
being  £115,000.  This  Bill  went  into  Com- 
mittee, who  declared  the  Preamble  not  to 
have  been  proved.  The  Metropolitan  Board 
were,  therefore,  in  some  sort  of  difficalty. 
They  had  several  meetings  on  the  aabjeet, 
and  the  matter  had  been  referred  to  the 
surveyor  to  go  into  the  matter  thoroughly. 
That  gentleman  had  now  been  about  three 
weeks  engaged  on  it,  and  expected  to 
report  next  week  about  the  various  schemes 
and  expenses.  What  the  decision  of  the 
Board  would  be  it  was  impossible  for  bim 
to  say,  but  he  could  assure  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  they  would  endeavour  next 
year  to  bring  in  some  Bill  or  other  for 
opening  up  Park  Lane,  and  making  it 
more  convenient  for  the  public  than  it  waa 
at  present. 

AGENTS  AT  THE  FOREIGN  OFFIOE. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERB  said,  he  wodd 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  a  Circular  has 
been  sent  to  Her  Majesty's  Missions 
Abroad,  notifying  that  no  person  in  the 
Diplomatic  or  Consular  Service  who  has 
not  now  an  Agent  at  the  Foreign  Offioe 
will  be  allowed  to  take  one;  and,  whether 
it  is  intended  to  make  any  arrangement  to 
enable  those  who  will  be  without  Agents  to 
draw  their  salaries;  and,  if  so,  whether 
those  who  now  have  Agents  will  be  allowed 
to  profit  by  any  such  arrangement  ? 

Lord  STANLEY,  in  reply,  said,  what 
had  been  decided  and  what  the  diplomatic 
and  consular  servants  had  been  informed 
of  was  the  adoption  of  a  Minute,  of  whieh 
the  following  is  an  extract : — 

''  That  no  Olerk  or  other  person  oonneoted  with 
the  Foreign  Offioe,  except  such  as  are  at  the  data 
of  this  Minute  (June  24, 1866)  acting  as  Agents, 
shall  hereafter,  directlj  or  indireotl/,  andertake  to 
act  as  such  for  any  of  Her  Majes^s  diplomatio 
or  consular  servants." 

Diplomatists  and  Consuls  have  at  the  same 
time  been  reminded — 

**  That  there  is  no  obligation  on  them  to  em- 
ploj  as  an  Agent  a  Clerk  in  the  Foreign  Office  for 
any  purpose  whatsoever,  and  that  they  mxf  entrust 
to  any  person  whom  tlu^  may  chooM  to  emplojf 
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UQOonneoted  with  the  Foreign  Office,  their  Powers 
of  Attomej,  under  which  moneys  hecoming  due 
to  them  may  be  regalarlj  received." 


CASE  OF  JAMES  BELL.- QUESTION. 

Mr  Alderman  LUSK  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  has  receiyed 
any  communication  on  behalf  of  a  lad  of  the 
name  of  James  Bell,  who  was  conyioted  on 
the  eyidence  of  three  policemen  at  the  Mid- 
dlesex Sessions  on  the  28th  day  of  March 
last,  (but  from  evidence  since  obtained  he 
is  supposed  to  be  innocent)  ;  whether  any 
copy  or  original  Confession  of  a  man  named 
Daly,  who  was  convicted  on  the  21st 
instant  at  the  Middlesex  Sessions  has 
been  received  at  the  Home  Office  ;  and, 
vrhat  course  the  Home  Secretary  intends 
to  pursue  in  reference  to  the  lad  James 
Bell? 

Mr.  GATHORNB  HARDY  said,  in 
reply,  that  that  morning  only  the  Papers 
to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  referred 
reached  the  Home  Office,  consisting  of  a 
Memorial  from  the  accused  in  his  own 
favour,  to  which  was  attached  a  statement 
of  a  person  who  was  in  custody.  He  had 
directed  that  the  Papers  should  be  imme- 
diately sent  to  the  Assistant  Judge  who 
tried  the  case,  in  order  that  he  might  re- 
ceive the  learned  Judge's  notes  and  such 
comments  as  he  might  think  fit  to  make 
upon  the  case  before  he  took  further  steps 
in  the  matter. 

NAVT— OLD  SHIPS  AND  SHEERNESS 
DOCKYARD.— QUESTION. 
Mr.  PEMBERTON  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
If  the  Government  have  come  to  any 
decision  as  to  the  mode  of  disposing  of  old 
ships;  and,  whether  there  is  any  truth  in 
the  report  that  the  Government  intended 
to  close  Sheerness  Dockyard  ? 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  mode  in  which  old  ships  belonging 
to  Her  Majesty's  Navy  would  be  disposed 
of  in  future  would  depend  upon  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  now  sitting 
upon  the  subject.  There  was  no  intention 
to  dose  Sheerness  Dockyard  at  present. 

NAVT- TURRET  AND  BROADSIDE- 
SHIPS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  SEELY  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  with  re- 
ference to  the  extracts  which  he  read  on 
the  2nd  and  13tb  instont,  If  he  will  lay 


upon  the  Table  of  the  House  Copies  in  full 
of  the  Reports  and  Letters  of  Captain 
Macdonald,  Captain  Yansittart,  Admiral 
Ryder,  and  one  of  the  Officers  of  the 
Ocean,  Captain  Chamberlain,  of  Admiral 
Warden,  Admiral  Yelverton,  Captain 
Foley,  Captain  Hood,  Captain  King  Hall, 
and  Captain  Willes,  relating  to  Turret 
and  Broadside-ships,  with  the  Letters  (if 
any)  proceeding  from  any  officer  in  the 
Admiralty  to  which  any  of  these  Reports 
and  Letters  were  replies? 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  in  re- 
ply,  that  he  had  received  a  letter  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  to  the  effect  that  there  would  be 
no  objection  on  his  part  to  lay  upon  the 
table  of  the  House  the  documents  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  referred.  Some  of  those 
documents  were  written  under  the  supposi- 
tion that  they  would  not  be  published,  and 
contained  matters  of  a  personal  nature; 
but  the  hon.  Member  might  feel  assured 
that  nothing  material  to  the  subject  would 
be  omitted. 

CASE   OF  CHARLES  FENNEL  MEASOR. 
QUESTION. 

An  hon.  Member,  in  the  absence  of 
Sir  John  Gray,  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  Copy  of  the  Corre- 
spondence between  Charles  Pennell  Measor, 
late  sub-inspeotor  of  Factories  and  pre- 
viously Deputy  Governor  in  the  Convict 
Service,  and  the  Home  Office,  in  reference 
to  his  claims  for  compensation  for  sugges- 
tions made  by  him  for  the  improvement  of 
the  Convict  system  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  in 
reply,  that  this  was  a  Question  which  should 
be  made  perfectly  clear  to  the  House.  The 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  was  whether 
he  would  lay  upon  the  table  of  the  House 
a  statement  which  a  man  made  in  his  own 
favour  in  order  to  obtain  compensation  from 
the  public  ?  and,  in  reply,  he  (Mr.  Gathome 
Hardy)  begged  to  state  that  he  did  not 
think  it  expedient  that  such  a  course  should 
be  adopted.  This  was  a  case  where  a 
gentleman  who  thought  that  he  had  done 
great  service  to  the  public  had  entered  into 
a  long  correspondence  with  a  particular 
Department  of  the  Government  for  the  pur* 
pose  of  obtaining  a  favourable  consideration 
of  his  claims,  which  had  been  already  re« 
jected.  The  gentleman  had  other  modes 
of  bringing  the  oorrespondenoe  before  the 
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public  than  thai  of  hafiDg  it  laid  upon  the 
table  of  the  House.  Under  these  cir- 
Gumstancea  he  could  not  consent  to  ibe 
request  of  the  hon.  Member. 

OUTBREAK  OF  CATTLE  PLAGUE. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  LIDDELL  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Doble  Lord  the  Vice  Presideut  of  the 
Privy  Council  a  Question  of  which  he  had 
given  him  private  Notice — namely,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
report  which  has  appeared  in  one  of  the 
morning  journals  that  an  outbreak  of  Cattle 
Plague  had  occurred  on  the  Continent  of 
Europe;  and,  whether  any  official  informa- 
tion on  the  subject  of  that  report  has 
reached  him;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will 
take  immediate  steps  to  ascertain  whether 
or  not  that  report  is  accurate  ? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  in 
reply,  that  about  a  week  ago  the  Govern- 
ment received  official  intelligence  that  an 
outbreak  of  cattle  plague  had  occurred  in 
Egypt,  and  that  morning  he  had  seen  a 
telegraphic  communication  stating  that 
there  had  also  been  outbreaks  of  that 
disease  in  St.  Petersburg  and  in  other 
districts  of  Russia.  He  was  not  aware 
that  any  official  intelligence  had  been  re- 
ceived with  respect  to  the  latter  occurrence, 
but  he  would  take  care  to  inform  himself 
whether  6uch  was  the  case  or  not  by  nine 
o'clock  that  evening. 

ELECTION  PETITIONS  AND  CORRUPT 

PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS  BILL. 

(i&.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Secretary 

Qathame  Bardy,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote.) 

[bill  243].   THIRD   RBADIKO. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." — (Mr.  Ditrvell) 

Mb.  FAWCETT  said,  he  rose  to  move 
as  an  Amendment  that  the  Bill  be  re-oom- 
mitted,  with  the  object  of  bringing  up  a 
clause  relating  to  election  expenses.  His 
object  was  not  to  reverse  a  decision  al- 
ready arrived  at;  but  he  was  induced  to 
take  this  course,  because,  in  consequence 
of  the  tactics  adopted  by  the  Qovemment, 
he  had  been  preTented  from  adding  to  the 
clause  on  which  the  House  divided  yester- 
day a  proviso  which  originally  belonged  to 
ity  protecting  oonstituenoies  against  un- 
necessary ai^  factioua  contests,  and  oon- 
•equently  a  false  issue  had  beea  raised, 
Mr.  Gathorm  JSard^ 


and  many  hon.  Members  Toted  againat  tbe 
clause  who  wenld  have  supported  it  If  it 
had  been  accompanied  with  the  proviso  in 
question.  Therefore  he  contended  that 
he  was  justified  in  taking  this,  perhaps, 
unusual  course,  in  order  to  obtain  the  de- 
cision of  the  House  on  a  straightforward 
and  intelligible  issue.  He  proposed,  if  hia 
Motion  to  re-commit  the  Bill  were  carried, 
to  bring  up  the  original  clause,  throwing 
the  expenses  of  elections  in  boroughs  and 
counties  on  the  ratepayers,  and  to  add  to 
it  the  clause  carried  by  his  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Riding  (Viscount 
Milton),  which  was  approved  of  by  the 
highest  authority  in  that  House  upon 
rating  questions— the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henley) 
and  which  enacted  that,  as  regarded  county 
elections,  the  expense  should  fall  on  the 
division  of  the  county  in  which  the  elec- 
tion took  place.  Then  he  should  also  add 
the  proviso  proposed  yesterday  by  tbe  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  York  (Mr.  Leemsn) 
requiring  every  candidate  for  whom  a  poll 
wos  demanded  to  deposit  with  the  re- 
turning officer,  in  the  case  of  a  borough, 
£100,  and  in  the  case  of  a  county,  £200, 
which  deposit  would  be  forfeited  in  case 
the  candidate  did  not  poll  one-fifth  of  the 
whole  number  of  electors  voting  at  the 
election.  This  proviso  was  an  effectual 
safeguard  against  the  nomination  of  sham 
candidates.  His  great  desire  was  that 
before  the  subject  was  finally  decided  the 
House  should  have  the  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing its  opinion  in  a  clause  properly 
framed  and  properly  protected. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the    \ 
words  ''  now  read  the  third  time,"  in  order      - 
to  add  the   words  "re-committed  in  re- 
spect of  a  Clause  providing  for  returning 
officers'  expenses  out    of    rates," — {Mr. 
jPatoce^,)— instead  thereof. 

Mb.  DIXON  said,  if  there  should  be  an 
objection  to  the  proposed  clause  that  it 
«would  not  work  well  in  the  counties,  they 
might  in  Committee  make  it  applicable 
only  to  boroughs.  He  maintained  that 
the  expenses  incurred  at  election  contests 
by  the  returning  officer  would  be  re- 
duced by  one-half,  or  possibly  by  two- 
thirds,  if  those  expenses  fell  upon  the 
ratepayers  instead  of  the  candidates,  in- 
asmuch as  the  latter  were  regarded  by 
tbe  builders  as  fair  game,  and  plundered 
in  a  way  to  which  the  guardians  of  the 
ratepayers'  money  would  never  think  of 
submitting.    Last  year,  in   the  botoogk 
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that  he  represeDted  there  was  a  oontesieci 
election,  and  the  expenses  of  the  returning 
officer  were  £876.  About  10,000  per- 
sons voted  ;  but  at  the  next  election  the 
number  of  voters  would  probably  be  three 
times  as  many,  and  the  expenses  of  the 
returning  officer  would  probably  be  in- 
creased in  proportion.  The  Mayor  of  Bir- 
mingham, a  man  of  great  experience  and 
capacity,  and  he  might  add,  for  the  benefit 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  a  sound  Gon- 
serTative,  had  informed  him  last  night  that 
the  ratepayers  of  that  borough  were  quite 
willing  that  the  cost  should  fall  on  them, 
and  he  added  that  the  authorities  of  the 
town  would  be  able  to  erect  hustings  and 
booths  at  a  much  less  cost  than  the  can- 
didate could  ;  the  same,  he  believed,  might 
be  said  of  all  the  boroughs  throughout  the 
kingdom.  Personally  he  should  hail  any 
increase  in  the  election  charges  with  satis- 
faction, because  it  would  lessen  the  chances 
of  any  opposition  to  his  return  on  the  part 
of  gentlemen  who  were  not  able  to  expend 
as  much  as  he  could  afford  to ;  but  he 
trusted  that  the  House  would  not  consent 
to  any  course  which  would  make  wealth 
the  passport  to  that  assembly.  The  squires 
of  this  country  must  not  expect  that  they 
were  to  continue  to  be  the  only  class  who 
could  get  into  the  Hobse;  for  he  would 
warn  them  that  the  traders  and  manufac- 
turers were  rapidly  passing  them  in  wealth, 
and  were  prepared  to  spend  more  money 
to  get  into  the  House  than  the  landed 
aristocracy  could,  and  therefore  it  was  for 
the  interest  of  the  landed  gentry  to  oppose 
this  clause.  He  appealed  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  bead  of  the  Government 
not  to  diminish  the  credit  which  he  had 
obtained  in  reference  to  this  measure  from 
all  parties  throughout  this  country  by  re- 
sisting a  clause  which  was  received  out- 
of-doors  with  so  much  favour. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  he  could  assure 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Dixon)  that  one  of  the  principal  objects  of 
the  Bill,  which  he  (Mr.  Disraeli)  had  had 
the  honour  to  introduce,  was  to  prevent 
any  undue  advantage  being  given  to  wealth 
in  the  election  of  Members  of  Parliament ; 
and  he  hoped  that  that  purpose  was  ap- 
parent in  most  of  its  clauses.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawoett)  seemed 
to  complain  that  he  had  not  been  fairly 
treated  by  the  Government  or  the  House 
in  reference  to  his  clause.  But  he  (Mr. 
Disraeli)  wished  to  remind  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber and  the  Hoose  that  they  had  never 
bad  from  the  hon.  Member  a  eoBiplete 


proposition.  On  more  than  one  occasion 
they  had  passed  a  clause,  transferring  the 
expenses  of  elections  from  the  candidate 
to  the  locality  for  which  the  election  took 
place ;  but  whenever  such  a  clause  had 
been  moved  the  hon.  Member  had  declared 
that  it  must  be  accompanied  by  an  arrange- 
ment that  would  save  the  constituencies 
from  having  to  bear  the  charge  of  improper 
and  vexatious  contests.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  repeated  that  morning  his  state* 
ment  that  that  was  an  indispensable  por- 
tion of  his  proposition.  But  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  never  brought  that  second  half 
of  his  proposition  before  the  House ;  and 
what  did  he  tell  them  that  morning  ?  He 
said  that  if  he  had  the  opportunity  given 
him  at  this  period  he  would  propose  the 
original  clause,  transferring  the  expenses 
of  elections  to  the  constituencies,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  would  endeavour  to  accom« 
plish  the  other  part  of  his  plan  to  protect 
the  constituencies  from  vexatious  contests, 
by  proposing  the  clause  which  was  brought, 
without  Notice,  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House  yesterday  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
York  (Mr.  Leeman),  and  which  the  House, 
so  far  as  he  (Mr.  Disraeli)  could  form  any 
opinion  of  their  treatment  nf  it,  almost 
unanimously  rejected.  They  rejected  it 
because  they  preferred  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northumberland  (Mr. 
W.  B.  Beaumont),  which  they  then  pro- 
ceeded to  consider;  but  in  the  end  they 
were  obliged  to  reject  that  also.  There- 
fore they  had  every  reason  to  believe 
that  no  practical  proposition  could  be 
advanced  which  would  satisfactorily  ac- 
complish the  hon.  Gentleman's  object, 
for  the  hon.  Member  had  told  them 
that  some  addendum  was  not  only  indis- 
pensably necessary  but  was  an  indispen- 
sable portion  of  his  proposition.  He  (Mr. 
Disraeli)  wished  to  say  one  word  in  refer- 
ence to  the  course  taken  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  regard  to  the  original 
clause  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton.  When  that  clause  was  passed, 
the  Government  thought  it  their  duty  to 
take  the  opinion  of  the  Committee  a  second 
time  upon  it,  because  they  felt  that  the 
final  adoption  of  it  in  its  imperfect  state 
would  probably  involve  them  and  the  coun- 
try in  difficulties  which  could  be  scarcely 
exaggerated.  It  had  been  said  that  he  had 
expressed  great  indignation  on  Monday 
last  at  the  idea  being  suggested  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  contemplated  ask 


ing  the  House  to  re-consider  this  question. 

ienaioiw 


Now  that  was  a  eomplete  misapprel 
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He  would  not  acknowledge  that  the  senti- 
ment he  then  expressed  was  one  of  indig- 
nation, and  he  mnst  saj  that  it  was  not  an 
occasion  when  anj  indignation  was  neces- 
sary.     Why  should  he  feel  indignant  at 
the  imputation  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment thought  it  their  duty  to  ask  the  House 
to  re-consider  the  vote  to  which  they  had 
come  ?     Nothing,  certainly,  was  more  dis- 
agreeahle  to  Her  Majesty's  GoTcniment 
than  to  he  ohliged  to  ask  the  House  to  re- 
consider or  rescind  any  vote ;  but  if  the 
Government  felt  it  their  duty  to  do  so,  the 
.  imputation  of  such  an  intention  was  not 
one  that  could  cause  any  feeling  of  indig- 
nation in  their  minds.     He  had  certainly 
expressed  surprise  at  the  inquiry  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster),  because  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
himself    then    admitted,  his    inquiry  was 
founded  upon  a  mere  rumour,  and  he  did 
not  think  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford was  justified  in  putting  such  a  ques- 
tion to  him  from  a  mere  rumour.     At  that 
moment  he  said  candidly,  he  had  not  the 
slightest  intention  of  asking  the  House  to 
rescind  the  vote.     The  Government  were 
at  the  time  endeaTouring  to  complete  the 
proposition  which    the   hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  had  failed  in  completing.     The 
House   haTing   committed    itself    to    the 
clause,  and — notwithstanding  the  warning 
they  had  received  from  the  Government  in 
calling  upon  them  to  re- consider  it — having 
adopted    it,   and    the   hon.   Member    for 
Brighton  having,  as  he  (Mr.  Disraeli)  had 
said,  failed   to  complete  his  proposition, 
Her  Majesty's    Go?emment  felt  it  their 
duty,  if  they  could,  to  connect  the  two 
branches  of  the  hon.  Member's  proposition 
^-the  principle  that  the  election  expenses 
should  be  transferred  to  the  constituencies, 
and  some  proviso  which  would  practically 
protect  the  constituencies  from  vexatious 
and  improper  contests.    He  confessed  that 
he  bad  himself  indulged  in  a  hope  that 
such  an  arrangement  was  not  impossible. 
That  it  was  a  very  difficult  one  must  be 
acknowledged  by  every  hon.  Member,  con- 
sidering the  time  which  had  been  taken  to 
solve  the  difficulty  and  the  complete  failure 
of  the  attempts  ultimately.  No  proposition 
brought  forward  on  the  subject  had  at- 
tracted the  sympathy  or  obtained  the  sup- 
port of  anything  like  a  majority  of  that 
House  ;  and  even  to-day  they  were  asked 
to  fall  hack    upon    a   proposition   which 
had    noTer    been    put    upon  the  Paper^ 
which   was    hurriedly  drawn    up  —  $tani 
pode  in  uno  —  and  which  had  been  re- 
Mr.  Diiraoh 


jected  by  the  Honse,  because  they  pre- 
ferred at  the  time  another  proposition 
which,  after  some  deliberation,  was  in  its 
turn  rejected  also.  The  Government  cer- 
tainly hoped  even  up  to  Tuesday  evening 
that  some  proposition  would  be  made  by 
which  the  difficulty  would  be  surmounted. 
But  late  on  Tuesday  night  he  was  informed 
that  it  had  been  quite  given  up  as  hopeless 
that  any  proposition  could  be  brought  for- 
ward to  which  the  House  would  assent. 
Under  those  circumstances  the  Government 
felt  it  their  duty — he  confessed,  with  great 
reluctance  on  his  own  part,  as  his  Gol-  \ 
leagues  were  aware— on  Tuesday  night  to  \ 
give  the  House  another  opportunity  of  re- 
considering the  clause,  and  the  option  of 
adopting  some  other  proposition,  rather 
than  to  send  up  to  the  other  House  at 
that  advanced  period  of  the  year  a  piece 
of  legislation  upon  this  important  subject, 
framed  in  a  manner  so  crude  and  unsatis- 
factory, and  whioh  in  itself  might  endanger 
the  favourable  conclusion  of  their  labonrs. 
Well,  every  possible  precaution  was  then 
taken  to  acquaint  hon.  Members  generallj 
with  this  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment. The  moment  the  Government 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  such  a  course 
was  absolutely  necessary  Notice  was  given 
to  Gentlemen  who  possessed  the  confidence 
of  hon.  Members  opposite,  who  thereupon 
became  informed  of  the  fact  even  before 
Gentlemen  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House.  Though  the  GoTernment  placed 
the  Notice  on  the  Paper  for  Wednesday, 
if  anything  like  an  intimation  had  then 
been  given  from  those  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  who  influenced  opinions 
upon  such  questions  that  further  time  was 
necessary  the  Government  would  not  have 
insisted  on  coming  to  any  definitive  con- 
clusion upon  it  on  that  day.  The  course 
of  Public  Business  however  relieved  both 
sides  of  the  House  from  any  difficulty  on 
that  point,  and  the  question  at  issue  was 
not  brought  on  until  the  following  day. 
The  House  had,  however,  from  Wednesday 
been  employed  more  or  less  in  discussing 
the  question.  Nearly  the  whole  of  the 
Morning  Sitting  yesterday  had  been  em- 
ployed in  discussing  it,  but  as  it  was  not 
actually  reached  until  late  upon  the  Thurs- 
day the  House  had  not  the  full  opportu- 
nity of  discussing  it  whioh  the  Government 
was  so  desirous  of  affording.  Incidentally, 
however,  they  had  been  for  some  time  pre- 
viously discussing  more  or  less  the  whole 
principle  inToWed,  and  it  must  be  admitted 
that  notwithstanding  all  the  time  spen   ia 
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oonsideriDg  the  matter  no  BatisfAOtor j  eo- 
lation of  the  difficulty  had  heen  offered  to 
the  Honse.  He  made  those  remarks  in 
order  that  the  hon.  If  emher  for  Brighton 
should  not  for  a  moment  suppose  that  he 
had  heen  treated  hy  the  Gorernment  'vrith 
any  want  of  fairness  or  courtesy.  Her 
Majesty's  Goyemment  were  in  a  great 
difficulty  at  that  advanced  period  of  the 
Session,  and  they  felt  that  even  a  delay 
of  twenty-four  hours  was  not  a  matter  that 
ought  to  he  lightly  assented  to.  The  House, 
he  however  suhmitted,  had  had  sufficient 
notice,  under  the  circnmstances,  for  the 
consideration  of  the  question.  They  had 
considered  it,  and  they  had  arrived  at  a 
decision  which  certunly  facilitated  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill.  The  time  was  valuable, 
and  he  thought  the  Bill  was  valuable.  He 
entreated  the  House,  therefore,  not  to  em- 
barrass the  coarse  of  legislation  on  this 
subject  by  re-opening  the  question,  parti- 
cularly when  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
himself  had  no  pretence  for  saying  that  he 
was  coming  forward  with  a  satisfactory 
proposition.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  come 
forward  yesterday  morning  with  a  propo- 
sition upon  which  the  House  decided,  and 
could  now  only  fall  back  upon  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  York  (Mr.  Leeman), 
which  the  House  had  rejected.  To  press 
that  proposition  now  would  probably  em- 
bark the  House  in  a  long  and  useless  con- 
troversy, would  waste  the  whole  morning, 
and  prevent  them  advancing  to  that  point 
to  which  they  all  wished  to  arrive,  and 
might  endanger  or  embarrass  the  passage 
of  a  Bill  which,  through  the  good  temper 
and  forbearance  of  both  sides  of  the  House, 
had  been  brought  to  its  last  stage.  He 
could  assure  the  hon.  Member  with  perfect 
sincerity  that  he  laboured  under  a  great 
mistake  if  he  supposed  that  there  was  any 
disposition  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  take  an  undue  advantage  of  him,  and 
he  hoped  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  persevere  in  pressing  his  Amendment 
on  the  House  after  the  discussion  and  the 
result  of  yesterday. 

Mb.  leeman  said,  it  was  evident  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  had  benefited  very  largely 
by  the  education  which  he  received  yester- 
day from  the  Solicitor  General.  On  the 
broad  question  of  the  principle  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett's)  pro- 
posal the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
said  a  single  syllable,  and  yesterday  the 
Solicitor  General  sheltered  himself  under 
a  mere  naked  technicality.     There  had 


been  no  attempt  on  either  his  part  or  on 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  meet  the 
arguments  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton. 
The  House  had  twice  decided  the  broad 
question  of  the  principle  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Brighton's  clause,  and  the  only  grounds 
put  forward  for  asking  the  House  to  re- 
verse its  decision  were  the  technical  diffi- 
culties urged  od  nauseam  by  the  Solicitor 
General.  He  asked  the  House  not  to  be 
led  away  by  those  pretended  difficulties- 
he  used  the  word  advisedly — of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  just  told  them  that  yester- 
day the  hon.  Member  for  York  made  a 
proposition  without  Notice.  Now,  he  did 
not  think  that  statement  was  characterized 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  usual  can- 
dour. Necessarily  he  had  brought  forward 
his  proposition  without  Notice  because  it 
was  an  Amendment  on  an  amended  Amend- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  fur- 
ther stated  that  his  proposition  was  rejected 
by  the  House  almost  unanimously.  He 
took  issue  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Several  hon.  Members  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  own  side  of  the  House  had 
since  told  him  they  would  have  yoted  for 
his  proposition  if  he  had  gone  to  a  division. 
In  withdrawing  it  he  yielded  to  appeals 
made  to  him  from  the  front  Bench.  The 
House  would  remember  that  when  jester- 
day  his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
West  Riding  (Viscount  Milton)  moved 
his  Amendment,  which  was  subsequently 
adopted  without  a  division,  the  Solicitor 
General  thought  fit  to  use  language  which 
was  anything  but  respectful  to  the  noble 
Viscount,  and  anything  but  what  was  due 
from  a  Law  Officer  of  the  Crown  to  a 
Member  of  that  House.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  told  the  House  that  the 
noble  Viscount's  clause  would  not  work, 
but  he  did  not  condescend  to  say  why. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henley),  with  that  acute- 
ness  which  belonged  to  him,  and  with  the 
aid  of  his  great  experience  at  Quarter 
Sessions,  told  the  House  that  the  clause 
was  perfectly  workable  ;  and  the  fact  that 
the  Government  accepted  it  subsequently 
was  evidence  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  right,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  wrong.  There  was  no  difficulty 
in  reducing  to  practice  the  principle  for 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  con- 
tended ;  and  be  entreated  the  House  not 
to  be  deluded  by  the  statement  of  the 
Solicitor  General  that  there  was  a  techni- 
cal difficulty.  He  trusted  the  House  would 
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bring  itself  back  to  the  position  in  wbich 
it  Btood  on  Saturday,  and  if  they  aaw  that 
the  proposition  of  Mr  Fawcett  was  a  jnst 
and  sound  one,  that  they  would  adopt  it. 

Mb.  FLOTfiR  said,  that,  as  he  nnder- 
Btood  it,  the  question  was  this — How  could 
a  county  rate  be  leried  on  the  different 
dirisions  of  a  county  which  had  been  di- 
▼ided  for  election  purposes  ?  He  should 
not  for  a  moment  dispute  the  authority  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henley).  True,  there 
would  be  no  great  difficulty  in  lerying  a 
rate  in  one  of  seyeral  districts  of  a  county; 
but  you  must  not  only  levy  the  rate  and 
receive  your  money,  but  you  must  know 
how  to  spend  it  for  the  parties  who  had 
paid  it.  Now,  Somersetshire  had  been 
divided  into  three  divisions  for  election 
purposes;  and,  taking  it  as  an  illustration, 
he  asked  what  would  happen  if  there  was 
an  election  in  one  division  and  not  in  the 
two  others,  supposing  the  clause  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett) 
to  be  added  to  the  Bill  ?  It  was  well  known 
that  county  rate  was  levied  by  fixing  on 
some  aliquot  portion  of  ld»  or  some 
other  sum.  Assuming  that  the  lowest  rate 
-~i<2.  in  the  pound— was  levied  on  one 
division  for  election  purposes,  and  that 
£1,000  was  raised  thereby,  while  the  ex- 
penses of  the  election  amounted  to  only 
£700  or  £800,  in  what  way  was  the  balance 
to  be  expended  ?  If  it  was  paid  over  to 
the  county  rate,  then  one  part  of  the  county 
would  be  paying  for  the  whole  county,  and 
would  be  thereby  so  far  relieving  the  two 
other  portions  of  the  county  of  some  of 
what  they  ought  to  pay.  On  the  other 
hand,  it  might  be  said  that  you  could  credit 
the  balance  after  payment  of  the  election 
expenses  to  the  portion  of  the  county  in 
wbich  the  money  had  been  raised ;  but  in 
what  way  could  that  balance  be  applied  ? 
— because  for  all  other  than  election  pur- 
poses the  county  was  a  whole,  and  the 
entire  of  the  expenses  of  the  county  must 
be  paid  by  rates  levied  at  so  much  in  the 
pound.  It  might  be  proposed  that  the 
money  should  be  locked  up  and  kept  for  some 
future  election ;  but  elections  were  not  of 
such  frequent  occurrence  in  counties  that 
any  such  proceeding  would  be  satisfactory 
to  the  ratepayers.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  York  (Mr.  Leeman)  said  this  was 
a  question  of  principle.  He  (Mr.  Floyer) 
contended  that  it  was  a  question  of  practical 
arrangement.  Again,  it  had  been  said  that 
the  principle  of  the  clause  was  one  of  eco- 
nomy. If  so,  it  was  the  economy  of  looking 


to  your  neighbour  to  paj  instead  of  paying 
yourself.  Until  the  incidence  of  local 
taxation  could  be  settled  in  a  more  eatia- 
factory  manner  the  ratepayers  of  the  coon- 
ties  and  boroughs,  who  were  alreadj  Tory 
heavily  taxed,  would  look  very  jealously  on 
any  such  proposition  as  that  now  under  ^ 
consideration. 

Mb.  OANDLISH  said,  it  was  not  the 
practice  for  county  authorities  to  levy  a  nni- 
form  rate  of  so  much  in  the  pound  on  the  dif- 
ferent parishes.  The  practice  was  to  call 
for  so  much  from  each  of  them  in  a  lorop 
sum.  Each  onion  in  a  county  was  called 
upon  to  contribute  its  quota,  aocordini;  to 
its  rateable  value.  At  the  present  time 
certain  rates  were  levied  by  union  distrieta, 
and  nothing  would  be  more  easy  than  to 
levy  the  sum  necessary  for  defraying  elec- 
tion expenses  by  a  rate  upon  those  unions 
which  were  included  in  the  district  for 
which  the  election  was  held.  He  thooghl 
this  proposal  would  entirely  get  rid  of  the 
technical  difficulty  raised  by  the  Solicitor 
General.  Neither  was  there  any  necessity 
for  levying  an  amount  in  excess  of  what 
would  be  actually  required.  The  exact 
sum  could  be  as  easily  levied. 

Mb.  BBRESFORD  HOPB  said,  he 
must  represent  that  the  narrative  which 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  given 
of  the  circumstances  connected  with  this 
proviso  was,  no  doubt  unintentionally,  not 
quite  accurate.  The  object  of  the  elanse, 
as  originally  introduced  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Brighton,  was  to  throw  the  expenses 
attendant  on  the  machinery  of  elections 
upon  the  ratepayers  for  whose  benefit  it 
was  assumed  that  Members  of  Parliament 
existed,  and  so  help  to  get  rid  of  that 
element  of  vulgar  display  which  had  always 
been  so  corrupting  an  element  in  elections^ 
and  wbich  threatened  to  be  hereafter  still 
more  rampant.  At  the  same  time  it  {Con- 
tained a  provision  to  protect  the  consti- 
tuencies from  the  contingent  risk  of  their 
being  infested  by  the  pest  of  sham  candi- 
dates advertising  themselves  at  the  hos- 
tings.  The  clause  was  well  considered  and 
fully  sifted,  and  finally  read  a  second  time 
in  its  complete  form  by  a  not  inconsiderable 
majority,  remembering  the  number  of  Mem- 
bers up  in  town.  At  this  stage  questions 
were  raised  as  to  the  details  of  the  saTing 
provision,  some  of  them  in  a  friendly  spirit^ 
by  Members  who  approved  of  the  principle, 
but  who  were  doubtful  as  to  the  particular 
machinery.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Brighton,  although  in  possession  of  the 
field,  in  the  most  good-humoured   spirit 
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waited  his  adfantage,  and  consented  to 
leave  the  form  of  the  proriso  open  to 
farther  discussion  hy  withdrawing  the  se- 
cond paragraph  of  the  clause  which  em- 
hodied  his  own  scheme.  Thai  concession 
reduced  the  clause  to  the  naked  condition 
of  an  enactment  that  the  expenses  of  the 
hustings,  polling  hooths,  and  so  forth  were 
to  he  thrown  upon  the  rates.  But  he  (Mr. 
Beresford  Hope)  appealed  to  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  House  if  an  honourahle  under- 
standing had  not  heen  arri?ed  at  that  if 
the  clause,  which  had  heen  read  a  second 
time  in  complete  proportions,  shonld  pass 
in  its  naked  form,  it  was  hereafter  to  be 
clothed  upon,  if  possible,  the  Beport.  In 
short,  if  it  were  allowed  to  pass,  it  was 
to  do  so  4e  bene  ene,  and  without  pre- 
judice, with  the  understanding  that  some 
limiting  provision  was  to  be  appended  when 
it  came  up  upon  the  Report.  Accordingly, 
on  the  second  divisiun,  it  was  again  af- 
firmed, and  bj  a  majority  only  diminished 
by  a  single  vote.  The  honourable  under- 
standing regulated  the  votes,  and  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  clause  was  affirmed  under  the 
idea — shared  by  friends  and  by  opponents 
— that  a  proviso  would  be  added  to  it  be- 
fore it  came  on  for  the  final  trial  of  the 
Report,  which  might  act  as  a  safeguard 
against  the  constituencies  being  put  to 
any  unnecessary  expense  by  vexatious 
or  illusory  candidatures.  How  did  Her 
Majesty's  Government  use  the  opportu- 
nity ?  Standing,  as  he  was  doing,  in 
the  somewhat  invidious  position  of  se- 
parating himself  on  this  question  from 
the  party  with  which  he  usually  acted,  he 
would  refrain  from  refiections  on  them;  but 
he  must  say  that  he  thought  the  Govern- 
ment would  have  taken  not  only  the  more 
straightforward  but  the  more  politic  course 
if  it  had — also  without  prejudice — while 
not  flinching  from  its  opposition  to  the 
clause  at  the  proper  time,  yet  co-operated 
in  bringing  it  into  the  most  perfect,  and, 
from  its  own  point  of  view,  least  objection- 
able form,  by  aiding  in  framing  as  work- 
able a  proviso  as  possible.  The  Government 
micht,  with  perfect  honour^  have  done  so, 
and  yet  reserved  its  final  vote  against  the 
clause  in  its  entirety,  just  as  no  Member 
IS  precluded  by  his  aid,  contributed  in  Com- 
mittee, from  voting  against  the  third  reading 
of  any  Bill.  It  was  an  insult  to  their 
common  sense  to  pretend  that  the  Govern- 
ment could  not,  if  it  had  pleased,  have 
found  something  which  would  hold  water. 
But,  instead  of  taking  the  generous  course, 
what  did  it  do  ?    It  adopted  the  strategic 


polidy  6f  beating  the  supporters  of  the 
clause  in  detail  by  setting  up  the  Solicitor 
General  to  oppose  everybody's  plan  and 
propose  none  of  his  own.  Every  suggestion 
from  every  quarter  which  had  been  made 
upon  the  preceding  day  met  with  the  deri- 
sion of  the  Treasury  Bench.  That  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  West  Riding 
fared  no  better  until  there  uprose  the  Nestor 
of  the  Conservative  party,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Oxfordshire,  to 
show,  with  his  characteristic  broad  sense 
and  long  experience,  that  it  was  very  rea- 
sonable and  perfectly  easy  to  be  worked, 
and  the  Government  had  to  swallow  it. 
Then  came  the  division,  and  it  was  not 
surprising  that  the  Govemmentby  its  tactics 
should  have  snatched  a  majority.  He  was 
not  ashamed  to  confess  that  it  was  a  ques- 
tion with  himself — as  he  felt  sure  it  was 
with  the  other  Members  on  that  side  who 
supported  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
— whether  he  would  vote  for  the  clause  in 
its  naked  form,  stripped  as  it  was  of  the 
safeguards  afibrded  by  the  proviso.  But 
he  reflected  that  it  was  not  the*  fault  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Brighton,  nor  of  himself, 
that  the  House  was  placed  in  that  false 
position,  but  of  the  Government.  The 
principle  which  they  desired  to  affirm  was 
this,  and  it  was  the  office  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  see  that,  if  carried,  it  should  be 
put  into  working  order,  while  if  the  office 
were  forced  upon  the  Treasury  Bench, 
there  was  another  place,  and  further  op- 
portunities, in  which  to  do  its  duty.  Ac- 
cordingly, he  voted  without  misgiving  with 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brighton, 
as  he  now  intended  to  do  again.  He  would 
now,  before  he  concluded,  briefly  state  the 
general  principle  on  which  he  had  all 
through  the  debates  upon  this  Bill  supported 
not  only  the  present  proposition,  but  all 
others  having  for  their  object  to  simplify 
and  to  cheapen  the  process  of  elections.  He 
found  himself  face  to  face  with  the  enor- 
mous addition  to  the  constituencies  created 
by  the  Reform  Act.  This  increase  was  in 
the  main  made  up  out  of  the  least  educated 
and  most  impressionable  classes  of  the 
community.  These  were  the  persons  who 
were  not  only  the  most  accessible  to  direct 
monetary  influence,  but  to  the  juggling 
cajolery  of  noise,  and  pomp,  and  bluster, 
and  stage  play,  of  which  demagogues,  and 
the  wholesale  buyers  of  constituencies, 
would  well  know  how  to  make  full  use,  but 
of  which  the  intellectual  and  conscientious 
candidate  would  be  ashamed  to  avail  him- 
self.   This  system  of  histrionic  electioneeri 
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ing  had  attained  itB  olimaz  in  America, 
and  some  amuBingly  flagrant  inBtanoea  of 
itB  abuse  during  the  pending  contest  for  the 
Presidency  had  got  in  the  English  papers. 
With  the  increase  of  Toting  numbers  in 
the  country  the  increase  of  the  same  bad 
system  might  be  apprehended,  unless  a 
check  were  put  to  it  by  a  series  of  enact- 
ments proriding,  as  far  as  laws  can  do,  for 
a  reasonable  degree  of  electoral  purity, 
such  as  the  prohibition  of  committee-rooms 
being  held  in  public-houses,  and  for  the 
encouragement  of  cheapness  and  simplicity 
in  the  machinery  of  contests.  If  the  cost 
of  hustings  and  of  polling-places  were  left, 
as  heretofore,  to  the  candidates,  there 
would  be  most  salient  danger  of  jobbery 
on  one  side  and  of  corruption  on  the  other, 
which  might  best  be  met  by  the  simple 
process  of  making  the  constituencies  them- 
seWes  feel  an  interest  in  the  economy  of 
their  production.  In  fact,  dispassionately 
viewed,  cheapness  of  elections  would  in  the 
time  to  come  be  as  truly  a  Conservative 
safeguard  as  it  would  be  a  really  Liberal 
policy.  As  a  political  question,  cheap  and 
decent  elections  would  be  the  best  gua- 
rantee against  the  House  being  flooded  by 
a  combination  of  demagogues  and  of  plu- 
tocrats, while  from  the  social  side  the  more 
simple  and  the  more  business-like  elections 
were  made,  the  better  would  it  be  for 
general  morality. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Beresford 
Hope)  had  with  great  ability  and  with  some 
considerable  success  placed  the  question 
upon  a  false  issue.  The  provision  respect- 
ing the  counties  was  of  trifling  importance, 
and  applied  only  to  those  counties  which 
were  divided  into  districts  for  election 
purposes.  The  main  question  before  the 
House  was,  whether  or  not  the  Bill  was  to 
be  re-committed.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cambridge  had  not  quite  accurately  stated 
what  had  occurred.  In  a  very  thin  Com- 
mittee, not  comprising  one  quarter  of  the 
Members  of  the  House,  the  clause  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Brighton  was  introduced 
with  a  proviso  or  rider  to  make  provision 
for  deposits  at  the  time  of  the  nomination, 
or,  as  the  clause  originally  stood,  before 
the  nomination.  It  was  speedily  seen  that 
that  proviso  was  not  a  good  one,  and  the 
hon.  Member  himself  undertook  to  bring 
up  another  proviso  upon  the  Report.  It 
was  perfectly  true  that  the  clause  was 
agreed  to  on  two  divisions,  but  it  was 
earned  by  narrow  majorities,  and  it  was 
the  constitutional  practice  for  the  House 
Mr.  Ber0sford  Bop$ 
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on  the  Report  to  review  what  had  been 
done  in  Committee.     On  Tuesday,  Notice 
was  given  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
of  their  intention  to  strike  out  the  clause ; 
but,  considering  that  on  Wednesday  there 
were  several  divisions  in  the  course  of  the 
discussion  on  the  Bill,  and  on  Thursday 
two  more  divisions  before  this  partiooU^ 
clause  was  reached,  the  Notice  relative  to 
it  could  not  be  considered  very  short ;  for 
any  one  observing  what  was  on  the  Paper 
of  Business  for  Wednesday  must  have  been 
very  sanguine  if  he  thought  that  the  clause 
had  the  least  chance  of  being  considered 
on  that  day.     What  happened  on  Thurs- 
day ?     On  that  day  the  House,  upon  the 
proposition   of   the  proviso   of   the    hon. 
Member  for  Brighton — which  proviso  the 
hon.  Member  deemed  the  necessary  adjunct 
of  his  clause  —  was  occupied  for  a  long 
time  in  discussing  what  sort  of   proviso 
should  be  framed,  and  there  were  hardly 
two  Members  agreed  on  what  ought  to  be 
done,  how  it  should  be  done,    or,  when 
done,  who  should  be  made  to  pay  for  it ; 
and  the  natural  result  of  the  prevailing 
confusion  was  that  no  proviso  was  agreed 
to.  The  Amendment  of  the  noble  Yisconnt 
(Viscount  Milton)  merely  declaring   how 
the  cost  should  fall  on  counties  which  were 
divided,  bad  nothing  to  do  with  the  general 
principle  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton's 
clause.    It  was  now  proposed  to  re-commxt 
the  6i11»  but  if  that  course  were  adopted 
the    whole  of   the    previous    proceedinga 
might  be  repeated,  the  clause  being  again 
inserted  in  Committee,  and  again  struck 
out  on  the  Report.     That  would  not  be  a 
very  convenient  process  to  go  through  at 
the  end  of  July.     The  clause  having  been 
struck  out  in  a  House  of  200,  and  by  a 
larger  majority  than  that  by  which  it  had 
been   carried    in    Committee,  the    wisest 
course  would  be  to  adhere  to  the  last  de* 
cision.     Nothing  had  been  done  but  what 
was  quite  regular  and  in  conformity  with 
the  Orders  of  the  House,  adopted  to  pre- 
vent anything  being  carried  into  effect  of 
which  the  House  might  not  be  generally 
aware.     He  was  not  fond  of  the  Bill,  and 
he  should  not  care  if  it  were  lost  allege* 
ther;  but   he  could  not  understand   why 
the  parties  who  were  anxious  for  its  pass- 
ing should  now  be  contending  for  a  matter 
which  had  no  connection  with  cormpt  prae-\ 
tices  at  all.     For  himself  he  did  not  8ee\ 


why  those  expenses  should  be  thrown  on 
the  poor  ratepayers — a  course  of  proceed- 
ing that  he  did  not  think  he  should  des- 
cribe wrongly  if  he  said  it  was  dirty. 
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Mb.  MAGUIRE  said,  if  he  understood 
the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown  aright  he 
rather  regretted  that  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett) 
vas  not  carried  with  a  proper  proviso, 
and,  as  the  Liberal  party  were  anxious 
that  it  should  not  be  lost,  he  believed  that 
three  or  four  Gentlemen,  if  they  were 
earnest  in  the  matter,  could  in  three  or 
four  minutes  prepare  a  perfect  clause.  He 
would  remind  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henlej)  that  on  one  di- 
vision the  proposal  was  carried  in  Com- 
mittee bj  a  majority  of  84  to  74.  He  did 
not  think  that  a  thin  House. 

Mr.  read  said,  he  was  anxious  to 
reduce  the  costs  of  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tions, but  he  objected  to  do  it  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  ratepayers.  If  it  were  pos- 
sible to  levy  a  fair  rate  for  the  boroughs 
it  would  be  very  difficult  to  make  it  with 
any  amount  of  justice  on  the  counties. 
One-half  of  the  freeholders  of  his  division 
of  the  county  lived  in  Parliamentary  bo- 
roughs in  the  city  of  Norwich  or  out  of 
the  county,  and  besides  that  one-half  of 
the  ratepayers  were  not  voters,  and  the 
result  would  be  that  in  his  county  the 
great  bulk  of  the  expense  would  fall  on 
the  non-electors  and  farmers  of  the  county. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  seems 
to  think  that  unexpensiveness  and  purity  of 
election  is  a  matter  which  affects  the  elec- 
tors only,  and  that  the  non^electors  have 
no  interest  in  the  matter — a  view  in  which 
I  confess  I  do  not  share.  1  do  not  pro- 
pose to  revive  the  question  of  how  far 
the  Government  has  treated  us  fairly  in 
regard  to  this  matter.  We  must  accept 
the  statement  of  the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown  that  at  the  time  when  he  replied 
to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  the  Govern- 
ment had  no  intention  of  opposing  this 
clause.  But  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proceeds  to  give  a  history— the  cor 
rectness  of  which  is  countersigned  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr 
Henley)  —  of  what  has  passed,  and  says 
that  the  House  have  rejected  as  ineffectual 
all  propositions  to  reconcile  the  scheme 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Fawcett)  with  the  desirableness  of  giving 
security  against  vexatious  contests,  I  can- 
not  assent  to  the  correctness  of  bis  state- 
ment. There  was  not  one  of  the  proposals 
made  which  would  not,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  supporters  of  the  clause,  have  proved 
perfectly  effectual.    The  objections  did  not 
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turn  on  the  efficacy  of  the  proposals,  but 
on  which  of  them  was  most  likely  to  pass 
the  House.  They  were  overthrown  by  the 
action  of  the  Government,  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  shown  that  there 
would  be  any  difficulty  in  working  them. 
The  course  pursued  fully  illustrates  the 
old  proverb  '*  None  so  deaf  as  those  who 
won't  hear."  Does  anyone  think  that  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  applied  his  mind 
to  the  subject  every  difficulty  would  not 
quickly  vanish  ?  We  have  an  apt  illustra- 
tion of  the  mountain-like  magnitude  that 
molehill  objections  may  assume,  in  the  argu- 
ment of  one  hon.  Gentleman — that  if  a  little 
more  money  than  enough  is  taken  from  the 
couuty  rate  for  the  purpose  of  paying  elec- 
tion expenses  it  will  be  impossible  to  know 
what  to  do  with  the  balance.  We  have  heard 
of  lions  in  the  path,  but  difficulties  such  as 
these  are  snails  or  earwigs  in  the  path,  and 
not  lions.  Were  the  Government  aware 
of  the  feeling  of  satisfaction  that  went 
through  the  country  along  with  the  news 
that  the  clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  was  carried,  they  would,  I  think, 
instead  of  throwing  technical  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  its  adoption,  rather  bring  it  in 
in  the  form  of  a  separate  Bill  than  lose 
the  chance  of  its  passing.  I  hope,  there- 
fore, that  the  Motion  to  re-^ommit  the  Bill 
will  be  carried. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
was  quite  ready  for  a  division,  and  if  the 
House  were  ofthat  opinion  his  object  would 
be  answered.  He  would  remind  the  House 
that  there  was  not  even  a  Notice  of  a 
clause  on  the  Paper  to  be  introduced  into 
the  Bill  if  the  Bill  was  re-committed. 
With  the  various  Amendments  that  had 
been  proposed  and  the  discussion  that  had 
taken  place  upon  them,  what  chance  was 
there  of  their  agreeing  to  a  clause  ? 

Mr.  CORRANCE  said  :  As  one  of  the 
county  Members  on  this  side  of  the  Hoose» 
who  upon  a  former  occasion  expressed  opi- 
nions not  in  accordance  with  the  views  of 
those  among  whom  we  sit,  perhaps  I  may 
ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House  for  a  few 
moments,  which  may  suffice  to  explain 
myself  upon  certain  points.  Of  this  whole 
Bill  let  me  first  say  this,  that  it  seems  to 
me  to  possess  a  value  beyond  that  of  the  / 
mere  penalties  inflicted  for  an  offence—' 
beyond  that  even  of  a  measure  hating  a 
deterrent  effect.  Sir,  it  expresses  a  moral 
sentiment  which  upon  the  country  will  not 
be  lost,  and  which  will  strengthen  the 
hands  of  Parliament  to  govern  this  country. 
Modern  GoTemments  must  rest  upon  re- 
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ipect.  Now,  Sir,  mj  approyal  of  ibis 
eUase,  as  a  general  principle,  ii  also  based 
apon  this --it  will  add  to  the  confidence  of 
the  conntrj  in  those  who  are  sent  here, 
in  certain  respects.  Mj  reasons  for 
this  I  have  already  set  forth,  and  with 
these  I  will  not  now  trouble  the  House  at 
farther  length.  But,  Sir,  what  is  said  ? 
That  ratepayers  will  object.  Now,  Sir, 
one  word  as  to  this.  By  those  who  say 
so,  it  seems  to  be  assumed  that  the  rate- 
payer is  a  thing — a  troglodyte,  if  you  will 
— of  a  special  class,  std  generis,  and  uni- 
form in  his  habits  and  thoughts.  Is  this 
80  ?  In  truth,  I  think  not.  Sir,  the  rate- 
payer is  a  creature  of  rery  Tarioua  habits, 
ways,  and  thoughts,  if  I  may  say  so  with- 
out offence,  after  the  many  remarkable 
descriptions  of  him  we  hare  heard,  not 
wholly  dissimilar  from  e?en  Members  of 
this  House.  You  cannot  correctly  pre- 
dicate of  him  that  he  is  simply  and  unre- 
serredly  opposed  to  rates.  And  yet  this 
is  what  is  said  in  his  behalf.  Now,  Sir, 
let  me  qualify  this,  and  admit  that  he  is 
opposed  to  payment  of  rates  unless  be  can 
see  some  major  advantage  accruing  to  him- 
self. Well,  it  may  eren  be  so  in  this  case  ; 
especially  among  the  more  acute.  Sir,  I 
object  to  an  increase  of  rates,  on  the  plain 
ground  that  they  are  unjust,  and  perhaps 
it  is  for  this  Tcry  reason  that  I  do  not  ob- 
ject to  this.  Bow  and  where  and  by  whom 
is  the  battle  to  be  fought  ?  ^  By  the  repre- 
sentation of  ratepayers  sent  up  to  this 
HousO.  If  you  gife  the  ratepayer  a  di- 
rect interest  in  the  matter,  will  his  battle 
be  worse  fought?  It  is  time  that  this 
was  understood :  protected  interests  make 
a  poor  fight.  Sir,  those  who  think  that 
this  question  of  the  rates  can  be  won  by 
mere  words  or  out-door  agitation  make  a 
great  mistake,  and  they  miscalcolate  their 
means  towards  the  end  they  would  prottiote. 
The  Market  Bill  and  the  malt  tax»  far 
minor  points,  might  hare  made  them  wiser 
than  this.  Omelettes  like  this  are  not 
made  without  breaking  eggs;  and  we  do 
but  clip  the  shell  in  this  case.  It  is  time 
that  ratepayers  should  understand  this. 
But,  Sir,  undoubtedly  there  are  ratepayers 
of  an  unintelligent  class,  not  conrersant 
with  these  public  affairs  or  their  own  inte- 
rest in  such  a  case ;  and  to  them,  for  a 
brief  moment,  you  may  make  your  appeal 
with  success.  But  remember,  Sir,  this — 
that  behindy  or  rather  before,  such  men, 
we  hare  now  organised  bodies  of  intelligent 
men  of  the  middle  class  to  whom  we  can 
appeal,  and  who  will  see  their  interest  in 
Mr,  Corrance 


this  neatore,  and  pM\e  opinion  will  follow 
their  opinion  in  such  a  case  ;  and  tbti  opi- 
nion will  endorse  the  expediency  of  thli. 
That,   Sir,   is  the  principle  which  I  on 
Saturday  expressed  by  my  vote.     Bit, 
Sir,  when  we  thus  sanction  a  genenl  prio- 
ciple  we  hare  another  duty  to  perform,  tsd 
it  is  in  this  instance  a  yery  importsot  doty 
•^to  protect  the  ratepayer  from  the  niisie 
of  the  public  purse.     We  must  hare  s  pro- 
?iso  sufficiently  large  to  do  this.    It  did 
not  seem  to  me  that  any  proposition  jm- 
terday  sufficiently  met  the  case,  and  opoa 
that  ground  I  gare  my  rote.    We  moil 
hare  a  money  deposit  of  a  substaotisl  eltn. 
Now,  Sir,  what  has  been  said  against  this 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Eilmtnoek 
(Mr.  Bourerie)?     That  it  is  uneontdta- 
tional  to  fine  an  Englishman  who  w&otito 
make  a  speech.      Sir,  I  wish  it  wss  on- 
constitutional  to  talk  nonsense,  and  tliat 
we  could  clap  a  fine  upon  it — yes,  ofon  io 
this  House.     I  do  not  allude  to  tho  ligfat 
hon.  Member  when  I  say  this ;  bat  I  do 
say  that  I  would  eyen  double  such  t  line 
if  I  could.     Now,  Sir,  in  the  pro? ioo  now 
proposed  I  do  think  we  hare  sneh  t  goi- 
rantee  of  a  substantial  class ;   and  that, 
coupled  with  it,  the  clause  deserres  oor 
support.     What  other  objection  tothis- 
that  it  will  not  work  ?      The  Solicitor  \ 
General  moved  its  rejection  ;  hot  bo  ii- 
signed  no  reason  for  this,  or,  if  he  did, 
one  of  this  class  —  I  think  1  ha?e  beird 
such  from  counsel    when   a   particolsrlj 
stupid  jury  was  addressed — "Qentlonwo, 
you  are  so  intelligent  I  needn't  enlighten 
yon  ;  so  well  informed  that  I  won't  footore 
to  instruct  you ;  and  of  course  yoti  hvt 
made  up  your  mind  upon  the  point."   But 
suppose,  Sir,  he  helps  us  a  little  as  to  thitt 
and  deals  with  the  difficulty — not  M  fory 
great  —  of  an  enactment  for  a  septnto 
rate.     Sir,  I  at  least  beliere  that  be  will 
confer  a  great  boon  on  that  ratepaying 
class;  and  they  will  gladly  ereet  in  tkoir 
market-places,  not  perhaps  a  statae,  hoi 
that  hustings  upon  which  he  will  betriom- 
phantly  returned  to   the    House  withoot 
charge  to  him  or  expense. 

Question  put,  *'  That  the  words  propoi^ 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Qnestion.'* 

The  House  dttided  .-—Ayes  102;  Noes 
91 :  Majority  11. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  io. 
Bill  read  the  third  time^  and  pauid, 
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REQULATION  OP  RAILWAYS  BILL. 

[BttL  142.] 

[Lords.']      OOMIOTTBE. 

Bill  comitkred  in  Gommittee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  13  (Liability  of  Companj  dining 
Sea  Transit). 

Mb.  DIXON  moved  to  omit  the  olanse. 
Its  objeet  was  to  relieve  the  railway  oom- 
panies  from  the  sea  risk  which  they  at 
present  incurred  by  booking  and  oon?ey- 
ing  parcels  over  a  route  a  portion  of  which 
was  by  sea.  He  oontended  that  it  wss 
undesirable  to  relieve  these  companies  from 
a  responsibility  for  which  they  were  to  a 
great  extent  compensated  by  the  magni- 
tude of  the  transactions  which  they  under- 
took. 

Mr.  STBPHEN  CAVB  thought  it 
unjust  that  the  railway  companies  should 
be  subjected  to  a  risk  to  which  ordinary 
shipowners  were  net  liable.  Steamship 
companies,  which  are  sometimes  competi- 
tors with  railways,  were  protected  by  their 
bills  of  lading,  and  the  wording  of  this 
clause  was  really  taken  from  one  of  those 
bills  of  lading.  The  clause  was  simply  to 
leave  an  absolute  freedom  of  contract  be- 
tween all  parties.  Bveryone  must  admit 
the  great  advantage  to  the  public  of 
through  booking.  The  railway  companies 
said  they  could  not  continue  this,  if  they 
were  to  be  subject  to  greater  liability  than 
shipowners,  during  the  transit  in  vessels 
over  which  they  had  frequently  no  control. 
For  the  public  convenience,  and  more  par- 
ticularly in  the  case  of  the  conveyance  of 
cattle  from  Ireland  to  this  country,  it  was 
desirable  that  this  clause  should  be  passed, 
especially  as  it  would  by  no  means  exempt 
the  railway  companies  from  any  responsi- 
bility they  might  incur  through  negli- 
gence. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  said,  he  thought  it 
unjust  that  the  railway  companies  should 
incur  this  risk  without  receiving  any  com- 
pensation in  the  way  of  increased  rates. 
For  the  public  convenience,  however,  it 
was,  he  thought,  unadvisable  that  this 
clause  should  be  adopted,  inasmuch  as  the 
real  remedy,  in  his  opinion,  lay  in  an  in- 
creased charge  upon  the  parcels. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  believed 
that  this  was  just  one  of  those  cases  where 
the  railway  company  could  insure  and  no 
one  else  could.  As  the  clause  stood  it 
would  practically  bar  insnranee. 


Mr.  GILPIN  said,  that  the  system  of 
insurance  hitherto  in  vogue  had  not  been 
profitable  to  the  railway  companies,  and 
that  it  was  easy  for  merchants  and  others 
to  have  a  running  policy  if  they  chose. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  14  to  16,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  17  (Communication  between 
Passengers  and  the  Company's  Servants). 

Mr.  HENLET  said,  he  objected  to 
limiting  the  provisions  enforcing  means  of 
communication  between  passengers  and 
guards  to  trains  running  longer  distances 
than  twenty  miles. 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  that 
though  a  great  number  of  inventions  for 
securing  a  communication  between  the 
passengers  and  the  guard  had  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  Board  of  Trade,  he  did  not 
believe  that  any  plan  yet  tried  had  been 
found  altogether  satisfactory.  Neither  the 
system  at  work  on  the  Continent  nor  that 
which  had  been  tried  at  home  was  quite 
perfect.  That  very  day  a  letter  had  been 
received  from  the  Commissioner  of  Rail- 
ways in  Ohio,  giving  a  description  of  a 
communication  by  the  simple  method  of  a 
cord  which  seemed  to  work  well  even  round 
the  sharp  curves  of  American  railways. 
(Jnder  these  circumstances  he  thought  it 
would  not  be  well  to  force  the  companies 
to  a  large  expenditure  without  giving  some 
time  for  further  trial ;  but  as  to  the  exact 
date  that  ought  to  be  inserted  in  the  clause, 
he  was  in  the  hands  of  the  Committee. 

Mb.  ATETON  said,  that  on  the  Con- 
tinent, when  the  communication  was  made 
by  a  passenger,  the  guard  went  to  the 
carriage  from  which  it  bad  proceeded.  The 
construction  of  the  permanent  way  on  the 
lines  in  this  country  did  not  permit  of  that 
being  done  on  our  railways ;  and  as  any 
plan  yet  tried  in  England  consisted  of  a 
single  signal,  the  guard  could  not  know 
what  was  meant  unless  he  stopped  the 
train.  To  do  that  would  in  many  cases 
be  attended  with  the  greatest  danger  to 
the  lives  of  the  whole  of  the  passengers, 

Mr.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  said,  that  the 
principle  of  having  a  communication  be- 
tween passengers  and  ffuard  had  already 
been  approved  by  that  House.  A  means 
of  such  communication  had  been  supplied 
in  the  express  trains  of  the  South>Eastem 
Railway  for  a  very  considerable  time,  and 
he  believed  that  no  passenger  had  been 
found  mischievous  enough  to  make  use  of 
it  for  any  idle  purpose. 
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The  word  "April"  substituted  for 
•*  January." 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stephen  Cave,  the 
following  new  clauses  were  agreed  to  and 
added  te  the  Bill : — 

After  Clause  19 — "  V.  Light  Railways.— (Order 
for  construction  and  working  of  Railway  as  a  light 
Railway)  ;  (Conditions  and  regulations  for  light 
Railway); (Publication  of  regulations)." 

Before  Clause  23 — "  (Printed  copies  of  share- 
holders address  book) ;  (Extension  of  scope,  of 
'  Railway  Companies  Powers  Aot»  1864/  27  and 
28  Vic.  0.  20).' " 

After  Clause  28— "  (Extension  of  time)." 

Mr.  BAZLEY  mofed,  after  Clause  12 
to  insert  the  following  clauses  : — 

**  IT.  Management.  —  Company  may  appoint  or 
authorize  appointment  of  executive  committee; 
Power  to  separate  the  capital  and  revenue  manage- 
ment ;  Capital  expenditure  to  be  voted  at  general 
meetings ;  Company  in  general  meeting  may  re- 
move directors;  Preference  holders  on  certain 
questions  to  have  a  right  to  vote ;  Questions 
may  be  decided  by  voting  papers ;  Report  of  ques- 
tion and  voting  papers  to  be  sent  to  shareholders ; 
Secretary  to  receive  proxies  and  voting  papers." 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVE,  while  admit- 
ting the  advantage  of  the  ohjects  aimed 
at  by  the  hon.  Member,  objected  to  these 
clauses,  some  of  which  would  effect  a 
roYolution  in  railway  administration.  Many 
of  them  no  doubt  were  useful,  and  he  had 
given,  under  the  clause  extending  the 
Railway  Companies  Powers  Act,  increased 
facility  for  adopting  them.  Of  others  he 
might  say  with  all  respect  that  they  were 
suggested  during  the  railway  panic,  and 
would  over-ride  Acts  of  Parliament  under 
which  the  railways  had  been  constructed. 
They  went,  in  his  opinion,  mueh  too  far  to 
admit  of  their  being  accepted. 

Mr.  ATRTON  said,  that  it  should  be 
recollected  that  directors  had  the  power  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  those  clauses 
without  any  Act  of  Parliament. 

Clauses  negatived  seriatim. 

Mr.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  moved  in  Part 
III.,  after  Clause  17,  to  insert  the  following 
clause : — 

(Smoking  compartments  for  all  classes.) 

**  And  all  Railway  Companies  shall,  from  and 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  In  every  passenger 
train,  provide  smoking  compartments  for  each 
class  of  passengers." 

Mr.  LEEMAN  said,  that  some  trains 
had  so  few  carriages  that  two  sets  could 
not  be  provided. 

Mr.  W.  6.  BEAUMONT  said,  he  was 
chairman  of  a  company  whose  trains  some- 
times consisted  only  of  one  compartment. 
Mr.  JT.  B.  Sheridan 


Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  suggested  that 
the  provision  should  be  made  to  apply  <m!j 
to  trains  of  a  certain  length.  The  abuse 
of  smoking  had  become  so  great,  and  the 
violation  of  the  companies'  by-laws  so 
frequent,  that  the  smoking  in  trains  had 
become  a  positive  nuisance.  Scarcely  a 
railway  carriage  could  be  entered  in  which 
smoking  was  not  going  on,  or  which  was 
not  tainted  with  stale  tobacco. 

Mr.  Aldermak  LUSK  said,  he  was  in 
favour  of  smoking  compartments.  Jour- 
neying on  the  Charing  Cross  and  Cannon 
Street  line  the  other  day  he  found  a 
youth  in  one  of  the  carriages  with  a 
great  deal  more  hair  on  his  face  than 
brains  in  his  head  smoking  vigorously ;  a 
lady  was  in  the  carriage,  and  presuming 
she  objected  to  the  smoking,  he  asked  her 
to  go  into  another  compartment  with  him. 
He  conducted  the  lady  to  another  eom- 
partment  and  returned  to  the  contest  with 
the  young  man.  But  smokers  always  had 
their  own  way. 

Mr.  LAING  said,  he  thought  the  matter 
had  better  be  left  to  supply  and  demand  ; 
several  railway  companies  had  already  pro- 
yided  smoking  carriages,  because  they 
found  it  was  to  their  interest  to  do  so. 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  sympathised 
with  the  supporters  of  the  clause.  As  a 
non-smoker  he  had  often  suffered  severely 
from  the  violation  of  the  by-laws  against 
smoking  ;  but,  while  admitting  that  rail- 
way companies  had  been  rather  alow  to 
respond  to  the  wants  of  travellers  in  this 
respect,  he  thought  it  better  to  leave  the 
question  to  be  settled  by  public  opinion. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  pablio 
opinion  in  this  instance  was  swayed  bj  a 
majority  of  smokers.  It  was  a  case  of 
oppression  by  a  majority  of  a  minority. 

Colonel  W.  STUART  said,  he  would 
support  the  clause.  Anyone,  no  matter 
under  what  circumstances,  asking  a  amok«r 
to  desist  was  generally  abused  like  a  pick- 
pocket. 

Mr.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  said,  he  waoM 
propose  to  withdraw j, the  clause  and  bring 
up  an  amended  one  at  the  next  stage  of 
the  Bill  to  meet  the  objection  raised. 

Clause  withdrawn. 

Mr.  KENDALL  moved  a  new  clause — 
Carriages  to  be  provided  exclusively  for 
women. 

Clause  negatived, 

Mr.  LEEMAN  said,  he  had  a  series  of 
clauses  to  propose,  but  as  it  was  now   ao 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1787 


MoUonfor 


]  July  24,  1868) 


Adjournment. 


near  the  hour  at  which  the  Sitting  must  he 
suBpended,  he  would  hriog  them  up  on  the 
Beport. 

Sm  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  proposed 
the  following  clause  : — 

(BAilway  Companies  to  be  liable  to  penalties  in 
case  the/  shall  provide  Trains  for  Prize  fights.) 

"  Any  Railway  Company  that  shall  knowingly 
hire  or  otherwise  provide  any  Special  Train  for 
the  purpose  of  conveying  parties  to  or  to  be  pre- 
sent at  any  Prize  fight,  or  who  shall  stop  any  Or- 
dinary Train  to  convenience  or  accommodate  any 
parties  attending  a  Prize  fight,  at  any  place  not 
an  ordinal^  station  on  their  line,  shall  be  liable 
to  a  penalty,  to  be  recovered  in  a  summary  way 
before  two  Jasticet  of  the  coanty  in  which  such 
Prize  fight  shall  be  held  or  shall  be  attempted  to 
be  held,  of  such  sum,  not  exceeding  £500  and 
not  less  than  £200,  as  such  Justices  shall  deter- 
mine, one-half  of  such  penalty  to  be  paid  to  the 
party  at  whose  suit  the  summons  shall  be  issued, 
and  the  other  half  to  be  paid  to  the  Treasurer  of 
the  county  in  which  such  Prize  fight  shall  be  held 
or  shall  be  attempted  to  be  held,  in  aid  of  the 
county  rate  ;  and  service  of  the  summons  under 
which  the  penalty  is  sought  to  be  enforced  on  the 
Secretary  of  the  Company,  at  his  ofltce  ten  days 
before  the  day  of  hearing,  shall  be  suflcient  to  give 
the  Justices  before  whom  the  case  shall  come  ju- 
risdiction to  hear  and  determine  the  case." 

Mb.  clay  said,  he  thought  there  was 
a  eonaiderable  amount  of  false  philanthropy 
in  this  matter.  If  time  permitted,  he  had 
a  great  deal  to  say  against  this  clause.  A 
prize  fight  might  he  a  very  disgusting  ex- 
hibition, and  those  who  thought  it  was  were 
not  obliged  to  go  to  it.  He  did  not  go  to 
prise  fights  ;  hut  he  was  of  opinion  that 
when  we  got  rid  of  prize  fighting  the  knife 
would  appear. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

House  returned. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
thie  day. 

MOTION  FOR  ADJOURNMENT. 

Mb.  JACOB  BRIGHT  said,  he  rose  to 
moTO  that  the  House  at  its  rising  should 
adjourn  till  Monday.  It  was  a  hard  thing 
that  hon.  Memlprs  who  had  spent  their 
days  and  nights  in  the  House  for  the  last 
week  should  hafe  to  come  down  again  on 
Saturday. 

Mb.  GATHORNB  HARDY  rose  to 
Order.  He  helieved  that  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment  must  be  put  before  a  Motion 
for  fixing  the  adjournment  to  a  particular 
day. 

Mb.  SPEAEBR  was  understood  to  say 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  was 
in  Order,  though  the  course  mentioned  by 
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the  right   hon.  Gentleman   (Mr. 
was  the  one  usually  pursued. 

Mb.  JACOB  BRIGflT  said,  that  there 
was  occasions  when  a  Saturday  Sitting 
was  perfectly  legitimate  ;  but  they  were 
not  in  that  position  now,  and  he  therefore 
objected  to  their  ha? ing  to  assemble  to- 
morrow. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  seconded  the 
Motion. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  I  regret  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Jacob  Bright)  should 
haye  found  it  necessary  to  commence  the 
Business  of  this  evening  by  such  a  Motion. 
There  is  no  necessity  for  anticipating  when 
the  adjournment  will  occur.  That  depends 
on  the  progress  which  will  he  made  this  . 
evening.  The  House  may  make  a  com- 
pensatory progress— one  which  will  com- 
pensate for  what  occurred  last  night.  But 
for  what  happened  then  —  owing  to  too 
strict  interpretation  of  the  rules  of  the 
House-— there  would  probably  have  been 
no  necessity  for  anticipating  a  meeting  to- 
morrow. Such  a  necessity  may  even  now 
be  prevented  if  the  House  is  in  the  cue  for 
making  progress  to  night ;  hut  if  not,  then 
so  far  as  the  Government  can  influence  the 
decision  of  the  House,  we  shall  certainly 
do  everything  to  expedite  the  progress  of 
the  Bill  that  is  now  to  be  considered.  I 
hope  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  ask  the 
House  to  come  yet  to  a  decision  with  re- 
gard to  the  adjournment,  because  later  in 
the  evening  we  shall  be  able  to  form  a 
better  conclusion  as  to  the  course  we  ought 
to  take.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  been 
long  in  the  House  ;  but  so  far  as  I  have 
observed,  he  has  never  taken  any  step  that 
did  not  entitle  him  to  the  respect  and  con- 
sideration of  the  House.  But  I  observe 
that  the  Motion  has  been  seconded  by  a 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  great  ex- 
perience of  the  House,  and  I  am  surprised 
that  a  Gentleman,  once  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  knowing,  as  he  must,  how  import- 
ant is  the  discreet  management  of  the  time 
of  the  House  with  a  view  to  the  proper 
conduct  of  Public  Business,  should  have 
advised  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  take  a 
course  which  I  certainly  do  not  think  will 
recommend  itself  to  the  general  opinion  of 
the  House. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON :  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  referred  to  me,  I 
should  not  have  thought  it  necessary  to 
remark  that  it  is  in  consequence  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  who  are  interested  in 
the  Bill,  not  thinking  it  worth  while  to 
come  down  here  last  evening  to  make  a 
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House  that  we  are  ealled  upon  to  take  the 
exceptional  course  we  hare  taken  ta  yiew 
of  a  probable  Sitting  oa  Saturdaj.  Now, 
Sir,  I  contend  thatlt  is  not  the  business  of 
the  Opposition  to  make  the  House.  I 
contend  that  it  is  not  fair  to  call  upon 
Members  of  this  House  to  address  the 
House,  and  to  propose  Motions  and  import- 
ant Amendments  upon  a  Bill  before  the 
House,  in  the  absence  of  a  great  proportion 
of  hon.  Members  who  could  have  been 
here,  and  who  were  absent.  It  is  not  fair 
to  call  upon  them  to  address  their  argu- 
ments to  some  six  or  eight  or  ten  Memb^s. 
It  may  be  very  well  for  Gentlemen  to  dine, 
and  eujoj  themselves,  and  come  down  here 
at  ten  or  elofen  o  clock  to  interrupt  Busi- 
ness, There  was  nobody  here.  There 
are  a  sufficient  number  of  officials  of  the 
Gorernment  to  make  a  House.  [''No  !"] 
Well,  yery  nearly.  And  then  where  were 
the  farmers'  friends  last  night?  There 
were  no  supporters  of  this  extraordinary 
Bill  here.  We,  who  are  opposed  to  the 
Bill,  were  not  bound  to  come  down  in 
fiolent  haste.  Howeyer  that  is  not  now 
the  question  before  the  House.  Now  I 
will  take  leaye  to  say  that  when  a  change 
was  made  in  the  Standing  Orders  of  this 
House,  by  which  hen.  Members  were  de- 
prived of  the  opportunity  which  they  had 
enjoyed  for  years  of  bringing  forward  Mo* 
tious  upon  the  Adjournment  on  Friday,  it 
was  agreed  that  another  opportunity  should 
be  substituted  for  it.  I  remember  that 
when  Lord  Palmers  ton  proposed  the  change, 
he  said  he  would  always  put  Supply  on  a 
Friday,  and  hon.  Members  should  haye  the 
same  opportunity  of  bringing  forward  their 
Motions  and  making  statements  upon  a 
Motion  to  go  into  Supply  as  they  formerly 
bad  upon  a  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  oif 
the  House  from  Friday  until  Monday.  A 
Resolution  was  passed  that  during  the  time 
Supply  was  open  and  Committee  of  Supply 
could  be  moyed,  it  should  be  moved  always 
on  a  Friday ;  and  that  the  House  without 
a  special  Motion  should,  as  a  matter  of 
eourse,  stand  adjourned  from  Friday  until 
Monday  ;  and  I  remember  that  Lord 
Palmerston  said  in  that  way  hon.  Members 
would  have  the  opportunity  of  making 
Motions  which  they  would  otherwise  have 
had,  if  the  change  bad  not  been  made  ;  and 
that  the  Government,  in  case  the  proposi- 
tions on  Committee  of  Supply  did  net 
occupy  the  whole  evening,  should  have  the 
opportunity  of  moving  some  Vote  in  Sup- 
ply. But  now  Supply  is  closed,  and  there- 
fore I  contend  that  the  pledge  cannot  be 


kept  with  the  House  mnless  the  Motion  tbiU 
the  House  at  iu  rising  be  adjonmed  UU 
Monday  is  made  at  the  commenceiBent  of 
Business.  In  the  hon.  Clerk's  (Sir  Erskine 
May's)  Work  on  Parliassentary  Praetice,  it 
is  stated  that,  inasmuch  as  it  is  not  an 
ordinary  thing  to  sit  on  Saturday,  it  ia 
necessary  that  there  should  be  a  special 
Motion  that  the  House  at  iU  rising  en 
Friday  should  adjourn  till  Saturday,  if  U 
be  so  intended.  The  old  Motion  to  adjonrm 
till  MondflT  was  iutended  to  ayoid  the  pon- 
sibility  oi  an  unnecessary  meeting  on 
Saturday!  aud  when  the  House  iqtenda  ta 
sit  on  Saturday  it  is  the  inyariable  praotiM 
that  there  should  be  a  special  Motinn  for 
that  purpose.  Now.  Sir,  I  olject  to  ait  on 
Saturday,  and  I  therefore  support  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Manobnater. 
Private  Members  with  Motions  expeei  le 
bring  them  on  on  the  Motion  for  Adioani- 
ment.  I  contend  that  there  is  a  plendM  to 
this  House  that  they  should  have  a  right  to 
bring  forward  these  Motions.  Lord  Pal^ 
merston  stated  that  this  Honse  waa  the 
mouthpiece  of  the  nation,  and  that  be 
would  not  deprive  the  Members  of  this 
House  of  this  right  of  expressing  tlieir 
opinions.  Last  Friday  the  hon.  Member 
for  Honiton  (Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane)  made 
this  Motion,  and  there  waa  no  objection 
then— and  the  Member  for  Manchester 
(Mr.  Jacob  Bright)  has  made  thta  Motion 
on  the  grounds,  first,  that  he  ejects  to  ait 
on  Saturday,  and,  next,  that  ha  is  im- 
willing  that  Members  should  lose  the  oppor- 
tunity of  a  right  which  had  been  giTon 
them  by  a  distinct  pledge.  I  should  be 
glad  to  know  from  some  Member  of  the 
Government  whether  what  I  hare  atated  ia 
not  correct.  I  know  of  no  one  ainoe  I 
have  had  a  seat  in  this  House  who  baa 
shown  a  more  earnest  desire  to  preaerre 
the  privileges  of  independent  Membera  of 
this  House  than  the  right  hon.  Oeutlemaa 
now  at  the  head  of  the  Goyernment.  He 
has  always  raised  his  voioe  to  preeenre 
them,  and  he  ought  to  do  ae  now*  I  re- 
peat it  ia  not  fair  to  as||tbe  Honae  to  A 
on  Saturday  beeause  there  waa  ne  Hosiee 
last  night  That  waa  the  fault  of  boa. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  Only  two  Member* 
of  the  Protectionist  party  wete  present  lent 
night,  (the  hen.  Member  for  East  Norfolk 
and  the  hen.  Member  for  South  Saaex), 
Why  were  the  rest  not  here  ?  If  tls^ 
supporters  of  the  Goyemment  had  mad# 
a  House  they  conld  have  sayed  buu 
Members  the  inconyenienee  of  sitting  on  ttMn 
Satnrday.  I  haye  been  informed  by  aeraiml 
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hon.  Members,  Friends  of  this  BQl,  that 
thej  are  very  mneh  a? erse  to  sitting  to- 
morrow. To  myself  it  wovld  be  most  incon- 
renient.  I  am,  of  coarse,  ready  to  sacri- 
fiee  my  own  personal  con?enienee ;  bat  I 
am  not  willing  to  see  the  priyileges  of  in- 
dependent Members  Tiolated,  nor  am  I 
disposed  to  snpport  the  uousnal  coarse  of 
meeting  on  Saturday  when  no  saffieient 
gronnd  exists  for  snch  a  proceeding.  I 
shall  certainly  sapport  the  coarse  taken  by 
my  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  GATHORNB  HARDY  :  The 
honesty  and  candonr  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  are  so  well  known  in  this 
House,  and  also  the  manner  in  which  he 
has  conducted  the  opposition  to  a  Bill  be- 
fore the  House,  that  of  course  e? eryone 
will  appreciate  the  language  he  has  now 
■sed.  If  the  right  hon.  ^ntleman,  with 
the  candour  and  honesty  which  are  so  con- 
spicuous in  him,  will  rise  in  his  place  and 
say  it  is  for  the  sake  of  independent  Mem- 
bers he  has  made  the  speech  he  has  just 
addressed  to  us,  and  if  he  will  tell  us 
it  has  nothing  to  do  with  that  factious 
opposition  to  the  Bill — 

Mb.  MILNBR  GIBSON  :  I  deny  that 
any  Minister  of  the  Crown  has  the  right  to 
say  that  an^  Member  is  offering  a  "  fac- 
tious opposition."  I  ask  that  the  words 
be  taken  down.  [Cries  of  "  Order"  and 
'•Chair/*  provoked  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  rising  several  times  after  he 
had  resumed  his  seat.] 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  must  ask  the 
House,  at  the  commencement  of  its  sit- 
ting, to  conduct  itself  with  more  modera- 
tion. The  Motion  which  has  been  made  is 
not  an  unusual  one ;  on  the  contrary,  it  is 
a  perfectly  regular  and  ju5ti6ab]e  Motion. 
The  Standing  Order  is  as  follows  : — 

"  That  while  the  Committees  of  Supply  and 
Ways  and  Means  are  open,  the  House,  when  it 
meets  on  Friday,  shall,  at  its  rising,  stand  ad- 
jotumed  imtH  the  IbUowing  Monday,  without  any 
queation  being  pot,  unless  tke  House  shall  other- 
wise  resolve.'* 

This  implies  that  the  regular  rule  of  the 
House  daring  the  continuance  of  Supply 
is  that  there  should  be  an  adjournment 
from  Friday  to  Monday  ;  but  when  Supply 
is  over  independent  Members  are  provided 
with  an  opportunity  to  make  Motions  at 
the  meeting  of  the  House  on  Friday,  on 
the  Motion  for  Adjournment.  Accordingly, 
last  Friday  the  hon.  Member  for  Honiton 
(Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane)  moved  that  the 
House,  at  its  rising,  adjourn  to  Monday, 
and  questions  were  raisoa  upon  the  Motion. 


If,  for  the  general  convenience  of  the 
House,  hon.  Members  choose  to  give  way, 
they  may  do  so ;  but  I  must  certainly  re- 
mind the  House  that  the  very  strong  ex- 
pression of  opinion  that  the  course  pursued 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr. 
Jacob  Bright)  was  an  irregular  course  is 
not  justiGed.  He  is  acting  quite  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Orders  regulating  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  I  am 
not  aware,  Sir,  that  I  took  any  exception 
to  the  Motion. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  rose  to  the 
point  of  Order,  and  amid  loud  cries  of 
"Chair." 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Under  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  I  certainly  think  that 
the  expression  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  too  strong  a  one. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  I  at  once 
bow,  Sir,  to  the  decision  you  haTO  given 
on  that  point,  and  I  am  quite  willing  to 
say  I  am  very  sorry  I  used  any  expression 
supposed  to  be  irregular.  I  took  no  ex- 
ception to  the  Motion  for  Adjournment  from 
this  day  to  Monday  ;  but  I  beg  to  say  it  is 
not  required,  because  this  House  would 
stand  adjourned  to  Monday  by  the  Order 
which  you,  Sir,  have  read,  if  no  Motion 
was  made. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON:  No;  only 
during  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  Supply  being  at  an 
end,  that  no  longer  avails,  and  the  Motion 
for  Adjournment  is  required. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  I  was 
remarking  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  would  say  he  supported  the 
Motion  for  the  sake  of  independent  Mem- 
bers  [Mr.  MiLNEB  Gibson  :  I  did  say 

so.] — The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
say  he  did  it  for  the  sake  of  independent 
Members,  but  he  said  they  had  Motions 
upon  the  Paper  which  they  would  be  able  to 
bring  forward  on  the  Motion  for  the  Ad- 
journment. But  a  noble  Friend  of  mine 
opposite  (Lord  Elcho),  whose  name  stands 
first  on  the  Paper,  is  not  here  to  bring  on 
his  Motion — I  presume  on  the  supposition 
that  there  would  be  no  snch  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment. It  is  notorious  that  at  the  end 
of  a  Session,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  been  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment, OS  well  as  while  the  present  Govern- 
ment has  been  in  Office,  sittings  have  been 
held  on  a  Saturday  when  Public  Business 
required  them  ;  and  it  is  notorious  that 
there  is  now  Public  Business  which  may 
necessitate  a  Saturday   Sitting.     If  tbia 
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night  be  given  op  to  eemperatiTely  nnim- 
portent  sobjecte,  then  it  mey  be  neeeseerj 
to  fit  to-morrow  ;  bat  if  the  House  pro- 
ceeds with  pressing  Basiness  the  oecAtion 
may  not  arise.  It  was  for  that  reason  1 
said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not 
acting  in  the  interests  of  independent 
Members. 

Major  PARKER :  When  an  ex-Minister 

resorts   to   the  contemptible    course 

["Order!"] 

Me.  speaker  :  I  have  already  pointed 
out  to  the  House  that  the  course  taken  ia 
not  out  of  Order. 

MAjoa  PARKER :  I  beg  to  apologue. 
When  an  ex-  Minister  resorts  to  the  dubious 
and  unjostiBable  course  of  trjing  to  damage 
a  humble  Member  for  the  agricultural  inte- 
rest who  endeavours,  as  far  as  lies  in  his 
power,  faithfully  and  honestly  to  discharge 
his  duty,  by  pointing  out  two  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway,  and  saying  that 
they  were  the  only  Members  for  the  agri- 
cultural interest  that  were  present,  I  ven- 
ture to  say  he  is  guilty  of  a  most  nojustifi- 
able  remark. 

Mb.  BLAKE  said,  he  was  one  of  those 
who  had  a  Notice  on  the  Paper  to  be 
discussed  on  the  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
and  for  whom  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Gibson)  had  so  much  consideration. 
But  as  he  considered  that  the  Cattle  Mar- 
ket Bill  was  of  much  greater  importance 
than  his  Motion,  he  had  great  pleasure  in 
withdrawing  it  for  the  sake  of  securing 
progress  to  a  measure  in  which  the  in- 
terests of  his  own  country,  as  well  as  Eng- 
land, were  concerned. 

SiE  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  he 
had  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  which  he  had 
not  put  down  for  the  purpose  of  obstructing 
the  Cattle  Market  Bill.  He  had  had  it 
down  several  times  and  had  withdrawn 
it  for  the  sake  of  Public  Business ;  and  he 
had  put  it  down  for  this  evening  in  antici- 
pation of  the  Motion  for  Adjournment,  and 
in  the  expectation  that  private  Members 
would  be  able  to  avail  themselves  of  their 
privileges.  As  regarded  the  Motion  of 
which  Notice  had  been  given  by  a  noble 
Lord  who  was  not  present  (Lord  Elcho), 
he  had  received  a  letter  from  the  noble 
Lord,  who  said  he  had  been  obliged  to 
ffo  to  Scotland,  and,  if  he  had  not,  he 
feared  that  had  he  brought  on  his  Mo- 
tion, he  would  have  been  counted  out. 
Seeing  the  present  excited  state  of  the 
bucolic  mind  of  the  House,  he  should  cer- 
tainly withdraw  the  Motion  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 

Mr.  Qathom$  Hardy 


BRISTOL    ELECTION. 

OBflEMVATIOVS. 

Mk.  NEATE  aaid,  he  eoold  not  forego 
the  preaent  opportunity  of  eallias^  the  at- 
tention of  the  Government  and  the  Houae 
to  the  Report  from  the  Seleet  Committee 
on  the  Bristol  Election  Petition,  l>ecaas>ebe 
had  given  way  on  two  previooa  oeeasioos; 
and  if  he  consented  to  do  so  now,  Another 
opportunity  might  not  be  aflfbrded  him.  He 
considered  the  purity  of  the  Britiali  elec- 
tor far  more  important  than  that  of  Britkk 
cattle.  He  could  not  help  thinking  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  yery  little 
indiued  to  adopt  serious  meaaorea  for  the 
repression  of  bribery  and  cormption,  not- 
withstanding the  pretentions  presaing  for- 
ward of  the  Bill  which  had  been  paaaei, 
otherwise  they  would  have  advised  the 
Crown  to  iasne  a  Commission.  He  quite 
admitted  the  purity  of  the  Committee  th^ 
tried  the  Petition,  but  he  admired  their 
simplicity  more  than  their  parity.  The 
Committee  had  reported  that  it  did  not 
appear  to  them  that,  considering  the  large 
constituency  Bristol  possessed,  bribery  ex- 
tensively  prevailed.  Any  one  who  read 
the  evidence,  and  was  made  acquainted 
with  the  position  of  some  of  the  peraoM 
who  took  part  in  that  bribery,  would  pro- 
bably come  to  a  very  different  condoaioB. 
He  thought  if  they  had  had  regard,  not 
only  to  the  cases  that  were  actually  proved, 
but  to  those  witnesses  who  had  stayed  away 
under  suspicious  circumstancea,  Uieir  Re- 
port would  have  been  of  a  more  decided 
character.  It  appeared  to  him  to  be  the 
desire  of  all  parties  that  just  enflicient 
bribery  should  be  proved  to  unseat  the 
Member,  and  that  all  the  rest  should  be 
hushed  up.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
the  Attorney  General  had  read  the  eyidenee^ 
and,  if  so,  whether  it  was  his  intention  to 
prosecute  the  bribers,  two  at  leaat  of  whoai 
had  also  been  guilty  of  subornation  of  per- 
jury ?  He  wished  also  to  know,  auppoaing 
the  offenders  were  out  of  the  way,  what 
excuse  the  Government  could  have  for  not 
offering  a  reward  for  their  apprehension  f 
He  regretted  that  Bristol  had  not  be«ii 
disfranchised,  like  Yarmouth  and  Totnea, 
at  least  for  seven  years. 

Mb.  HOWES  :  Sir,  as  Chairman  of  the 
Bristol  Election  Committee,  I  must  erpreaa 
my  opinion  that  a  Committee  has  rarely 
met  that  was  more  anxious  to  come  to  a 
fair  and  impartial  conclusion.  We  were 
bound  by  Act  of  Parliament  to  say  whether 
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we  had  any  reason  to  believe  that  there 
hnd  been  any  extensive  bribery  at  the 
Election,  and  those  words,  in  my  opinion, 
clearly  exclude  the  idea  of  our  giving  ex- 
pression to  a  mere  suspicion.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  after  bearing  full 
witness  to  the  purity  of  the  Commiitee, 
remarked  that  he  admired  their  simplicity 
more  than  their  purity.  Our  simplicity 
may  have  led  us  to  form  a  suspicion,  but 
our  feelings  of  justice  induced  us  to  weigh 
the  evidence  brought  before  us,  and  we 
had  no  valid  reason  to  suppose  that  there 
was  any  extensive  system  of  bribery,  thoui^h 
bribery  to  a  small  extent  was  proved.  We 
gave  our  verdict,  and  I  believe  it  has  been 
generally  accepted  as  fair ;  at  all  events, 
it  was  a  conscientious  one.  I  believe  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  rarely  present, 
if  at  all,  during  the  sittings  of  that  Commit- 
tee, and  I  will  ask  him  whether  it  is  possible 
for  anybody  to  put  himself  in  the  position 
of  a  Member  of  the  Committee  when  he  has 
not  heard  the  whole  of  the  evidence  ad- 
duced,  or  observed  the  demeanour  of  the 
witnesses  ?  The  witnesses  brought  before 
MB  were  certainly  not  those  who  on  any 
principle  of  natural  selection  would  have 
been  chosen  to  elicit  the  truth  of  the  mat- 
ter. There  was  certainly  sufficient  evidence 
of  bribery  to  unseat  the  Member,  but  a 
great  deal  of  the  evidence  adduced  was 
utterly  disbelieved  by  the  Committee. 

Mb.  H.  BERKELEY  said,  he  must 
utterly  deny  that  the  evidence  taken  before 
the  Committee,  which  he  believed  was  as 
fair  a  one  as  ever  sat,  justified  the  suppo- 
sition that  corrupt  practices  had  been  car- 
ried on  in  Bristol  to  such  an  extent  as 
would  require  the  issue  of  a  Royal  Com- 
mission. No  doubt  bribery  was  carried  on 
to  a  certain  extent,  and  personation  also  ; 
but  suppose  there  were  500  such  cases  in 
a  constituency  of  13,000  persons,  that 
could  be  no  reason  for  proceeding  against 
the  city,  or  attempting  to  disfranchise  it. 
He  did  not  know  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Law  Officers  would  think  it  worth  their 
while  to  crush  the  poor  wretches  implicated 
in  these  practices,  many  of  whom  had 
been  driven  to  them  by  want,  and  some  of 
whom  had  perjured  themselves  for  6«. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said,  he 
regretted  that  he  had  not  had  leisure  to 
read  the  evidence  taken  before  the  Com- 
mittee from  beginning  to  end,  but  so  far 
as  he  had  read  it  he  entirely  differed  from 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Oxford 
(Mr.  Neate),  who  thought  that  the  investi- 
gation had  been  conducted  upon  the  plan 


of  bringing  forward  as  many  cases  of 
bribery  as  were  necessary  to  unseat  the 
sitting  Member  and  of  then  going  no  fur- 
ther. As  far  as  he  (the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral) could  make  out,  every  case  of  bribery 
was  brought  forward  and  pressed,  in  many 
instances  upon  most  disreputable  evidence. 
The  Committee  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  evidence  was  not  sufficient  to 
authorise  them  in  recommending  that  the  * 
proceedings  usual  in  grave  circumstances 
of  bribery  and  corruption  should  be  insti- 
tuted. He  had  found  that  extensive  bri- 
bery was  not  charged,  nor  was  personal 
bribery  charged  against  the  candidate  at 
all.  The  description  of  bribery  rife  at  the 
last  Election  for  Bristol  seemed  to  have 
been  carried  on  amongst  the  lower  classes 
of  the  constituency,  and  not  to  have  been 
instigated  by  the  personal  agents  of  the 
Member  or  the  Member  himself.  He 
should  like  to  know  whether  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  thought  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Attorney  General  in  every 
case  in  which  it  was  reported  that  there 
had  been  bribery  at  an  Election,  to  take 
upon  himself  the  office  of  public  prosecutor, 
and  institute  proceedings  against  those 
charged  with  the  offence.  From  that 
view  he,  at  all  events,  begged  to  express 
his  dissent,  for  it  was  utterly  impossible, 
with  the  various  duties  which  he  had  to 
discharge,  that  auy  one  occupying  the 
position  of  Attorney  General  could  make 
himself  thoroughly  acquainted  with  all  the 
evidence  which  was  given  before  Com- 
mittees in  these  cases.  He  quite  admitted, 
at  the  same  time,  that  in  those  instances 
in  which  it  was  proved  that  extensive 
bribery  had  prevailed  it  was  necessary  that 
those  implicated  in  it  should  not  go  un- 
punished. Bribes  it  would  appear  were 
in  the  case  of  Bristol  offered  and  received  ; 
but  the  result  of  blindly  rushing  into  a 
prosecution  when  the  persons  who  would 
come  forward  as  witnesses  were  parties  to 
those  transactions,  would  be,  as  was  well- 
known,  that  the  Bill  would  be  thrown  out, 
or  at  all  events  that  the  proceedings  would 
end  in  failure.  Whenever  a  case  came 
before  him  in  which,  in  his  judgment,  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Attorney  General,  as 
the  legal  representative  of  the  Government, 
to  interfere,  he  should  be  prepared  to  do 
so.  It  was  his  intention  to  look  through 
the  rest  of  the  evidence.  But  having  re- 
gard to  the  Report  of  the  Committee  in 
the  present  instance,  and  to  the  fact  that 
a  new  body  of  electors  were  coming  into 
existence  in  Bristol,  he  looked  u^  it  aa 
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unjast  that  suoh  a  pesaltj  as  ike  hoQ.  and 
learned  GeDtleoian  proposed  ahoold  be  in- 
flicted. 

CRETAN  INSURRECTION.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  would  b^  te  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  For^gn  Affairs, 
Whether  he  will  laj  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House,  further  Correspondence  respeeimg 
the  Disturbances  in  Crete,  in  continuation 
of  Correspondence  presented  to  Parliament, 
May  21,  1 868.  He  thought  he  was  justi- 
fied in  putting  the  question  to  the  noble 
Lord,  seeing  that  the  documents  to  which 
he  referred  had  been  published  in  the  St, 
Petersburg  Ocufette,  and  were  therefore 
now  public  documents.  He  had  hinself 
received  authentic  information  from  Crete 
up  to  the  5th  of  July  to  the  effect  that  the 
insurrection  was  still  in  full  force,  and 
that  the  Turkish  general  uid  the  Turkish 
army  were  in  a  desponding  state,  and  be- 
lieyed  it  to  be  impossible  for  them  to  re- 
conquer the  country.  He  regretted  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  expressed  his  intention 
not  to  interfere,  except  by  friendly  ad? ioe 
to  ihe  Porte ;  but  he  acknowledged  that 
in  taking  that  course  the  noble  Lord  was 
carrying  out  the  policy  of  non-inter?ention 
in  foreign  affairs  which  had  been  sanctioned 
by  the  House,  and  had  now  obtained  for 
some  years.  In  asking  the  noble  Lord 
whe^er  he  would  lay  on  the  Table  any 
further  Correspondence  which  he  might 
ha?e  receif  ed,  he  must  say  that  he  thought 
nothing  but  the  independence  of  Crete  and 
its  separation  from  Turkey  would  satisfy 
the  brave  men  whose  heroic  struggle  de- 
served more  sympathy  than  they  had  ob- 
tained from  the  present  Parliament. 

Lord  STANLEY:  The  only  Answer 
that  I  can  give  the  hon.  Member  is  that 
sioce  the  month  of  May  last — at  which 
time  I  laid  on  the  table  Papers  on  the 
subject  of  Crete  —  no  information  has 
reached  me  which  is  of  the  slightest  gene- 
ral interest  or  importance.  The  fact  is 
that  the  state  of  things  in  the  island  has 
continued  pretty  much  as  it  was.  The 
attention  of  European  diplomacy  has  been 
diverted  to  other  subjects.  I  have  looked 
through  all  the  despatches  which  I  have 
received  since  the  period  I  have  named, 
and  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  one  of 
them  of  such  general  interest  or  importance 
as  to  make  it  worth  while  to  lay  it  on  the 
table  of  the  House.  It  is  not  at  all  a 
question  of  keeping  back  any  facts  or 
any  statements  of  opinion  on  grounds  of 
Tk^  Attorney  Qmeral 


policy.  It  shnply  comes  to  this — that 
there  are  no  Papers  en  the  subject  of 
Crete  which  I  think  either  the  House  or 
the  hon.  Member  would  at  all  care  to  see. 
The  Reports  are  of  the  most  commonplace 
kind.  The  state  of  things  in  the  island, 
I  repeati  has  continued  very  much  what  it 
was ;  and  no  considerable  operations  have 
oecnrred  in  any  quarter. 

THE  METROPOLITAN  CATTLE  MARKET. 
aUESTIOH. 

Mb.  ATRTON  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Bxchequer  in 
reference  to  the  Metropolitan  Foreign 
Cattle  Market,  Whether  he  has  made 
any  arrangement  with  the  Corporation  of 
the  Oity  of  London  for  carrying  out  this 
scheme  of  agricultural  protection,  or  what- 
ever it  might  be  called  ?  The  Ckaneollor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  stated  a  few  days 
ago,  in  answer  to  the  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Ashtoa  (Mr.  Milner 
Gibson),  that  no  definite  arrangement  bad 
been  come  to  with  the  Corporation  on  the 
subject.  Since  then,  however,  a  Notiee 
had  been  put  on  the  Paper,  developing  a 
scheme  under  which  it  appeared  that  the 
metropolis  would  be  taxed  generally  by  a 
rate  to  be  levied  on  all  cattle  brought  to 
Smithfield  Market.  That  Notice  had  dis- 
appeared from  the  Paper,  and  he  shonld, 
therefore,  like  to  ask  the  Chancelier  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  any  understanding  liad 
been  come  to  with  the  Corporation  of  Lon- 
don for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill ;  and,  what  in  fact  was  the  exact  state 
of  the  negotiations  between  the  Govem- 
ment  and  the  Corporation  on  the  matter  f 

The  CHANCELLOR  (W  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  there  was  no  agreement  or 
understanding  with  the  City  Corporation. 
An  Amendment  of  which  Notice  bad  been 
given  by  his  noble  Friend  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  had  been  withdrawn 
from  the  Paper,  because  they  nnderetood 
from  the  highest  authority  that  it  wna 
against  the  Standing  Orders.  That  Amend- 
ment therefore  wonld  not  bo  proooedod 
with. 

Mb.  60SCHEN  said,  he  wished  to 
know  whether  it  was  not  the  fact  that  the 
Court  of  Common  Council,  or  the  Markota 
Committee  of  that  body,  had  been  called 
together  to  give  an  answer  to  the  pro- 
posal which  was  to  have  been  enbmiUed 
by  the  Government,  although  that  propoaal 
was  in  Tiolataon  of  Che  tkanding  Ordete 
of  that  House,  and  whether,  thr^h  nei 
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talcing  oare  fo  inform  themselyes  before- 
hand that  their  proposal  was  irregular, 
the  Gofernmeot  had  not  adopted  a  course 
calculated  to  place  the  Corporation  in  a 
false  position  ? 

ilR.  LIDDELL  said,  that  before  the 
noble  Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  rose,  he  wished  to  repeat  his 
Question  of  the  morning  respecting  the 
reported  outbreak  of  the  cattle  plague  in 
Bussia. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  that 
Btnce  the  Question  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Liddell) 
was  put  to  him  at  the  Morning  Sitting, 
he  had  ascertained  that  information  on  the 
subject  had  been  received  at  the  Office, 
and  he  found  the  report  alluded  to  by  his 
hon.  Friend  was  perfectly  true.  There  had 
been  an  outbreak  of  Siberian  plague  in 
Livonia  and  other  provinces,  and  also  of 
rinderpest  near  St.  Petersburg.  Cattle 
plague  had  also  broken  out  in  Lower 
Egypt,  at  Gheza  and  Geaera,  near  Cairo, 
and  other  districts.  In  answer  to  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gosohen),  he  had  to  state  that  that  clause 
was  framed  on  the  proposition  of  one  of 
the  officers  of  the  Corporation  of  the  City 
of  London  ;  that  that  officer  was  mainly 
instrumental  in  drawing  the  clause  ;  that 
he  had  laid  it  on  the  table  after  that 
gentleman  had  drawn  it,  and  that  he  was 
not  responsible  for  its  informality. 

FOREIGN  CATTLE  TRADE. 
OBSEBYATIONS. 

Mb.  head  lam  said»  he  rose  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Government  and  the 
House  to  a  practical  grievance  seriously 
affecting  the  interests  of  his  constituents 
at  Neweastle-on-Tyne.  Some  years  ago 
his  constituents  had  an  important  and  vatu- 
able  trade  in  foreign  cattle,  partly  derived 
from  Denmark  and  Schleswig-Holstein, 
about  the  best  graaing  country  in  the 
whole  world.  That  trade  had  contributed 
materially  to  increase  the  comforts  and 
luxuries  of  the  people  of  the  district,  but 
owing  to  the  operation  of  the  Orders  in 
Council  enforced  by  the  Government  it  had 
been  practically  destroyed.  Grave  injury 
had  been  done  to  his  constituents  through 
their  not  being  allowed  to  import  any 
cattle  from  the  districts  to  which  he  had 
referred  except  under  restrictions  that  were 
fatal  to  the  carrying  on  of  the  trade.  He 
had  sought  to  bring  about  a  reasonable 
ceopromise,    under   which    the  la/w  now 


existing  in  France  might  be  applied  to  this 
country.  The  Government  of  France  was 
a  paternal  Government.  It  undoubtedly 
sought  the  welfare  of  the  people,  that 
people  being  agricultural,  and  it  put  a 
stop  to  the  importation  of  cattle  where 
there  was  danger,  but  where  there  was 
no  danger  the  importation  was  entirely 
free.  It  was  most  harsh  to  his  consti- 
tuents that  they  should  be  precluded  from 
having  cattle  introduced  into  their  district 
against  which  no  objection  could  be  made. 
These  stories  of  the  breaking  out  of  the 
cattle  plague  abroad  were  certainly  very 
opportune  ;  hot  if  the  cattle  plague  had 
broken  out  in  Egypt,  or  at  St.  Peters* 
burg,  or  in  Livonia,  then  let  the  Privy 
Council  stop  the  importation  from  those 
places,  but  not  from  places  where  the 
disease  did  not  exist.  The  practical  effect 
of  the  present  Orders  in  Council  was  to 
destroy  the  foreign  cattle  trade  in  his  dis- 
trict. The  evils  inflicted  under  those 
Orders  were  unnecessary  and  uncalled-for, 
and  he  called  upon  the  Government  to 
give  some  assurance  that  they  would  not 
perpetuate  the  present  system. 

Mb.  NORWOOD  said,  he  thought  that 
his  constituents  at  Hull  also  had  a  right 
to  complain  of  their  not  being  allowed  the 
same  privilege  as  was  possessed  by  the 
ports  of  Liverpool  and  Southampton.  The 
port  of  Liverpool  had  the  advantage  of 
being  represented  by  two  Gentlemen  who 
sat  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House. 
Some  time  ago  the  Government  was  urged 
to  allow  the  port  of  Liverpool  to  import 
cattle  from  Spain,  Portugal,  and  France, 
and  that  privilege  was  conceded  by  the 
Government.  The  port  of  Southampton, 
which  had  also  the  advantage  of  having  a 
Member  who  sat  on  the  Ministerial  side, 
obtained  a  similar  privilege.  Now,  why 
had  net  that  privilege  been  extended  to 
Hull  and  other  Northern  ports  ?  The 
reason  seemed  to  be  that  as  the  hon. 
Members  for  these  towns  sat  upon  the 
Liberal  side  of  the  House  thehr  remon- 
strances had  less  weight  with  the  Govern- 
ment. There  was  no  good  reason  for 
stopping  cattle  coming  from  Norway, 
Sweden,  and  Denmark.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  told  him 
the  other  day  that  there  was  no  port  in 
Denmark  proper  from  which  cattle  could 
be  exported,  but  the  faot  was  that  there 
were  five  such  ports.  The  cattle  trade 
of  Hull  had  been  ruined.  In  1865  no  less 
than  £27,000  was  paid  for  the  eonveyanoe 
of  cattle  to  HuU,  and  they  sent  in  one 
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year  28,000  head  of  cattle  into  the  in-  { 
terior,  but  the  restrictions  which  were  im- 
posed entirely  cut  off  this  supply,  and  the 
profits  of  merchants  and  importers  from 
this  source  had  vanished.  The  proper 
policy  would  be  to  stop  cattle  coming  from 
infected  districts,  to  place  regulations  upon 
cattle  coming  from  suspected  districts,  and 
to  leave  the  rest  of  the  trade  perfectly  free. 
He  challenged  the  noble  Lord  to  deny  this 
statement,  that  in  Denmark,  Sweden,  and 
Norway  there  had  not  been  a  single  case 
of  cattle  plague. 

Mr.  J.  B.  SMITH  said,  he  believed 
that  before  long  they  would  have  to  get 
up  the  same  battle  against  the  beef  and 
mutton  laws  as  they  formerly  waged  against 
the  Corn  Laws.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Read)  furnished  him  with  a 
paper  yesterday  which  stated  that  there 
were  22,000,000  sheep  in  this  country, 
and  that  5,500  had  died  from  the  disease. 
There  could  be  no  pretence  for  keeping 
out  sheep  upon  this  ground. 

Mb.  read  :  The  sheep  brought  the 
cattle  plague. 

Mb.  J.  B.  SMITH  :  There  could  be 
no  doubt  that  the  object  was  to  place 
obstructions  in  the  way  of  the  importation 
of  foreign  beasts. 

Mb.  M'LAREN  said,  that  his  consti- 
tuents suffered  frotn  the  prohibition  of 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
complained.  Leith — the  port  of  Edinburgh 
—as  hon.  Members  knew,  was  the  great 
entrepot  of  the  foreign  cattle  trade  of  Scot- 
land. A  very  large  number  of  animals  had 
been  brought  there,  not  merely  for  con- 
sumption in  Edinburgh,  but  for  consump- 
tion in  Glasgow,  with  its  500,000  inhabit- 
ants, and  in  all  the  towns  around  Glasgow. 
A  large  trade  had  existed  in  that  way, 
but  the  Orders  of  the  Privy  Council  had 
paralyzed  that  trade.  In  these  circum- 
stances, he  hoped  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  be  prepared  with  some  measure 
to  relax  the  stringency  of  the  laws  which 
now  existed,  and  to  take  away  all  impedi- 
ments which  were  not  absolutely  necessary 
for  the  safety  of  the  cattle  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  It  was  quite  tme  that  those 
whom  he  represented  obtained  a  large 
supply  of  meat  from  the  northern  portions 
of  Scotland  ;  but  if  they  were  to  be  con- 
fined to  that — if  there  was  to  be  no  com- 
petition with  foreign  cattle—were  they  not 
in  the  very  same  position  as  if  they  were 
told  that  they  must  depend  for  bread  upon 
their  home-grown  com  f  If  obstructions 
were  put  in  the  way  of  foreign  cattle,  the 
Mr.I{QrwoQd 


price  of  meat  in  this  country  would  iDevit- 
ably  be  raised  to  a  very  considerable  extent. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  more  stringent 
measures  would  not  be  adopted  ;  that  the 
Orders  of  the  Privy  Council  would  be 
gradually  relaxed ;  and  that,  unless  verj 
strong  symptoms  of  disease  were  proved 
to  exist,  we  should  hear  no  more  even  of 
the  law  which  now  existed.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  the  cattle  plague  existed  in 
certain  divisions  of  the  Russian  Em- 
pire ;  he  supposed  it  had  existed  there 
for  at  least  half  a  century,  and  it  would 
perhaps  continue  there  to  the  end  of  time ; 
but  surely  that  was  no  reason  why  restric- 
tions should  be  placed  on  the  importation 
of  cattle  from  other  regions  where  eattle 
plague  did  not  exist. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  hoped  some 
reply  would  be  given  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  the  statements  and  argu- 
ments that  had  been  put  forward  from  that 
(the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House.  He 
was  one  of  those  who  thought  it  a  good 
system  under  which  restraints  on  the  im- 
portation of  foreign  cattle  were  remitted  to 
the  Privy  Council,  for  if  they  went  beyond 
or  fell  short  of  their  duty  they  coald  be 
called  to  account  by  Parliament.  This, 
however,  proceeded  on  the  asBumptiou 
that  when  hon.  Members  made  atateraents 
in  a  becoming  manner  in  behalf  of  their 
constituents  the  Members  of  the  GoTem- 
ment  whose  conduct  was  challenged  would 
feel  it  their  duty  to  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  an  explanation.  Now,  this  appeared 
to  be  a  case  in  which  a  good  system  was 
not  well  administered,  or  in  which  one 
portion  of  that  admmistration  was  grossly 
inconsistent  with  another  portion.  The 
ports  of  this  country,  from  the  West  Goaai 
of  Scotland  southwards,  and  round  Uie 
Southern  Coast  up  to  the  mouth  of  the 
Thames,  were  allowed  the  privilege  of 
importing  cattle  from  Spain,  Portugal,  and 
France.  France,  as  he  understood^  was  a 
country  where  importation  was  open,  sob- 
ject  to  vigilant  observation  from  all  the 
rest  of  the  world— these  things,  he  was 
afraid,  being  managed  there  infiaitelj 
better  than  here,  and  an  example  being 
set  us,  which  we  had  not  the  wit  to  follow, 
of  securing  the  health  of  the  cattle  wiihovt 
impeding  trade  or  raising  the  price  of  food. 
Now,  why  was  the  importation  of  cattle 
from  France  permitted  when  France  did 
not  exclude  foreign  cattle  in  the  waj  de- 
sired in  this  country  f  The  mMU  queetioo, 
however,  which  he  wished  to  put  was,  wbj 
the    privilege    of   importing  cattle    fron 
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Spain*  Portugal,  and  Franee  was  not 
granted  to  Hall,  Neweastle,  and  Leith»  as 
well  as  to  Liferpool  and  Soothampton? 
He  would  not  suppose  with  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  Norwood)  that 
the  reason  was  that  one  of  the  Members 
for  Southampton,  and  both  the  Members 
for  LiTorpooli  sat  on  the  Ministerial  side 
of  the  House;  while  Hull,  Newoastle, 
Leith,  Aberdeen,  and  Dundee  were  all  so 
unenlightened  as  to  return  Members  who 
sat  on  the  Opposition  side.  [''  Oh,  oh  !  "] 
He  was  protesting  against  that  view ;  but 
he  shoald  like  to  hear  some  other  reason 
assigned.  He  also  wished  to  know,  why 
the  importation  of  cattle  was  not  allowed 
from  Denmark,  Sweden,  and  Norway,  as 
well  as  from  Spain,  Portugal,  and  France? 
The  former  countries  being  free  from 
disease  equally  with  the  latter,  the  repre- 
sentatives of  these  ports  had  a  right  to 
know  upon  what  ground  these  different 
regulations  were  based;  and  if  no  satisfac- 
tory reason  could  be  assigned  it  might 
become  the  duty  of  some  hon.  Member,  on 
the  part  of  their  constituents,  to  prevent 
the  restriction  and  extinction  of  trade,  and 
the  lessening  the  supply  of  wholesome  food 
for  the  people,  by  mofing,  eyen  at  this 
period  of  the  Session,  an  Address  to  the 
Grown.  The  opinion  of  Parliament  would 
thus  be  taken  as  to  whether  there  should 
be  a  free  supply  of  food  in  this  country,  or 
whether,  as  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Robert 
Montagu)  had  intimated,  we  were  to  aban- 
don the  "  new  lamp  "  used  since  1842,  and 
revert  to  the  ''  old  lamp,"  which,  he  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  would  say,  served  the  purpose 
extremely  well — the  "old  lamp  "  being 
the  law  which  prohibited  the  importation 
of  foreign  cattle,  and  the  new  one  the 
measure  introduced  by  Sir  Robert  Peel, 
for  supporting  which  an  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  Neville- Grenvi He)  took  credit 
the  other  night.  The  ^new  lamp"  having 
been  thus  denounced  by  the  noble  Lord, 
It  was  necessnry  that  he  should  be  asked 
with  some  jealousy  for  an  explanation  of 
these  inequalities  in  the  administration  of 
the  law  by  the  Privy  Council  with  re- 
gard to  the  countries  and  ports  similarly 
situated. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAOU  said,  that 
having  already  spoken  on  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  he  must  solicit  the  indulgence 
of  the  House  in  answering  the  questions 
and  representations  which  had  been  ad- 
dressed to  him.  The  hon.  Members  who 
had  urged  complaints  had  failed  to  trace 
the  effect  to  the  proper  cause.    They  had 


complained  of  the  Act  of  last  Session 
which  enabled  the  Privy  Council  to  define 
parts  of  ports,  but  they  should  have  re- 
membered that  the  importation  of  foreign 
cattle  had  not  decreased,  but  had  rather 
increased,  since  the  passing  of  that  mea- 
sure. Even  if  the  importation  had  de- 
creased, it  had  not  been  in  consequence  of 
the  regulations  of  the  Privy  Council,  for 
in  that  case  the  decrease  would  not  have 
affected  sheep,  whereas  in  point  of  fact, 
the  importation  of  sheep,  which  came 
over  in  separate  vessels,  and  did  not  come 
within  the  Orders  of  the  Privy  Council, 
had  decreased  to  the  same  extent  as  that 
of  cattle.  The  real  cause  of  the  decrease, 
as  was  proved  before  the  Select  Commit- 
tee, was  that  when  the  prices  for  cattle 
and  sheep  were  high  on  the  Continent 
the  animals  were  attracted  to  Paris  and 
Brussels,  it  not  being  worth  white  to  im- 
port them  into  this  country  at  higher  freights 
for  longer  journeys,  unless  prices  were  very 
high  here,  for  the  margin  of  profit  was  in- 
sufficient to  enable  the  importers  to  make 
a  livelihood.  The  reason  why  the  privi- 
leges extended  to  the  South  Coast  and  to 
the  West  Coast  np  to  Glasgow  had  not 
been  granted  to  Newcastle,  Leith,  Hull, 
and  other  ports  was  this, — Spanish  cattle 
had  never  been  imported  in  any  numbers 
on  the  East  Coast;  a  few  had  been  imported 
one  year  and  the  next  year  none,  and  the 
trade  was  entirely  abnormal.  It  was 
evident  that  some  persons  had  attempted 
to  foster  a  trade  in  Spanish  and  French 
cattle  on  that  coast,  but  had  not  suc- 
ceeded, and  the  attempt  had  been  given 
up  before  the  cattle  plague  visited  this 
country.  It  was,  therefore,  useless  for 
the  Privy  Council  to  recognise  a  trade 
which  could  not  thrive  or  be  beneficial  to 
the  importers  under  any  circumstances. 
With  regard  to  Denmark — the  Spanish 
trade  was  a  totally  different  one  from  the 
Danish  trade.  The  Spanish  trade  was 
carried  on  in  certain  ships  which  were  set 
apart  for  that  trade  alone.  These  ships 
went  from  Liverpool  to  Spain  for  the 
purpose  of  bringing  over  casks  of  wine, 
and  when  there  was  space  cattle  were 
brought  over  also.  Danish  ships,  on  the 
other  hand,  went  indiscriminately  to  Rot  * 
terdam  and  to  the  Baltic  ports  ;  they 
might,  therefore,  be  contaminated,  and  the 
cattle  brought  over  in  them  would  be- 
come infected  while  on  the  voyage.  Nearly 
all  the  cattle  and  sheep  from  all  parts 
of  the  continent  of  Europe  were,  more- 
over, shipped  at  Oeestemtinde,  and  came 
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thMi«d  to  London.  Catlle  front  Htidgmyi 
Livonia,  and  other  proyinceB,  as  well  at 
from  Prusftia  and  Sehleswig  -  HoUtetn, 
were  shipped  together  there,  and  arrived 
in  London  on  the  same  day  \  so  that  if 
the  oattle  from  any  one  pro? inoe  were  in- 
fected, all  the  oattle  shipped  there  would 
heeome  infeoted  also.  This  was  bis  an- 
swer to  the  questions  of  the  right  hen. 
Gentleman  the  Memher  for  South  Lan- 
cashire (Mr.  Gladstone). 

Mr.  OANDLISH  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  not  touched  the  case  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire ;  and,  besides,  the  noble 
Lord  was  in  error  witb  respect  to  the 
commercial  facts.  The  right  bon.  Gentle* 
man  had  asked  why  Spanish  cattle^  which 
were  permitted  to  come  to  the  South  and 
West  Coast,  were  not  permitted  to  come  to 
the  East  Coast ;  and  all  the  noble  Lord 
had  to  say  in  reply  was  that  there  was  a 
special  trade  between  Liverpool  and  Spain 
which  did  not  extend  to  the  North-east 
Coast,  and,  therefore,  the  cattle  would  not 
come  there.  If  there  was  no  importation 
of  cattle  at  present  from  Spain  or  Portugal 
Into  the  North-eastern  ports,  why  impose  any 
restrictions  ?  That  was  a  very  good  rea- 
son why  the  noble  Lord  should  stand  aside 
and  not  interfere.  The  trade,  if  a  natural 
trade,  would  soon  develope  itself.  But  ho 
was  prepared  to  state,  in  opposition  to 
the  noble  Lord,  that  there  existed  a  large 
trade  between  Spain  and  the  ports  of  Hull, 
Aberdeen,  Sunderland,  and  Newcastle. 
There  were  large  imports  of  ore,  which 
was  a  very  heavy  cargo,  and  to  fill  up 
the  unoccupied  space  necessarily  left  in 
vessels  loaded  with  such  cargo,  cattle  could 
be  easily  and  most  advantageously  imported 
from  Spain  to  these  North-eastern  ports. 

Mb.  clay  said,  that  the  noble  Lord 
bad  stated  that  the  only  reason  for  not 
granting  to  the  North-eastern  ports  the 
privilege  granted  to  Liverpool  was  that 
there  was  no  trade  in  Spanish  cattle  with 
those  ports.  Now,  without  entering  into 
the  question  of  the  extent  of  the  oattle 
trade  between  Spain  and  the  Eastern  ports, 
be  wished  to  know  what  proof  there  was 
that,  under  present  circumstances,  the 
trade  might  not  prove  a  paying  one,  when 
other  ports  prosecuted  it  so  beneficially. 
He  would  claim,  on  the  very  grounds  ad- 
vanced by  the  noble  Lord,  that  the  North- 
eastern ports  should  be  declared  open  for 
the  entry  of  those  oattle. 

Mr.  MOFFATT  said,  he  must  ask  the 
House  to  pause  before  proceeding  farther 
Lord  Molert  Uonkigu 


with  this  measnfe.  The  noblct  Lord  niigllt 
declare  that  be  would  not  allow  eertnn 
articles  to  be  imported  into  certain  plaees 
because  those  places  had  no  trade  •f  the 
kind  before.  But  it  waa  tbe  duty  of  the 
Government  to  encourage  importations  in 
every  way.  In  1866,  284i000  head  of 
oattle  and  800,000  sheep  had  been  im- 
ported, while  in  1867  the  noanbera  had 
fallen  to  177,000  bead  of  cattle  and 
540,000  abeUp  ;  and  yet  the  Privy  Conneil 
plumed  itself  on  showing  snob  paternal 
care  in  providing  for  the  wants  of  the 
people. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  *'  That 
this  House  will,  at  the  rising  of  the  House 
this  day,  adioum  till  Monday  next.'' — (J6*. 
Jacob  Bright) 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  38;  Noes 
105 :  Majority  67. 

METROPOLITAN    FOREIGN    CATTLE 

MARKET   (re-commUed)  BILL— {Biu   139.] 

(^Lord  Bolmt  MoMagUy  Mr,  Hunt,) 

OOHMITTBB.      [Progttsi  July  20.] 

Bill  eonndwed  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee). 

Clause  3  (Constitution  of  Market  Au- 
thority). 

Thx  CHANCELLOR  or  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said»  he  would  appeal  to  bia  hoa. 
Friend  (Mr.  Selwin-lbbetson)  to  withdraw 
his  Amendment.  It  would  be  certain  to  give 
rise  to  mucb  opposition  and  take  ap  mock 
time  ;  and  therefore,  in  the  interest  of  these 
who  wished  that  the  Bill  should  peaa.  it 
would  be  more  prndent  to  withdraw  the 
Amendment* 

Mb.  SELWIN-IBBETSON  aaid.  that 
his  sole  object  had  been  to  ndvanoe  the 
measure,  but  be  was  prepared,  in  defereeee 
to  the  wish  now  expressed,  to  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  begged  ea 
behalf  of  tbe  ratepayers  of  Lcmdon  te 
express  his  gratification  that  this  Aai^tod* 
ment  had  been  withdrawn. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON:  I  wiah  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  tbe  Excheqaert  aa 
the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  London  have 
declined  to  give  any  assurance  that  they 
will  become  the  market  authority,  and  have 
refused  the  terms  the  Government  haro 
proposed  to  them  in  order  to  induce  tbeos 
to  become  the  market  authority,  why  ahoiil4 
their  name  not  be  omitted  oa  well  aa  thttt 
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of  the  Board  of  Works  ?  I  mi  quite  at  ft 
loss  to  know  what  the  Goveroment  are 
are  about.  In  the  first  instanoe  the  Go- 
Tern  men  t  themselves  proposed  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works.  The  Committee 
struok  ont  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  The  Government  requested  the 
Board  should  be  introdoeed,  and  now  when 
it  has  been  proposed  to  restore  the  provi- 
sion, we  are  told  the  Government  abandon 
altogether  that  part  of  their  plan»  and  that 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  are  not 
to  be  their  authority  at  all.  This  continual 
change  of  plan  does  shake  mj  confidence 
in  the  Government.  Within  the  last  three 
days  we  have  had  from  the  Government 
three  different  plans.  First  of  all  we  were 
told  by  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
he  felt  confident  that  the  City  would 
undertake  it.  Then  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  told  us  that  he  had  a  plan  that 
would  be  sure  to  succeed  with  the  City, 
that  they  were  going  to  take  it  into  con- 
sideration. At  the  Common  Council 
yesterday,  a  very  formal  proceeding  took 
place.  A  clause  was  put  upon  the  Paper 
that  the  Islington  market  tolls  were  to  be 
increased,  and  that  £300,000  was  to  be 
advanced  to  the  Corporation  of  the  City 
of  London.  Tes :  but  the  City  of  London 
rejected  that  offer.  Now,  I  say,  you  have 
no  market  authority.  As  for  the  Commis- 
sioners, it  is  a  perfbct  absurdity.  We  used 
to  have  three  characters  in  this  Bill.  First, 
there  was  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of 
London  ;  if  they  would  not  take  it,  then 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  would 
take  it ;  and  if  none  of  these  would  take 
it,  then  there  were  to  be  five  Royal  Cattle 
Market  Commissioners  to  be  appointed  by 
the  Government.  Well,  then,  where  are 
we?  Many  agricultural  friends  of  mine 
are  of  opinion  that  the  Government  have 
conducted  this  question  in  a  very  unsatis- 
factory manner,  and  I  shall  move  a  distinct 
Resolution  that  the  course  they  have  taken 
in  regard  to  the  Bill  under  discussion  has 
been  of  a  vacillating  and  unsatisfactory 
character.  The  House  has  a  right  to  know 
clearly  and  distinctly  who  are  to  be  the 
parties  that  are  to  manage  the  foreign 
cattle  trade  of  this  country :  I  beg  therefore 
to  ask  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown — or 
if  the  First  Minister  will  not  condescend 
to  answer,  then  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer— as  the  Corporation  have  refused 
the  office,  and  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  has  been  withdrawn  from  the  Bill, 
who  is  to  be  the  market  authority  in  this 
Bill? 


The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER :  The  right  hen.  Gentleman  has 
asked  me  a  question  a  great  many  times 
over,  which  I  should  have  been  perfeetly 
ready  to  answer,  if  it  had  only  been  put  to 
me  once.  The  right  hen.  Gentleman  wished 
to  know  what  the  Government  were  about  ? 
I  will  tell  him  very  bnefiy.  The  Govern- 
ment are  doing  their  best  to  pass  this  Bill. 
He  says  we  have  been  vacillating  in  this 
matter.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  we  are 
unable  to  pass  this  Bill  in  the  shape 
that  we  should  have  liked,  but  that  is 
owing  to  the  machinations — [''  Oh,  oh  !"] 
—As  exception  seems  to  be  taken  to  that 
word,  I  shall  say  that  we  have  been  com- 
pelled to  altet*  our  plan,  owing  to  the 
operations — no  one  can  take  exception  to 
the  word  "operations" — of  those  Gentle- 
men who  are  opposed  to  the  Bill.  The 
operations,  I  repeat,  of  those  who  have 
opposed  us  have  thrown  great  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  the  Government,  and  there* 
fore  they  have  been  obliged  to  take  the 
course  which  they  consider  most  expedient 
in  order  to  pass  this  measure.  The  right 
hen.  Gentleman  has  spoken  of  the  with- 
drawal of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
from  the  Bill.  Our  reason  for  doing  so 
was  this :  it  was  felt  that  a  great  deal  of 
time  would  have  been  lost  in  discussion, 
had  we  supported  the  proposition  to  keep 
that  body  in  the  Bill.  The  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  was  struck  out  of  the  Bill 
by  the  Select  Committee,  and,  as  time  wss 
precious,  we  did  not  think  it  desirable  to 
persist  in  re-inserting  it.  Had  we  retained 
the  Board  of  Works  in  the  measure  they 
would  have  been  the  market  authorities. 
As  the  Bill  stands,  however,  the  Corpora- 
tion of  London  may  become  so  if  they 
chooee.w.[Mr.  Milner  Gibsoit  :  They  have 
refused.] — I  do  not  believe  that  that  is 
the  case.  They  have  only  refused  a  pro- 
posed compulsory  arrangement.  An  officer 
of  the  Corporation  made  a  proposition  to 
the  Government,  which  was  entertained  ; 
and  the  Government  proposed  that,  if  the 
proposition  was  inserted  in  the  Bill,  it 
should  be  compulsory  on  the  Corporation 
to  become  the  market  authority.  We  pro- 
pose to  put  in  the  Bill  that  the  Corpora- 
tion shall  be  the  market  authority  upon 
certain  terms  ;  and  in  the  event  of  their 
refusing,  the  Commissioners  will  then  be- 
come the  market  authority.  We  have  dis- 
cussed the  question  of  what  funds  there 
will  be  for  the  erection  of  the  market,  and 
we  decided  that  the  funds  which  the  Com- 
misaioners  weuld  hafe  to  leek  to  for  this 
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parpoBe  would  be  the  market  tolls.  The 
question  has  been  asked,  will  persons  lend 
money  on  the  security  of  those  tolls  ?  We 
have  reason  to  belieye  that  they  will.  Of 
course,  if  capitalists  refuse  to  lend  their 
money  the  Bill  will  be  inoperative  with  a 
Commission  ;  but  we  understand  that  per- 
sons will  lend  money  upon  the  security  I 
have  mentioned.  Believing  that  to  be  the 
ease,  we  shall  press  forward  this  Bill,  leav- 
ing it  to  the  Corporation  of  London  to  be- 
come the  market  authority,  and  failing  the 
Corporation  to  the  Commissioners.  I  hope 
I  have  given  a  plain  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman— [No ! "] 
•—It  may  not  be  satisfactory  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  says  *'  no  "  ;  but  I  have 
endeavoured  to  answer  the  question  put  to 
me  as  practically  and  as  plainly  as  pos- 
sible, and  I  hope  the  Bill  will  be  allowed  to 
proceed. 

Mb.  ATRTON  said,  he  thought  the 
answer  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  by  no  means  been  satisfactory  as  far  as 
regarded  the  elucidation  of  the  question 
raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Ashton-under-Lyne.  [••  Oh, 
oh  !  "]  Hon.  Members  must  make  up 
their  minds  to  allow  the  Bill  to  be  dis- 
cussed, or  to  postpone  the  debate.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  said  that 
he  was  unable  to  proceed  with  this  Bill 
owing  to  the  machinations  of  Gentlemen 
on  the  Liberal  side  of  the  House.  He 
(Mr.  Ayrton)  denied  that  such  had  been 
the  case.  The  Government  themselves 
were  alone  to  blame  for  what  had  occurred. 
All  the  difficulties  in  connection  with  the 
Bill  had  arisen  out  of  the  fact  that  the  Go- 
Temment,  when  they  introduced  the  mea- 
sure, did  not  deal  frankly  and  fairly  with 
the  question.  Had  they  proclaimed  their 
design  at  the  outset,  the  country  would 
have  been  aroused  and  the  Bill  would  have 
been  defeated.  But  they  kept  back  the 
material  portion  of  their  scheme  until  the 
measure  was  far  advanced  in  Committee, 
and  the  financial  scheme  which  they  now 
brought  forward  as  new  they  had  under 
their  notice  when  they  first  devised  their 
scheme.  They  had  therefore  created  the 
difficulties  and  were  responsible  for  the 
reception  which  the  Bill  had  met  with. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  if  it  was  a  matter 
of  Imperial  interest,  that  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  the  food  of  the  country,  restrictions 
should  be  imposed  on  the  importation  of 
foreign  cattle  into  the  port  of  London,  the 
public  generally  ought  to  contribute  to 
meet  the  expenditure  which  would  thus  be 
2h0  Ohanedhr  of  the  Ikch$fmr 


incurred,  and  the  whole  of  the  barden 
ought  not  to  fall  upon  the  inhabitants  of 
the  metropolis.  He  thought  the  ag^» 
cultural  interest  had  great  cause  of  eom- 
plaint  against  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, who  was  willing  to  give  them 
anything  but  money.  The  measure  was 
in  a  most  unsatisfactory  condition,  and 
had  better  be  put  off  till  next  Session. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  that  looking  at 
the  amount  of  compensation  that  woold  be 
required,  he  doubted  whether  any  penons 
would  be  found  to  undertake  the  dotj  of 
Commissioners.  Recollecting  the  great 
loss  which  the  country  bad  suffered  from 
the  cattle  plague,  he  had  hitherto  sap- 
ported  the  Bill,  but  he  should  objeot  to 
constitute  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  as  the  market  authoritj,  beeauae 
that  body  was  already  in  debt,  aod  was 
only  able  to  get  money  the  other  daj  by 
the  guarantee  of  the  Govemmeot. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdravm. 

Mr.  LOCEIE  moved  in  page  2,  Hoe  16 
to  omit  from  '*  if  "  to  the  end  of  the  clause. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  given 
the  House  no  information  as  to  the  source 
whence  the  required  funds  were  to  come. 
It  was  quite  certain  that  the  City  of  Lon- 
don had  refused  to  be  the  market  antbo- 
rity.  At  the  present  moment  the  Corpo- 
ration were  losing  £6,000  a  year  bj  the 
Copenhagen  market,  to  which  eatUe  of 
all  kinds  might  be  brought;  and  it  was 
no  wonder  that  they  should  decline  to 
spend  £750,000  or  £1,000,000  upon 
establishing  a  new  one,  to  which  only 
foreign  animals  would  come.  The  Com- 
mittee, in  their  anxiety  that  nobody  should 
be  injured,  said  that  everybody  was  to  be 
compensated.  The  City  knew  very  well 
what  that  meant.  They  would  not  under- 
take anything  of  the  sort.  It  was  really 
impossible  to  imagine  what  they  would 
have  to  lay  out,  and  they  would  be  on- 
worthy  of  public  confidence  if  they  under- 
took to  establish  this  market  for  foreign 
cattle  only.  Their  losses  would  be  tre- 
mendous. He  only  looked  at  the  olaase 
in  a  common-sense  point  of  view.  It 
was  evident  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  now  in  a  more  melancholy 
position  financially  than  that  in  which  he 
had  been  placed  when  that  subject  had 
last  been  under  discussion. '  Then  be  bad 
a  prospect  of  getting  money  ;  now  he 
could  not  hope  for  a  penny.  The  Corpora- 
tion of  London  had  deolined  to  accept  tbe 
responsibility  they   had  been  invited   to 
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undertake,  and  it  would  be  idle  to  expect 
that  thej  would  enter  into  anj  compaot 
with  the  Goyernment  in  reference  to  the 
matter.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  told  them  that  he  would  profide  no 
money  to  buy  the  land  or  to  build  the  mar- 
ket ;  but  that  it  might  be  done  by  mortgag- 
ing the  tolls.  But  if  the  market  were  built 
it  would  never  realize  sufficient  in  tolls  to 
meet  the  outlay.  Land  would  have  to  be 
bought ;  both  banks  of  the  Thames  would 
have  to  be  compensated.  When  the  City 
authorities,  who  had  all  the  tolls  of  Co- 
penhagen market,  lost  a  Urge  sum  every 
year,  would  any  man  in  his  senses  lend 
money  on  the  prospect  of  such  tolls  ?  The 
whole  thing  was  absurd  and  ridiculous,  un- 
less the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  advance  the  money,  which  he  would 
not,  nor  would  the  House  agree  to  his 
doing  so.  Would  the  agriculturists,  who 
were  represented  by  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site, advance  the  money?  As  a  metropoli- 
tan Member  he  would  resist  this  clause  to 
the  utmost.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
seemed  to  think  that  metropolitan  Mem- 
bers had  no  feelings  whatever  in  question 
where  beef  and  mutton  were  concerned. 
If  hon.  Members  opposite  were  not  urged 
on  by  their  constituents,  they  would  take 
the  same  view  that  he  did  of  this  scheme, 
and  agree  to  his  Amendment. 

Page  2,  line  16,  Amendment  proposed, 
to  leave  out  from  the  word  "if,"  to  the 
end  of  the  Clause.^-(J/r.  XocA;^.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  MOFFATT  said,  they  were  told 
that  there  were  some  negotiations  pending 
between  the  Corporation  of  London  and 
the  Government  upon  the  subject,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  convenient  if  the 
House  were  informed  as  to  the  state  of 
those  negotiations. 

Mb.  HEADLAM  said,  the  Government 
were  seeking  to  establish  a  market  in  the 
largest  town  in  the  world,  contrary  to  the 
wishes  of  the  inhabitants,  as  expressed  by 
their  representatives  —  the  executive  go- 
vernment of  that  town  having  declined  to 
carry  out  the  Bill.  He  would  not  have  it 
imputed  to  him  that  he  had  sanctioned 
such  a  course  even  by  his  silence.  The 
security  offered  to  those  who  were  to  bnild 
the  market  was  the  continuance  of  a  sepa- 
rate foreign  cattle  market,  but  he  should 
use  whatever  influence  he  possessed  here- 

TOL.  OXCIII.   [third  series.] 


after  to  injure  and  diminish  that  security 
by  doing  away  with  the  system. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  he  hoped 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  in- 
form the  House  who  the  persons  in  the  City 
were  whom  he  represented  as  ready  to  ad- 
yance  the  funds  for  establishing  this  mar- 
ket on  the  security  of  the  tolls.  He  did 
not  think  any  man  out  of  a  lunatic  asylum 
would  be  found  ready  to  advance  the 
money  on  tolls  which  really  presented  no 
security  whatever;  for  what  guarantee 
could  be  given  that  any  cattle  would  come 
to  the  market  at  all.  Certainly,  if  the 
respective  Orders  in  Council  should  be  re- 
pealedy  the  foreign  cattle  would  go  back  to 
its  old  channels,  to  be  sent  to  London  via 
Harwich,  Newhaven,  and  Southampton, 
without  going  near  the  new  foreign  cattle 
market  at  all.  Sheep  might  now  beimported 
into  Harwich  (in  vessels  which  did  not  bring 
cattle),  and  the  moment  the  restrictions 
were  removed  the  importation  of  sheep 
into  the  port  of  Harwich  had  revived. 
That  would  be  the  case  with  cattle  as  soon 
as  the  restriction  was  removed.  This  Bill 
had  been  supported  by  hon.  Members  on 
the  other  side  in  the  hope  that  it  would 
restrict  the  number  of  cattle  coming  into 
the  London  market.  If  the  importation 
was  to  be  limited,  how  were  the  tolls  con- 
templated by  the  Bill  as  a  security  for  re- 
payment of  the  expenses  of  the  scheme  to 
he  r&ised  z 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  that 
the  opinions  of  hon.  Members  opposite  were 
contradictory.  They  maintained,  on  the 
one  hand,  that  the  Bill  would  be  inoperative 
if  it  became  law ;  if  so,  it  followed  that  it 
could  do  neither  good  nor  harm.  If  that 
were  their  honest  belief,  why  did  they  come 
down,  day  after  day,  to  oppose  the  Bill, 
losing  both  their  time  and  their  temper  in 
the  operation  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEYRE  said,  that 
while  he  admitted  his  belief  that  the  Bill 
would  be  inoperative,  he  opposed  it  because 
it  would  affirm  a  bad  principle. 

Mr.  HENLET  said,  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  had  been  vehement  in  their  ob- 
jections to  the  creation  q^  the  market  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill  ;  they  now  asserted  that 
the  market  could  never  be  started,  even  if 
the  Bill  passed.  Nothing  would  suit  the 
Liberal  opponents  of  the  Bill.  Why  could 
they  not  allow  it  to  pass  ?  They  would 
do  so  if  they  really  believed,  as  they  said, 
that  none  but  lunatics  would  advance  money 
under  the  Bill  towards  the  expenses  of  the 
market.     It  might  be  true  that  the  City 
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of  London  were  losing  £6,000  a  ye^r  by 
their  market,  but  it  must  be  remembered 
that  that  market  was  in  the  heart  of  London 
and  in  a  most  expensiye  locality,  and  it  did 
not  at  all  follow  that  a  market  seyen  miles 
out  of  London  would  not  pay  its  expenses. 
If  the  Bill  could  not  be  carried  into  effect, 
why  should  there  be  so  much  opposition  ? 
Let  the  responsibility  of  such  a  great 
failure — if  failure  it  was  to  be — rest  with 
the  Ooyemment  who  proposed  the  scheme. 
Considering,  howerer,  the  suppoK  the  Bill 
had  received  in  that  House,  let  the  pro- 
posal be  at  least  tried. 

Mft.  QOSCHBN  said,  that  if  the  Bill 
was  now  inoperative  it  Was  because  the 
Exertions  of  hon.  Members  on  the  Opposi- 
tion side  of  the  House  had  made  it  sd. 
They  had  succeeded  in  sweeping  away  the 
proposals  to  rate  the  inhabitants  of  the 
Metropolis,  and  to  raise  the  necessary  se^ 
Curity  by  increasing  the  tolls  in  themikrket 
at  Islington  ;  a  concession  had  also  been 
made  in  the  case  of  sheep,  and  in  those  three 
important  respects  the  Bill  had  thus  been 
i^endered  innocuous.  In  fact  the  financial 
part  of  the  scheme  had  completely  broken 
down.  The  Bill  must  be  a  complete  failure. 
He  shotkid  be  glad,  however,  to  understand 
explicitly  from  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Robert 
Montagu)  whether  the  report  was  oorfect 
that  the  Court  of  Common  Council  had 
refused  to  consider  the  Bill  unless  the  com- 
pensation clauses  were  withdrawn,  artd 
further  whether  the  noble  Lord  ikitended 
to  secbre  the  support  of  the  City  by  aban- 
dobing  those  clauses,  or  to  retain  them 
and  encounter  the  opposition  of  the  City  ? 

Mb.  ATRTON  said,  thd  only  object  in 
t>res8ing  the  Bill  was  to  get  the  vicious  prin- 
ciple it  contained  confirmed,  and  for  that 
same  reason  he  opposed  it.  [**  Divide ! ''] 
As  the  Committee  seemed  indisposed  to 
contiuue  the  discussion,  he  would  mov^ 
ihAi  they  should  report  Progress. 

llotion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again.  — {Mr.  Ayrion,) 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayas  32  ; 
NeeslOfi:  Majoyty  73. 

Mit.  ATRTON  said,  he  must  complain 
that  while  hon.  Oentlemen  opposite  listened 
tfith  ^eat  attention  to  charges  brought 
against  his  side  of  the  Honse,  they  met  hib 
tindioation  with  persistant  interruption.  He 
was  not  disposed  to  submit  to  that.  He 
maintained  it  was  a  false  <^harge  to  saj 
that  his  side  of  the  House  was  doing  what 
VaS  absuM  And  ihoonsistettt.  There  Was 
Mr.  MmUy 


nothing  ineensistent  In  r^aaiog  to  pass  a 
measure  that  would  not  work,  but  whieb 
contained  principles  that  were  pemictoas 
and  mischievous.  The  Chancellor  of  Ibe 
Exchequer  had  given  some  colour  of  prse- 
ticability  to  the  measure  by  telling  the 
Hiouse  that  there  were  some  commereiid 
gentlemen  who  were  willing  to  carry  est 
the  measure  by  eontract.  Bni  what  be 
wanted  to  know  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was,  whether  they  would  ondertske 
to  pay  for  the  compensations  contained  in 
the  Bill  ? 

The  CHANCBLLOR  of  ibb  BXCHl^ 
QUBR  :  I  did  not  say  we  had  reeeiyed  a 
tender;  but  that  we  had  reason  to  beliefs 
that  persons  would  come  forward  with  the 
money. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON :  Sir.  I  eon- 
tend  that  this  is  a  measure  of  oonfisostioa. 
One  individual  will  be  depriyed  of  property 
which,  if  sold  in  the  market,  would  feteb 
£7,000  or  £8,000.  Yoo  are  gotng  to 
prevent  the  constitnents  of  the  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  from  using  their  free- 
hold property  as  the  law  allows  ihem, 
though  the  Committee  has  decided  tbat 
such  a  taking  away  of  private  property  for 
the  public  benefit  oannot  be  carried  ost 
without  compensation. 

The  chancellor  op  thb  BXCHB- 
QUER:  I  rise  to  Order.  The  oueafeion  is, 
whether  certain  persons  should  be  ap« 
pointed  Commissioners?  and  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  going  into  the  question  of  oom- 
pensation. 

Mr.   MILNER    GIBSON:    Thai  is  a 
reason  why  they  should  not  be  appointed. 
The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHB- 
QUER  :  It  is  not  competent  now  to  discnes 
it. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN  :  The  Amendment 
does  not  inyolye  the  question  of  compenas- 
tion. 

Mr.  MILNBR  GIBSON :  Well,  then, 
ybu  propose  to  appoint  Commissioners ;  I 
object  to  your  appointing  Commissio&ers. 
And  #hy  do  I  object  ?  Beoanse  yon  haye 
told  OS  distinctly  that  these  Commiasionera 
Are  not  to  be  provided  with  any  funds.  If 
yon  appoint  Commissioners  to  take  awsy 
property  for  which  the  owners  are  entitled 
to  compensation,  those  Commissioners  muet 
be  provided  with  money  to  giye  that  com* 
pensation.  This  measure  reminds  one  of 
the  times  of  the  French  Revolution.  [''Ob, 
oh!'']  It  is  all  very  well  for  hon.  Qentiemen 
to  cry  "  Oh  !"  whose  estates  are  fiotgoiog 
to  be  meddled  with;  but  if  they  were  the 
owners  of  taloable  vrharres  and  landings 
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plaMs,  aid  were  told  that  CommiMioners 
were  to  be  a|>pointed  to  take  a  way  their 
property  without  funds  to  eompensate  them, 
tber4  would  be  a  perfect  rebellioil  amongst 
them.  I  stand  here  to  resist  this  pernioious 
attempt  to  appoint  Commissioners  to  take 
away  private  property  tvithokit  the  eonsent 
of  the  owners,  and  without  the  means  of 
compensating  them.  Is  it  necessary  to 
hare  Commissioners  to  manage  a  dirty 
market,  to  be  {^ofed,  as  I  Understand^  at 
the  outlet  of  tlie  Aiain  sewer,  the  most  dis* 
agreeable  place  near  the  metropolis?  [''Oh, 
oh  !'']  I  deny  that  I  am  using  arguments 
unfit  to  be  heard  in  the  Honse  el  Commons, 
though  I  may  appear  to  be  more  energetic 
'than  I  ought  to  be.  The  principle  I  advo- 
cate is  a  sound  one-— the  principle  you  ad- 
▼ocate  is  a  dangerous  one— a  revolutionary 
one.  I  object  to  the  appointment  of  Crown 
Commissioners  to  manage  a  cattle  market. 
The  proposition  is  ludicrous  when  we  con- 
sider that  these  Royal  Commissioners,  with 
all  their  dignity,  are  not  to  have  a  farthing 
of  money.  I  have  another  objection — I 
think  it  is  a  most  objeetionable  principle  to 
appoint  Boyal  Commissioners  to  look  after 
municipal  affahrs.  A  metropolitan  market 
ought  to  be  under  the  management  of  the 
metropolitan  local  authorities,  and  if  there 
is  a  strong  objection  on  the  part  of  the 
municipal  authorities  to  the  scheme  you 
propose,  you  have  ao  right  to  force  the 
municipality  to  carry  it  in^  effect^  or  to 
appoint  Royal  Commissioners  to  do  so.  If 
you  cannot  induce  the  local  manicipal  autho- 
rities of  the  City  to  undertake  your  scheme, 
rely  upon  it  they  beliete  that  scheme  not 
to  be  for  the  benefit  of  their  constituents. 
The  opposition  to  the  Bill  has  been  success- 
fully carried  on  in  two  respects.  Firsts  it 
was  proposed  by  the  Bill  to  eidude  all 
foreign  cattle  and  sheep.  Some  of  the 
sheep  are  now  to  be  let  in.  Then,  with 
respect  to  the  2nd  clause,  which  provided 
for  the  imposition  of  rates  oa  the  inhabitants 
of  London  for  the  support  of  the  market, 
the  Government  has  been  induced  to  with- 
draw that  obnoxious  proposal  to  tax  the 
ratepayers  of  London  in  order  to  carry  out 
a  Bill  which  was  intended  to  increase  the 
price  of  their  meat.  [*•  No,  no  !"]  Why, 
the  noble  Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  admitted  that  the  Bill  would  have 
that  effect,  and  I  can  prove,  out  of  the 
mouths  of  the  witnesses  for  the  Bill,  that 
its  operations  would  have  that  pernicious 
effect.  Indeed,  I  will  confine  myself  exclu- 
sively, in  my  criticism  of  the  Bill,  to  the 
evidence  of  the  Government  themselvea* 


Now,  with  regard  to  the  price  of  meat- 
[''Question,  question!"] 

The  CHAIE&iAN:  The  right  hon« 
Gentleman  is  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  he  was  as  favourable 
as  the  Goyemment  could  be  to  the  princi- 
ple of  this  Bill,  and  he  did  not  approve 
some  of  the  means  which  had  been  used  in 
the  course  of  these  discussions  to  defeat  it. 
But  he  wanted  to  make  an  appeal  to  the 
Governmenti  It  was  quite  clear  that  the 
market,  if  it  was  to  be  established,  would 
involve  a  large  expenditure  of  money.  If 
they  were  in  earnest — and  he  was  in 
earnest  in  wishing  to  see  it  established — 
they  ought  to  provide  money  for  it.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  they  must  have  one 
of  three  things— either  they  must  have 
rinderpest  continually  in  this  country  ;  or 
they  must  seriously  interfere  with  Uie  in- 
ternal traflSc  in  cattle  ;  or  they  must  have 
all  foreign  cattle  killed  on  their  arrival. 
He  believod  the  last  was  the  best  course 
to  adopt ;  but  he  thought  that  in  bringing 
in  A  Bill  with  that  object  the  Government 
ought  not  to  ask  the  approval  of  Parliament 
to  a  measure  which  would  have  no  effect. 
If  the  carrying  out  of  the  Bill  would  in- 
volve a  large  expenditure  of  money  the 
Government  ought  to  show  Parliament 
there  was  some  reasonable  exectation  that 
the  money  would  be  forthcoming.  To  do 
them  justice,  he  must  say  they  had  tried 
to  do  80*  They  had  first  proposed  that 
the  money  should  come  from  a  body  having 
large  estates— the  Corporation  of  London 
—and  that  the  Corporation  should  depend 
upon  the  prospect  of  being  re-paid  by  tolls. 
But  he  understood  it  was  now  admitted — 
in  this,  perhaps,  he  might  be  wrong — that 
the  Corporation  were  not  willing  to  take 
the  matter  up. 

Thb  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER :  They  are  not  willing  to  bbd 
themselves. 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  he  was  not  astonished 
at  that,  because  already  they  had  a  large 
market  by  which  they  were  losing  money. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson) 
had  said  that  the  Corporation  resisted  this 
Bill  because  it  would  not  benefit  their  con- 
stituents. Not  at  all.  They  resisted  it 
because  they  had  an  interest  in  another 
market.  Then  the  Government  had  pro- 
posed that  the  oMrket  should  be  established 
by  rated  to  be  levied  by  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works ;  but  he  did  not  wonder 
that  there  should  be  a  strong  objection  in 
the  metropolis  to  have  the  expense  of  what 
was  A  national  objeot  throim  on  the  inhabit* 
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tAnts  of  London  alone.  What,  then,  re- 
mained. As  the  Bill  stood  Commiisioners, 
were  to  he  appointed  who  would  hare 
power  to  charge  tolls  in  the  market  when 
it  was  made,  and  who  would  hate  the 
power  of  borrowing  monej  on  the  seenritj 
of  those  tolls.  The  question,  then,  was,  as 
to  whether  the  securitj  was  adequate.  The 
Commissioners  would  have  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament empowering  them  to  make  the 
market ;  but  the  financial  success  of  the 
market  would  depend  upon  its  haring  a 
monopoly.  What  seeority  would  there  be 
for  its  having  a  monopoly  ?  The  Orders 
of  the  Privy  Council,  which  the  Priry 
Council  could  at  any  time  rescind  or  alter  ? 
That  was  not  good  mercantile  security.  It 
was  not  security  on  which  to  raise  the  large 
sum  of  money  that  would  be  necessary  in 
this  case.  Therefore,  what  he  would  say 
to  the  Government  was  this — If  they  really 
thought  this  Bill  one  of  great  importance, 
as  he  really  thought  it  was,  let  them  be 
prepared  to  make  some  proposal,  by  means 
of  which  the  money  could  be  raised.  It  would 
be  necessary  to  have,  not  only  the  security 
of  the  market  itself,  but  also  the  security  of 
a  monopoly,  which  monopoly  should  not  rest 
on  the  Orders  of  any  Government.  It  seemed 
to  him,  therefore,  to  be  essential  that  the 
whole  subject  should  be  dealt  with  by  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  that  the  fate  of  the 
market  should  not  be  left  to  Orders  in 
Council.  If  the  Government  were  not 
prepared  to  adopt  that  course,  the  only 
other  proposal  they  could  make  was  one 
for  providing  the  required  funds  out  of  the 
Revenue  of  the  country.  If  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  meet  the  difficulty  to  which 
he  had  directed  their  attention,  he  did  not 
see. any  use  in  their  proceeding  with  a 
measure  which  would  be  of  no  practical 
benefit. 

Mr.  M'LAREN  said,  he  desired  to  know 
— supposing  there  was  no  difficulty  about 
security — how  the  charge  of  £12,000  (4 
per  cent  upon  £300,000)  a  year  was  to  be 
met  for  the  first  few  years  of  the  trust, 
and  where  the  money  was  to  come  from 
to  pay  the  interest  of  the  money  borrowed. 
If  compensation  was  given,  there  would 
be  no  funds  to  pay  the  interest,  and  if  the 
interest  was  paid  there  would  be  no  money 
to  pay  the  compensations. 

Mh.  DE  GRET  said,  be  thought  it  was 
evident  that  the  intention  of  hon.  Members 
on  the  other  side  was  to  defeat  the  mea- 
sure by  any  means  in  their  power.  Their 
opposition  was  elaborately  obstructive,  and 
it  might  save  time  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
Mr.  Lowe 


tleman  at  the  head  of  the  Govemmest 
would  give  them  an  assurance  that  he  wu 
determined,  under  any  cireumstanees,  to 
pass  the  Bill,  and  that  he  would  not  adfiie 
Her  Majesty  to  prorogue  Parliament  until 
the  Bill  was  passed. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  said,  that  the  Bill,  if 
carried,  would  probably  be  inoperatiTe; 
and  why,  therefore,  should  it  beprened? 
["  No  I  "]  Well,  where  was  the  money 
to  be  procured  by  means  of  which  to  carrj 
out  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  ? 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  tee  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  the  question  had  beeo 
repeatedly  answered.  He  had  stated  se- 
veral times  that  if  the  matter  were  left  to 
the  Commissioners  they  would  have  nothing 
but  the  tolls  as  a  security  for  raising  tbe 
money.  The  Corporation  so  raised  monej 
when  the  Islington  Cattle  Market  Bill  m 
passed.  He  had  been  assured  that  in  tbe 
event  of  the  Bill  passing  persona  conld  be 
found  who  would  be  willing  to  adranee 
money  upon  that  security,  and  also  that 
there  would  be  no  practical  diffieoitj  in 
constructing  the  market.  In  replj  to 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Calne  (Mr.  Lowe),  he  conld  only  asj  that 
a  monopoly  would  be  secored  to  the  mar- 
ket as  far  as  cattle  coming  into  the  port 
of  London,  and  sheep  coming  with  them, 
were  concerned  ;  though  if  the  right  hoc 
Gentleman  were  of  opinion  that  the  seeo- 
rity was  insufficient,  it  would,  of  coone, 
be  open  to  him  to  move  that  no  cattle 
should  come  into  the  metropolitan  area, 
except  through  that  market. 

Mh.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  felt  asaored 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Calne  (Mr.  Lowe)  had  no  intention  of  in- 
terposing a  difficulty.  In  his  opinion,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Ezohequer  had  failed  to 
give  a  satisfactory  answer  to  the  qoeatiea 
as  to  how  the  money  was  to  be  raised.  Tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated,  indeed, 
that  he  understood  parties  were  read/  to 
lend  money  on  the  security  of  tbe  toila ; 
but  he  had  omitted  to  mention  bow  moeb 
money  they  were  willing  to  lend,  and  for 
what  purposes.  This  pecuniary  p^^ 
the  business  had  naturally  been  ezaoined 
by  the  Common  Council,  who  had  estim*t^ 
that  £500,000  would  be  required  to  con- 
struct the  market,  and  had  arrived  at  the 
conclusion  that,  even  if  the  interest  waa  at 
a  very  moderate  rate,  there  would  be  a 
deficiency  on  the  Foreign  Cattle  Marlffi* 
Account  of  no  less  than  £13,000  a  year* 
It  was  true  that  in  the  case  of  the  Islington 
Market  the  Corporatim^had  had  only  the 
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tolls  to  offer  as  Becurity;  bat  the  result 
was  that  a  deficiency  of  £7,000  a  year  had 
to  be  paid  out  of  the  general  revenue  of 
the  Corporation,  and  that  deficiency  would 
be  increased  by  the  new  market.  It  was 
not  likely,  therefore,  that  the  Corporation 
would  be  willing  to  incur  a  fresh  liability 
on  account  of  the  Foreign  Cattle  Market. 
Probably  the  gentlemen  alluded  to  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  might  be  willing  to  lend  money 
for  the  purpose  of  building  the  market,  but 
not  for  the  purpose  of  paying  the  compen- 
sations. The  last  clause  of  the  Bill  pro- 
vided that  no  compensation  should  become 
payable  until  the  market  was  opened ;  and 
consequently  it  might  be  possible  to  find 
persons  sanguine  enough  to  advance  money 
to  build  the  market;  but  would  they 
advance  on  the  sole  security  of  the  tolls 
the  £500,000  which,  according  to  the 
lowest  estimate,  would  be  required  for  the 
construction  of  the  market  and  compensa- 
tion ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE* 
QUER  said,  he  understood  that  parties 
who  obtained  compensation  would  have  a 
lien  upon  the  tolls.  A  remedy  was  pro- 
vided in  the  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation 
Act,  and  he  believed  that  any  person  en- 
titled to  compensation  might,  if  necesBary, 
appoint  a  receiver  to  take  in  his  behalf  the 
tolls  of  the  market.  ['*No,  no !  *']  At  all 
events,  he  was  of  opinion  that  under  the 
last  clause  every  such  person  would  have  a 
legal  mode  of  enforcing  his  rights.  It  was 
evident,  therefore,  that  persons  advancing 
money  on  the  security  of  the  tolls  would 
take  into  consideration  the  circumstance 
that  the  individuals  who  were  entitled  to 
compensation  would  be  able  to  enforce 
their  rights  and  get  possession  of  the  re- 
venues of  the  market.  He  did  not  know 
what  would  be  the  amount  required  for 
building  the  market,  but  he  imagined  it 
would  be  considerably  less  than  the  sum 
named  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone). He  ,had  been  informed,  indeed, 
that  only  £300,000  would  be  required  for 
that  purpose,  though  he  could  not  say  what 
the  compensation  would  amount  to.  Per- 
sons concerned  in  promoting  the  Bill  had 
informed  him  that  £100,000  would  be  a 
very  liberal  estimate  for  purchasing  the 
freehold  of  all  the  premises  used  in  the 
cattle  trade,  and  of  course  if  those  premises 
were  devoted  to  other  purposes,  the  amount 
of  compensation  would  be  very  small.  Un- 
der all  the  circumstances  he  thought  the 


Committee  need  not  be  frightened  by  the 
sum  of  £500,000,  which  had  been  spoken 
of  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 
In  conclusion,  he  could  only  say  he  had 
been  assured,  during  the  last  two  days, 
that  persons  were  willing  to  come  forward 
with  the  money  on  the  security  of  the  tolls, 
eyen  taking  into  consideration  what  would 
have  to  be  paid  by  way  of  compensation. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  the  persons 
advancing  the  money  might  probably  re- 
quire the  rules  to  be  made  more  stringent 
than  they  would  be  as  the  Bill  now  stood. 
At  present  the  Privy  Council  could  make 
rules  as  to  slaughtering  cattle,  which  would 
interfere  with  the  market.  He  understood 
that  the  offer  of  money  did  not  include 
capital  for  compensation. 

Sm  ROUNDELL  PALMER  said,  it 
was  his  opinion  that  no  part  of  the  money 
to  be  borrowed  under  the  Bill  would  be 
applicable  to  compensation.  The  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  was  clearly  wrong  in 
his  interpretation  of  the  Bill.  The  mort- 
gagees would  have  nothing  to  do  with 
compensation.  They  would  get  an  imme- 
diate first  charge  upon  all  the  tolls,  apart 
entirely  from  compensation,  and  in  point  of 
fact  the  Bill  was  entirely  deficient  in  any 
means  whatever  for  providing  compensa- 
tion. 

Mb.  ATRTON  said,  he  must  ogain  pro- 
test against  the  Bill  being  proceeded  with, 
and  the  property  of  his  constituents  confis- 
cated without  any  security  for  their  being 
indemnified. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  moved 
that  the  Committee  should  report  Pro- 
gress. It  was  now  half-past  One,  and  he 
thought  that  at  any  rate  the  debate  should 
be  suspended  till  three  o'clock,  in  order 
to  allow  the  other  Business  on  the  Paper 
to  proceed.  When  that  Business  had  been 
disposed  of,  they  might  again  resume  the 
consideration  of  the  Bill  in  Committee, 
and  go  on  with  it  until  the  next  morning. 
It  was  quite  clear  that,  inasmuch  as  it  con- 
tained near  forty  clauses,  it  would  take  two 
months  to  pass  it. 

Motion  negatived. 

Mr.  S  AMUELSON  said,  that  no  means 
had  been  provided  for  making  this  marketi 
and  the  Bill  would  be  totally  inoperative. 

Mr.  FRESHFIELD  said,  he  under- 
stood that  parties  were  willing  to  lend  the 
necessary  funds,  and  that  the  market 
authority  could  create  a  mortgage  on  the 
tolls  in  respect  of  such  loan. 

Mr,  CO  wen  said,  he  was  convinced 
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it  was  totally  impoeuible  to  nako  this 
market  bj  the  means  proposed  bj  the  Bill. 
Sir  ROUNDELL  PALMER  said,  the 
Bill  provided  for  raising  £300.000,  whioh 
was  £200,000  short  of  the  Bom  required 
for  opening  the  market.  The  people  who 
advanced  this  would  be  empowered  to 
sweep  away  the  whole  tolls  of  the  market, 
and  no  means  whatever  of  giving  compen- 
sation were  provided. 

Mb.  FRESHFIELD  said,  that  if  the 
snm  of  £300,000  were  not  sufficient  the 
fiffures  might  be  altered,  and  a  sum  suffi- 
cient to  build  and  to  compensate  inserted 
in  the  Bill.  He  thought  that  sum  should 
be  £500,000.  If  the  market  authority  was 
not  provided  with  the  means  of  compen- 
sating there  would  be  an  end  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  LEEMAN  said,  he  regretted  the 
want  of  security  in  the  Bill  for  oompensa- 
tion. 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  what  bad  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dover  (Mr.  Freshfield) 
had  taken  him  by  surprise.  That  Gentle- 
man had  said  that  the  estimated  cost  of  the 
market,  including  compensation,  would 
amount  to  £500,000.  That  was  not  the 
case.  The  opinion  of  the  financial  agents 
of  the  Bill  was  that  £300,000  would  be 
an  extravagant  estimate,  including  com- 
pensation. Those  agents  stated  that  the 
fee  simple  of  all  the  property  for  which 
compensation  could  be  claimed  would  not 
amount  to  £100,000,  and  that  those  who 
claimed  compensation  would  find  it  difficult 
to  prove  any  appreciable  loss  of  trade  from 
the  operation  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  GOSCHBN  said,  he  wished  to 
know  whether  the  clause  relating  to  the 
Islington  tolls  that  had  been  withdrawn 
was  not  in  existence  last  winter  ? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  it 
was  not  in  existence  a  week  ago. 

Mr.  AYRTON  asked  whether  the  sub- 
stance of  It  had  not  been  made  known  in 
the  winter  ? 

Lord   ROBERT   MONTAGU    r< 
in  the  negative. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  called  attention  to 
the  fact  that  this  clause  was  not  in  the 
Bill,  and  there  was  no  necessity  for  dis- 
ouasing  it. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  the  Chaa- 
eellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  brought  up  a 
Paper  prepared  by  bis  agent  which  con- 
tained a  statement  of  the  sum  required  far 
compensation  ;  but  did  the  right  boo.  Gen- 
tleman vouch  for  its  accuracy  ?  And  who 
ia  bis  agent?  Did  anyone  ever  hear  of 
Mr.  Cowm 


the  relponsibility  of  a  Minister  beisg 
shifted  to  the  shoulders  of  an  unknown 
agent?  He  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson)  had 
heard  that  the  compensation  would  amount 
to  £750,000.  The  name  of  the  sigeot 
might  give  them  some  security  that  the 
calculation  was  correct. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  Parliamentary  agent  pro- 
moting the  Bill  was  his  authority  for  tiie 
figures  he  had  laid  before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  ATRTON  said,  the  best  authority 
was  the  hon.  Member  for  Dover  (Mr. 
Freshfield),  who  was  a  Member  of  the 
Committee  |  and  he  told  them  the  vhole 
cost  would  be  £500,000.  They  ought  not 
to  proceed  with  the  Bill  until  thej  ahoold 
learn  what  was  the  source  from  which  the 
£200,000  required  for  compensations  was 
to  be  derived. 

Mr.  freshfield  said,  the  BOl  was 
a  merely  permissive  measure,  and  eooM 
not  be  earned  into  effect  unlesB  the  money 
were  found.  He  therefore  saw  nothing  to 
justify  the  pertinacious  opposition  it  nad 
encountered.  That  opposition  seemed  to 
him  to  be  nothing  short  of  factious. 

Mr.  LOCKE  said,  that  no  one  wenld 
advance  money  on  the  security  afforded  by 
the  Bill.  He  hoped  that  the  Committee 
would  not  stultify  itself  by  appointing  the 
proposed  Commissioners. 

Question  put,  '*  That  the  worda  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  Committee  dwided:  —  Ay^a  83  ; 
Noes  31:  Majority  52. 

On  Question,  '*  That  the  Clause  stand 
part  of  the  Bill?" 

Mr.  ATRTON  said,  that  this  Question 
involved  considerations  which  the  Con- 
mittee  had  not  yet  even  approached.  He 
moved  that  the  Chairman  report  Progress. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  that  he  was  on 
the  point  of  rising  to  make  the  same  Mo- 
tion, and  he  need  not  therefore  say  that 
he  assented  to  it. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  hoped 
that  if  the  Motion  were  agreed  to,  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  would 
give  some  assurance  that  be  wonld  not 
interpose  these  obstructiens  to  the  fatsrs 
progress  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  ATRTON  said,  he  had  net  the 
least  desire  to  interpose  obstraetioiiSy  if 
hon.  Members  would  only  listen  with  pa> 
tience  to  what  he  had  to  say. 

Sir  PJSRCT  BURRBLL  said,  he  ommI 
eomplain  of  the  manner  in  which  the  hea. 
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and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
leU  (Mr.  Ayrton)  had  wasted  the  time  of 
the  Committee  bj  repeating  hia  argnmenta 
usque  ad  nauieam, 

Hoase  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progreas ;  to  ait  again 
To-marrew, 

COMPULSORY  CHURCH  RATES 

ABOLITION  BILL. 

LOBDS'  AMEKDMBKTS. 

Lords*  AmendiP9Dts  comidered  (acpord- 
ing  to  Order). 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  having  pointed 
out  the  alterations  made  in  the  Bill  by  the 
other  HoQse,  said,  that  he  had  some  doubts 
whether  they  were  all  improvements  ;  but 
as  none  of  them  were  inoonsistent  with  the 
primary  object  of  the  Bill — the  abolition 
of  the  compulsory  collectioa  of  church 
rates  —  he  was  wilUng  to  aaeept  them. 
He  would,  therefore,  move  to  agree  to  the 
Amendments  made  by  the  Lords. 

After  a  few  observations  from  Mr. 
BsRBSFOBD  HoFB  and  Mr.  Hubbabd, 

Lords'  Amendments  agreed  to  [Special 
Entry]. 

METROPOLITAN  FOREIGN  CATTLE 
MARKET  BILL.— OTESTION. 

Mb.  HENNIKER-MAJOR  asked  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  What  course 
the  Government,  seeing  the  nature  of  the 
opposition  to  this  Bill,  intended  to  take 
npoQ  it  ? 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUERsaid,  that  since  Progress  had  been 
reported  Her  Majesty's  Oovernment  had 
considered  the  position  in  which  they  stood 
to  this  Bill,  and  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  was  hopeless  to  proceed  further 
with  it  this  Session.  The  great  majorities 
which  had  voted  in  repeated  divisions  had 
shown  a  very  decided  opinion  on  the  part 
of  the  House  in  favour  of  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  and  the  necessity  for  such  a  mea- 
sure. The  difficulty,  however,  which  had 
arisen  in  consequence  of  the  City  having 
declined  to  accept  the  market  authority, 
and  the  very  strong  opposition  to  the  fur- 
ther progress  of  the  Bill,  had  put  the  Go- 
vernment in  a  position  of  so  much  diffi- 
culty that  they  did  not  feel  justified  in 
asking  the  House  to  spend  any  further 
time  in  discussing  the  measure  during  the 
present  Session.  The  only  course  open 
to    them,    therefore,    under  the  circum- 


stances, was  to  bring  in  a  Bill  in  a  future 
Session  of  Parliament  to  carry  out  the 
object. 

House  adjourned  at  half 
after  Three  o'olook. 


HOUSE    OE    COMMONS. 
Saturday,  July  25,  1868. 

MINUTES.}— PuBuo  Bills— C<Mntnt^totf— Mar- 
riages  Validity  (Blnkedown)  •  [250]. 

i2«/>or^-Marriage8  Validity  (Blakedown)*  p50]. 

Cotuidered  <u  amended  —  Regulation  of  Rail- 
ways [U2];  Salmon  Fkberies  (Sootland)* 
[210]. 

Third  i^^o^tn^— Regulation  of  Railways  [142], 
and  passed, 

Withdrawn^U^irofu^itaiA  Foreign  Cattle  Market 
(re-comm.)   [189]. 

The  Honae  met  at  Twehe  of  the  olpck. 

INOOME  TAX  COMMISSIONERS, 
QUESTIOK* 

Mr.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ezche- 
query  Whether  the  Government  have  had 
in  contemplation  the  introduction  of  a 
meaaure  to  alter  the  present  eystem  of 
assessing  Income  Tax  in  country  towns 
and  districts  bj  the  aid  of  secret  Commis- 
sioners selected  from  the  district;  whe- 
ther, in  the  event  of  no  legislative  proceed- 
ings being  contemplated^  the  Government 
have  the  power,  without  Parliamentary 
sanction,  to  alter  the  present  much  com- 
plained of  sytem  of  secret  Local  Income 
Tax  Commissioners  ;  and  whether,  if  they 
have  the  power,  the  Government  intend 
to  make  any  alteration  in  this  respect  ? 

Thb  chancellor  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said  he  supposed  that  by 
the  term  '*  Secret  Commissioners  "  the 
hon.  Member  meant  the  Commissionera 
who  took  an  oath  of  secresy  not  to  divulge 
any  matters  they  became  acquainted  with 
in  the  discharge  of  their  duty.  Those 
Secret  Commissioners  were  selected  by  the 
whole  body  of  Commissioners  from  among 
themselves,  and  the  Government  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  them.  He  was  not  aware 
of  the  existence  of  any  general  discontent 
at  the  mode  of  their  appointment,  or  the 
manner  in  which  they  performed  their 
duty.  He  was  aware  that  in  the  hon# 
Member's  neighbourhood  there  was  some 
agitaiion  a  few  months  ago  in  connection 
with  the  Income  tax,  but  he  hoped  th) 
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agitation  web  now  allayed.  From  inquiries 
he  had  made  he  had  reason  to  beliete 
that  it  arose  more  from  objections  to  the 
Income  Tax  itself  than  to  those  who  as- 
sessed it.  The  Got ernment  saw  no  reason 
to  make  any  change  in  the  law  regarding 
the  appointment  of  the  Commissioners. 

Mr.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  if  the  names  of  the  Commis- 
sioners will  be  published  in  future  ?  their 
names  were  not  known. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  was  not  aware  that  their 
names  were  kept  seoret. 


METROPOLITAN  FOREIGN  CATTLE 

MARKET  (re'€<nnmiUed)  BILL, 

{Lord  Robert   Montagu,    Mr.  Eunt,) 

[bill  139.]      OOMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  as 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  stated  last  night  that,  con- 
sidering the  great  opposition  that  was  of- 
fered to  the  measure,  the  Gorernment  had 
come  to  the  determination  of  no  longer 
asking  hon.  Members  to  put  themselfes  to 
the  inconvenience  of  attending  the  House 
for  the  further  consideration  of  the  Bill ; 
he  should,  in  accordance  with  that  Resolu- 
tion, move  that  the  Order  be  discharged. 

Mr.  read  extremely  regretted  that 
the  Bill  was  to  be  withdrawn ;  but,  under 
the  circumstances,  he  admitted  that  the 
Goyemment  had  no  other  alternatire  than 
to  give  it  up,  considering  the  shortness  of 
the  time  now  at  their  disposal  and  the 
▼igorons  nature  of  the  opposition  to  the 
measure.  He  had  been  taxed  with  being 
the  author  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  distinctly 
denied  that  such  was  the  case.  If  be  had 
been  its  author,  he  should  have  tried  to 
make  it  a  national  and  not  a  metropolitan 
measure  ;  and  if  any  compensation  was  to 
be  paid  he  thought  it  should  be  paid  ont 
of  the  national  Exchequer,  instead  of  the 
payment  being  imposed  on  the  metropolis. 
The  Bill  never  was,  in  his  opinion,  a  strong 
Bill ;  it  was  weakened  in  the  Select  Com- 
mittee and  rendered  still  more  feeble  in 
the  House ;  but  he  hoped  that  the  Vice 
President  oJP  the  Council  would  not  during 
the  Recess  listen  to  any  request  from  any 
quarter  to  relax  the  present  restrictions  in 
the  metropolitan  area,  if  he  wished  to  keep 
the  cattle  plague  out  of  the  country.  With 
respect  to  two  or  three  countries  where 
rinderpest  had  never  existed,  he  did  not 
Ths  Chancellor  of  tho  JSxchequor 


see  why  the  same  exception  should  not  be 
extended  to  Denmark  (proper),  Sweden, 
and  Norway,  as  had  already  been  made  in 
favour  of  Spain  and  Portugal. 

Mr.  ATRTON  said,  that  what  had  just 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Eut 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Read)  did  justice  to  thevievi 
of  those  who  opposed  the  Bill,  beeaase  he 
had  conceded  the  point  they  had  been 
struggling  for.  It  was  only  beeauee  the 
principle  of  the  Act  of  last  year  was  at- 
tempted to  be  departed  from  that  the 
House  became  embarrassed  by  the  eoarse 
pursued  by  the  Government.  He  was  glad 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
withdrawing  the  Bill  frankly  recogniied 
the  grounds  on  which  its  opponents  had 
thought  right  to  discuss  it,  aod  admitted 
that  the  Government  were  not  at  first  failj 
made  aware  of  the  true  bearings  of  the 
case.  With  respect  to  the  financial  part 
of  the  scheme,  it  would  have  been  a  de- 
plorable example,  if  Parliament  had  exe^ 
cised  its  authority  to  confiscate  propertj 
without  providing  compensation,  and  it  was 
a  great  proof  of  the  wisdom  of  the  rolei 
under  which  the  Business  of  the  Hooee 
was  conducted,  that  a  minority,  powerfil 
in  argument,  reason,  and  justice— [ "  Ob, 
oh  !  ''] — could  withstand  any  sodden  im- 
pulse by  which  the  majority  were  owr- 
taken  to  carry  a  measure  pregnant  witk 
injustice  and  wrong.  [••  Oh  ! "]  The  mi- 
nority upon  this  question  represented  the 
majority  of  the  people.     ["No,  no!*T 

Ma.  SPEAKER  begged  to  suggest  to 
the  House  whether  it  was  desirable  after 
the  ample  discussion  that  had  taken  place 
upon  the  Bill  to  further  prolong  it  ? 

Genebal  DUNNE  said,  he  should  eer- 
tainly  protest  against  the  manner  in  whieh 
the  Bill  had  been  withdrawn  after  the 
majorities  which  voted  in  its  favour ;  aod  be 
protested  the  more  so  because  it  tended  to 
confirm  the  suspicion  which  all  along  existed 
on  the  independent  Conservative  fienebei 
that  it  was  never  intended  that  the  Bill 
should  pass.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Ayrton)  said  the  minority  which  op- 
posed the  Bill  represented  the  majority  of 
the  people,  but  that  was  not  so— on  the 
contrary  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemaa 
represented  only  the  London  importers 
and  batchers.  There  was  a  very  \»fp 
majority  of  the  people  of  this  kingdom  Ia 
favour  of  it.  It  had,  too,  with  one  exeep- 
tion,  the  support  of  the  Irish  Member*, 
who  were  anxious  to  save  the  country  froB 
the  recurrence  of   a  calamity  which  ^^ 
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cost  Great  Britain  it  was  said  £12»000,000, 
and  from  which  they  had  preserved  them- 
selres  hj  their  own  exertions  and  determi- 
nation. There  was  no  force  io  the  argu- 
ments which  were  directed  against  the 
principle  of  this  measure,  but  it  was  opposed 
on  the  pretence  that  it  was  so  badly  drawn, 
it  could  not  work,  and  that  it  threw  expense 
on  localities  that  were  not  fairly  liable. 
But  the  Government  could  have  easily 
improved  any  objectionable  provisions, 
leaving  the  Bill  sufficient  for  its  purpose, 
and  supplied  the  very  small  sum  of  money 
which  it  was  clear  from  the  statements 
made,  that  speculators  would  undertake  it 
was  but  trifling,  if  indeed  required  at  all. 
But  supposing  these  objections  to  be  well- 
founded  it  was  clear  that  if  the  Bill  had 
failed  it  had  fallen  through  solely  on  account 
of  its  imperfect  nature  and  the  apathy  of  the 
promoters.  Every  expedient  was  resorted 
to  to  waste  the  time  of  the  House,  and 
iteration  and  re-iteration  proceeded  to  such 
lengths  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man repeated  the  same  sentence  eleven 
times  over.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man also  counted  out  the  House.  Now, 
he  (General  Dunne)  did  not  object  to  the 
tactics  of  the  minority  ;  but  he  did  regret 
that  the  Bill  should  have  had  to  be  rejected 
on  account  of  the  incapacity  with  which  it 
was  framed. 

Mb.  NORWOOD  thanked  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Norfolk  (Mr.  Read)  for 
the  advice  which  he  had  given  to  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Robert  Montagu)  with  respect 
to  relaxing  the  rule  so  far  as  to  admit 
cattle  from  the  countries  where  no  plague 
existed,  and  he  expressed  a  hope  that  it 
would  be  adopted  by  the  noble  Lord.  He 
would  undertake  that,  so  far  as  it  was  in  his 
power,  there  should  be  no  stretch  of  any 
relaxations  for  an  improper  purpose  at  the 
port  of  Hull. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  trusted  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  be  induced 
to  introduce  a  measure  on  this  important 
Bubject  next  Session.  As  a  Member  of 
the  Committee  which  sat  for  several  days 
during  the  dog-days,  and  with  what  result 
they  then  saw,  he  would  yentore  to  say 
the  great  evil  of  their  Bill  was  the  very 
system  of  which  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Norfolk  desired  the  extension  ;  it  was  the 
fear  lest  the  Privy  Council  should  step  in 
and  relax  the  restrictions  that  indisposed 
the  City  Corporation  to  become  the  market 
authority.  If  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer could  levy  a  sum  of  one  or  two 
iovereigns  upon  every  hon.  Member  who 


repeated  his  arguments,  as  had  been  done 
during  the  discussion  of  this  Bill,  he  would 
soon  have  sufficient  funds  for  the  construc- 
tion of  the  market. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  observed  that  in 
the  discussions  of  last  night  it  became 
manifest  that  the  present  system  was  liable 
to  the  grossest  imputations  of  malversation. 
Over  and  over  again  the  Government  were 
accused  of  jobbing  ;  and  that  suspicion 
was  inseparable  from  proceedings  by 
Orders  in  Council.  He  expressed  a  hope 
that  a  Bill  would  be  introduced  upon 
this  subject  at  the  earliest  possible  period  ; 
and  better  framed  and  better  financially 
supported  than  this  had  been.  Legisla- 
tion was  necessary  for  the  protection  of 
this  country  against  the  cattle  plague, 
which  be  was  afraid  was  spreading  on  the 
Continent.  It  was  of  the  greatest  import- 
ance that  protection  in  this  country  from 
rinderpest  should  be  established  by  Act  of 
Parliament,  and  not  by  Orders  in  Council. 
He  hope  that  Government  would  not  be 
discouraged  by  their  present  position,  and 
would  renew  their  attempt  to  establish 
efficient  means  of  inspection,  for  which  the 
natural  position  of  the  couutry  gave  every 
facility. 

Mr.  COWEN  said,  he  could  answer  for 
his  constituents  that  they  would  not  abuse 
any  relaxation  of  the  existing  rules  which 
might  be  granted  to  them.  On  a  former 
occasion  he  suggested  the  withdrawal  of 
the  Bill,  because  it  would  be  impossible  to 
work  it.  He  felt  gratified  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  come  to  that  determination, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  be  found  that  the 
powers  at  present  possessed  by  the  Privy 
Council  would  be  found  sufficient. 

Colonel  NORTH  said,  he  hoped  the 
Privy  Council  would  not  relax  their  regu- 
lations with  regard  to  cattle  during  the 
Recess  ;  and  if  the  Government  did  not 
possess  sufficiently  stringent  powers  he 
hoped  they  would  obtain  them  before  they 
prorogued  Parliament.  When  the  rinder- 
pest first  broke  out  several  deputations 
from  Oxfordshire  waited  upon  the  Govern- 
ment, and  they  left  with  the  impression 
that  if  they  had  the  power  they  had  not 
the  inclination  to  put  it  into  effect. 

Mb.  BLAKE  said,  he  could  not  allow 
the  Motion  for  discharging  the  Order  to 
pass  without  protesting  in  the  strongest 
manner  against  such  a  proceeding  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  and  calling  on  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  the  Prime  Minister,  for  an  ex- 
planation   of    the  extraordinary  conduct 
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which  thej  had  thought  fit  to  partao  in 
the  matter.  He  (Mr.  Blake)  coDBidored 
that  he  had  a  right  quite  at  moch  aa  any- 
one in  the  House  to  make  thia  deoiand. 
He  had  supported  the  Goremment  through- 
out o«  the  Bill,  had  remained  up  often 
until  two,  and  e?ea  past  three  in  the  morn- 
ing,  to  asaist  them ;  had  lahoured,  and,  he 
might  add,  sueoessfully  too,  to  induce  Irish 
Liheral  Memhera  to  swell  the  large  oaajo- 
rities  which  they  had  on  erery  division  up 
to  the  yery  last.  He  was  disappointed 
and  surprised  heyond  description  at  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Bill,  when  there  was 
an  ahsolute  certainty  that,  if  persevered 
in,  it  would  he  carried.  He  was  thunder- 
Btruck  when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer announced,  at  nearly  four  o'clock 
that  morning,  to  a  Houae  of  not  a  doaen 
Memhers,  that  Government  had  resolved 
to  ahandoQ  the  Bill.  What  (he  real  reaaon 
for  the  Ministry  taking  this  step  waa  he 
was  at  a  loss  to  divine.  It  was  not  on 
account  of  not  having  a  majority  to  carry 
it,  as  they  had  even  in  the  last  division 
defeated  their  opponents  by  nearly  3  to  1. 
It  was  absurd  to  say  that  it  was  from  an 
apprehension  that  persons  having  just 
claims  to  compensation  would  run  any  risk 
of  not  receiving  it,  as  he  was  informed 
that  persons  of  responsibility  had  under- 
taken to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ezchequ^ 
to  run  all  risk  with  regard  to  the  market. 
Now  that  undertaking,  of  course,  included 
every  liability,  compensation  as  well  as 
everything  else.  [  •*  Name  !  "  ]  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  knew  who 
they  were,  and  that  they  were  good  se* 
curity  for  what  they  proposed,  and  he 
challenged  him  to  deny  the  accuracy  of 
the  statement  he  had  made.  He  supported 
the  Bill  mainly  because  he  thought  it  would 
prove  a  useful  measure  for  Ireland.  Irish 
cattle  that  came  to  London  were  placed  in 
the  same  position  as  foreign  cattle  coming 
from  diseased  districts,  and  had  to  be 
slaughtered  in  London  often  at  a  great 
loss  to  the  owners,  who,  at  times,  could 
sell  them  at  greater  profit  in  some  of  the 
markets  around  London.  It  was  thua  a 
great  disadvantage  also  to  the  English 
dealers,  who  were  deprived  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  purchasing  Irish  cattle  in  the 
London  market.  If  his  assertion  waa  cor- 
rect-r-and  he  again  demanded  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  a  direct  an- 
swer as  to  whether  it  was  or  was  not — 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  was  most 
reprehensible  in  saerifietng,  without  auffi- 
oient  cause,  a  most  useful  measure,  and  in 
Mr.  Blaks 


throwing  over  himself  and  otbera  wbo  \uk4. 
most  gallantly  fought  for  them.  Unlets 
the  Chancellor  properly  explained  the  mat- 
ter,  he  could  assure  him  it  would  be  a  long 
time  before  he  would  support  him  on  any 
question  again. 

Mb.  J.  STUAET  MILL  wiabed  only 
to  make  one  suggestion,  which  he  was 
sure  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Bobert  Montago) 
would  take  in  good  part — that  if  he  drew 
up  a  new  Bill,  its  provisions  should  be  eea- 
fined  to  cattle  m>m  suapeoted  oountriea. 
If  this  were  done  there  would  very  neea 
be  no  suspected  countries.  The  two  prin- 
cipal countries  suspected  were  HoUaad 
and  Prussia,  both  of  which  bad  a  very 
valuable  trade  with  us  in  their  own  cattle ; 
and  if  they  found  that  this  trade  was 
stopped  because  they  allowed  oattle  firoa 
infected  countries  to  pass  through  then, 
they  wouhl  soon  aee  the  expedieoej  of 
ceasing  to  do  so.  The  proposed  new 
market  would  then  be  superfloooa,  <v 
could  be  made  supplementary  to  iht 
present  market. 

The  chancellor  gf  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  it  was  most  unusual,  on  the 
Motion  for  the  withdrawal  of  a  Bill,  that 
there  should  be  a  sustained  debate  on  the 
subject  of  it.  He  should  not  have  taken 
part  -in  the  discussion  but  for  the  obaerra- 
tions  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford 
(Mr.  Blake),  and  the  hon.  and  galUnt 
Member  for  Queen's  County  (General 
Dunne).  It  must  be  obvious  to  every  im- 
partial mind  that  the  Government  had  need 
its  most  strenuous  endeavour^  to  earry 
through  the  Bill,  and  they  had  been  driven 
at  the  last  moment  to  abandon  it  from  the 
insuperable  obstacles  which  it  had  met  with 
in  ita  progress  through  the  Houae.  With 
reference  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford,  he  stated  last  night 
that  he  understood  parties  were  prepared 
to  find  the  money  for  the  construction  of 
the  market;  but,  in  the  oommunicatiooa 
he  had  with  them,  compensationa  were 
not  included.  Compensations  were  nierely 
alluded  to  in  that  sort  of  conversation  one 
heard  in  the  Lobby.  The  City  aothoritiea 
declining  to  become  the  market  authority, 
the  financial  difficulty  assumed  greater  im« 
portance  than  before.  The  financial  bear- 
ings of  the  measure  were  then  very  dif- 
ferent from  what  they  were  when  it  went 
before  the  Committee.  He  repeated  thai 
every  effort  had  been  made  to  carry  the 
Bill,  and  the  suspicions  which  his  bon.  and 
gailaat  Friend  ^General  Dueae)  had  ex« 
preased  as  to  the  want  of  aiaoerity  on  the 
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part  of  {he  Ooyerninent  were  in  this  case 
wholly  anfoanded. 

Mr.  KENDALL  was  as  mach  surprised 
as  auyone  oould  be  at  the  withdrawal  of 
the  Bill,  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  must 
saj  that  the  Goverament  had  fought  the 
battle  both  ably  and  manfully.  He  hoped 
it  would  go  to  the  country  who  were  the 
parties  who  had  obstructed  the  Bill.  It 
was  most  unjust  to  charge  those  who  ap- 
proved of  the  Bill  of  a  desire  to  increase 
the  price  of  meat ;  no  such  intention  had 
ever  been  entertained,  and  it  was  unfair 
and  unjust  to  make  such  statements.  The 
Bill  was  rendered  necessary  from  a  fear 
of  the  return  of  the  disease  to  this  country. 

Order  diieharg$d. 

Bill  withdrawn, 

REGULATION  OF  RAILWAYS  BILL— 

[Bill  142.] 

[Lordi.]      OOVSIDEBATIOM. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered, 

Mb.  LEEMAN  proposed,  after  Clause 
19,  to  insert  the  following: — 

*'  The  Company  shall  not,  except  under  an  in- 
larance  as  hereinafter  mentioned,  be  liable  to  pay 
any  larger  sums  than  the'following  in  respect  of 
any  passenger  killed  or  injured  :  (that  is  to  say,) 
no  greater  sum  in  respect  of  any  first-class  pas- 
senger than  four  hundred  pounds,  in  respect  of 
any  second-class  passenger  than  three  hundred 
pounds,  in  respect  of  any  third-class  passenger 
than  two  hundred  pounds ;  but  any  sum  so  payable 
shall  be  in  addition  to  any  claim  under  an  in- 
surance." 

A  vast  amount  of  evidence  upon  this  sub- 
ject was  taken  before  the  Boyal  Commis- 
sioners. Immense  frauds  were  practised 
upon  railway  companies  under  the  present 
system.  A  case  had  recently  come  under 
his  own  personal  notice.  A  man,  who  was 
injured  in  a  railway  accident  in  the  North 
of  England,  claimed  £8,000  damages,  and 
he  laid  his  damages  in  an  action  in  one  of 
the  Scotch  Courts  at  £5,000  ;  on  the  eve 
of  the  trial  he  offered  to  accept  £1,750. 
The  company  paid  £250  into  Court,  and 
the  jury  awarded  him  £88.  That  was 
the  case  of  a  person  injured  under  cir- 
cumstances where  there  was  really  no 
negligence  on  the  part  of  the  company; 
and  it  was  only  by  having  a  detective  to 
watch  his  motions  for  three  months,  that 
the  company  had  been  able  to  resist  the 
fraud  he  had  attempted  to  practise  upon 
them.  Besides,  great  injustice  was  done 
to  the  companies  in  another  way.  The 
position  of  railway  companies  was  this — 
that  whereas  they  received  the  same  aum 


for  fare  from  a  poor  person  as  from  a  person 
with  an  income  of  £10,000  a  year,  yet  in 
case  of  an  accident  they  had  to  compensate 
the  latter  according  to  his  social  position. 
Not  one  in  ten  of  these  compensation 
oases  ever  came  before  the  public.  The 
expenses  attending  trials  were  so  great 
that  the  companies  were  driven  to  settle 
the  great  bulk  of  claims  privately.  This 
subject  had  been  inquired  into  by  the 
Boyal  Commission,  who  recommended  that 
compensation  should  be  awarded  without 
relation  to  the  income  or  sooial  position  of 
the  party  injured  except  so  far  as  these 
might  be  indicated  by  the  class  of  carriage 
in  which  he  travelled.  It  had  been  said 
that  there  was  no  precedent  for  such  a 
provision  as  that  contained  in  the  clause, 
but  the  Legislature  had  already  interposed 
for  the  protection  of  carriers,  both  by  sea 
and  by  land.  The  clause  was  founded 
upon  the  recommendations  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  as  far  as  the  figures  were  con- 
cerned he  should  be  ready,  on  the  part  of 
railway  companies,  to  assent  to  any  alter*> 
ations  that  the  Government  might  pro- 
pose, and  to  accept  an  absolute  responsi- 
bility on  their  part  for  all  injuries  that 
occurred  by  accidents  on  their  lines,  whe« 
ther  occasioned  by  their  negligence  or 
not,  to  the  extent  of  £400  for  first-class, 
£300  for  second.ckss,  and  £200  for 
third-elass  passengers.  By  a  subsequent 
clause  he  proposed  to  render  it  compulsory 
upon  the  companies,  should  they  be  re- 
quired by  passengers  to  do  so,  to  insure 
their  lives  to  the  extent  of  £3,000  for  a 
first-class,  £2,000  for  a  second-class,  and 
£1,000  for  a  third-elass  passenger.  He 
now  moved  the  first  part  of  the  clause. 

Clause  (Liability  for  Accident8,)^(M'. 
Leefnan,)^braught  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time.*' 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  this  was 
a  very  difficult  question.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  stated  the  case  very 
ably  on  the  part  of  the  railway  companies, 
and  it  could  not  be  denied  that  excessive 
damages  had  been  awarded  in  many  int 
stances.  It  was  also  true  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  limitation  of  liability  had  been  con- 
ceded in  the  case  of  shipowners  who  were 
not  actually  in  fault,  where  the  liability, 
under  certain  circumstances,  was  confined 
to  £15  a  ton  up  to  the  vi^lue  of  tb«  ship< 
so  with  r^ard  to  animals,  by  the  Railvijr 
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and  Canal  Aet  of  1854  as  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber bad  stated,  and  in  the  more  parallel 
case  of  the  Metropolitan  Railway  Acts  of 
1864  which  be  had  not  mentioned,  where 
the  liability  with  respect  to  injury  to  pas- 
aenn^ers  by  cheap  trains  was  limited  to 
£100.  On  the  other  hand,  it  mast  be 
remembered  that  carriers  of  passengers 
were  not  like  carriers  of  goods,  insurers 
against  all  injaries  except  those  by  the 
act  of  God  or  the  Queen's  enemies.  Thej 
did  not  undertake  to  carry  with  absolute 
safety,  but  only  so  far  as  human  care  and 
foresight  would  go.  Consequently,  the  only 
injuries  for  which  they  were  liable  were 
those  which  were  caused  by  negligence  or 
misconduct,  in  itself  no  unimportant  limi- 
tation. The  principle  of  legislation  had 
been  to  leave  to  railway  managers  the 
greatest  freedom  of  action.  The  Board 
of  Trade  had  no  real  control  orer  them, 
and  it  was  considered  that  the  true  safe- 
guard of  the  public  was  the  fear  of  heayy 
damages.  As  a  witness  said  before  a 
Select  Committee  on  Railway  Accidents, 
"  Lord  Campbell's  Act  was  the  only  pro- 
tection of  the  passenger."  A  Bill  was 
brought  in  with  the  same  object  as  these 
clauses  in  1863,  which  was  rejected  by  the 
House,  and  called  ^'an  appraisement  of 
human  life  according  to  the  raluation  of 
railway  directors."  It  was  true  that  the 
Royal  Commission  reported  in  favour  of 
limitation  of  liability;  but  then  it  also  re- 
commended that  railway  companies  should 
be  liable  for  all  accidents,  whether  caused 
by  negligence  or  not.  The  hon.  Member 
bad  stated  he  was  willing  to  accept  this 
recommendation,  but  he  perhaps  did  not 
know  what  had  been  mentioned  to  himself 
by  an  eminent  Member  of  that  Commis- 
sion, the  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets, 
that  the  ideas  of  the  Commissioners  as  to 
compensation  went  far  beyond  this  Amend- 
ment»  and  it  was  obvious  that  in  this  case 
much  more  difficulty  would  arise  in  framing 
A  scale,  because  not  only  would  it  be  ne- 
cessary to  appreciate  the  value  of  life,  but 
the  calculation  of  the  amount  of  penalty 
for  negligence  or  misconduct  would  be  mixed 
up  with  it.  Then  it  seemed  to  him  that 
the  principle  of  insurance  was  altogether 
misapplied  in  extending  it  to  damages  for 
wrong  done.  The  true  principle  was  that 
the  insurer  or  underwriter  received  pay-, 
ment  for  assuming  a  liability  to  which  he 
was  not  legally  subject.  But  in  this  case 
he  demanded  payment  for  assuming  a  lia- 
bility under  which  he  already  lay,  and  he 
Asked  the  passenger  to  pay  him  for  insur- 
Mr.  SUphm  dm 


ing  him  against  his  own  wroogfal  aett. 
Then,  again,  there  was  no  provision  for 
securing  the  existence  of  such  an  inauranee 
fund  in  the  case  of  the  insolvency  of  the 
company.  The  last  objection  which  be 
would  take  was,  that  whereas  all  carriers, 
shipowners,  coach  proprietors — and  there 
were  still  some  coaches  left  —  and  others 
were  subject  to  the  Common  Law  as  ex- 
tended in  its  application  by  Lord  Campbell's 
Act,  this  proposed  relaxation  applied  only 
to  railway  oompanies.  Now,  it  waa  dear 
that  they  ought  not  to  be  speeially  ex- 
empted ;  and  yet— as  no  doubt  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  felt — a  general  ex- 
emption would  be  bejond  the  soope  of  this 
Bill.  Under  the  circumstances,  he  thought 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  would  do 
well  not  to  press  these  clauses,  as  it  waa 
evident  they  were  too  partial  in  their  ap- 
plication, and  he  did  not  think  the  feeling 
of  the  country  was  at  present  in  favovr  of 
an  alteration  of  the  law  in  this  direetion. 

Mr.  LAING  said,  he  thought  the  latter 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
S.  Cave)  the  only  forcible  one.  He  ad- 
mitted that  a  law  should  not  be  made  for 
railway  companies  which  did  not  apply 
to  coach  proprietors  and  carriers  generally. 
The  railway  oompanies  desired  nothing 
but  what  was  fair  and  reasonable  ;  and 
he,  for  one,  would  rather  see  the  figures 
fixed  by  Government.  The  railway  com- 
panies wished  to  do  all  that  was  possible 
to  ensure  the  safety  of  the  passengers.  He 
asked  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr. 
Leeman)  to  withdraw  the  clause,  with  a 
view  to  the  introduction  of  a  Bill,  in  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament,  on  the  whole 
subject  of  the  responsibility  to  make  good 
damages  arising  from  accidents  while  tra- 
velling. 

Mb.  H£NLEY  hoped  that  if  the  Go- 
vernment did  undertake  to  consider  the 
subject  during  the  Recess  they  would  not 
be  regarded  as  pledged  to  accept  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  clauses.  He  did  not  wish  to 
see  the  settlement  of  claims  taken  away 
from  the  cognisance  of  juries.  JThe  sab- 
ject  was  a  large  and  difficult  one.  He  could 
■ot  conceive  anything  more  objectionable 
than  that  every  time  a  man  went  a  jour- 
ney he  should  be  obliged  to  pay  6d.  to 
prevent  his  neck  being  broken.  It  was 
enough  to  frighten  the  nervous  ;  and  if  it 
were  carried  the  railway  company  ought 
to  be  compelled  to  give  with  the  insurance 
receipt  a  glass  of  very  good  brandy  to 
keep  up  the  spirits  of  the  passengers. 
What   was  wanted  was  vigilaoce  on  the 
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part  of  the  railwaj  company  to  compel 
their  aenranta  to  prereDt  accidents.  If  the 
company  wanted  funds  it  would  be  better 
for  them  to  pot  an  extra  amall  amount  on 
the  price  of  the  railway  ticket. 

Mb.  NORWOOD  said,  that  Lord 
Campbell's  Act  had  acted  most  inju- 
riously upon  passenger  traffic  in  steam 
Yessels,  for  many  shipowners  now  refused 
to  carry  passengers  upon  any  terms,  for 
fear  of  the  liability  which  that  Act  threw 
upon  them  in  the  event  of  an  accident  en- 
suing. 

Mr.  clay  pointed  out  that  it  was  a 
common  practice  for  passengers  to  insure 
their  own  lives  when  travelling  by  railway. 

Mb.  NEATE  said,  he  was  in  favour  of 
a  high  minimum  of  compensation  without 
relation  to  the  class  of  carriage  by  which 
the  person  who  was  injured  might  travel. 
It  should  be  put  upon  a  general  average. 

Mb.  lee  man  expressed  himself  satis- 
fied with  the  assurance  that  had  been  given 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  and  with- 
drew his  clauses. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  withdraton* 

Mr.  LEEMAN  (for  Mr.  Watkin)  moved 
the  following  clause  (Costs,  charges,  &c., 
to  be  taxed  and  settled  by  masters  of  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench) : — 

"  That  all  disputed  auestions  as  to  any  costs, 
charges,  and  expenses  of  and  incident  to  any  ar- 
bitration or  award  made  under  the  provisions  of 
*  The  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Act,  1845,'  or 
of  any  special  Act  of  Parliament  incorporating 
the  same,  whether  the  question  in  dispute  arise 
as  to  compensation  to  be  made  for  lands  required 
to  be  purchased  and  actually  taken  by  any  Rail- 
way Company  or  any  corporation,  or  in  respect 
of  the  injurious  aflSecting  of  other  lands  not  taken, 
or  otherwise  in  relation  thereto,  shall,  if  either 
party  so  requires,  be  taxed  and  settled  as  be- 
tween the  parties  by  one  of  the  masters  of  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
he  had  no  objection  to  the  reference  to  the 
masters  of  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  ; 
but  he  objected  to  the  extension  of  the 
subject  beyond  railway  companies,  and 
suggested  the  omission  of  the  words  "  or 
any  corporation.*' 

Clause  (Costs,  charges,  be.  to  be  taxed 
and  settled  by  masters  of  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench,)— (Ifr.  Watkm,)^hrc^ht 
up,  and  read  the  first  and  second  time ; 
amended,  and  added, 

Mb.  LEEMAN  (in  the  absence  of  Mr. 
Serjeant  Qaselee)  moved  a  new  clause 
(Company    may  apply   to    common    law 


Judge  at  Westminster  to  hear  cases  of 
compensation  under  "  The  Lands  Clauses 
Consolidation  Act"). 

Clause  (Company  may  apply  to  common 
law  judge  at  Westminster  to  hear  cases  of 
compensation  under  **  Lands  Clauses  Con* 
solidation  Act, " )— (Mr .  Watkini)— ^brought 
up,  and  read  the  first  and  second  time; 
amended,  and  added. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOQHLEN  moved  a 
clause  (Railway  Companies  in  Ireland  shall 
run  one  Passenger  Train  each  way  every 
Sunday).  Thehon.  and  learned  Member 
said,  that  the  insufficient  Sunday  accommo- 
dation of  the  Irish  railways  was  a  just 
cause  of  serious  complaint.  For  instance, 
in  the  county  he  represented  it  was  im- 
possible to  leave  it  between  four  o'clock 
on  Saturday  afternoon  and  eight  o'clock 
Monday  morning.  He  did  not  intend  to 
press  the  clause  on  the  present  occasion ; 
but  he  hoped  that  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  directed  to  the  matter. 

Mb.  STACPOOLE  seconded  the  clause. 

Clause  (Railway  Companies  in  Ireland 
shall  run  one  Passenger  Train  each  way 
every  Sunday,)— (/Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen,) 
— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<<That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mb.  BLAKE  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Clare 
(Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen)  had  on  this  occa- 
sion shoved  more  good  senpe  than  he  ex- 
hibited when  last  he  pressed  a  similar 
clause  on  the  attention  of  the  House. 
Were  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  now 
prepared  to  pursue  the  same  course,  he 
(Mr.  Blake)  should  have  to  appeal  to  the 
House  to  reject  his  clause.  The  hon.  and 
ffallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ennis 
(Mr.  Stacpoole)  said  that  the  Waterford 
and  Limerick  Railway  did  everything  it 
could  to  inconvenience  the  traffic  of  the 
country.  Now  what  were  the  facts  ?  The 
company  referred  to  were  working  this  line 
at  a  small  profit  to  the  shareholders,  and 
on  the  Ennis  line,  in  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Clare  and  Ennis  were  interested, 
the  traffic  was  conducted  at  a  loss.  Ho 
would  add,  too,  that  the  line  was  kept  up 
almost  exclusively  at  the  expense  of  a  pri- 
vate individual,  a  friend  of  his  own.  He 
would  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Members  who 
were  in  favour  of  having  this  line  worked 
on  Sundays  what  number  of  shares  thej 
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Sm  COLVAN  O'LOOHLBN 
ata». 

Mb.  STACPOOLE  :  None  At  all. 

Mh.  fiLAEE  remarked  that  he  thought 
that  was  the  case.  Bit  hbn.  Frietads  irere, 
doubtless,  too  eensible  to  in  rest  their  money 
in  a  speculation  in  which  they  Would  be 
unable  to  get  a  return  for  it,  and  yet  they 
expected  that  that  prirate  gentleman  to 
whom  he  referred,  who  worked  the  line  fbr 
BIX  days  in  the  week  at  a  lose,  should  work 
it  on  the  lerenth  alto,  and  that  too  for 
their  own  ooDyenienee  when  tra? ailing  about 
to  see  their  oonttitnentB*  It  Was  a  thing 
altogether  unjustifiable  that  the  800  dm- 
plopis  of  that  railway  group  should  all  be 
kept  on  duty  during  the  Sunday  in  order 
to  suit  the  oonrenienoe  of  some  fiye-and- 
twenty  persons  who  might  travel  just  as 
well  if  they  chose  on  the  other  days  of  the 
week.  As  there  was  no  sueh  law  in  foree 
in  England  as  that  which  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  desired  to  introduce  in  Ire- 
land, he  hoped  the  House  would  not  sanc- 
tion the  proposition. 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVE  obserred  that 
the  law  was  the  same  in  both  countries* 
Neither  in  Englsnd  nor  in  Ireland  were 
companies  compelled  to  run  trains  on  Sun- 
days. But  it  was  provided  that  if  any 
railway  company  ran  a  passenger  train  at 
all  on  Sunday  it  should  also  run  a  cheap 
train.  He  thought  it  better  to  leave  the 
law  as  it  stood.  Such  an  alteration  as  the 
hon.  and  learned  Baronet  proposed  would 
lead  to  great  dissatisfaction  la  many  quar- 
ters. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  mih- 
drawn, 

Mb.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  then  moved 
the  following  clause  :-^ 

•<  And  all  Railway  Oompanies  shall,  from  and 
after  the  pauiog  of  this  Act,  in  every  passenger 
train  where  there  are  more  carriages  than  one  of 
each  class,  provide  smoking  compartments  for 
each  class  of  passengers." 

It  was  most  desirable  that  the  House 
should  agree  to  this  clause,  as  the  incon- 
venience of  the  existing  system  respecting 
smoking  in  railway  carriages  was  generally 
felt  by  persons  travelling  by  railways. 

Clause  (Smoking  compartments  for  all 
classes,)— (Jfr.  Henry  B,  Sheridan^)-^ 
hrouffht  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Mb.  LEEMAN  opposed  the  clause,  and 
thought  that  the  better  course  would  be  to 
leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the  di- 
rectors of  railway  companies,  who  would  I 
Mr.  Blaie  < 


always  be  lur^  to  de  thai  whiob  was  neeat 
oonveiient  to  the  great  body  of  thaae  wke 
travelled  by  their  respective  lines.  If  the 
House  agreed  to  this  clause  the  railway 
companies  would  be  obliged  to  have  aoiok- 
ing  Carriages  attached  to  every  train  pato- 
ing  along  their  lines.  This  woold  lead  to 
groat  expense,  and  woold  not  be  joat  to 
the  oompanies. 

Mb.  LAING  thought  thai  in  the  ease 
of  th^  main  lines  of  the  principal  eompaniea 
the  custom  already  prevailed  of  ^eridtnf 
smoking  carriages;  but  on  many  of  ike 
cross  country  linos  they  were  nnnocesaafey ; 
and  it  would  be  a  cause  of  groat  expense 
if  all  companies,  under  all  oirooniataDeos. 
wore  compelled  to  find  special  and  aeparate 
accommodation  for  smokers.  He  thoogfat 
that  the  better  way  would  be  for  the  Hoaae 
to  leave  tho  whole  sabjeet  to  he  regulated 
by  railway  directors,  who  would »  he  was 
suroy  do  that  which  was  most  acceptable  to 
the  great  body  of  tho  passengers  naing 
their  Imes. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  he  was  decidedly  ia 
favour  of  the  clause,  for  he  considered  the 
proposal  to  provide  smoking  carriages  on 
railway  trains  would  be  a  great  conveoi- 
ence,  not  only  to  those  who  desired  to  en- 
joy smoking,  but  to  those  who  were  opposed 
to  its  indulgence.  He  thought  that  they 
were  by  no  means  justified  in  leaving  this 
mattei^  in  the  hands  of  railway  diretitors^ 
who  certainly  were  seldom  distinguished  by 
the  desire  to  accommodate  the  public.  The 
example  of  tho  Belgian  and  Fronefa  rail- 
way companies  ib  the  providing  of  smok- 
ing carriages  had  hitherto  been  thrown 
away  upon  English  directors,  and  they 
had  been  generally  deaf  to  the  repeated 
representations  both  of  individujdt  and  of 
the  public  Press.  He  cotild  see  no  sort  ck 
objection  to  the  adoption  of  the  danso. 

Mr.  GILPIN  opposed  the  clause,  and 
said,  that  the  principle  of  having  smoking 
carriages  upon  the  Belgian  and  other  fo- 
reign lin^s  had  not  given  such  general 
satisfaction  as  was  supposed.  He  had 
been  as  much  inconvenienced  by  smoking 
in  carriages  which  were  not  set  apart  for 
that  purpose  as  in  those  that  were. 
He  thought  that  the  matter  should  be 
left  in  the  hands  of  the  directors  of  rail- 
way companies,  and  that  it  would  be 
impolitic  to  legislate  upon  this  subject  ia 
the  msnner  proposed.  He  objected  to  the 
clause  altogether.  It  would  lead  to  great 
expense  to  railway  companies, ;  for  it  was 
to  be  recollected  that  it  was  not  that  only 
one  compartment  was  to  bo  provided  for 
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the  use  of  Bmokerd  on  one  pBrli6lilar  train, 
but  that  each  class  in  each  train  shouM  be 
provided  with  such  conpartments. 

Mr.  STACPOOLB  supported  theolati8e» 
and  beliered  that  it  would  be  regarded  as 
great  a  convenience  to  the  non  smoker  as 
it  would  be  to  those  who  smoked. 

Mr.  Alderman  LIJSE  contended  that 
the  connivance  at  smoking  by  the  directors 
was  a  breach  of  coitraot  with  those  pas- 
sengers who  did  not  smoke. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  said,  that 
the  way  in  which  the  by-laws  of  the  rail- 
way companies  in  reference  to  smoking  in 
railway  carriages  had  been  systematieally 
violated,  and  which  caused  much  inconve^ 
nienoe  to  passengerSt  made  it  most  desira- 
ble that  some  plan  should  be  adopted  by 
which  the  inconvenience  could  be  got  rid 
of  and  thought  that  the  plan  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dudley  (Mr.  H.  B. 
Sheridan)  was  the  best  that  could  be  de- 
vised on  the  subject. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  also  supported  the 
clause,  on  the  ground  that  it  would  be  con- 
venient to  non-smokers  as  well  as  smokers. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
he  thought  this  clause  would  tend  to  pre- 
vent smoking  rather  than  to  facilitate  it, 
because  the  smoking  department  would  be 
reduced  to  its  narrowest  limits;  and  when 
that  was  full  passengers  would  be  allowed 
to  smoke  in  no  other.  He  thought  that 
the  subject  was  one  which  ought  to  be  left 
to  the  directors  of  railways  to  settle ;  for 
he  believed  that  those  directors  were  in  the 
habit  of  providing  smoking  carriages  when 
it  was  proved  to  them  that  the  passengers 
using  their  lines  were  desirous  of  having 
them. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  supported 
the  clause.  He  could  not  understand  the 
objection  to  the  proposal  before  the  House 
on  the  ground  of  expense,  seeing  that 
there  was  only  to  be  one  compartment  for 
smoking  attached  to  each  train.  He  did 
not  endorse  the  opinion  given  by  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Gilpin)  in  reference  to  smok- 
ing on  railways  on  the  Continent.  There 
the  existing  regulations  on  the  subject 
were  very  inconvenient.  It  occurred  in  his 
case  that  a  young  gentleman  travelling  in 
the  same  carnage  asked  him  if  he  objected 
to  his  smoking  a  cigar  ?  He  (Mr.  Griffith) 
declined  to  reply  to  the  question,  which 
had  the  double  effect  of  making  him  appear 
discourteous  and  of  causing  the  young 
gentleman  to  manifest  annoyance  during 
the  remainder  of  the  journey. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  thought  that 


the  permission  sought  to  be  given  to 
smokers  travelling  by  railways,  by  the 
proposal  before  the  House,  was  right  and 
proper  ;  aud^  for  the  reasons  which  had 
been  already  urged  by  hon.  Members  who 
had  preceded  him,  he  thought  that  the 
permission  was  especially  desirous  in  the 
case  of  passengers  going  long  journeys ; 
but  he  thought  that  smoking  compart- 
ments should  be  in  oonnection  with  the 
hindermost  carriages. 

Mb.  LEVBSON-GOWER  said,  he  did 
not  think  smokers  had  justice  done  to 
them.  He  must  say,  so  far  as  his  own 
experience  was  concerned,  he  had  never 
seen  any  gentleman  smoking  in  a  railway 
carriage  who,  if  the  practice  were  objected 
to,  was  not  ready  to  discontinue  it.  Where 
that  Was  not  the  case,  railway  companies 
had  ample  powers  to  enforce  their  penal- 
ties. 

Colonel  WILSON-PATTBN  suggested 
that,  as  the  question  under  consideration 
was  one  that  interested  all  persons  travel- 
ling by  railways,  it  would  be  better  to 
leave  it  to  be  settled  between  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  the  directors  of  railways,  who, 
after  consultatiou,  might  be  able  to  come 
to  some  understanding  on  the  subject. 
There  were  difficulties  to  be  overcome,  and 
these  would  be  more  easily  obviated  by 
such  an  arrangement  than  by  the  adoption 
of  a  ''  hard  and  fast  line,"  as  proposed  by 
this  elause. 

Captain  VIVIAN  said,  he  believed 
that  three-fourths  of  the  men  who  travelled 
by  railway  were  smokers;  and  he  f\Bared 
there  was  too  much  truth  in  the  represen- 
tation that  any  arrangement  such  as  was 
suggested  by  this  clause  was  sure  to  be 
objected  to  by  Directors,  because  it  touched 
their  pockets.  If,  however,  those  who 
represented  the  Board  of  Trade  and  the 
railway  authorities  would  take  this  matter 
in  hand  and  pledge  themselves  adequately 
to  meet  the  convenience  of  the  public,  he 
would  recommend  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
H.  B.  Sheridan)  to  withdraw  the  clause. 

Ma.  STEPHEN  CAVE  would  rank 
himself  among  the  non-smokers,  and  he 
thought  there  was  very  considerable  incon- 
venience in  the  present  system.  It  was 
unreasonable  that  people  should  be  put  in 
the  position  of  either  suffering  great  annoy- 
ance  or  appearing  churlishly  to  interfere  with 
the  enjoyment  of  others.  He  thought  the 
railway  companies  had  been  backward  in 
consulting  the  convenience  of  the  public  in 
this  respect.  He  should  be  happy  to  do 
all  in  his  power  to  press  on  railway  com*- 
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paniea  the  absolute  Deceisitj  of  making 
Boroe  arrangements  to  meet  the  pablio 
oomplaints,  and  if  they  did  not  agree  to  do 
ao,  he  would  next  Session  support  the  hon. 
Gentleman  in  his  efforts  to  obtain  what 
must  be  admitted  to  be  a  consideration  in 
railway  travelling. 

Mb.  H.  6.  SHERIDAN  said,  he  mutt 
altogether  decline  to  leave  the  matter  in 
the  hands  of  railway  directors,  and  would 
therefore  press  the  clause  to  a  division. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  38  ;  Noes 
16 :  Majority  22. 

Sir  OOLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  then  said, 
that  it  ought  to  be  inserted  in  the  clause 
the  day  when  it  was  to  come  into  operation. 

Mr.  W.  B.  BEAUMONT  moved  an 
Amendment  to  the  clause  to  the  effect 
that  the  clause  should  only  be  applied  by 
railway  companies  to  their  trains,  **  when 
BO  required  by  the  Board  of  Trade." 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the 
Clause,  to  add  the  words  "when  so  re- 
quired by  the  Board  of  Trade.'*— (ITr. 
Beaumont,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added.  ' 

Mb.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  objected  to 
this  addition  that  it  would  undo  all  that 
had  already  been  agreed  to.  He  had  no 
objection  to  adopt  a  suggestion  suggested 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  (Sir 
Colman  O'Loghlen),  that  the  arrangement 
should  begin  on  the  Ist  of  October. 

Mb.  lee  man  said,  that  there  ought 
to  be  some  limitation  in  regard  to  the  ap- 
plication of  the  clause,  for  if  it  was  made 
obligatory  in  respect  to  small  lines  of  rail- 
ways it  would  operate  very  oppressively. 

Mr.  LAINGt  thought  there  should  be  a 
dispensing  power  in  the  Board  of  Trade. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  suggested 
that  the  words  "  unless  exempted  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  "  would  meet  the  difficulty 
—  for  this  would  make  it  obligatory  on 
railway  companies  generally  to  have  these 
apioking  compartments  attached  to  their 
trains,  whereas,  in  the  case  of  certain 
small  railways,  the  Board  of  Trade  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  excusing  them  if  it 
thought  fit  to  do  so. 

Mb.  W.  B.  BEAUMONT  then  framed 
his  Amendment  in  accordance  with  the 
suggestion,  and  also  added  the  words 
Mr,  Stephen  Cave 


"  first  of  October  "  as  the  period  when  tlie 
clause  would  come  into  operation,  instead 
of  "from  and  after  the  passing  of  this 
Act  " — the  original  words  in  the  elaose. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  %oUhdrawn, 

Clause  amended. 

Clause,  as  amended,  added. 

Mr.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  then  moved 
that  the  following  clause  be  added  to  the 
Bill  :— 

**  It  shall  not  be  lawful  for  any  Raflwaj  Cob- 
pany  to  inorease  any  existinf  rate  or  <diazfB, 
withoat  having  previously  given  three  mooftbi^ 
public  notice  of  their  iDteution  so  to  do." 

Clause  (Rates  or  charges  not  to  be  io- 
creased  without  public  notice,) — (Hr.  Hemj 
B,  8herid<xn,) — hrougJU  up,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mb.  LAING  objected  to  the  claaae. 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  alao  objected 
to  the  clause,  on  the  ground  that  it  would 
throw  an  obstacle  in  the  way  of  the  re- 
duction of  the  charges,  which  woold  1m 
kept  at  a  higher  rate  than  they  would  be 
if  the  companies  could  raise  them  whea 
they  found  the  rate  did  not  pay.  The 
Parliamentary  limits  could  not  be  exeeeded 
in  any  case. 

Mr.  lee  man  said,  it  waa  the  most 
unjust  clause  ever  submitted  to  the  House. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  hoped, 
under  all  the  circumstances,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  said,  he  would 
withdraw  the  clause. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  wUkdratim, 

Amendments  made. 

Bill  read  the  third   time,  and 
with  Amendments. 


House  adjourned  at  a  quartsr 
before  Three  o*ctoek. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Mondoff,  July  27,  1868. 
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piring Laws  Continuance*  (280);  Drainage 
and  ImproTcment  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supple- 
mental (No.  4)*  (278) ;  Poor  Uw  Board  Pro- 
visional  Order  Confirmation  *  (266) ;  Registra- 
tion (Ireland)  *  (281). 

RepcH  —  Electric  Telegraphs  (282) ;  Expiring 
Laws  Continuance  *  (280) ;  Drainage  and  Im- 
provement of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supplemental 
(No.  4)*  (273);  Poor  Uw  Board  Provisional 
Order  Confirmation*  (266) ;  Registration  (Ire- 
land)* (281). 

Third  Reading— VnhMe  Schools  *  (288) ;  Drain- 
ago  and  Improvement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Sup- 
plemental (No.  8)*  (265),  andjMitf^. 

NEW  PEER. 

Sir  Robert  Comelis  Napier,  a  lieutenant 
General  in  Her  Majesty  a  Army,  Q.C.B., 
G.C.8.I.,  Commander-in-Chief  of  the  Army 
of  Bombay — Having  been  created  Baron 
Napier  of  Magdala  in  Abyssinia  and  of 
Caryngton  in  the  Connty  Palatine  of  Ches- 
ter, was  (in  the  osaal  Manner)  introduced. 

ELECTION   PETITIONS   AND   CORRUPT 

PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS  BILL. 

(The  Lord  Privy  Seal,) 

(no.   287.)   SECOITD   BB^DINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing  read. 

The  Eabl  of  MALMESBUEY,  in 
moving  tliat  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
second  time,  said :  My  Lords,  if  this  Bill 
is  to  be  considered  a  part  of  the  great 
scheme  of  Parliamentary  Beform  which 
Her  Majesty's  Gbyernment  have  been 
labouring  to  bring  about  during  the  last 
two  years,  I  may  perhaps  be  permitted  to 
say  I  consider  it  the  most  important  por* 
tion  of  the  scheme.  I  think  so,  my  Lords, 
because  I  believe  that  the  character  of  the 
I  HouKO  of  Commons  is  of  even  greater  im- 
/  portance  than  its  organization,  and  there 
-  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  character  of  that 
House  has  been  constantly,  and  perhaps 
not  altogether  unjustly,  assailed  by  many 
persons,  especially  by  those  who  are  de- 
frtrous  of  finding  fault  with  our  laws  and 
Constitution.  It  has  often  been  re- 
proached of  being  elected  in  a  corrupt 
manner— and  haying  been  so  eleotedt  of 
YOL.  OXCm.    [xmuo  8KBIBS.] 


establishing  a  tribunal  from  its  own  body 
to  try  the  Election  Petitions,  complaining 
of  corrupt  practices  in  this  particular. 
Such  a  tribunal  has  therefore  been  looked 
upon  as  unsatisfactory.  We  have  all  read 
in  history  the  various  phases  of  corruption 
of  which  the  Constitution  has  formerly 
been  accused.  About  130  or  140  years 
ago  it  was  said  that  the  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  themselves  were  under 
the  direct  influence  of  corrupt  motives  and 
a  corrupt  system.  Boroughs  were  subse- 
quently bought  and  sold  by  and  to  the 
highest  bidders,  as  if  the  right  of  returning 
their  Members  were  part  of  the  property. 
That  period,  however,  happily  passed 
away  when  the  Reform  Act  of  1832  was 
passed.  But  it  now  appears  that  instead 
of  boroughs  being  openly  and  shamelessly 
sold,  since  then  many  of  them  sell  them- 
selves. Such  practices  have  naturally 
created  great  scandal,  and  consequently 
in  every  Session  of  Parliament  since  1832 
the  House  of  Commons  has  been  endeavour- 
ing to  put  an  end  to  this  system  of  corrup- 
tion. I  believe  I  shall  not  be  saying 
anything  offensive  to  the  character  or 
dignity  of  that  House  when  I  state  that 
its  attempts  to  effectthat  object  have  proved 
utterly  futile,  and  it  became  evident  that 
a  tribunal  constituted  of  the  very  men 
who  were  themselves  exposed  to  the  sus- 
picion of  being  parties  to  these  well-known 
electioneering  tricks  and  corrupt  practices, 
could  not  carry  with  it  that  entire  confi- 
dence of  the  public  which  a  tribunal  that 
was  perfectly  independent  in  character 
and  position,  and  entirely  clear  of  any 
temptation  to  connect  itself  with  these 
transactions,  would  secure.  Well,  at  last 
the  House  of  Commons  has,  1  think,  acted 
most  wisely  in  removing  that  tribunal 
from  their  own  body  to  one  perfectly  im- 
partial and  disinterested—namely,  to  the 
Judges  of  the  land.  This,  I  think,  is  the 
most  important  part  of  the  Bill.  This 
measure  will  hereafter  place  in  the  hands 
of  certain  Judges  of  the  three  Common 
Law  Courts  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions, 
whatever  be  the  nature  of  the  chargpa 
made  in  such  Petitions^  In  taking  this 
course  there  can  be  no  doubt  the  House  of 
Commons  has  acted  most  wisely,  and 
strengthened  its  own  powers,  because 
being  the  great  source  of  legislation  it  will 
thus  naturally  obtain  greater  infiuence  in 
the  country,  additional  respect,  and  a 
large  augmentation  of  power.  As  to  the 
details  of  the  Bill,  I  will  briefly  place 
them  before  your  Lordships.     I  do  not 
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think  it  neoeasary  to  desoribe  (be  mtny 
phases  through  which  the  Bill  hat  passed, 
only  to  say — what  is  very  remarkable  in 
it — it  has  come  back  to  that  which  the 
Ooyernment  at  first  proposed  in  the  Hoase 
of  Commons.  The  Hoose  of  Commons 
went  into  the  consideration  of  the  ques- 
tion with  great  care  and  industry,  and 
proposed  to  refer  the  trials  of  Election 
Petitions  to  the  ordinary  Judges  of  the 
land.  At  that  time  there  was  a  great  in- 
disposition manifested  on  the  part  of  the 
learned  Judges  to  undertake,  in  addition 
to  their  ordinary  duties,  the  new  duties 
which  this  measure  would  throw  upon 
them.  They  therefore  presented  a  pro- 
test to  the  Government,  praying  that  these 
new  duties  sliould  not  be  imposed  upon 
them.  The  House  of  Commons  accord- 
ingly re-considered  their  proposition ;  and 
it  was  suggested  that  a  new  tribunal  from 
its  own  body  should  be  specially  created 
for  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions.  That 
proposal  fell  to  the  ground ;  and  after  the 
House  and  the  Government  had  tried  their 
hands  at  several  proposals  to  amend  the 
law  upon  the  subject,  they  at  last 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  no  course 
could  be  so  safe  or  satisfactory  as  that 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
originally  proposed.  Therefore,  as  far  as 
the  House  of  Commons  is  concerned,  the 
matter  stands  thus  —  The  Bill  provides 
that  before  a  certain  Petition  complaining 
of  an  undue  return  shall  be  prosecuted, 
that  the  security  of  £1,000  shaU  be  lodged 
for  the  due  prosecution  of  the  inquiry,  and 
that  the  tnal  shall  take  place  before  a 
Puisne  Judge  of  one  of  the  Superior  Courts 
of  Common  Law ;  such  Judge  to  be  selected 
from  a  rota  to  be  framed  by  the  Judges 
generally.  The  measure  further  empowers 
Her  Majesty  to  appoint  an  additional 
Puisne  Judge  to  each  of  the  Courts  of 
Queen's  Bench,  Common  Pleas,  and  Ex- 
chequer. It  also  provides  that  the  trial  of 
the  Petition  shall  be  held  within  the 
locality  in  which  it  is  alleged  the  corrupt 
practices  have  taken  place.  This  I  think 
yeur  Lordships  will  say  is  a  most  import- 
ant and  use^l  provision  ;  for  it  is  well 
known  how  effective  have  been  the  results 
when  a  Special  Commission  has  been  sent 
to  any  borough  to  prosecute  the  inquiry  on 
the  spot.  The  Judge  is  to  report  to  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons  the 
result  of  the  trial,  and  to  make  a  special 
Report  if  anything  extraordinary  should 
have  occurred  in  the  proceedings  ;  and  the 
House  of  tJommons  is  to  retain  in  itself 
TheMrlo/Mahnesbury 


the  power  of  issuing  the  Writ  fbr  a  new 
election.     The  Eeport  of  the  Judge  will 
be  equivalent  to  the  Report  of  the  Election 
Committee  now.     The  proeeedioga  of  the 
trial  are  to   go  on  notwithstanding  the 
prorogation  of  Parliament— the  Judges  are 
to  be  received,  when  they  go  down  to  the 
country  to  open  thoAe  triak,  with  all  the 
honours  and  dignity  with  which  they  were 
now  received  at  the  oomraencement  of  the 
assizes — the  Sheriffii  to  receive  thena,  Ao. 
As  to  the  witnesses,  they  will  be   sub- 
posnaed  in  the  same  manner  aa  tbey  are 
subpcanaed  on  trials  at  Nm  PriM9,  and  will 
be  subject  to  the  same  penalties  fbr  non- 
attendanee  or  false  swearing.    It  the  Peti- 
tion be  withdrawn,  costs  to  be  paid  to 
the  respondent,  and  the  general  oosta  of  a 
Petition  are  to  be  defrayed  by  the  parties 
in  such  a  manner  as  the  Judge  shall  de- 
termine.    I  now  come  to  that  part  of  the 
Bill  which  provides  for  the  punishment  of 
corrupt  practices.  Some  of  your  Lordships 
may,   perhaps,   think  these   punishmeots 
rather  severe.    In  the  ease  of  the  candidate 
being  convicted  of  bribery  the  punishment 
is  exclusion  from  a  seat  in  the  House  of  Coni- 
mons  for  a  period  of  seven  years.  In  the  case 
of  the  voter  the  Bill  declares  that  any  per- 
son found  guilty  of  accepting  a  bribe  is  to  be 
deprived  of  the  privilege  of  a  voter  either 
at  Parliamentary  or  municipal  Elections, 
and  to  be  declared  disqualified  from  holding 
any  puhlie  o£Bce  for  a  certain  period,  or 
from  being    appointed  a  justice   of  the 
peace.    Such  penalties,  he  tiiought,  would 
prove  e£fectual,  to  prevent  a    candidate 
from  having  resort  to  corrupt  practicest, 
and  in  the  case  of  the  voter  would  deter 
him  from  accepting    bribes.     This,    my 
Lords,  is  the  substance  of  this  Bill,  and  I 
need  not  say  more  upon  the  subject.     It 
has  been  a  very  difficult  subject  to  handle^ 
and  it  was  with  great  difficulty  passed 
through  the  House  of  Commons,  becanse 
it  was  a  subject  upon  which  there  were 
many  different  opinions  both  as  to  the 
main  points  involved  in  it  and  also  aa  to 
what  the  punishment  should  be;  but  after 
a  long  time  had  been  employed  upon  the 
matter  the  Government  and  the  House  of 
Commons  have  agreed  upon  this  measure ; 
and  I  trust  that  as  it  practically  oono^ns 
the  House  of  Commons  more  than  it  does 
this    House— > it   concerns,    indeed,    the 
whole  country,  no  doubt,  for  the  whole 
country  is  interested  in  having  its  repre- 
sentatives free  from  all  stain  and  suspicion 
— yet,  as  it  practically  applies  principally 
to  the  House  of  CommonSf  I  may  ask  your 
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Lordships  to  paas  the  Bill  without  Amend- 
ment. 

Mwed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  »•." 
— (2%tf  Z<>ri  iVtry  Seal) 

Eabl  BTJSSELL  said^  he  very  much 
r^retted  that  a  Bill  of  euch  great  import- 
ance, and  which,  according  to  his  Tiew,  if 
it  had  come  up  earlier,  might  have  been 
amended  by  their  Lordships  with  very 
good  effect,  should  have  reached  that 
House  only  on  the  24th  of  July,  at  a  time 
when  the  attendance  waa  naturally  so 
thin  that  it  was  impossible  it  could  re- 
eeive  the  attention  which,  under  other 
circumstances,  might  have  been  given  to 
it.  With  regard  to  the  importance  of  the 
question,  he  entirely  agreed  with  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Halmesbury).  Nothing 
could  be  of  more  importance  than  that 
corrupt  practices  at  elections  should  be 
prevented.  When  the  Bill  for  the  exten- 
sion of  the  franchise  was  before  the  House 
last  year  he  took  the  liberty  of  saying  that 
he  waa  afraid,  not  of  the  democratic  influ- 
ence which  excited  the  apprehension  of 
some  of  their  Lordships,  but  of  the  in- 
crease of  those  corrupt  practices  which 
had  hitherto  done  so  much  injury  to  our 
representative  system ;  and  he  then  pointed 
out  that  there  had  grown  up  a  practice  by 
which  persons,  perhaps  coming  home  from 
the  colonies  or  elsewhere,  possessed  of 
considerable  sums  of  money,  obtained  seats 
in  Parliament  by  means  of  large  expendi- 
ture, often  displacing  persons  who  were 
connected  with  the  boroughs  in  which 
they  were  elected.  It  too  often  happened 
that  there  is  no  difficulty  in  finding  a  man 
willing  to  spend  £10,000  or  more  in  ob- 
taining a  seat  in  the  House  of  Commons — 
not  for  the  promotion  of  any  measure  or 
any  principle  whose  success  might  be  be- 
neficial to  the  public,  but  for  the  purpose 
of  increasing  his  own  individual  import- 
ance in  the  country.  He  had,  therefore, 
been  very  anxious  that  some  legislation 
should  be  proposed  by  which  that  evil 
might  have  been  checked,  if  not  altogether 
stopped.  The  noble  Earl  had  recommended 
that  Bill  to  them,  though  without  laying 
any  great  stress  on  any  argument  to  show 
that  corrupt  piaotioes  would  be  put  an  end 
to  by  it.  But  there  were  very  important 
considerations  connected  with  Uie  measure, 
and  connected  also  with  what  had  been 
the  constitution  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons for  more  than  200  years.  He  (Earl 
Bussell)  entirely  approved  the  principle 
by  which  the  inquiry  into  corrupt  prac- 


tices was  to  be  removed  from  Westminster  / 
and  carried  into  the  particular  borough  or/ 
place  in  yi^hich  the  complaint  had  arisen. 
He  thought  it  far  more  likely  that  such 
corrupt  practices  would  be  detected  at  the 
place  where  they  were  alleged  to  exist 
than  if  the  great  expense  and  delay  of  an 
investigation  at  a  distance  had  to  be  in- 
curred—  disadvantages  which,  under  the 
present  system,  had  often  had  the  effect 
of  preventing  inquiry  altogether,  because 
candidates  who  had  been  put  to  heavy  cost 
for  a  contest  in  which  they  had  been  un- 
successful, were  frequently  unwilling  to 
meet  the  large  additional  expense  of  pro- 
secuting a  Petition.  It  was  therefore  very 
desirable  to  obtain  a  proper  tribunal  to 
try  those  questions  on  the  spot  where  the 
corrupt  practices  were  alleged  to  have 
been  carried  on.  But  there  came  next 
very  grave  constitutional  questions,  which 
he  thought  could  hardly  be  passed  over 
lightly  by  their  Lordships.  The  House  of 
Commons,  since  the  reign  of  James  I.» 
asserted  for  themselves  the  privilege  of 
deciding  on  the  validity  of  the  elections 
of  the  representatives  of  the  people.  At 
present  they  need  not  fear  that  influence 
on  the  part  of  the  Crown  in  these  matters 
which  was  formerly  exercised;  but  they 
ought  to  take  the  greatest  pains,  if  they  de- 
parted from  the  principle  that  the  repre- 
sentatives themselves  should  be  the  parties 
to  decide  whether  Members  had  been  duly 
elected  to  sit  among  them»  and  that  there 
should  be  a  proper  tribunal  to  try  the  ques- 
tions. Kow,  the  first  objection  made  to  the 
present  Bill,  as  originally  introduced,  was 
made  by  the  Judges;  and  he  held  in  his 
hand  the  Letter  on  that  subject,  written 
in  February  last,  to  the  then  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in  his  own  behalf 
and  in  behalf  of  his  brother  Judges.  In 
that  letter  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  spoke  of 
the  insuperable  repugnance  entertained  by 
all  the  Judges  to  having  these  new  duties 
thrust  upon  them,  and  expressed  it  as  their 
unanimous  opinion  that  the  inevitable  con- 
sequence of  requiring  them  to  try  Election 
Petitions  would  be  to  lower  and  degrade 
the  judicial  office,  and  to  destroy  or  impair 
the  confidence  of  the  public  in  their  tho- 
rough impartiality  and  integrity  when,  in 
the  course  of  their  ordinary  duties,  poli- 
tical matters  became  incidentally  involved. 
It  was  impossible  for  him  (Earl  Bussell) 
to  allude  to  the  arguments  urged  with 
reference  to  the  objections  of  the  Judges 
in  the  forcible  letter  of  the  Lord  CMef 
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Justice,  without  obserring  that  within  the 
last  day  or  two  they  had  lost  a  distin- 
guished    Member     of    their     Lordships' 
House  (Lord  Cranworth),  whose  learning, 
whose  judicial  impartiality  and  calm  judg- 
ment rendered  his   decease  a  matter  of 
deep  regret,   he  was    sure,  to  them  all. 
Their  Lordships,  he  was  convinced,  would 
all  feel  that  that  House  and  the  country 
had  sustained  a  seyere  loss  by  the  death 
of  one  whose  opinion,  from  his  high  cha- 
racter and  his  great  learning,  was  always 
entitled  to  great  weight,  and,  who,  from 
his  long  experience   in  judicial  practice, 
would  have  been  so  well  able  to  give  ad- 
vice on   the  present  occasion.     But,  re- 
turning to  the  objections  of  the  Judges, 
he  believed  the  great  majority  of  the  judi- 
cial Bench  still  entertained    those  objec- 
tions.    The  questions  to   be   decided   in 
proceedings  to  be  taken  under  this  Bill — 
the  question  whether  a  man  is  duly  en- 
titled to  take  his   seat  in  the  House  of 
Commons  —  was  one  of  a  very  delicate 
nature,  and  for  himself  he  did  not  think 
it  was  possible  for  the  Judges,  however 
pure  their  conduct  might  be,  to    escape 
suspicion  or  imputations   of  partiality  if 
they  were   called  upon  to   decide  these 
questions.     No  doubt  Committees  of  the 
House    of   Commons    belonging  to    one 
party  or  another,  might  sometimes  have 
shown  a  bias  with  regard  to  an  Election 
Petition.     But  that  was  quite  a  different 
thing  from  saying  that  a  Judge,  who  was 
supposed  to  have  been  altogether  removed 
from  a  political  sphere,  in  which  he  had 
perhaps   acted   as   a  Law  Officer  of  one 
Government  or   another,  was   to  decide 
who  was  entitled  and  who  was  not  en- 
titled to  a  seat  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  therefore  thought  that  objection  was 
well  founded,  and  that  the  imputations  to 
which  he  had  referred  against  the  Judges, 
if  they  discharged  these  functions,  would 
be  made.     He  was  far  from  saying  that 
those    imputations    would    be    deserved. 
Unquestionably  the    Judges  would   take 
every  care  to  weigh  the  special  circum- 
stances that   might   be    brought    before 
them,  and  endeavour  to  arrive  at  their  de- 
cision with  the  greatest  impartiality.    But 
when  a  party  found  that  a  favourite  can- 
didate of  theirs,  brought  forward  with  a 
great  desire  that  he  should  obtain  a  seat 
in  Parliament,  was  displaced  on  an  Elec- 
tion Petition,  and  probably  on  the  evidence 
of  persons  whom  they  would  believe  to  be 
ntterly  unworthy  of  credit,  it  was  impos- 
sible that  imputations  such  as  he  had  re- 
Earl  Ru$9ell 


ferred  to  would  not  be  made.    That,  he 
thought,  was  the  main  objection  to  that 
proposal     He  did  not  say  that  this  objec- 
tion was  a  conclusive  one  against  the  Bill, 
for  he  regarded  the  local  inquiry  as  very 
beneficial,   and  he  should  be  glad  if  his 
apprehensions  with  regard  to  imputations 
being  cast  on  the  Judges  should  prove  to 
be  unfounded.      It  was,    however,    he 
thought,  a  very  grave  objection.    He  was 
glad  to  find  that  the  operation  of  the  Bill 
was  limited  to  three,  or  rather  to  four 
years  ;  and  if  at  the  end  of  that  period  it 
should  be  held  by  general  consent  that  the 
measure  had  Mled,  some  other  mode  of 
repressing  corrupt  practices  would  have  to 
be  tried.     Their  Lordships  would  there- 
fore, he  thought,  do  wisely  by  agreeing 
to  the  Bill  as  an  experiment,  leaving  it 
to  time  to  decide  whether  the  objectionB 
entertained  by  the  Judges  and  others  were 
well  founded.     The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Malmesbury)  had  explained  the  severe 
penalties  which  the  Bill  proposed  to  at- 
tach to  persons  who  had  taken  part  in  cor- 
rupt practices.     The  43rd,  44th,  45th,  and 
46th  clauses  contained  certain  disqualifi- 
cations.    The  first  was  that  a  person  who 
had  been  a  consenting   party  to  bribery 
or  corrupt  practices  should  be  disqualified 
for  seven  years  from  sitting  in  Parliament.. 
Now,  this  point  had  been  settled  by  some 
in  a  very  summary  manner,  for  it  had  been 
asked   whether,   supposing    a  man    had 
wilfully  consented  to  corrupt   practices, 
the  punishment  was  too   severe.      This, 
however,   was   really  not  the    question. 
The  question  was  whether  we  could  find 
a  tribunal  upon  which  we  could  implicitly 
rely  that  no  man  who  was  entirely  inno- 
cent should   be   declared  guilty  cf  these 
practices.     He  could  imagine  a  man  going 
to  a  candidate  and  saying,  '*  If  you  wiU 
give  me  £500  I  will  take  care  tiiat  fifky 
voters  who  are  now  wavering  shall  poll 
in  your  favour."      The  candidate  might 
agree  to  this,  and  the  whole  thing  might 
be  hushed  up,  no  third  party  ever  know- 
ing anything  of  it.     Another   candidate 
might  reply  that  he  would  not  give  him 
£500,  and  he  never  would  be  a  party  to 
corrupting  the  electors,  yet  the  very  man 
who,  had  he  received  the  money,  would  not 
have  breathed  a  word  of  it,  might  go  before 
the  Judge  and  swear  that  he  had  received 
the  money  from  the  candidate,  and  spent  it 
with  his  consent  or  at  his  suggestion  in 
bribery.    It  might  be  said,  indeed,  that  the 
Judge  would  not  believe  a  man  who  thus 
peijnred  himself,  and  would  be  likely  to 
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come  to  a  oorreot  decision.  Judges,  however, 
even  with  the  assistance  of  juries,  were  not 
infallible ;  and  their  Lordships  would  all 
remember  that  there  had  recently  been  at 
Manchester  a  very  important  trial,  where 
five  persons  were  tried  for  murder*  or 
for  being  accessories  to  murder,  and  where 
one  of  those  who  were  found  guilty  by 
the  jury  and  sentenced  by  the  Judge,  it 
afterwards  turned  out,  was  entirely  inno- 
cent. That  was  a  recent  case,  and  there 
were  numerous  cases  of  a  similar  character 
on  record  of  men  and  women  having  been 
executed  for  crimes  which  they  had  never 
committed.  Yet  it  was  now  proposed 
—not  that  a  Judge  and  jury,  but  that  a 
Judge  sitting  singly,  should  sentence  a 
man,  without  any  power  of  appeal  to  the 
Crown,  to  seven  years'  exclusion  from 
Parliament,  and  should  disqualify  him 
from  being  registered  as  a  voter,  from 
holding  judicial  and  certain  other  offices, 
and  from  acting  as  a  justice  of  the  peace. 
Now,  these  were  formidable  penalties  de- 
grading and  reducing  a  man  in  position 
and  rank  ;  they  were  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance to  the  person  himself,  and  they 
were  also  of  importance  to  the  district  in 
which  he  might  have  hoped  to  fill  a  posi- 
tion of  honour  or  usefulness.  He  doubted 
whether  it  was  right  to  give  such  power 
to  a  single  Judge,  and  he  had  drawn  up  a 
proviso  to  the  effect  that  any  person  re- 
ported by  a  Judge  as  guilty  of  any  of  the 
offences  enumerated  in  the  43rd,  44th, 
45th,  and  46th  clauses  might,  within  three 
months,  appeal  to  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas,  where  such  appeal  should  be  tried 
by  the  Chief  Justice  or  some  other  Judge 
and  a  jury,  whose  verdict  should  be  final. 
If  such  penalties  were  imposed  there  should 
be  something  more  than  the  decision  of  a 
single  Judge;  for  though  that  Judge  might 
be  very  learned  in  the  law,  and  might 
have  devoted  his  whole  life  to  the  study 
of  the  theory  and  letter  of  the  law,  he 
might  not  be  well  versed  in  the  ways  of 
mankind  and  in  the  practices  of  those  con- 
nected with  elections,  and  who  are  con- 
versant with  bribery  and  corrupt  practices. 
Such  a  Judge  might  be  very  credulous  of 
the  evidence  given  ;  and  thus  the  opinion 
of  a  single  Judge,  learned  in  the  law,  but 
unversed  in  the  ways  of  the  world,  and 
especially  in  the  ways  of  the  election  world, 
might  condemn  an  innocent  man  to  stigma 
and  disgrace  and  to  exclusion  from  political 
life.  He  should  not,  however,  trouble 
their  Lordships  by  moving  any  Amend- 
ments in  Committee,  it  being  far  too  late 


in  the  Session  to  come  to  any  adverse  vote  \ 
on  the  subject,  and  he  should  therefore 
simply  place  the  proviso  in  the  hands  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack, who  was  qualified  to  consider  the 
propriety  of  a  single  Judge  deciding  such 
questions.  It  was  proposed  that  a  single 
Judge  should  bo  put  in  the  position  now 
occupied  by  a  Committee  of  five  Members 
presided  over  by  a  competent  Chairman. 
He  thought  their  Lordships  would  all  agree 
that  in  old  times,  when  controverted  Sec- 
tions were  decided  as  party  questions, 
very  corrupt  decisions  were  given.  Mr. 
Grenville,  in  the  middle  of  the  last  cen- 
tury, remedied  this  by  substituting  a  tri- 
bunal consisting  of  five  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  Now,  he  (Earl 
Russell)  had  repeatedly  stated  in  the 
House  of  Commons  that  the  effect  of  that 
change  was  that,  instead  of  considering  a 
seat  in  Parliament  as  a  political  and  party 
matter,  it  became  a  matter  like  a  question 
of  property,  to  be  decided  between  two 
claimants,  each  risking  several  thousand 
pounds,  one  in  order  to  obtain  the  seat, 
and  the  other  in  defending  it.  It  was 
treated  too  much  as  a  question  between 
two  individuals,  and  not  as  a  question  in 
which  the  constituency  and  the  public 
were  concerned.  This  was  a  defect  in 
the  present  system,  and  it  made  him  the 
more  willing  to  agree  to  some  change; 
but  he  must  confess  he  did  not  think  elec- 
toral corruption  would  be  rooted  out  or 
very  much  checked  by  this  measure.  It 
was  quite  right,  however,  that  something 
of  the  kind  should  be  tried ;  and,  this 
plan  having  been  agreed  upon  by  the  < 
House  of  Commons,  he  cheerfully  assented 
to  it.  ' 

The  present  being  about  the  last  debate 
of  the  Session  he  would  venture  to  put  a 
question  to  the  noble  Earl  on  another  sub- 
ject. In  1841  the  Government  of  the  day 
brought  forward  a  financial  measure  in 
relation  to  the  sugar  duties  which  was 
defeated  by  a  majority,  he  thought,  of  86. 
The  Government  immediately  decided  that 
they  would  dissolve  Parliament ;  but  they 
did  not  announce  their  decision,  and  Sir 
Robert  Peel  thought  himself  justified  in 
moving,  or  called  upon  to  move,  a  Vote 
of  Want  of  Confidence.  That  was  carried 
in  a  very  full  House  by  a  majority  of  1 ; 
after  which  Sir  Robert  Peel  asked  him 
for  an  assurance  that  as  soon  as  the  dis- 
solution and  the  elections  should  be  over 
the  new  Parliament  should  be  called  to- 
gether.   Feeling  that  his  Colleagues  and 
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himself  would  not  wish  to  remain  in  Office 
unless  they  possessed  the  confidence  of  the 
country,  he  at  once  and  willingly  gave 
that  pledge,  and  the  new  Parliament  ac- 
cordingly met  at  as  early  a  date  as  pos- 
sible. There  was  a  great  majority  against 
the  then  existing  Ministry  and  there  was 
an  end  of  the  Administration.  And  now 
Parliament  was  placed  in  a  position  still 
more  peculiar,  because  for  two  years  they 
had  had  a  Goyernment  going  on  without 
the  confidence  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  was  not  going  to  blame  anyone  for 
that ;  all  he  would  say  was  this,  that  it 
would  be  for  the  public  interest — and  he 
was  sure  it  would  be  more  agreeable  to  the 
feelings  of  the  noble  Earl  opposite  and  his 
Colleagues— that  when  the  registration  was 
completed  and  there  would  be  an  opportu- 
nity for  a  dissolution.  Parliament  should 
be  called  together  again  as  soon  as  possible. 
He  supposed  the  noble  Earl  opposite  would 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  that 
would  be  done.  It  was  what  he  ^Earl 
Russell)  did  when  Minister  in  1841. 

Thb  LORD  CHANCELLOR :  In  oflfer- 
ing  to  your  Lordships  a  few  obsenrations  on 
what  has  fSallen  from  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Russell)  I  most  commence  by  responding 
very  sincerely  to  the  statement  whioh  he 
made  at  the  outset  with  reference  to  the 
great  loss  which  your  Lordships  have  sus^ 
tained  since  the  la.«^t  meeting  of  this  House 
in  the  person  of  my  late  noble  and  learned 
Friend— Lord  Cranworth.  My  Lords,  of 
the  loss  of  Lord  Cranworth  to  those  who 
have  had  the  privilege  of  enjoying  his 
friendship  I  feel  it  impossible  for  me  to 
speak.  But,  my  Lords,  this  I  may  say — 
that  your  Lordships  and  the  public  have  in 
him  lost  one  who  passed  through  a  long 
career  of  high  judicial  office  without  a 
tarnish  on  his  name— one  who,  I  venture 
to  say,  in  the  discharge  of  his  great  duties 
for  courtesy,  for  candour,  for  careful  and 
conscientious  efficiency,  and,  above  all,  for 
sound  and  exquisite  common  sense,  has 
never  been  surpassed  by  any  person  who 
ever  before  filled  the  same  offices. 

My  Lords,  with  respect  to  the  Bill  now 
before  your  Lordships,  most  of  the  com- 
ments of  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Russell)  as 
certainly  might  have  been  expected,  have 
turned  upon  the  character  of  the  tribunal 
oflfered  by  the  measure  for  the  trial  here- 
after of  Election  Petitions.  My  Lords, 
upon  that  point  I  wish  to  say  a  word  as 
to  the  changes  which  the  proposition  has 
from  time  to  time  undergone.  When  the 
Bill  was  introduced  by  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
£^l  Mus$eU 


veroment  last  year   the    propontion,  I 
think,  was    that    Commissionara  to    irj 
Election  Petitions  should  be  nominate4  l^ 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  CommoBS. 
That  proposition,  in  the  disousaioiia  wkidi 
arose,  did  not  find  favour  with  the  Hoose 
of  Commons,  and  Her  Mf^esty's  €U>Ters- 
ment  proposed    an   alternative   meaaore, 
that  the  trial  of  Election  Petitiona  ahoold 
be  conducted  before  the  Judges  of  the 
Superior  Courts  at  Westminster.     Before 
the  opinion  of  the  House  of  CominoBs  was 
definitively  taken  upon  that  propositioii 
Parliament  was  prorogued.    At  ^e  ooim- 
menoement  of  the  present  year  the  Go- 
vernment through  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Lord  Chelmsford),  who  then  held 
the  offioe  which  I  have  now  the  honour 
to  hold,  received  a    commnnieationy  to 
which  the  noble  Earl  has  referred,  from 
the  Chief  Justice  of  the  Queen's  Bench  on 
the  part  of  all  the  Judges,   deprecating  , 
very  strongly  the  proposal  that  the  trial  <S 
Election   Petitions    should    be    devolved 
upon  the  Judges.     As  well  aa  I  reooUeety 
the  grounds  taken  by  the  Judges  were 
substantially  two.     The  first  was  that,  by 
the  appointment  of  the  Judges  to    t^ 
Election  Petitions,  involving    matter    of 
political   feeling,   the  confidence    of    the 
public  in  the  impartiality  of  the  learaed 
Judges  in  other  matters  would  be  shaken; 
and  the  second  ground  was  that,  with  the 
great  amount  of  business  by  which  the 
Judges    were    already    overweighted,   it 
would  be  impossible  for  them  to  undertake 
the  further  duty  of  conducting  the  trial 
of  Election  Petitions,  which  might  last  for 
a  considerable  tine  in  some  yeara  or  every 
year.     These  objections  they  stated  with 
so  much  force  that  the  Government  felt  it 
was  necessary  to  refer  them  to  Parliament,, 
and  to  propose  again  an  alternative  mea* 
sure.     The  next  proposition  laid   helbre 
Parliament— and  I  mention  these  prop»> 
sals  to    show    the   various  schemes  thh 
House  of  Commons  has  had  before  it- 
was  that  three  Election  Judges  should  he 
appointed  from  time  to  time  by  the  Bo* 
vemment  to  try  the    Petitions.      Tbaf^ 
agab,  was  objected  to  on  the  ground  that 
instead  of  delegating  their  functions  to  the 
judicial  Bench,  it  would  he  pladng  the 
power  of  deciding  upon  elections  in  three 
offioers  chosen  by  the  Government  of  the 
day.     In  order  to  avoid,  if  possible,  that 
difficulty,  the  Government  made  this  pro- 
position in  the  next  place,  that  out  of  the 
present  Judges  in  Westminster  Hall  two 
should  be  seleoted  who  wouU  leesiTV  • 
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flomewhat  higher  position  than  the  other 
Judges — ^probably  receiving  the  rank  of 
Privy  Councillors — and  that  those  thus 
chosen  from  the  limited  number  of  exist- 
ing Judges,  having  given  proof  of  their 
capacity  in  the  discharge  of  judicial  busi- 
ness, should  be  appointed  to  try  Election 
Petitions  when  there  were  any  to  be  tried, 
and  at  other  times  should  sit  on  the  Judi- 
cial Committee  of  the  Privy  Council. 
That  proposal  the  House  of  Commons 
again  objected  to,  and  a  very  strong  opi- 
nion was  manifested  that  the  reasons  given 
by  the  learned  Judges  for  deprecating  the 
office  of  trying  Blection  Petitions  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  weigh,  and  that  the 
Legislature  was  the  proper  authority  to 
decide  what  were  the  duties  which  the 
Judges  ought  to  discharge.  That  was  not 
only  the  opinion,  but  was  supported  by 
the  vote  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  by 
a  very  considerable  majority  the  proposition 
to  assign  two  special  Judges  to  try  Elec- 
tion Petitions  was  negatived.  At  the 
same  time  a  very  strong  inclination  was 
shown  to  authorize  the  appointment  of 
further  Judges  in  the  various  Courts,  to 
have  the  Bill  re-modelled,  and  Election 
Petitions  tried  by  the  Judges  very  much 
in  the  manner  originally  proposed.  Con- 
sequently the  Bill  was  brought  nearly  into 
the  shape  your  Lordships  now  have  it, 
and  in  that  shape  received  the  sanction  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  There  was  one 
proposition  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
which  did  not  receive  the  sanction  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  but  which  I  wish  to 
mention  more  particularly.  "We  proposed 
that,  at  the  same  time  that  the  numbers 
of  each  Court  were  increased  from  five  to 

Isix,  the  Court  should  select  the  particular 
Judge  that  was  to  try  Election  Petitions, 
and  that  the  Judge  so  selected  should,  in 
addition  to  his  present  salary,  receive  a 
sum  of  £500  for  each  year  that  he  was  so 
employed,  and  if  employed  for  a  certain 
time,  should  be  released  from  the  duty  of 
going  on  circuit  that  year.  That  proposal 
was  rejected  by  the  House  of  Commons. 
I  am  anxious  to  make  this  explanation, 
because  some  misapprehension  appears  to 
have  prevailed  on  the  subject  out-of-doors. 
It  would  have  been  my  duty  to  be  the 
medium  of  communication  with  the  learned 
Judges,  and  I  wish  therefore  to  say  to 
your  Lordships  that  neither  directly  nor 
indirectly  was  any  mention  made  \o  the 
learned  Judges  that  they  were  to  receive 
an  additional  salary  for  the  performance  of 
the  daties  proposed ;  and  therefore  the 
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observations  that  the  learned  Judges  were 
willing  to  accept  an    additional  £500  a 
year  as   ''a  bribe,"  as  it  was  said,  is  a 
statement  altogether  without  foundation. 
In  point  of  fact,  my  Lords,  after  the  divi- 
sion in  the  House  of  Commons,  negativing 
the  proposal  with  respect  to  the  two  specific 
Judges,  it  would  have  been  utterly  impos- 
sible for  me  to  communicate  with  them  ; 
but,  in  addition  to  that,  it  appeared  to  me 
that  it  would  have  been  very  much  better 
to  avoid  making  any  proposition  to  the 
Judges  about  the  increase  of  salary ;  that 
if  the  House  of  Commons  were  willing  to 
increase  their  salary,  it  would  be  a  very 
fit  and  very  proper  thing  to  do,  but  it 
would  not  be  proper  to  make  any  com- 
munication to  the  Judges,  whether  directly 
or  indirectly,  on  the  subject.     I  am  bound 
to  Say  that  I  regret  very  much  that  the 
House  of  Commons  has  negatived   that 
proposal.     The  position  of  the  existing 
Judges  in  the  Superior  Courts  is  very  pecu- 
liar.    They  are  learned  persons  who  have 
surrendered  large  and   lucrative   private 
practice;  they  have  accepted  the  office  they 
now  hold,  knowing  at  the  time  the  duties 
both   on  the  Bench  and  on  circuit    they 
would  be  expected  to  perform,  and  know- 
ing who  would  be  associated  with  them  ^ 
on  the  Bench,  and  whose  advice  and  assis- 
tance they  would  have  the  benefit  of.    For 
persons  who  have  accepted  office  on  that 
footing  to  have  their  duties  changed  with- 
out offering  any  terms  by  way  of  compen- 
sation is  a  proceeding  that  1  must  think 
very  unfair.     And  although  the  trial  of 
those  Election  Petitions  is  very  much  of 
the  nature  of  the  business  on  circuit,  yet 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  the  two  things 
would  be  very  different.     It  is  one  thing 
to  preside  on  circuit  where  proper  arrange- 
ments have  been  made  for  their  reception, 
where  they  have  the  society  of  a  large  Bar 
during  the  time  the  circuit  continues,  and 
it  is  quite  another  thing  to  send  a  single 
Judge  alone  into  various  parts  of  the  coun- 
try, where  Judges  have  not  been  in  the 
habit  of  going,  where  there  is  no  kind  of 
fitting  accommodation  for  them,  and  where 
they  may  be  kept  at  a  distance  from  their 
houses  and  families  it  may  be  for  two  or 
three  months.     It  appears  to  me  that  to 
men  who  have  accepted  office  on  very  dif- 
ferent conditions  there  would  be  an  irk- 
someness  in  the  new  duties  which  they 
might  very  fairly  deprecate.  I  very  greatly 
fear  that  the  result  will  be  that,  whereas 
if  the  House  of  Commons  had  increased 
the  OEdaries  some  of  the  existing  Judges 
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would  have  been  found  willing  to  under- 
take the  duty,  these  Election  Inquiries  will 
be  thrown  in  the  various  Courts  on  the 
new  Judges  who  accept  office  with  their 
eyes  open,  and  that  the  public  will  not 
have  the  benefit  of  the  experience  of  the 
elder  Judges.     I  do  not  propose  to  follow 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Russell)  at  any  length 
in  his  criticism  of- the  tribunal  which  it 
is  proposed  to  constitute.     He  says,  and 
says  truly,  that  this  is  a  very  great  power 
to  place  in  the  hands  of  a  single  Judge 
without  a  jury,  and  that  the  punishments 
to  be  inflicted  under  this  Bill  for  bribery 
and  other  cognate  offencea  are  punishments 
of  a  very  grave  character.    In  t^at  opinion 
I  entirely  concur.     But  what  is  the  alter- 
native offered  for  your  Lordships'  consi- 
deration in  this  case  ?    Before  we  criticize 
or  condemn  the  tribunal  proposed  by  this 
Bill  we  must  ask  what  other  tribunal  we 
are  to  propose  and  to  weigh  in  the  scale 
against  it:     The  House  of  Commons  have 
declined  any  longer  to  provide  out  of  their 
own  body  a  tribunal  for  the  trial  of  Elec- 
tion Petitions  —  the  fact  of  their  passing 
this  Bill  shows  that  they  wish  to  devolve 
that    duty    upon    some    other    tribunal. 
What,  then,  is  the  suggestion  we  are  to 
make  to  them  in  preference  to  the  plan 
contained  in  this  BUI  ?     The  noble  Earl 
agrees  in  the  propriety  of  a  local  inquiry. 
But  does  he  really  think  that  that  inquiry 
will  be  improved  by  empanelling  a  jury  of 
the  vicinag0,  where  politics  run  high,  and 
the  question  i»tis  to  the  conduct  of  parties 
in  the  election  ?     Does  he  really  propose 
that  a  jury  shall  be  summoned  from  the 
neighbourhood,  not  to  assist  the  Judge, 
but  to  decide  the  questions  which  come 
before  the  Court  ? 

Earl  EUSSELL  said,  that  what  he 
proposed  was  to  leave  these  questions  to 
be  decided  on  appeal  by  a  Ju(^e  and  jury 
sitting  at  Westminster. 

Thb  lord  CHANCELLOR:  I  am 
going  by  steps  through  the  noble  EarPs 
argument,  and  am  dealing  first  with  the 
local  inquiry.  He  said  this  was  a  very 
strong  power  to  entrust  to  a  single  Judge 
without  a  jury;  but  I  do  not  suppose  he 
would  think  the  tribunal  improved  by  a 
jury  of  the  vicinage.  But  then  the  noble 
Earl  would  allow  any  person  affected  by 
a  certificate  from  a  Judge  conducting  one 
of  these  local  inquiries  to  appeal  within 
three  months  from  that  decision,  and  he 
would  provide  that  the  appeal  should  be 
heard  at  Westminster  before  the  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas 
Tho  Lord  ChancsGor 


and  another  Judge  and  jury.  Now,  let 
us  consider  that  proposal.  Your  Lord- 
ships must  assume  that  in  every  ungle 
case  there  would  be  an  appeal  from  the 
certificate  of  a  Judge  finding  the  offences 
specified  in  this  Bill.  Every  perton  lo 
found  guilty  would  endeavour  to  avail 
himself  of  this  power  of  appeal,  because 
he  could  not  be  the  worse,  and  he  might 
be  the  better  for  it.  I  would  ask  whether 
the  decision  of  this  Court  is  to  be  based 
upon  evidence  brought  before  it,  or  on 
evidence  taken  in  the  country  ?  The  noble 
Earl  says  that  one  of  the  merits  of  this 
Bill  is  that  the  truth  will  be  more  effec- 
tually  ascertained  on  the  spot.  Therefore 
his  proposal  is  that  the  local  inquiry— 
which  the  noble  Earl  admits  is  the  best 
for  ascertaining  the  truth— should  be 
brought  under  review  by  another  inquiry, 
not  conducted  in  the  locality,  but  at 
Westminster,  where  the  same  means  of 
ascertaining  the  truth  will  not  exist 

Eabl  RUSSELL:    The  Court  of  Ap- 
peal at  Westminster  will  have  befow  it 
the  evidence  taken  at  the  local  inquiry. 
The   lord  CHANCELLOR:   Well, 
then,  the  jury  are  not  to  decide  upon 
evidence  taken  before  them,  but  upon  the 
record  of  vivd  voce  evidence  taken  before 
a  Judge  elsewhere.      Now,   in  hearing 
evidence  very  much  depends  upon  the 
demeanour  of  witnesses.      A  jury  should 
hear  the  evidence  given  ;  they  should  be 
able  to  judge  from  the  sight,  and  by  the 
tone  of  a  witness,  and  the   manner  in 
which  he  gives  his  evidence,  whether  tbst 
evidence  is  or  is  not  worthy  of  belief. 
But  the  noble  Earl  would  propose  that  the 
decision  of  the  Judge  who   has  actually 
heard   the  evidence  should    be   brought 
under  review,  not  by  another  Judge,  but 
by  a  jury  at  Westminster,  who  have  seen 
none  of  the  witnesses,  and  are  simply  to 
decide  upon  written  evidence.     I  think 
that  any  tribunal  of  that  kind  would  be 
the  very  worst  that  could  possibly  be  de- 
vised;   and  although  I  should  be  glad  to 
see  the  tribunal  suggested    in   this  BiU 
fenced  round  by  every  reasonable  precau- 
tion, I  feel  satisfied  that  upon  oonsiderv 
tion  the  noble  Earl  will  hesitate  before 
seriously   proposing  another   tribunal  of 
the  kind  which  he  has  suggested. 

Leaving  the  Bill  now  before  your  Lord- 
ships, the  noble  Earl  referred  to  a  topic 
of  more  general  interest  He  said  that 
the  Government  had  for  two  years  con- 
ducted the  government  of  the  country 
without  the  confidence  of  the  House  <» 
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Commons.  Now,  I  must  demur  entirely 
to  that  statement.  I  believe,  on  the  con- 
trary, that  the  Government  have  had 
the  confidence  of  the  House  of  Commons  ; 
and  I  believe  it  for  this  reason— because, 
in  a  case  where  the  Government  for  so 
long  a  period  have  not  had  the  confidence 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  I  have  never 
known  the  House  of  Commons  abstain 
from  expressing  their  opinion  to  that 
effect;  and  inasmuch  as  the  House  of 
Commons  have  never  expressed  such  an 
opinion  with  regard  to  the  present  Ad- 
ministration, and  as,  when  a  member  of 
the  party  with  which  the  noble  Earl  is 
connected,  placed  upon  the  Notice  Paper 
during  the  present  year  a  Motion  of  Want 
of  Confidence,  he  never  had  the  courage  to 
bring  it  forward,  I  venture  to  think  that 
the  view  of  the  noble  Earl  on  this  subject 
is  entirely  an  erroneous  one.  But  the 
noble  Earl  has  asked  whether  a  statement 
would  be  made  by  the  Government  analo- 
gous to  that  made  by  Sir  Robert  Peel 
relative  to  a  dissolution  of  Parliament  in 
1841.  Why,  that  statement  has  been 
made  for  some  time  past  pretty  nearly 
every  week,  sometimes  in  this  and  some- 
times in  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
When  the  Begistration  Bill  passed  through 
Committee  your  Lordships  were  told  that 
the  subject  had  been  carefully  considered 
with  a  view  to  lead  up  to  and  make  pos- 
sible a  dissolution  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment;  and  it  was  with  that  object 
your  Lordships  were  asked  to  give  a  some- 
what  hurried  consideration  to  the  Bill  in 
order  that  it  might  receive  the  Boyal  As- 
sent at  the  necessary  period. 

Loan  EOMILLY :  My  Lords,  it  is  not 
my  intention  to  discuss  the  Bill  now  before 
your  Lordehips,  which  it  is  important 
should  pass  without  the  danger  of  involv- 
ing any  difference  with  the  other  House 
or  any  chance  of  delay.  But  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  has 
requested  me,  on  behalf  of  himself  and  of 
all  the  other  Judges,  to  say  that  though 
when  first  consulted  they  disapproved  very 
much  of  these  functions  being  imposed 
upon  them  because  they  thought  it  would 
be  injurious  to  the  authority  and  repu- 
tation of  their  office  that  the  Judges 
should  be  mixed  up  in  election  matters, 
and  though  they  retain  that  opinion  up 
to  the  present  moment,  nevertheless  they 
desire  it  be  known  that,  if  Parliament 
think  fit  to  require  them  to  perform  these 
duties,  they  will  cheerfully  and  readily 
perform  them  to  the  best  of  their  ability. 


<  Besides  this,  my  right  hon.  Friend  de- 
sired me  to  confirm  to  your  Lordships  that 
which  we  have  heard  from  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend— that  they  were  never  con- 
sulted upon  the  subject  of  whether  an 
additional  sum  of  £500  should  be  given 
to  the  Judges  to  be  selected  for  the 
purpose  of  conducting  these  inquiries  ; 
that,  so  far  from  its  being  the  fact,  accord- 
ing to  the  very  injurious  rumours  which 
got  abroad,  that  this  provision  had  been 
introduced  with  their  sanction  for  the  pur- 
pose of  inaking  things  smooth,  nothing  of 
the  sort  had  occurred  ;  and  that  if  such  a 
proposition  had  been  made  to  them  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  on  behalf  of  himself  and 
every  one  of  his  Colleagues,  declared  that 
they  should  have  unanimously  rejected  it. 
Though,  however,  under  the  circumstances, 
that  is  a  very  natural  feeling  on  the  part 
of  the  Judges,  I  cannot  but  assent  to  a  part 
of  what  has  fallen  from  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend — not  that  it  would  have 
been  right  to  give  an  additional  £500  a 
year  to  particular  Judges  to  be  selected 
for  this  purpose,  which  would  have  been 
in  the  nature  of  a  bribe  for  the  perform- 
ance of  those  duties,  but  that,  consider- 
ing the  additional  functions  imposed  upon 
them  all,  which  they  would  all  readily 
and  cheerfully  undertake,  however  much 
they  disapproved  them,  this  addition  to 
the  judicial  salary  would  have  been  a  | 
very  fit  and  proper  proceeding.  I  said  that 
I  did  not  intend  to  discuss  the  Bill,  al- 
though it  seems  to  me  to  contain  very 
crude  provisions,  and  to  be  a  Bill  likely  to 
have  a  very  ignominious  conclusion  ;  but 
I  wish  to  point  out  that  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  has 
misapprehended  the  proposal  made  by  my 
noble  Friend  below  me  (Earl  Bussell).  It 
was  never  proposed  by  him,  as  I  under- 
stood, that  the  inquiry  at  Westminster 
should  be  substituted  for  the  local  inquiry, 
nor  that  it  should  be  founded  upon  the 
written  evidence  taken  in  the  course  of 
the  local  inquiry  ;  but  that  in  every  case 
of  appeal  the  same  witnesses  should  be  re- 
examined and  the  former  evidence  tested, 
and,  if  necessary,  additional  evidence  given 
in  a  further  and  more  minute  inquiry  be- 
fore a  jury.  Now,  whether  that  would  be  a 
beneficial  measure  or  not  I  will  not  stay 
to  inquire,  because  it  appears  to  be  gene- 
rally understood  that  at  this  period  of  the 
Session  it  is  not  desirable  to  introduce  into 
the  Bill  any  Amendments  which  might 
delay  the  prorogation,  but  I  thought  it 
necessary  to  correct  this  misapprehension 
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on  tiie  part  of  mj  noUe  and  kaniod 
Friend. 

I  cannot  oondnde  my  remarks  without 
expressing  the  deep  regret  I  feel  at  the 
loes  of  a  Taloed  Friend  with  whom  I  hare 
been  more  or  less  intimately  associated  for 
the  last  thirty  years.  I  have  been  repeat- 
edly his  j  anior  before  your  Lordships'  House 
and  in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  I  bare  been 
constantly  engaged  with  him  in  public  and 
legal  business,  and  I  always  receired  from 
him  the  utmost  kindness.  He  was  pre- 
eminently distinguished  for  three  qualities 
—his  candour  and  fairness,  his  common 
sense,  and  his  gentlemanly  feeling  and 
bearing  towards  all  with  whom  he  was 
brought  into  contact.  No  one  can  regret 
more  than  I  do  the  loss  which  this  House 
has  sustained,  and  I  cannot  refrain  from 
adding  my  t^timony  to  the  character  and 
qualities  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who  has  been  thus  suddenly  removed  from 
the  midst  of  us. 

Ths  Baki.  or  HABROWBY  said,  he 
did  not  regard  the  transference  of  juris- 
diction in  the  matter  of  Election  Petitions 
as  a  confession  on  the  part  of  the  House 
of  Commons  that  it  was  incompetent  to 
conduct  these  inquiries  with  faimees,  for 
he  had  had  no  small  experience  on  Elec- 
tion Committees,  and  he  must  bear  his 
testimony  to  the  general  fairness  with 
which  their  inquiries  were  conducted. 
Electoral  corruption  was  different  from 
almost  any  other  offence  or  crime,  for  it 
had  not  yet  received  that  mark  of  indivi- 
dual reprobation  which  made  it  to  be  con- 
sidered a  crime  by  those  who  committed 
it  and  by  those  who  were  the  objects  of 
it.  It  was  difficult  to  invest  the  offence 
with  that  feeling  of  gravity  and  that 
weight  on  the  conscience  which  enabled 
those  who  made  investigations  respecting 
it  to  do  so  with  a  sense  of  responsibility, 
and  to  conduct  the  inquiries  in  such  a 
manner  as  to  impress  others  with  a  due 
sense  of  gravity.  Hitherto  corruption 
had  been  considered  by  those  who  com- 
mitted it,  and  by  those  who  were  the 
objects  of  it,  a  positive  rather  than  a 
moral  offence,  created  by  the  law  rather 
than  existing  in  the  nature  of  things  ;  and 
under  these  circumstances  it  was  difficult 
to  invest  an  inquiry  with  that  solemnity 
with  which  it  ought  to  be  surrounded. 
As  he  understood  it  we  were  now  about 
to  make  the  experiment,  by  transferring 
the  jurisdiction  to  another  tribunal,  and 
adopting  a  different  mode  of  procedure,  to 
ctteate  a  moral  sense  on  the  subject,  and 


he  agreed  tiiat  it  was  only  by  arentiag 
such  moral  sense  that  we  luid  any  dianee 
of  putting  an  end  to  corruption.  If  the 
object  aimed  at  had  been  to  make  inquiry 
more  searching  and  complete,  then  he  be- 
lieved the  transfer  of  tribunal  would  have 
an  opposite  effect,  for  in  his  opinion  the 
irregular  jurisdiction  and  proceedings  of 
the  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of  \ 
Commons,  not  bound  by  any  roles  of  evi-  i 
deuce  or  practice,  were  far  more  likely  tc  ' 
effect  a  penetrating  and  searching  inquiry 
than  a  regular  Court  presided  ov^  by  a 
Common  Law  Judge.  But  he  was  pre- 
pared to  admit  the  probability  that  the 
substitute  of  one  of  the  Superior  Judges 
for  the  Commissioners,  whose  Courts  pre- 
sented  the  aspect  of  a  dramatio  oitertaiB- 
ment  in  which  the  audimioe  were  fre- 
quently **  convulsed  with  laughter,"  was 
much  more  likely  to  create  a  moral  sense 
than  tiie  present  method  of  inquiry.  The 
experiment  was  a  great  one,  and  he  iM^ed 
it  would  bear  fruits. 

ViBooTTirr  STRATFORD  DE  BED-  \ 
CLIFFE  said,  he  must  congratulate  the 
House  and  the  country  on  t^e  step  whkh 
had  been  taken  by  the  House  of  Gommims 
with  the  object  of  putting  a  stop  to  dee- 
toral  corruption.  To  his  mind  it  wss 
highly  creditable  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons that  they  should  have  taken  such  a 
step  in  order  to  free  themselves  from  any 
suspicion  of  sympathizing  with  bribery; 
and  that  in  the  last  moments  of  its  exist- 
ence it  should  have  passed  a  measure  di- 
vesting itself  of  its  right  of  trying  Elec- 
tion Petitions,  and  transferring  its  autho- 
rity to  another  tribunal.  It  was  equally 
creditable  to  the  Government  of  the  day 
that  they  had  done  their  best  to  forward 
the  measure  and  to  encourage  the  House 
of  Commons  to  pass  it.  With  respect  to 
the  evil  against  which  the  measure  was 
directed,  it  had  taken  root  so  deeply  in 
the  habits  cf  the  country  that  it  was  an 
extravagant  expectation  to  hope  that  the 
Bill  would  put  a  stop  to  it  entirely ;  but 
it  was  to  be  hoped  that  the  change  of  tri- 
bunal would  have  a  great  moral  effect, 
would  impress  people  with  the  gravity  of 
the  offence,  and  would  cause  them  to  re- 
flect on  the  injury  done  to  the  country  by 
those  who  committed  it.  He  had  some 
personal  recollections  which  showed  bow 
deeply  corrupt  practices  were  rooted. 
Once,  when  he  was  a  candidate  for  a 
borough  now  extinct,  he  called  npcn  a 
voter,  who  being  at  dinner  held  up  hia 
knife  and  warned  him  to  be  off,   vreH** 
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knowing  that  he  was  ahont  to  lose  the 
£10  bribe  he  had  pocketed  at  former  elec- 
tions. On  another  occasion,  when  he  con- 
tested Lynn  Regis,  a  shoemaker  of  his 
party  declined  a  bribe  ;  and  when  his  pro- 
cession, as  one  of  the  successful  candi- 
dates, passed  the  shoemaker's  shop,  a  shoe 
was  hoisted  on  a  pole  and  three  cheers  given 
in  recognition  of  what  was  regarded  as  an 
extraordinary  instance  of  public  yirtue« 
Such  instances  could,  no  doubt,  be  multi- 
plied. He  thought  that  the  amount  of 
security  required  in  reference  to  the  pre- 
sentation of  Election  Petitions  might  dis- 
eourage  persona  from  presenting  them  ; 
but  with  regard  to  the  penalty  imposed  for 
corrupt  practices,  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that,  regard  being  had  to  the  na- 
ture of  the  offence,  the  penalty  could 
hardly  be  too  great.  However,  in  the 
present  temper  of  the  country,  it  might  be 
well  to  go  no  further  than  was  now  pro- 
posed, and  to  wait  until  some  additional 
moral  effect  should  be  produced  by  the 
operation  of  the  Bill. 

He  could  not  sit  down  without  adding 
a  word  to  the  tribute  of  regret  so  gene- 
rally expressed  for  the  loss  of  the  eminent 
man  whose  recent  death  had  been  referred 
to  in  the  course  of  the  present  discussion. 
Ho  had  known  Lord  Cranworth  in  private 
life  long  before  he  attained  the  high  posi- 
tion which  he  ultimately  reached.  If  he 
was  always  an  honest  politician,  he  was 
equally  remarkable  as  a  sincere,  straight- 
forward, single-mmded  man ;  and  it  was 
impossible  for  any  one  to  go  to  his  grave 
with  a  nobler  or  more  estimable  character. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-^norrow, 

ELEOTRIO  TELEGRAPHS  BILL-<No.  282.) 

{The  Duke  of  Mmtroee.) 

OOMMITTBB. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee,  read. 

LoBD  REDESDALE  said,  that  one  of 
the  provisions  in  reference  to  the  purchase 
of  the  telegraphs  sanctioned  the  payment  of 
any  sums  voted  by  the  shareholders  as  a 
recognition  of  special  services ;  and  it  had 
been  suggested  that  as  directors  oould 
generally  command  the  votes  of  a  large 
number  of  the  shareholders,  they  might 
by  that  provision  secure  to  themselves  the 
payment  of  sums  voted  under  the  head  of 
Bpeoial  aervioee.    He  thou^^t  the  share- 


holders required  some  proteotion  against 
abuse  in  this  matter. 

Thb  Duke  of  SOMERSET  said,  that  the 
railway  companies  were  only  to  be  allowed 
under  the  Bill  to  use  the  telegraphic  wires 
on  the  railway  lines  in  connection  with  the 
working  of  their  trains ;  but  great  incon- 
venience might  arise  if  a  person,  on  ar- 
riving at  a  railway  station,  found  that  his 
luggage  had  been  left  behind,  and  was  not 
permitted  to  employ  the  telegraphic  appa- 
ratus at  the  station  to  give  directions  for 
its  transmission.  He  thought  that  the  use 
of  the  railway  lines  ought  to  be  permitted 
in  some  cases;  for  instance,  where  the 
Post  Offioe  telegraph  was  not  near  the 
station. 

Thb  DirzE  or  MONTROSE  thought 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  carrying 
out  the  object  desired  by  the  noUe  Duke. 

House  in  Committee ;  Bill  reported, 
without  Amendment;  and  to  be  read  3* 
To'fnorrow. 

ABYSSINU— THE  ENVOTS, 
QTJBsnoir. 

LoBD  HOUGHTON:  I  wish  to  ask. 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  recognize  in  any 
special  manner  the  services  and  sufferings 
of  Her  Majesty's  Envoys  to  the  late  Xing 
of  Abyssinia  ?  All  the  persons  connected 
with  the  recent  Expedition  have  received 
the  full  measure  of  our  esteem  and  praise ; 
and  the  manner  in  which  we  received  the 
hero  of  that  enterprize  this  evening  has 
shown  our  full  sense  of  the  manner  in 
which  that  campaign  was  planned  and 
carried  out.  But  there  are  humbler  per- 
sons engaged  in  the  Expedition  to  whom  I 
think  public  attention  has  not  been  so 
much  directed  as  it  ought,  and  on  whose 
behalf  I  have  placed  my  Question  upon 
the  Notice  Paper.  I  trust  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  if  they  can,  will  in 
some  way  compensate  those  who  were  de- 
tained prisoners  in  Abyssinia,  and  who  . 
have  suffered  very  greatly  for  their  coun- 
try's behoof.  I  myself  have  had  the  plea- 
sure of  Consul  Cameron's  acquaintance  for 
a  long  time,  and  I  know  that  he  is  a  man 
whOf  if  he  has  committed  any  error,  has 
done  so  not  horn  personal  considerations, 
but  has  acted  from  a  deep  sense  of  public 
duty.  He  is  a  gentleman  of  great  courage, 
and  under  any  circumstances  would  do  all 
he  could  to  maintain  what  he  conceived 
to  be  the  honour  and  interests  of  his  ooun- 
try.    He  has  just  landed  in  England  with 
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his  oonstitiition  broken  by  the  mueriee  he 
has  suffered,  and  his  health  is  utterly 
shattered.  I  trust  that  Her  Majesty's 
Foreign  Office  will  see  that  he  is  a  public 
servant  fully  deserving  of  their  confidence, 
and  will  recognize  the  claims  which  he 
has  upon  that  Department  of  the  public 
service.  The  case  of  Consul  Cameron 
apart,  however,  I  wish  to  call  attention  to 
the  case  of  persons  against  whom  no  accu- 
sation can  be  drawn  of  their  having  in 
the  slightest  degree  been  the  cause  of 
their  own  sufferings.  These  gentlemen 
were  sent  out  to  King  Theodore  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  the  year  1864. 
The  mission  consisted  of  three  persons, 
who  at  that  time  held  important  places 
under  the  Indian  Government — namely, 
Mr.  Rassam,  Assistant  Resident  at  Aden, 
Dr.  Blane,  of  the  Medical  Staff,  and  Lieu- 
tenant Prideaux,  of  the  Bombay  Staff 
Corps.  These  gentlemen  were  transferred 
from  the  Indian  to  the  British  service,  and 
went  out  to  Massowah.  Having  remained 
there  a  year  they  received  the  consent  of 
King  Theodore  to  visit  him,  and  they  pro- 
ceeded to  his  court.  There  everything 
went  on  well  for  a  time ;  but  latterly  the 
strange  humour  of  the  unhappy  monarch 
changed,  and  these  persons  who  repre- 
sented the  official  cUgnity  of  England 
were  placed  in  chains  and  treated,  if  not 
with  great  cruelty,  at  least  with  great 
discomfort.  Tbey  remained  in  chains  for 
eighteen  months,  during  which  period  they 
bore  their  misfortunes  with  great  courage, 
endurance,  and  high  spirit.  During  the 
whole  of  that  time  they  were  compelled 
to  support  themselves  at  their  own  ex- 
pense. They  received  no  money  from 
the  Government,  but  maintained  their  ser- 
vants and  their  establishments  out  of  their 
own  funds.  For  two  years  it  may  be  said 
that  they  underwent  great  misery  and  re- 
ceived nothing  which  could  be  considered 
in  any  way  as  adequate  satbfaction  or  re- 
muneration. It  may  be  urged  that  these 
persons  did  not  succeed  in  their  mission ; 
but  it  is  allowed  on  fdl  sides  that  that  want 
of  success  was  in  no  wise  due  to  any  want 
of  tact  or  ability  on  their  part,  and  it 
would  be  generally  allowed,  he  thought, 
that  it  was  mainly  due  to  the  influence 
of  Mr.  Rassam  over  the  mind  of  that 
savage  chief  that  King  Theodore  did  not 
destroy  the  captives  in  his  fury.  In  call- 
ing attention,  therefore,  to  the  case  of 
those  men,  he  trusted  it  would  not  be 
thought  he  wished  to  dictate  any  parti* 
cular  course  to  Her  Migesty's  Govern- 
Lord  ffoughim 


ment.  The  noble  Lord  the  FriTy  Seal 
had  distinguished  himself  from  the  very 
first  by  tddng  a  deep  interest  in  the 
Abyssinian  question  ;  and  he  therefore 
desired  to  ask  him  whether  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  recognize 
in  any  special  manner  the  anfferings  of 
those  gentlemen  ? 

The  Eahl  of  MALMESBUBT  said, 
the  noble  Lord  naturally  expected  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  after  what 
they  had  done  for  those  unfortunate  cap- 
tives, was  not  very  likely  to  desert  them 
now.  But  the  fact  was  that  with  the  best 
possible  intentions  towards  them  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  yet  received  an  oflioiBl 
Report  that  would  justify  any  proceed- 
ings of  the  nature  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  alluded.  Mr.  Rassam  was  now  en- 
gaged in  drawing  up  such  a  Report; 
but  his  Papers,  whether  by  mistake  or 
otherwise  was  uncertain,  had  gone  to 
Aden,  and  the  Government  were  not  in 
possession  of  the  information  which  it 
was  necessary  they  should  have  before 
they  acted. 

House  a^joaraed  at  a  quarter  pui 

86T6D  o'clock,  till  To-morrov,  a 

quarter  before  Five  o*dook. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  July  21,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— PoBuo  Bills— Onifmi—PrisMi 
(Ireland)* 

First  Readin^VnaoM  (Ireland)  •  [256]. 

Second  Reading'-yf  oodt  and  Game  AsseeaoMiit* 
[242]. 

Commtttdtf— Poor  Relief  [186]. 

Report^Foor  Relief  [186]. 

Third  Reading — Salmon  nsberies  (SootUod)* 
[210];  Marruge8VaUdity(Blakedoini)*[25ej 
and  passed. 

Withdrawn — Government  of  India  Act  Amend- 
ment [91]  ;  Governor  General  oflndijt*  [92]. 

ARMY— FORTIFICATIONS.-  Q^UESTION. 

Colonel  STKES  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  SecreUry  of  State  for  War. 
Whether,  in  reference  to  the  FortifieatioM 
Return,  No.  157,  of  the  26th  March  1867. 
in  which  it  is  stated  that  987  largo  rifled 
guns,  and  1.104  guns  of  95  owt.,  at  a  cost 
of  £1,883,722,  will  be  required  for  the 
armament  of  the  said  Fortifications,  it  is 
his  intention  to  apply  the  Plymouth  Iron 
Shield,  said  to  wei^h  33  tons,  or  the 
Oibraltar  Shield  of  32  tons,  or  aoj  other 
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iron  shield,  to  the  embrasnres  of  the  2»093 
gans  required  for  the  FortifioationSi  or  to 
what  number  of  embrasores,  and  at  what 
oo0t  per  shield,  and  the  total  cost? 

Sir  JOHN  PAEINGTON  said,  in  re- 
ply, that  it  was  not  in  his  power  to  give 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  a  decided 
Answer  to  his  Question.  At  present  no 
decision  upon  the  subject  had  been  come 
to,  and  it  would  be  impossible  to  come  to 
such  a  decision  until  the  Government  had 
received  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
which  was  now  engaged  in  considering  the 
late  experiments  at  Shoeburjness.  Before 
any  decision  was  come  to  it  would  be  desira- 
ble that  furtherconsideration  should  be  gi?en 
to  the  invention  of  Captain  Moncreiff,  which 
might  have  a  very  serious  effect  upon  the 
question  of  the  adoption  of  iron  shields  in 
fortifications. 


0fMr.  Buggim.  1818 


ARMY— M.  CHARLIER'S    METHOD   OF 
SHOEING  HORSES..QUESTION. 

Mb.  ST.  AUBTN  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  he  has  yet  received  the  Report 
which  he  expected  from  the  Principal 
Veterinary  Surgeon  of  the  Army  with  re- 
ference to  the  mode  of  Shoeing  Horses 
invented  by  M.  Charlier,  and  extensively 
adopted  in  Paris  ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the 
nature  of  that  Report,  and  what  are  his 
intentions  on  the  subject  ? 

SiB  JOHN  PAKINGTON,  in  reply, 
said,  he  bad  received  the  Report  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member,  and  bad  given  it 
careful  consideration.  The  Principal  Vete- 
rinary Surgeon  of  the  Army  had  attended 
at  the  establishment  of  M.  Charlier  in 
Paris,  and  had  watched  the  manner  in 
which  the  new  mode  of  shoeing  horses  was 
conducted,  but  bis  opinion  was  uofavoar- 
able  to  the  adoption  of  the  system  in  this 
country.  He  should  not,  however,  regard 
himself  as  being  bound  by  that  opinion,  as 
in  consequence  of  the  success  which  was 
said  to  have  attended  the  adoption  of  the 
system  in  Paris,  it  might  be  desirable  be- 
fore coming  to  a  conclusion  upon  the  sub- 
ject to  mnke  some  trial  of  it  in  England. 

Mr.  ST.  AUBTN  said,  he  wished  to 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  any  objection  to  place  the  Report  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  had 
no  objection  to  do  so,  but  thonght  it  de- 
sirable that  the  Report  of  Captain  Cockerill, 
which  was  favourable  to  the  system,  should 
also  be  laid  upon  the  table. 


NAVY— OLD  UNARMOURED   SHIPS. 
QUESTION. 

Captain  MACKINNON  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  the  Admiralty  have  arrived  at  any 
decision  as  to  the  utilization  or  disposal  of 
the  many  millions'  worth  of  unarmoured 
Screw  Line-of-Battle  Ships  now  unused  ? 

Admiral  SEYMOUR  said,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  he  would 
answer  the  Question  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman.  There  were  certainly 
a  considerable  number  of  the  ships  to 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  re- 
ferred in  our  ports,  but  he  was  afraid  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  been  greatly 
misinformed  as  to  their  saleable  value  when 
he  spoke  of  their  being  worth  millions.  The 
fact  was  there  was  no  market  whatever  for 
those  ships,  although  there  was  a  demand 
for  them  as  guard,  drill,  and  hospital  ships. 
The  subject  was  now  under  consideration 
by  the  Select  Committee  upstairs,  and  in 
all  probability  the  evidence  taken  before 
the  Committee  would  be  placed  in  the  hands 
of  Members  in  a  few  days. 


SIERRA   LEONE— APPOINTMENT  OF 
MR.  HUGGINS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  Petitions  have  not 
recently  been  received  from  the  inhabitants 
of  Sierra  Leone  against  the  appointment 
of  Mr.  Horatio  James  Hoggins  as  Assist- 
ant Judge  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  that 
Colony  ;  and,  if  so,  what  course  Her 
Majesty's  Government  intend  to  pursue 
relative  to  the  facts  set  forth  in  the  said 
Petitions ;  and,  whether  and  what  Corre« 
spondence  has  arisen  on  the  subject-matter 
of  these  Petitions  between  the  authorities 
and  influential  persons  resident  in  that 
Colony  and  the  Colonial  Office  ? 

Mb.  ADDERLEY  said,  in  reply,  that 
Memorials  had  been  received  from  certain 
persons  against  the  appointment  of  Mr, 
Huggins,  but,  as  he  had  informed  the  hon. 
Member  on  a  previous  occasion,  the  allega- 
tions in  those  Memorials  had  been  inquired 
into,  and  they  had  been  ascertained  to  be 
unfounded. 

Mb.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  said,  he  wished 
to  know  whether  any  fresh  complaints  have 
not  been  received  since  he  had  put  hia 
former  Question  upon  the  subject!^  , 
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Mr.  ADDERLET  said*  no  fresh  ootn- 
plaiDto  kare  keeo  reoeired  npoD  the 
subject. 

EXPENSES  OP  WITNESSES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  beach  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Tressurj,  Why  the  ex- 
penses of  witnesses  that  attended  in  Court 
for  the  defence  at  the  Hampshire  Quarter 
Sessions,  which  were  authorised  to  be  re- 
paid to  the  County  Treasurer  by  "The 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  Act,  1867/' 
haye  been  disallowed  by  the  Treasury  ? 

Mb.  SCLATER.BOOTH  said,  as  this 
was  a  subject  which  would  probably  be 
interesting  to  other  counties  besides  Hamp- 
shire, he  would  state  that,  although  the 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  Act  of  last  year 
had  for  the  first  time  authorised  the  ex- 
penses of  witnesses  for  the  defence  being 
defrayed  by  the  Treasury,  objection  was 
taken  in  the  House  to  the  probable  cost 
of  such  payments ;  and  his  right  hon. 
Friend  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill 
undertook  that  no  money  should  be  paid 
on  that  account  until  a  Vote  for  the 
purpose  was  passed  by  the  House  of 
Commons.  A  Vote  for  that  purpose  was 
accordingly  inserted  in  the  Estimates  for 
the  year,  and  the  House  did  not  pass  that 
Vote  until  the  first  week  in  June.  The 
account  sent  in  by  the  Treasurer  of  Hamp- 
shire was  presented  before  that  time,  and 
in  accordance  with  what  had  occurred  with 
regard  to  other  counties,  the  charge  made 
for  witnesses  for  the  defence  was  ordered 
to  stand  over,  and  might  therefore  techni- 
cally be  said  to  have  been  disallowed. 
There  neyer  was,  however,  any  intention 
to  disallow  the  charge  further  than  until 
the  House  of  Commons  should  pass  a  Vote 
approving  the  policy  of  the  legislation  of 
last  jear. 

OLERGT  ACT  OF  BRITISH   GUIANA, 
QUISnON. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  the  Clergy  Act  of  British 
Guiana  has  been  forwarded  to  this  Coun- 
try, for  the  purpose  of  receiving  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Assent ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
lay  the  same  before  Parliament  9 

Mb.  ADDEBLET  said,  that  the  Act  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  referred  had  not 
yet  been  received  in  this  country,  although 
it  was  at  the  same  time  known  that  such 
an  Act  had  been  passed  for  the  purpose  of 
Mr.  M.  B.  Shmtkm 


suWUathi£f  a  promiNi  for  the  iWgj  rf 
British  Guiana  upon  the  eipiry  of  tU  prs* 
sent  Act  next  Oecember.  TU  nev  Ait 
would  come  into  force  ia  Janosry  leit, 
and  its  abject  was  to  supply  SDora  Ur|felj 
funds  for  the  maintenance  of  isligion  io 
British  Guiana  when  the  charge  vpon  thi 
Consolidated  Fund  of  this  countrji  fsr  thit 
purpose  should  cease.  The  Act,  lo  kt 
from  tending  to  disendow  religion  is  thit 
colony,  would  have  the  effect  of  lirgely 
increasing  the  religious  endowment!  hm 
local  resouroes. 


CLERGY  ACT  OF  JAMAICA.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  there  has  been  anj 
Correspondence  between  the  Colonial  Office 
and  the  Governor  of  Jamaica  relatiie  to 
the  renewal  of  the  Clergy  Act,  which  ex* 
pires  neit  year ;  and,  if  so,  whether  hehu 
any  objection  to  lay  the  same  befon  Pir* 
liament  ? 

Mb.  ADDERLET  said,  ia  reply,  thit 
a  Memorial  had  been  received  from  Ji* 
maica  objecting  to  the  reduction  propoeed 
by  the  Government  in  the  general  re^ioBi 
endowments.  No  Correspondence  b4 
however,  been  received.  When  Gorro- 
spondenoe  was  received  there  would  be  no 
objection  to  place  both  it  and  the  Memoriil 
on  the  table  of  the  House. 

SPAIN^OASB  OF  THE  ^TORNADa' 
aUBBTIOK, 

Mr.  CANDLISH  said,  he  would  beg  ii 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Forei^ 
Affairs,  Whether  the  Spanish  Anthoritid 
have  arrived  at  any  decision  in  the  esM  of 
the  <<  Tornado'';  whether  the  ownen  af 
that  ship  have  had  the  benefit  of  "s  pro- 
per judicial  investigation  "  and  an  sppeili 
as  stipulated  for  in  his  Lordsbip'i  Bi- 
spatohes  to  Sir  John  Crampton  of  25ik 
and  30th  of  May,  1867;  and,  whether 
there  would  be  any  objection  to  produce  aH 
the  Correspondence  on  this  subject  not  y^ 
laid  before  Parliament  ? 

LoKD  STANLEY  said,  in  reply,  tW 
he  had  received  information  that  the  A^ 
nado  had  been  condemned  by  the  Priia 
Court  at  Cadiz,  and  he  had  heard  a  romoBr 
that  the  decision  had  been  confirmed  hj 
the  Council  of  State,  but  he  had  reoeifed 
no  official  information  on  the  latter  poiot. 
With  regard  to  the  second  part  of  the  hos. 
Member  B  Question,  he  was  waiting  tks 
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lUport  of  tbe  Lftw  Officers  •!  ibe  OrowB, 
te  whom  the  ease  had  beea  referred,  and 
vntil  he  reoei? ed  their  Report  it  was  im* 
possible  for  him  to  saj  whether  or  not  anj 
irregolaritj  had  arises  in  the  proceedings. 
When  he  receiTed  that  Report,  it  would 
be  his  dntj  to  consider  it,  and  he  should 
then  hare  no  objection  to  lay  upon  the 
table  all  the  Papers  relating  to  the  matter 
which  had  not  reached  his  hands  at  the 
date  of  the  last  publication. 

ARMY— RETIREMENT  OF  ARTILLERY 
OFFICERS  ^QUESTION, 

Gbneral  DUNNE  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  it  be  true  that  £5,000,  the 
moiety  of  an  increase  of  £10,000,  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Treasury  to  be  applied  to 
the  Retirement  of  Officers  of  Artillery,  is 
to  be  suspended  until  a  scheme  for  retire- 
ment  on  some  other  basis  has  been  sub- 
stituted, while  the  total  sum  calculated  to 
be  the  proportion  for  the  Royal  Engineers 
has  been  properly  applied  to  the  promotion 
of  that  corps  ? 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  in  re- 

Ely,  it  would  be  in  the  recollection  of  the 
on.  and  gallant  Gentleman  that  a  short 
time  since  the  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract 
(Mr.  Childers)  had  put  a  similar  Question 
to  him.  As  there  appeared  to  have  been 
some  misunderstanding  with  respect  to  his 
Answer  on  that  occasion,  he  had  entered 
into  correspondence  with  the  bon.  Member 
respecting  it.  His  answer  now  was  that 
he  did  not  wish  to  fetter  himeelf  with  any 
distinct  engagement  upon  this  subject  at 

S resent,  but  desired  rather  to  reaerTe  to 
imself  the  power  of  acting  in  accordance 
with  what  the  fair  requirements  of  promo- 
tion in  the  Royal  Artillery  might  demand, 
and  with  reference  to  the  plan  which  be 
hoped  the  House  would  adopt. 

ARMY— MEDIOAL  DEPARTMENT. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  O'BEIRNE  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  directed  to 
the  slow  and  unsatisfactory  promotion 
which  takes  place  from  the  rank  of  Assis- 
tant Surgeon  in  the  Army  Medical  De- 
partment; and,  whether  he  is  of  opinion  that 
measures  should  be  taken  to  assimilate 
the  system  of  promotion  in  that  branch  of 
the  Service  to  that  which  exists  in  the 
Indian  Medical  Service,  where  it  is  ob- 
tained after  a  period  of  twelve  years  ? 


Bib  JOHN  PAKINGTON,  in  re^y, 
said,  he  conld  not  help  taking  exception 
to  the  first  portion  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Question.  The  hon.  Gentleman  could,  he 
imagined,  have  scarcely  been  aware  of  the 
fact  that  laat  year  no  less  than  sixty-five 
Assistant  Surgeons  were  promoted,  while 
in  no  year  during  the  ten  preceding  years 
had  the  average  of  promotions  exceeded 
forty.  Instead,  therefore,  of  the  promo- 
tion being  ''slow  and  unsatisfactory,"  it 
had  never  been  more  rapid  or  more  satisfac- 
tory than  it  was  at  the  present  time.  With 
reference  to  the  latter  portion  of  the  hon. 
Member's  Question,  he  might  remind  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  whole  of  this 
subject  was  carefully  considered  by  a 
Select  Oommittee  as  lately  as  1866,  and 
under  the  circumstances  he  did  not  see  * 
that  any  measures  such  as  those  suggested 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  were  required. 

FEES  ON  ORDINATIONS.--QUESTION. 

Mr.  MONK  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the 
Table  of  Fees  to  be  taken  on  Consecra- 
tions and  Ordinations  under  the  Provi- 
sions  of  the  Act  31  Vict  c.  135,  has  been 
submitted  by  the  Archbishops  to  the  Lords 
of  the  Treasury  for  their  sanction  ? 

Mr.  so  LATER-BOOTH  replied  that 
no  such  Table  of  Fees  had  as  yet  been 
presented  to  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury. 
Some  months  ago,  when  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man made  a  similar  inquiry,  he  had  in- 
formed the  hon.  Gentleman,  on  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  that 
such  a  Table  was  in  preparation.  He 
had,  however,  received  no  further  infor- 
mation, and,  although  he  bad  sent  a 
communication  to  the  Archbishop,  he  did 
not  anticipate  an  immediate  answer  on 
account  of  the  absence  from  town  and  the 
indisposition  of  the  most  rev.  Prelate. 

INDIA— INDIAN  SERVICE  MEDALS. 
UTJEsnoir. 

Mb.  EINNAIRD  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  any  decision  has  been  arrived  at 
as  to  granting  a  Frontier  Service  Medal 
to  the  Punjab  Irregular  Forces  and  Regular 
Troops,  European  and  Native,  engaged  in 
important  expeditions  for  the  defence  of 
the  North  West  Frontier  against  the  Hill 
tribes  of  Afghanistan  since  the  anneiation 
of  the  Punjab  to  British  India  in  1849  ? 

SiB  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  re- 
plied   that   the  matter  was    no^one  in. 
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whicb  the  Seeretarj  of  State  eonld  take 
the  initiAtiTe.  He  apprehended  that  any 
steps  which  might  he  taken  in  the  matter 
must  he  taken  hj  the  Gofernment  of 
India.  He  had  no  reason  for  stating  that 
a  proposition  on  the  snbjeet  would  he 
made;  hat  he  thought  it  not  improbable 
that  there  would  be,  and  as  he  was  dis- 
posed to  giro  e?ery  encouragement  to 
the  system  of  granting  Serfiee  Medals 
whenever  it  could  properly  be  done,  if  any 
proposition  of  the  kind  should  come  before 
him  in  this  case  he  would  gife  it  his 
faTOurable  consideration. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask,  Whether,  considering  that  a  Medal 
had  been  granted  to  the  Troops  serving  in 
the  New  Zealand  campaign,  in  1863,  it 
'  was  intended  to  grant  one  to  the  Troops 
who  served  in  the  campaign  of  Umballah, 
where  the  loss  in  three  months  was  greater 
than  that  which  had  occurred  in  three 
years  in  New  Zealand? 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB  said, 
in  reply,  that  he  must  repeat  that  he  oould 
not  officially  take  the  initiative,  hut  he 
would  communicate  privately  with  the 
Governor  General  on  the  subject. 

THE  OIROUITS  IN  YORKSHIRE. 
QUESTION. 

Viscount  MILTON  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  considerable 
changes  are  not  contemplated  in  the  Cir- 
cuits of  the  Judges  for  the  Midland  and 
Northern  Districts;  and  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  in  the  event  of  any 
change,  will  consider  the  necessity  of  hold> 
ing  assizes  at  some  convenient  place  within 
the  Southern  Division  of  the  West  Riding 
of  Yorkshire  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNB  HARDY  said,  in 
reply,  that  he  was  not  aware  that  any 
changes  were  contemplated,  unless  changes 
might  be  contemplated  by  the  Judicial  Com- 
mission now  sitting.  No  steps  in  the  matter 
would  be  taken  by  the  Government  without 
considering  the  Report  of  that  Commission, 
which  was  now  pursuing  its  inquiries. 

ARMY— 7th  SURREY  VOLUNTEERS. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  we  ALLEY  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  Slate  for  War,  with 
reference  to  a  Letter  addressed  by  him  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  County  of 
Surrey,  dated  the  21st  instant,  and  relating 
Sir  Staffbrd  NortheoU 
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to  a  complaint  on  the  part  of  the  Com- 
manding Officer  of  the  7th  Surrey  Vol  an- 
teers  of  conduct  of  Colonel  Colville,  one  of 
the  Inspecting  Officers  of  Volunteera, 
Whether  it  it  in  accordance  with  the  mlea 
of  the  Service  that  an  Inspecting  Officer 
should  make  injurious  comments  as  to  the 
discipline  of  any  one  Regiment,  in  his  offi- 
cial capacity,  to  another  Regimen t,  and 
that,  too,  without  notice  or  intimation  to 
the  Commanding  Officer  of  the  Regiment 
so  spoken  of  ? 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON :  Sir,  in 
answering  this  Question,  I  cannot  help 
saying  that  it  is  much  to  be  regretted  that 
the  hon.  Member  in  the  shape  of  a  Qo^- 
tion  has  made  what  is,  in  effect,  an  ex 
parte  statement ;  and  not  only  an  ex  parte 
statement,  but  a  statement  in  regard  to  a 
transaction  still  incomplete.  The  letter 
referred  to  in  the  beginning  of  the  Ques- 
tion was  one  referring  to  complaints  that 
had  been  made  by  the  commanding  offieer 
of  the  7th  Surrey  Volunteers  with  regard 
to  the  conduct  of  Colonel  Colville.  They 
were  made  in  a  very  irregular  manner,  and 
the  substance  of  my  letter  was  to  reqaeal 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  would  call  opoa 
the  commanding  officer  of  the  7th  Surrey 
Volunteers  to  make  any  complainta  which 
he  might  choose  to  bring  forward  against 
Colonel  Colville  in  a  regular  and  proper 
manner.  I  have  not  yet  received  any 
answer  to  my  recommendation.  I  have 
only  to  add  that  Colonel  Colville  entirely 
denies  the  imputations  referred  to  in  the 
latter  part  of  the  Question,  and  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  Colonel  Colville  is  one  of  the 
most  able,  valuable,  and  experieneed  of 
our  inspecting  officers. 

Mr.  WH alley  attempted  to  offer 
some  explanation,  but  was  compelled  to 
resume  his  seat  amidst  loud  cries  of 
••  Order." 

BRITISH  FACTORY  AT  ST.  PETERS- 
BURG.—Q^UESTION. 

Mr.  clay  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs, Whether  the  British  Factory  at  St« 
Petersburg  is  a  body  officially  recogniaed 
by  the  British  Ambassador  ? 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  in  reply,  that 
the  British  factory  was  only  a  Toluntary 
association  of  British  merchants,  nearly  all 
of  whom  were,  he  believed,  members  of  the 
Russia  Company  to  which  he  had  allnded 
on  a  former  occasion.  As  such  a  Tolontarj 
association  it  was  undoubtedly  recogoiaedu 
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He  was  not  aware  that  it  eDJoyed  any  pe- 
culiar rights  or  prifileges.  Any  sums  of 
monej  raised  and  administered  bj  the  so- 
oietj  were,  he  believed,  raised  bj  the  en- 
terprise of  the  members  of  the  factory 
themselves. 


1826 


RELATIONS  WITH  MEXICO. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  EINQLAEE  said»  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  What  obstacles  now  impede  the 
establishment  of  Diplomatic  Relations  be- 
tween this  Country  and  the  Republic  of 
Mexico  ? 

Lord  STANLEY:  Sir,  the  relations 
at  present  existing  between  England  and 
Mexico  are  not  of  a  satisfactory  character. 
We  have  no  diplomatic  intercourse  with 
that  Republic,  and,  consequently,  we  have 
no  direct  means  of  affording  that  protec- 
tion which  we  should  wish  to  give  to  Bri- 
tish subjects  resident  in  Mexico.  But  I 
wish  to  point  out — though  I  think  I  stated 
it  before  in  this  House — that  though  this 
state  of  things  is  one  which  Her  Majesty's 
Gofernment  regret,  it  is  not  directly 
or  indirectly  their  doing.  The  fact  is 
that  the  present  Gofernment  of  Mexico, 
acting,  as  I  venture  to  think,  not  very 
wisely,  but  acting,  no  doubt,  within  their 
right,  chose  to  consider  the  recognition  by 
England  of  the  Mexican  Empire  an  act  of 
hostility  against  the  Mexican  Republic, 
which,  they  contend,  was  the  only  legiti- 
mate Government  ever  in  existence  in  that 
country,  though,  of  course,  during  the  time 
when  the  Empire  of  Mexico  was  de  facto 
established,  it  must  necessarily  have  been 
in  abeyance.  They  therefore  upon  this 
ground  thought  fit  to  break  off  diploma- 
tic relations  with  this  country.  We  can- 
not deny  their  right  to  do  that.  Neither 
do  I  think  it  would  be  —  I  will  not  say 
suitable  to  the  dignity,  but  consistent 
with  the  self-respect  of  this  country, 
they  having  taken  that  step,  that  we 
should  ask  them  to  re-consider  it,  and 
admit  us  again  to  friendly  intercourse.  All 
I  can  say  is,  that  whenever  they  may  think 
it  right  to  take  what  I  will  venture  to  call 
a  more  rational  view,  and  show  a  wish  to 
make  up  this  difference,  they  will  not  find 
any  difficulty  in  the  way  of  a  reconciliation 
on  our  part.  But  I  think  the  House  will 
agree  with  me  that  the  first  overtures  ought 
to  come  firom  them,  and  not  from  us. 
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CASE  OP  MR.  CASTLE.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  is  now  in 
possession  of  any  information  respecting 
the  circumstances  under  which  Mr.  Castle, 
of  Melton  Mowbray,  was  sentenced  to 
imprisonment  and  hard  labour  for  non- 
payment of  costs  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNB  HARDY:  Sir,  I 
have  received  some  information  on  the 
subject,  from  which  it  appears  that  Mr. 
Castle  had  taken  proceedings  against  a 
man  for  using  threatening  and  abusive  lan- 
guage. The  summons  was  dismissed,  and 
Mr.  Castle  was  ordered  to  pay  the  costs, 
or  to  be  imprisoned  with  hard  labour.  I 
may  mention  that  the  Act,  commonly 
known  as  Jervis's  Act,  gives  the  magis- 
trate discretionary  power  to  impose  impri- 
sonment with  or  without  hard  labour.  Mr. 
Castle,  it  further  appears,  has  been  several 
times  imprisoned  for  non-payment  of  costs, 
or  things  of  that  sort.  On  this  occasion, 
however,  somebody,  to  prevent  his  going 
to  prison,  came  forward  and  paid  the  costs 
for  him,  and  therefore  he  was  not  impri- 
soned at  all,  nor  was  he  put  to  the  slightest 
inconvenience,  though  he  protested  loudly 
against  the  interference  of  his  friends,  and 
professed  himself  very  desirous  of  under- 
going imprisonment. 


ARMY— STOREHOUSES  FOR  THE  WAR 
OFFICE.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  ADAM  said,  in  the  absence  of  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Childers)  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther the  Treasury  have  yet  decided  between 
the  Admiralty  and  the  War  Office,  as  to  the 
proposal  to  purchase  land  and  erect  store- 
houses for  the  latter  Department  at  Wool- 
wich, while  accommodation  for  that  purpose 
can  be  obtained  at  comparatively  small  cost 
in  the  naval  property  at  Deptford  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said, in  reply, 
that  the  question  was  not  yet  decided,  and 
up  to  the  present  time  the  Treasury  had 
taken  no  part  in  the  discussion.  The  Ad- 
miralty had  offered  to  the  War  Office  a 
spot  in  Deptford  Dockyard ;  it,  however, 
was  not  deemed  so  suitable  for  the  purpose 
as  the  spot  that  had  been  originally  applied 
for.  It  was  now  proposed  that  a  joint 
Committee  of  the  Admiralty,  War  Office, 
and  Treasury  would  consider  the  matter, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  in  this  way  a 
satisfactory  arraogement  would  be  arriTecU 
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at»  and  that  gronnd  for  miliUiy  store- 
houses would  be  provided  at  Deptford 
Dockyard. 


ARMY^KNAPSACKS  FOE  THE  TROOPS. 
QUBSTIOF. 

Mb.  WARNER  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther the  92d  Regiment  has  reported  fa- 
Yourablj  of  Colonel  Carter's  Knapsack, 
and  preferred  it,  after  a  careful  trial,  to 
the  plan  of  equipment  infented  and  put 
forward  bj  a  Committee  sitting  at  the 
War  OflSce  ;  whether  the  Officer  command* 
ing  the  Brigade  of  Guards  has  applied  to 
the  Horse  Guards,  consequent  upon  a 
limited  trial,  to  have  a  further  and  more 
extended  trial  of  Colonel  Carter's  equip- 
ment, and  the  nature  of  the  reply  given  to 
his  application ;  and,  whether  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  will  direct  that  Colonel 
Carter's  equipment,  now  excluded  from 
trial,  be  fairly  tried,  in  competition  or 
otherwise,  before  any  new  equipment  is 
finally  decided  upon  for  the  Army  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  :  Sir,  I  am 
extremely  glad  to  have  this  opnortunity  of 
stating  that  there  is  not  the  least  dispo- 
sition on  the  part  of  the  authorities  either 
at  the  Horse  Guards  or  the  War  Office  to 
deprive  the  army  of  whatever  knapsack 
may  turn  out  to  be  the  best  and  the  most 
convenient.  It  is  quite  true  that  the  92d 
Regiment  has  reported  fiavourably  of  the 
trials  they  have  made  of  Colonel  Carter's 
knapsack,  and  it  is  intended  that  the  trial 
shall  be  extended  to  the  other  Highland 
regiments,  as  it  appears  that  Colonel 
Carter's  knapsack  is  better  adapted  for 
the  uniform  and  equipments  of  the  High- 
land regiments  than  for  the  army  gene- 
rally. It  is  also  true  that  the  officer 
commanding  the  Brigade  of  Guards  has 
applied  to  the  Horse  Guards  to  have  a 
further  and  more  extended  trial  of  Colonel 
Carter's  knspsack.  This,  however,  was 
before  a  trial  had  been  made  of  the  knap- 
sack invented  by  a  Committee  appointed 
for  the  purpose.  The  latter,  as  far  as  it 
has  been  tried,  has  given  great  satisfaction. 
There  is  no  objection  whatever  to  a  further 
trial  of  Colonel  Carter's  knapsack  being 
made,  if  it  be  thought  desirable,  as  the 
sole  wish  of  the  authorities  is  to  obtain  the 
best  and  most  convenient  knapsack  for  the 
army. 


Sir  John  PaMngton 


ABBIT— MARCH  OP  TROOPS   FROM 

ALDERSHOT  TO  SANDHUB8T. 

QUESTIOK. 

IfE.  OSBORNE :  I  wish.  Sir,  to  p«t 
a  Question  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  respecting  a  statement  which  appears 
in  the  evening  papers.  It  ia  stated  that 
00  Wednesday  last,  during  the  great  heat 
of  that  tropical  day,  a  flying  colomo  was 
sent  OQt  from  Aldershot,  that  nioe  of  the 
men  forming  part  of  it  ezperieneed  aaa- 
stroket,  and  that  eighty-seveo  of  the  niee 
had  to  he  sent  to  hospital.  I  want  to 
know,  Whether  there  is  any  troth  io  that 
report,  and  if  there  is,  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  taken  any  etepa— 
which  he  nsoally  does  in  the  case  of  fla- 
grant  outrages  of  this  sort— to  prereat 
troops  being  sent  oot  in  flying  oolomna  ia 
the  heat  of  the  day  ? 

Mb.  BUXTON :  Before  the  right  hoe. 
Gentleman  answers  this  Question »  I  wish 
to  say  that  I  have  been  informed  that 
when  the  flying  column  arrived  at  Sand- 
hurst there  was  no  provision  whatoTer  to 
give  them  shelter  from  the  intense  heat  of 
the  sun.  A  fiiend  of  mine  was  present, 
and  he  states  that  the  troops  were  com- 
pletely exhausted  when  they  marched  oi 
to  the  ground  at  Sandhurst,  and  that  thoe 
was  no  shelter  or  shade  of  any  sort  pio^ 
vided  for  them  ;  there  were  no  tents,  nor 
were  they  taken  into  a  neighbouring  wood 
where  shade  might  hare  been  obtained. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON:  Sir,  I  have 
had  no  information  on  the  subjeet  to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  refers.  The  Hooee^ 
therefore,  will  not  expect  me  to  answer  the 
Question  now.  If  the  hon.  Membw  wUl 
repeat  it  to-morrow,  I  shall  by  thet  time 
be  adequately  informed  of  the  oireon- 
stanoes,  and  will  give  him  an  answer. 

SMALLPOX    AMONG   SHEEP    IN 
SCHLESWIO-HOLSTEIN. 

QUESTIOK. 

CoLONSL  NORTH  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Vice-President  of  the  Committee 
of  Council,  Whether  it  is  true  that  a  soTere 
attack  of  Smallpox  has  broken  ont  among 
the  sheep  in  Schleswig-Holstein  ;  and  if  so» 
whether  it  is  proposed  to  take  steps  to  pre- 
vent the  importation  of  sheep  &om  thai 
country  ? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  replied 
that  official  information  had  been  reeeired 
of  an  outbreak  of  smallpox  in  sheep  m 
Schleswig-Holstein,  whence  we  were  re* 
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oeifiog  upwards  of  2,000  sheep  per  week. 
Ad  Order  of  Her  Majesty  in  Coaooil  might 
prohibit  the  importation  from  that  country, 
but  it  was  feared  that  the  sheep  would  stiU 
come  through  some  of  the  Dutch  or  Bel- 
gian ports.  Extra  inspection  had,  howe?er, 
been  ordered,  but  as  the  disease  had  a 
period  of  incubation  of  eight  days,  during 
which  it  was  impossible  to  detect  that  the 
auimals  were  infected,  this  did  not  appear 
to  be  any  security  against  diseased  animals 
getting  into  the  country.  A  quarantine  of 
ten  days  offered  more  security,  but  it  must 
be  general,  and  this  would  be  hard  on  im- 
porters of  healthy  sheep  from  uninfected 
parts  of  the  country.  The  Privy  Council 
were  carefully  watching  the  matter  in  order 
to  take  immediate  steps  to  check  the  im- 
[>ortation  of  the  disease  should  it  appear  to 
warrant  sefere  measures. 

THE  LATE  LORD  BROUGHAM. 
IIOHOK  FOR  ADJOURNHBNT. 

Mb.  roebuck,  who  had  given  Notice 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether,  in  consideration  of  the  great  pub- 
lic serfices  of  Lord  Brougham,  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Goyemment  to  propose  the 
erection  of  a  monument  to  his  memory,  in 
Westminster  Abbey  ?  said :  I  feel,  Sir,  so 
great  an  interest  in  the  Question  that  I 
am  about  to  put  to  the  Government,  that 
I  do  not  wish  it  to  be  put  with  the  usual 
dry  formality,  and  I  will  therefore  conclude 
with  a  Motion,  though  I  promise  the  House 
not  to  avail  myself  of  the  privilege  which 
I  shall  thus  obtain  by  indulging  in  any 
very  large  number  of^^  words,  f  wish  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether,  in 
his  opinion,  there  ought  not  to  be  erected 
a  monument  to  the  memory  of  the  late 
Lord  Brougham,  expressive  of  the  admira- 
tion in  which  that  great  man  was  regarded 
by  the  country  f  I  make  this  Motion  for 
two  purposes — one  because,  from  my  very 
intimate  relations  with  that  noble  Lord,  I 
have  felt  the  greatest  regard  and  venera- 
tion for  his  memory,  and  I  therefore  trust 
that  the  House  will  permit  me  to  express 
my  own  feelings  on  the  matter,  and  the 
other  because  it  will  give  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  his  reply — supporting  as  I 
hope  he  will  the  proposal  that  I  make—* an 
opportunity  of  expressing  in  a  few  apt  and 
eloquent  sentences,  such  as  he  always  has 
at  his  command,  bis  own  feelings  with  re- 
gard to  that  noble  Lord.  I  have  waited 
long  —  I  cannot  say  that  I  have  waited 
patiently — in  the  hope  that  some  one  more 


competent  to  perform  this  task — for  I  am 
fully  sensible  of  my  own  inadequacy — 
would  undertake  the  duty.  But,  Sir,  no 
one  has  come  forward  for  that  purpose. 
The  Session  approaches  its  end,  and  I 
feel  myself  obliged  to  ask  the  Question  of 
which  I  have  given  Notice,  and  in  a  few 
feeble  words  to  express  my  own  convic- 
tions with  regard  to  this  subject.  The 
character  of  Lord  Brougham's  mind  was 
one  of  vast  extent  and  great  perspicuity. 
He  was  not  merely  a  philosopher,  but  a 
philosopher  whose  power  of  teaching  was 
unexampled  by  any  man  of  his  time.  He 
was  not  merely  a  philosopher,  for  as  an 
orator  he  was  able  to  guide,  instruct,  and 
I  fear  very  often  to  frighten  one  of  the 
first  legislative  bodies  that  now  exists  upon 
the  face  of  the  earth.  And  it  should  be 
recollected  that  those  great  powers  of  Lord 
Brougham's  mind  were  always  exercised 
fqr  the  good  of  mankind.  It  was  not  merely 
a  personal  object  that  he  had  in  view.  I 
have  no  doubt  that,  as  is  the  case  with 
every  man,  he  had  personal  objects,  but 
whatever  powers  he  enjoyed  were  devoted 
to  the  benefit  of  mankind.  It  should  also 
be  remembered  that  when  he  began  his 
career  it  was  not  so  easy  a  task  to  be  the 
friend  of  the  people  as  it  is  now,  when 
that  character  is  frequently  assumed  as  a 
road  to  wealth  and  popularity.  At  that 
time  he  who  would  be  a  friend  of  the 
people  had  before  him  a  thorny  path.  It 
was  Lord  Brougham's  lot  to  have  fre- 
quently to  contend  with  foes  of  vast  power 
and  great  influence  in  this  country,  and  he 
ran  great  risk,  I  do  not  mean  bodily  ris^ 
but  persona]  risk,  in  undertaking  the  cause 
for  which  he  so  sallantly  contended.  No 
matter  in  what  clime  oppression  appeared 
Lord  Brougham  was  always  to  be  found 
on  the  side  of  the  oppressed.  Who  will 
forget  what  he  did  on  behalf  of  the  African 
slave  ?  He  lent  his  great  powers  —  not 
alone,  but  in  companionship  with  other 
great  men — to  strike  off  the  chains  from 
the  African  slave;  and  ignorance  in  every 
part  of  the  world,  and  more  particularly  in 
his  own  country,  found  in  him  an  ever 
ready  and  unceasing  opponent.  There  was 
no  man  who  understood  so  completely  as 
he  did  the  instruction  of  the  people.  He 
stood  alone  -—  he  towered  above  all  the 
statesmen  of  his  time —in  his  appreciation 
of  the  danger  arising  from  popular  igno- 
rance, and  he  did  all  in  his  power  to  do 
away  with  that  ignorance,  ana  to  support 
in  every  shape  the  principles  of  civil  and 
religious  liberty,    ETery  person  who  oould 


dN2 


Digitized  by 


O 


le 


1831 


The  late 


{COMMONS} 


Lord  Brouffham. 


1882 


justly  feel  himself  aggriered  knew  that  he 
would  find  in  Lord  Brougham,  in  Mr. 
Brougham,  in  Henry  Brougham,  a  friend 
full  of  counsel  and  sympathy.  I  will  con- 
elude  my  ohseryntions  by  remarking  that 
he  was  a  wise,  a  great,  and  a  good  man, 
that  he  was  one  of  England's  greatest 
sons,  and  I  think  it  is  the  duty  of  our 
country  to  pay  that  tribute  to  his  memory 
for  which  I  now  ask,  to  show  how  greatly 
he  was  honoured  and  admired  by  his 
country. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr,  Boehuck.) 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYBR  :  I  cannot 
help.  Sir,  expressing  my  opinion  that  in 
all  countries  the  circumstances  attending 
the  funeral  of  the  late  Lord  Brougham 
were  regarded  with  regret,  and  something 
like  humiliation.  He  who  was  the  greatest 
man  of  his  time  as  an  orator,  and  in  the 
extent  of  his  knowledge  and  Parliamentary 
seryices,  now  lies  buried  in  a  foreign  land, 
among  strangers,  while  to  men  far  inferior 
to  Lord  Brougham  the  honour  of  a  monu- 
ment in  Westminster  Abbey  has  been  ac- 
corded. There  is  a  great  delicacy,  I  know, 
in  interfering  with  the  expressed  wishes  of 
one  who  is  dead,  and  I  am  told,  with  what 
truth  I  do  not  know,  that  Lord  Brougham 
expressed  a  wish  to  be  buried  at  Cannes. 
That  wish,  if  it  were  expressed,  arose  pro- 
bably from  feelings  of  humility  on  the  part 
of  that  distinguished  man,  and  though  we 
i^e  accustomed  always  to  respect  the  wishes 
of  the  dead,  this  is,  I  think,  one  of  those 
occasions  on  which  the  performance  of 
those  wishes  might  be  dispensed  with.  I 
think  the  feelings  of  the  nation  would  be 
gratified  by  the  remains  of  Henry  Brougham 
being  transferred  to  this  country.  His 
wishes  have  been  complied  with,  for  he  has 
been  buried  at  Cannes  ;  but  I  trust,  for 
the  honour  of  this  country,  his  remains 
may  now  be  translated  to  Westminster 
Abbey. 

Mr.  OSBORNE :  No  man,  Sir,  could, 
in  my  opinion,  have  given  expression  to 
remarks  which  would  have  been  more  ac- 
ceptable to  the  late  Lord  Brougham  had  he 
now  been  alive  than  those  of  my  hon.  and 
leamed^Friend  the  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Roebuck) ;  while  none,  perhaps,  would 
have  been  more  unacceptable  to  him  than 
those  which  have  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Dundalk  (Sir 
George  Bowyer).  I  rise  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  pointing  out,  though  I  should 
Mr.  Mochuok 


fully  concur  in  roting  any  sum  that  might 
be  necessary  for  the  erection  of  soeh  a 
monument  as  would  form  a  fitting  tribute 
of  respect  on  the  part  of  this  House,  that 
the  country  did  not  fail  to  recognize  his 
great  merits  while  he  was  living.  One  of 
the  greatest  marks  of  respect  ever  paid 
by  the  House  of  Commons  to  any  pablie 
man  in  his  lifetime  was  paid  to  Lord 
Brougham,  the  only  other  instance  being, 
1  believe,  in  the  case  of  Lord  Nelsoa.  The 
patent  of  Lord  Brougham's  peerage  was 
made  *out  ''  for  public  services,"  and  by 
the  insertion  of  those  words  in  the  patent 
of  his  peerage  he  received  a  compliment 
which  has,  I  believe,  only  been  paid  to 
himself  and  to  Lord  Nelson.  No  fees  were 
demanded  for  that  patent,  the  fees  being 
paid  by  the  country  on  account  of  hiL 
public  services.  The  House  ought  to  bear 
that  in  mind.  The  peerage  waa  also 
granted  on  very  unusual  terms.  I  believe 
two  elder  brothers  were  passed  over  in 
favour  of  the  present  possessor  of  the  tide. 
I  quite  coincide  in  the  remarks  of  my  boo. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sheffield,  and  I 
equally  dissent  from  what  baa  fallea 
from  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Dundalk.  But  1  do  trust  that  it  will  go 
forth  to  the  country  that  the  House  showed 
in  Lord  Brougham's  lifetime  that  thejwere 
not  unmindful  of  his  eminent  and  distin- 
guished services. 

Mr.  BUXTON :  I  desire  to  say  a  word 
or  two.  Sir,  in  support  of  the  Motion  made 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Shef- 
field (Mr.  Roebuck),  not  only  on  account  of 
the  strong  personal  regard  which  I  enter- 
tained for  Lord  Brougham,  but  becaose  I 
certainly  believe  that  he  was  one  of  the  most 
remarkable  men  that  this  country  has  pro- 
duced.   While  enjoying  intellectual  powm 
of  a  most  eitraordinary  character,  few  men 
were  more  tenderly  alive  to  the  feelings  of 
humanity  or  more  uncompromising  in  their 
attempts  to  put  down  oppression  and  ita 
causes.     He  was,  if  1  remember  rightlj, 
almost  the  only  one  who,  haying  fooghi 
side   by  side  with  Wilberforoe  with    the 
greatest  energy  for  the  abolition  of   our 
slave  trade  with  Africa,  was  able  to  take 
a  prominent  part  b  the  efforts  made  for 
the  abolition  of  slavery  throughout    the 
whole  of  the  British  dominions  ;    and  to 
the  latest  day  of  his  life  he  employed  kia 
great  powers  for  the  abolition  of  slawery 
throughout  the  world.     No  doubt  he  had 
great  faults,  but  he  was  cast  in  a  gigantie 
mould,  and  all  his  characteristics,  whether 
good  or  bad,  were  strikingjn  the  extreme* 
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It  will  not,  therefore,  be  to  the  credit  of 
the  House  or  the  coontry  if  we  do  not 
make  some  very  decided  tnanifeatatioD  of  the 
great  esteem  in  which  he  has  been  held. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  I  quite  agree  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Roebuck)  that  it  is  desirable  there 
should  be  some  public  recognition  of  the 
career  and  character  of  Lord  Brougham, 
such  as  is  indicated  bj  the  Question  he  has 
placed  before  the  House,  one  which, 
through  the  influence  of  art,  shall  produce 
a  lasting  impression  upon  the  public  mind, 
and  keep  within  its  continual  recollection 
the  memory  of  the  great  deeds  of  a  man 
who  was,  no  doubt,  one  of  the  most  con- 
siderable persons  this  country  has  ever 
produced.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man has,  with  the  terseness  of  which  he 
is  a  master,  but  with  complete  propriety, 
placed  before  the  House  a  sketch  of  the 
career  of  Lord  Brougham,  and  made  it 
unnecessary  for  me  to  dilate  upon  it.  It 
may  be  truly  said  of  Lord  Brougham  that 
none  more  completely  represented  his  age, 
and  no  one  more  contributed  to  the  pro- 
gress of  the  times  in  which  he  lived.  He 
had  two  qualities,  almost  in  excess,  which 
are  rarely  combined  in  the  same  person  ; 
one  was  energy,  and  the  other  versatility. 
The  influence  which  creative  power  gave 
him,  combined  with  strength  of  character, 
alone  sustained  him  in  a  career  which  for 
its  duration,  as  well  as  for  its  dazzling 
feats,  has  rarely  been  equalled  in  this 
Empire.  But,  Sir,  when  I  have  to  consider 
on  the  part  of  the  Qovernment  how  and 
by  what  means  we*can  do  honour  to  Lord 
Brougham's  memory  in  such  a  manner  as 
to  satisfy  the  wishes  of  the  country— whe- 
ther by  raising  some  monument  or  some 
statue  to  him — I  am  painfully  impressed 
with  the  failure  of  most  efforts  of  a  similar 
nature  that  have  been  made  to  perpetuate 
the  memory  of  great  men.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  extremely  anxious  if  pos- 
sible to  avoid  adding  to  those  unsatisfac- 
tory demonstrations  of  which  we  have 
already  had  too  many  instances.  But  this 
subject  has  not  really  been  neglected  by 
the  Government,  for  at  the  time  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  placed  his  Motion 
on  the  Paper— now  some  months  ago — I 
mentioned  the  subject  to  my  Colleagues 
and  there  was  a  unanimous  feeling  in 
favour  of  setting  up  some  memorial  of  the 
kind  referred  to  if  it  could  be  done  in  a 
satisfactory  manner.  I  would  at  this 
moment  also  remind  the  House  that  an- 
other great  man  has  thisyear  left  us,  whose 


merits  should  be  recognized  in  a  manner 
such  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
has  intimated.  1  refer  to  one  of  a  very  dif- 
ferent character  from  Lord  Brougham,  but 
one  of  whom  it  may  be  said,  without  dis- 
paraging the  high  qualities  of  that  remark- 
able statesman,  that  he  was  not  inferior 
probably  to  any  Englishman  who  ever 
lived,  but  that  he  towers  among  the 
statesmen  and  poets  and  orators  who  have 
graced  our  land.  I  mean  Faraday,  the 
greatest  discoverer  since  Newton.  There 
has  been  a  very  anxious  wish  expressed 
by  men  eminent  in  science  that  a  -  statue 
should  be  raised  to  Faraday.  I  have  had 
the  honour  of  receiving  a  deputation  on 
the  subject,  and  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment entirely  respond  to  the  wish.  But 
the  same  difficulty  has  been  in  our  path  in 
both  instances,  and  the  consequence  has 
been  that  we  have  not  made  any  proposi- 
tion to  the  House  on  the  subject.  I  do 
not,  however,  despair  of  being  able  to 
suggest  a  plan  by  which  our  common  ob- 
ject can  be  satisfactorily  accomplished. 
The  subject,  the  House  may  rest  assured, 
is  not  thrown  aside  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, especially  in  the  case  which  has 
been- brought  under  our  notice  in  so  striking 
a  manner  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman. We  shall  give  particular  at- 
tention to  the  matter,  in  the  belief  that 
we  shall  be  performing  only  a  public  duty, 
and  one  of  no  mean  character,  if  we  can 
in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  the  taste  and 
feelings  of  the  country  propose  some  ar- 
rangement which  shall  commemorate  the 
form  as  well  as  the  character  and  services 
of  men  so  eminent  as  those  to  whom  I 
have  referred. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  we  must  all 
feel  indebted  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Roebuck)  for  having 
given  Members  of  the  House  an  opportu- 
nity of  expressing  the  deep  sympathy  and 
admiration  with  which  the  House  regards 
the  career  of  Lord  Brougham.  Nothing 
could  have  been  more  becoming  and  appro- 
priate than  the  observations  of  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Roebuck).  I 
had  the  high  honour  of  enjoying  the 
friendship  of  Lord  Brougham  during  many 
of  the  later  years  of  his  life,  and  I  very 
cordially  echo  what  has  been  said,  better 
than  I  could  say  it,  both  of  his  public 
and  his  personal  qualities.  It  may,  per- 
haps, not  readily  have  been  inferred  by 
those  who  knew  Lord  Brougham  chiefly 
from  the  part  he  took  in  the  most  stormy 
debates  of  his  times,  that  there  was  in  him. 
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as  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  said, 
an  oyerflowing  affectionateneAB  of  character, 
I  can  testify  that  that  is  strictly  tme. 
That  characteristic  entered  into  heaatiful 
combination  with  the  strong,  vigorons, 
masculine,  and  Cfen  ruder  parts  of  his 
mental  and  political  composition.  Lord 
Brougham  was  eminently  happy  in  the 
length  and  consistency  of  his  career;  in 
most  of  the  great  undertakings  of  his  life 
he  addressed  himself  to  purposes  in  which 
his  countrymen  could  not  but  recognise  an 
ardent  lof e  of  liberty,  a  determined  hatred 
of  corruption  and  abuse,  and  remarkable 
disinterestedness.  It  seemed  as  if  a  cer- 
tain instinct  led  Lord  Brougham  continually 
to  deviate  from  the  path  of  mere  party 
politics  for  the  purpose  of  anticipating,  the 
ivants  of  coming  generations,  and  preparing 
the  paths  which  after-coming  men  were  to 
tread.  The  fame  of  Lord  Brougham  is  a 
great  and  secure  fame.  It  would  be  pre- 
sumptuous in  me  to  refer  in  detail  to  one 
point  that  has  scarcely  been  mentioned ; 
but  I  belie?e  all  those  who  take  an  interest 
in  the  improfement  of  the  laws  of  this 
country  will  ever  be  glad  to  own  the  name 
of  Lord  Brougham  as  one  among  the 
earliest,  most  energetic,  and. most  CTOctiTe 
of  all  those  who  ha?e  laboured  in  that 
great  and  open  field.  With  regard  to  the 
mode  in  which  public  feeling  may  be  ex- 
hibited, I  own  to  sharing  the  feeling  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Dundalk  (Sir  George 
Bowyer) ;  and  probably  the  hon.  Member 
for  Nottingham  (Mr.  Osborne)  shares  it 
also  to  this  extent,  that  it  is  a  matter  for 
deep  regret  that  this  great  and  distinguished 
son  of  our  country  should  not  have  his 
remains  deposited  among  us.  That  I  en- 
tirely concur  in,  and  without  inquiring  into 
the  causes  of  the  misfortune,  I  would  add 
it  must  also  be  a  subject  for  regret  that  it 
is  a  matter  which  has  passed  beyond  our 
cognizance.  With  respect  to  the  declara- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  I  would  not  press 
upon  him  any  proposition  because,  as  with 
the  prerogative  of  mercy  so  with  the  pre- 
rogatiye  of  honour,  we,  as  indepenoent 
Members,  should  put  strong  restraints 
npon  our  own  feelings,  and  should  not  en- 
deavour to  anticipate  or  to  direct  the  Ad- 
visers of  the  Crown  regarding  the  bestowal 
of  tributes  of  public  honour.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  adverted  to  a  difficulty 
.which  stands  in  his  way.  Now,  although 
I  do  not  admit  that  all,  at  least,  of  the 
recent  efforts  of  monumental  art  among  us 
Hfr.  Gladstone 


have  been  unsoccessful,  becaoae  I  conU 
point  to  one  or  two  erected  within  the  last 
few  years  which  have  been  eminently 
otherwise,  yet  no  doubt  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  has  spoken  with  justice  to  the 
difficulty  with  which  he  labours  when  he 
desires  to  make  sure  the  result  for  wbieh 
he  proposes  to  ask  a  grant  of  poblic  money 
will  be  satisfactory.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will,  I  am  afraid,  have  to  take  an- 
other  point  into  consideration,  and  that  is, 
the  character  in  which  a  grant  of  public 
money  is  to  be  proposed  for  the  monament 
of  Lord  Brougham.  In  the  case  of  persons 
whose  fame  has  been  simply  political  erery 
Member  of  this  House  must  be  aware  that 
it  has  been  our  policy  for  a  long  time  past 
to  act  with  singular  reserve ;  the  cases  are 
surprisingly  few  in  which  statesmen  who 
have  been  only  statesmen  have  had  the 
honour  of  a  public  recognition  in  the  form 
suggested  for  the  honour  of  Lord  Bongban. 
It  is,  however,  for  the  Government,  and 
the  Government  alone,  to  decide  whether 
the  fame  and  distinguished  acts  of  Lord 
Brougham,  though  confined  to  statesman- 
ship, may  warrant  them  in  making  a  pro- 
posal of  that  nature.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  adverted  to  a  rerj  3- 
lustrious  name  in  science -^the  late  Pro- 
fessor Faraday — and,  although  we  may 
not  think  of  placing  the  name  of  Lord 
Brougham,  in  competition  with  that  of 
Faraday,  yet  it  will  be  right  for  him  to 
consider  whether  the  great  efforts  made 
by  Lord  Brougham  and  continoed  with 
almost  superhuman  energy  down  to  almost 
the  latest  moments  of  his  life  for  the  pablie 
weal  by  means  which,  in  many  caseSy  were 
beyond  the  sphere  of  politics,  do  not  enable 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  escape  from 
the  trammels  of  those  precedents  which 
impose  very  strict  and  narrow  limitations 
with  regard  to  the  monuments  of  states- 
men who  are  statesmen  alone.  I  am  sore 
the  question  will  be  carefully  considered, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  I  shall  be  able  cor- 
dially to  concur  in  the  proposal  of  the 
Government,  whatever  it  may  be  ;  but  in 
the  meantime  I  express  many  thanks  to 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  for  having 
offered  me  an  occasion  on  which  I  can 
express  my  feelings  regarding  this  most 
remarkable  man — a  man  of  whom  I  wish 
to  take  this  opportunity  of  placing  it  apon 
record  that,  although  he  had  lired  a  life 
not  only  of  activity,  but  of  contention,  I, 
who  knew  him  well,  and  knew  him  only 
during  the  years  of  his  retirement,  can 
scarcely  ever  recollect  to  hare  heard  him 
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mention  any  person,  either  friend  or  foe, 
except  in  terms  either  of  admiration  or 
kindness. 

Motion,  bj  leave,  wMdrawn. 


INDIA— EAST  INDIA  REVENUE  AC- 
COUNTS.—0  OMMITTE  E . 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB  :  Mr. 
Dodson,  I  think  there  is  nothing  in  the 
statement  with  which  I  shall  have  to 
trouble  the  Committee  to-day  which  calls 
for  any  very  lengthened  remarks  from  me. 
I  must  express  my  obligations  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Eilmamock 
(Mr.  Bouverie)  for  having  allowed  the 
House  to  proceed  with  the  Business  of  the 
day  without  raiting  a  preliminary  discus- 
sion in  accordance  with  the  Notice  which 
he  placed  on  the  Paper.  As  I  just  now 
remarked,  I  shall  ha?e  rery  little  to  say; 
but  at  the  outset  I  must  take  the  opportu- 
nity of  expressing  my  regret  that  this  is 
the  last  financial  statement  on  which  any 
Minister  of  State  will  have  to  comment 
which  has  been  drawn  up  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  Mr.  Massey.  As  the  Committee  is 
doubtless  aware,  Mr.  Massey  has  left  India 
and  returned  to  this  country,  although  the 
period  during  which  he  might  have  ex* 
pected  to  hold  the  position  of  Finance 
Minister  of  India  has  not  yet  expired.  I 
am  anxious  to  express  my  great  regret 
that  India  has  been  deprited  of  the  ser- 
vices of  Mr.  Massey  ;  although,  looking  at 
the  matter  from  a  purely  Engh'sh  point  of 
view,  I  am  sure  the  Committee  will  rejoice 
with  me  at  Mr.  Massey  haying  again  come 
among  us,  and  will  concur  with  me  in  ex- 
pressing a  hope  that  we  may  see  him  once 
more  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
I  am  quite  sure  that  whenever  Mr.  Massey 
takes  his  place  among  oa  again,  India  will 
feel  the  advantage  of  there  being  present 
in  Ihe  House  of  Commons  another  states* 
man  who  is  able  to  speak  with  personal 
information  and  personal  knowledge  of  the 
state  of  that  Empire.  These  intercom- 
munications between  England  and  India 
are,  I  feel  satisfied,  very  advantageous  to 
both  countries  ;  and  I  must  express  a  hope 
that  in  future  we  may  have  the  advantage 
of  Mr.  Massey 's  frequent  advice  upon 
Indian  affairs.  I  am  particularly  sorry, 
however,  that  Mr.  Massey *s  retirement 
should  have  occurred  at  this  particular 
moment ;  because  at  the  time  he  left  India 


he  was  engaged  in  prosecuting  an  inquiry 
in  reference  to  a  reform  in  the  system  of  the 
financial  arrangements  between  the  central 
Government  of  India  and  the  local  Govern- 
ments. This  is  a  reform  to  which  I  attach 
very  great  importance  ;  and  I  think  he 
would,  perhaps,  have  been  better  able  than 
anyone  else  to  effect  it.  However,  the 
matter  has  been  set  on  foot,  and  by-and- 
by  I  shall  have  occasion  to  refer  to  it  more 
particularly.  The  good  work  which  Mr. 
Massey  has  initiated  will,  I  trust,  not  be 
allowed  to  fall  through. 

And  now,  Mr.  Dodson,  I  will  begin,  ac- 
cording to  the  usual  practice,  by  referring 
very  briefly  to  the  actual  accounts  which 
we  have  received  for  the  year  1866-7 
— that  is,  the  year  ending  on  the  31  st 
March,  1867.  The  Committee  are  aware 
that  the  statement  made  last  year  with 
regard  to  these  accounts  was  a  state- 
ment founded  partly  on  information  and 
partly  on  Estimates.  It  was  founded  on 
information  extending  over  about  eight 
months  of  the  year,  and  on  Estimates  for 
the  remaining  four.  Now  that  we  have 
the  actual  accounts  we  shall,  of  course, 
find  some  slight  difference  in  the  results, 
though  it  will  not  be  so  striking  as  the  dif- 
ference on  which  I  had  occasion  to  com- 
ment last  year  between  the  actual  accounts 
and  the  Budget  Estimates  of  the  preceding 
year,  1865-6.  Last  year  it  was  estimated 
that  the  revenue  of  the  eleven  months  end- 
ing the  31st  March,  1867,  would  be,  in  round 
numbers,  £42,000,000,  and  the  expendi- 
ture £44,300,000.  The  actual  accounts 
show  that  the  revenue  for  that  period  was 
£42,013,000,  and  the  expenditure,  in- 
cluding that  for  public  works  extraordinary, 
was  £44,530,000.  Therefore,  there  is 
an  excess  of  expenditure  of  £2,517,000, 
against  the  expected  excess  of  £2,300,000 ; 
and  the  difference  may  be  explained  by  the 
diflSculty  of  making  a  clear  estimate  when 
one  month  of  the  year  is  omitted.  I  now 
turn  to  what  is  of  more  importance — the 
regular  Estimate  for  the  year  1867-8.  Last 
year  we  had  before  us  the  Budget  state- 
ment or  Estimate  for  the  year  ending  the 
31st  March,  1868,  showing  that  the  reve« 
nues  and  receipts  would  probably  amount  to 
£46,783,000,  and  the  charges  and  expen- 
diture of  all  kinds,  including  public  works 
extraordinary,  to  £48,610,000;  showing, 
therefore,  a  deficit,  according  to  that  calcula- 
tion, of  £1,827,000.  The  account  which  we 
now  receive  shows  that  the  revenues  and  re- 
ceipts are  estimated  at  £48,258,000,  beinff 
an  improvement  of  very  nearly  £1,500,000 
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upon  the  revenues.  But,  on  the  other  hand , 
the  regular  Estimate  for  charges  and  ezpen- 
ditareof  all  kinds  stands  at  £49,364,000, 
instead  of  £48,610,000,  showing  an  in- 
crease of  £754,000.  The  general  result, 
therefore,  is  that,  instead  of  a  de6cienoj 
of  £1,827,000,  which  we  expected,  the 
account  for  the  years  1867-8  only  shows 
a  deficiency  of  £1,106,000.  The  Com- 
niittee  must  understand  that  when  1  speak 
of  a  deficiency  I  am  indicating  the  differ- 
ence between  the  estimated  revenue  and 
the  estimated  total  expenditure  of  the  year, 
including  the  public  works  extraordinary. 
But  it  was  never  intended  or  contemplated 
that  the  revenue  would  be  sufficient  to 
cover  all  the  charges  for  public  works  ex- 
traordinary. Nor  has  it  been  usual  to  in- 
clude the  public  works  extraordinary  in 
these  comparative  statements  of  revenue 
and  expenditure  ;  but  it  has  now  been 
considered  more  convenient  that  I  should 
take  them  in  this  form.  I  only  wish 
to  put  this  caution  before  the  Commit- 
tee that  they  may  not  be  alarmed  when 
I  speak  of  deficiencies  to  such  a  large 
amount ;  for  if  you  exclude  these  public 
works  extraordinary,  and  charge  their  cost 
to  capital,  then  the  accounts  would  show  a 
large  surplus,  instead  of  a  deficiency.  I 
put,  then,  the  revenue  as  £1,500,000 
better,  and  the  expenditure  as  £750,000 
greater  by  the  accounts  which  are  just  re- 
ceived. Now,  what  are  the  items  on  which 
the  improvement  of  revenue  has  taken 
place?  There  are  three  principal  items 
on  which  almost  the  whole  of  the  increase 
has  arisen.  There  is,  first,  a  better  return 
from  the  Licence  Tax,  which  was  estimated 
to  produce  £500,000,  but  which  is  now  es- 
timated to  produce  £658,000.  There  is 
next  a  gain  under  the  head  of  Customs  of 
£188,000;  and  the  last  is  the  most  impor- 
tant increase  of  the  whole— on  the  item  of 
opium  the  increase  has  been  no  less  than 
£1,100,000.  Opium  is  estimated  to  pro- 
duce £8,814,000,  which  is  decidedly  the 
largest  amount  that  opium  has  produced 
for  a  great  number  of  years  past.  [Colo- 
nel Stebs  :  Unhappily.]  The  increase 
on  the  whole  of  these  items  amounts  to 
£1,446,000,  which  is  very  nearly  the  whole 
amount  of  improvement  on  the  revenue. 
At  the  same  time  some  changes  have  taken 
place  in  other  items ;  some  have  increased 
and  others*  have  fallen  off — the  increase 
and  decrease  nearly  balancing  each  other. 
There  has  been  an  increase  under  the  heads 
of  "Land  Bevenue,"  "Excise,*'  "the 
Post  Office."  "Miscellaneous,"  and  some 
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others ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  there  la  a 
decrease  in  "Salt,"  "Stamps,*'  "Mint," 
"  Telegraphs,"  and  one  or  two  others — I 
mean  a  decrease  as  compared  with  the 
Budget  Estimate,  not  that  the  revenue  it- 
self has  decreased  as  compared  with  the 
revenue  of  former  years.  Stamps,  for  in- 
stance, have  fallen  short  by  £93,000  of 
the  Estimate  of  last  year  ;  but,  in  point  of 
fact,  the  revision  of  the  judicial  stampa 
has  proved  financially  a  very  satisfactory 
measure,  and  has  led  apparently  to  an  in- 
crease in  the  revenue  of  some  £400,000, 
The  item  of  Customs  shows,  I  think,  a 
very  satisfactory  improvement.  Comparing 
the  revenue — as  far  as  it  has  yet  been 
estimated — for  the  year  1867-8,  with  the 
year  1865-6,  the  last  complete  year — ^for 
the  intermediate  period  of  eleven  month  § 
was  a  broken  year,  when  a  change  was 
made  in  the  date  of  closing  the  aceounts — 
1  find  that  in  the  year  1865-6  the  revenue 
under  this  head  was  £2,279,000,  and  the 
actual  Estimate  for  this  year  is  £2,545,000, 
showing  an  improvement  in  the  recent  yiekl 
of  Customs  of  some  £270,000.  Consider- 
ing what  depression  there  has  recently  been 
in  India,  consequent  upon  the  cessation  of 
the  cotton  demand,  and  upon  the  various 
other  troubles,  of  which  this  Hoase  is 
aware,  I  think  we  may  consider  it  very 
satisfactory  that  there  has  been  this  im- 
provement, more  especially  when  we  re- 
member that  the  whole  system  of  Customs 
duties  has  recently  been  revised,  a  great 
number  of  duties  done  away  with,  and  the 
tariff  reduced  to  great  simplicity.  It  is 
also  satisfactory  to  observe  that  the  addi- 
tion made  to  the  export  duty  on  grain— of 
which  I  expressed  doubts  last  year — baa 
not  been  attended  with  any  evil  effect.  Mr. 
Massey,  in  his  statement,  makes  this  ob- 
servation— 

"  From  the  aocoimts  we  have  reoeiTed  at  tb» 
Custom  Hoase,  it  will  be  found  that  daring  the 
eloTon  months  the  Increased  duty  has  been  ib 
operation  the  exportation  of  grain  has  innrciaod 
from  355,000  maunds  to  045,000  maonds,  so  that 
it  is  olear  that  the  increased  doty  on  ezportatioB 
has  not  caused  any  diminution  in  the  qoantiky 
eiported,  but  that  the  exportation  has  gone  oa 
and  increased  very  largely. 

Under  these  circumstances,  Mr.  Massej 
naturally  says  that  he  is  not  inclined  to 
take  off  or  to  alter  the  duty.  Bat  I  feel 
bound  to  say  that,  upon  general  prineiplea, 
I  regret  that  there  should  be  any  imposi- 
tton  of  export  duties,  and  I  hope  that  la 
process  of  time  it  may  be  found  possible  to 
dispense  with  them,  and  that  we  shall  find 
the  benefit  in  the  enoouragement  of  trade 
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as  soon  as  these  daties  are  taken  off.  This, 
however,  is  matter  of  theory  ;  in  practice 
I  am  bound  to  admit  thej  have  not  worked 
badly. 

To  convey  a  complete  view  of  the  case 
to  the  Committee,  I  must  now  inquire 
under  what  heads  the  expenditure  has  in- 
creased by  £750,000  or  thereabouts.  In- 
dian expenditure  is  divisible  roughly  un- 
der four  heads.  There  are,  first  of  all, 
the  ordinary  charges  of  India,  including 
the  whole  of  the  army  and  public  services 
of  the  country ;  then  there  are  the  charges 
for  public  works  extraordinary ;  then  the 
head  for  the  net  expenditure  in  England, 
which  includes  the  stores  sent  out  to 
India  ;  and,  lastly,  the  head  of  guaranteed 
interest  upon  railway  capital.  Upon  three 
of  these  four  heads  I  find  that  there  has 
been  an  excess,  and  a  saving  only  on  the 
fourth.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the  saving 
is  upon  the  one  head  on  which  I  would 
have  gladly  seen  an  excess,  and  that  is  the 
head  of  public  works  extraordinary.  Under 
that  head  the  Budget  Estimate  provided 
for  a  sum  of  £3,513,000,  but  the  regular 
Estimate  only  anticipates  an  expenditure 
of  £2,761.000,  so  that  there  is  a  difference 
of  about  £750,000  between  the  expendi- 
ture as  originally  estimated  and  as  after- 
wards determined  on.  [Colonel  Stkbs  : 
Is  that  decided  on  by  the  excess  of  reve- 
nue ?]  It  has  nothing  to  do  with  revenue. 
There  is  an  increase  in  the  ordinary  charges 
in  India  of  £265,000 ;  there  is  an  increase 
in  the  net  expenditure  in  England  of 
£580,000,  and  there  is  an  iocrease  in  the 
guaranteed  interest  (less  traffic  receipts) 
on  railways  in  India  of  £660,000.  On 
these  three  items,  put  together,  there  is  an 
increase  of  £1,400,000  or  £1,500,000, 
which  would  pretty  nearly  have  balanced 
the  improvement  in  the  revenue.  In  fact, 
if  there  had  not  been  the  reduction  in  the 
account  on  public  works  extraordinary  the 
great  increase  on  opium  and  the  Licence 
Tax  and  Customs  would  have  been  en- 
tirely swallowed  up  by  the  increase  in  the 
expenditure  under  those  three  heads.  That 
is  certainly  not  a  satisfactory  statement. 
I  have  looked  into  the  causes  of  this  in- 
crease ;  and  first,  as  to  the  increase  under 
the  head  of  ordinary  charges  in  India, 
which  amounts  to  £265,000,  the  increase 
is  due,  in  the  first  place,  to  some  consider- 
able advance  under  the  head  of  opium. 
The  large  receipts  from  opium  may  have 
caused  some  increase  in  the  charges  in  re- 
spect to  it.  I  find  it  stated  that  the  in- 
creased receipt  under  opium  is  due  to  the 


sale  of  an  increased  quantity  at  a  higher 
price,  while  the  increased  expenditure  is 
due  to  the  payment  of  arrears  of  the  past 
year  and  advances  to  cultivators.  There  is 
also  an  increase  in  the  marine  charges;  but 
it  is  chiefly  due  to  expenditure  in  the  pur* 
chase  of  stores  at  Bombay,  probably  for  the 
Abyssinian  expedition.  That  is  a  matter 
of  account,  and  will  be  repaid  from  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  ;  therefore  it  is  not  of 
much  importance.  There  is,  however,  an 
increase  in  the  army  charges,  arising  from 
a  variety  of  small  additioos,  which,  I  am 
afraid,  must  be  taken  as  indicating  a  ten- 
dency to  an  increase  rather  than  a  restric- 
tion of  expenditure  under  that  head ;  and 
this  is  a  matter  which  requires  very  care- 
fully to  be  watched.  With  regard  to  the 
net  expenditure  in  England,  including 
stores  sent  out  for  the  public  service  ot 
India,  there  is  an  increase  of  £580,000. 
Of  that,  about  £100,000  is  merely  nomi« 
nal — that  is,  there  are  certain  items  which 
were  formerly  provided  under  different 
heads  which  have  now  been  included  in  the 
payments  under  this  head.  Other  sums 
have  to  be  deducted,  and  the  adjustment 
will  be  made  with  the  Imperial  Qovemment 
on  account  of  troops  serving  in  India.  A 
sum  of  £100,000  has  been  paid  by  the 
settlement  of  old  claims,  and  there  is 
£28,000  on  the  furlough  allowances. 
There  is  a  considerable  sum — £91,000 — 
for  passages  of  officers  and  troops,  £44,000 
on  account  of  the  overland  service,  and  a 
further  sum  on  account  of  the  Victoria 
Hospital  at  Suez,  which  are  items  that 
have  been  introduced  by  the  system  of 
overland  transport.  [Colonel  Stees  :  What 
is  the  amount  paid  to  Lord  Olive's  repre- 
sentatives ?]  £23,079.  The  other  head 
in  which  there  has  been  an  increase  is  the 
guaranteed  interest  on  Indian  railway 
capital,  which  amounts  to  £660,000 — that 
is,  the  additional  sum  paid  in  interest  and 
the  falliog  off  in  the  traffic  receipts  have 
caused  the  balance  of  the  account  to  be  to 
that  extent  against  us  under  that  head. 
That  is  mainly  due  to  the  accident  on  the 
Great  Indian  Peninsula  line,  which  caused 
a  considerable  falling  off  in  the  traffic,  and 
to  the  diminution  of  the  cotton  trade. 
There  has  also  been  a  falling  off  on  the 
East  India  line.  In  one  way  or  another 
the  result  of  the  year  has  been  less  favour- 
able to  us  in  that  respect,  and  the  amount 
we  have  to  pay  is  £660,000  more  than 
was  estimated  at  the  time  the  last  Budget 
was  brought  forward.  Under  all  these 
eireumstanees,  there  is  nothing  in  the  out- 
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turn  of  1867-8  that  we  can  look  at  with 
any  great  satisfaction.  Undoubtedly  the 
net  result  looks  satisfactory  ;  an  Estimate 
was  made  that  we  should  have  a  deficiency 
of  £1,800,000,  and  we  haye  only  a  de- 
ficiency of  £1,100,000.  That  looks  as  if 
matters  had  improyed,  but  we  find  a  great 
increase  of  reyenue  due  to  the  increase  of 
that  most  uncertain  of  all  sources  of  reve- 
nue— opium,  while  the  increase  in  the  ex- 
penditure is  of  a  character  which  I  fear  1 
must  describe  as  permanent;  and,  in  point 
of  fact,  we  should  have  had  no  improve- 
ment at  all  but  for  the  fact  that  the  sum 
we  expected  to  spend  on  public  works  has 
not  been  spent.  With  regard  to  that  non- 
expenditure,  it  is  certainly  not  the  duty 
of  the  Government  of  India  to  force 
any  expenditure.  It  is  better  that  we 
should  be  careful  in  undertaking  projects 
which,  however  promising,  may,  after  all, 
involve  the  State  either  in  loss,  or  in  the 
necessity  of  lying  out  of  its  money  for  some 
time.  It  is  proper  to  be  cautious  in  these 
matters.  Money  will  be  quite  quickly 
enough  spent  if  it  be  well  spent.  I 
do  not  find  any  fault  with  the  Government 
of  India  for  not  spending  the  whole  money 
they  had  estimated  to  spend.  I  believe 
they  were  very  careful  in  examining  the 
different  projects  submitted  to  them,  and 
we  now  find  the  benefit  of  their  caution. 
At  the  same  time,  this  is  not  a  matter — 
the  non-expenditure  of  the  estimated 
amount  on  public  works — on  which  we  can 
look  with  any  pride  or  pleasure.  That, 
then,  is  the  account  of  the  regular  Bsti- 
mate  of  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  of 
March  last.  The  Committee  understand 
that  it  is  an  account  made  up  from  actual 
information  for  abont  eight  months  of  the 
year,  and  from  a  close  Estimate  for  the 
remaining  four.  I  now  come  to  the  Bud- 
get Estimate  for  the  current  year  —  the 
year  which  expires  on  the  3 1st  of  March 
next.  I  estimate  the  revenue  and  re- 
ceipts at  £48,586,900,  and  the  charges 
of  all  sorts  at  £49,613,394— leaving  a 
deficiency  of  £1,026,494.  That  is  the 
gross  amount,  allowing  all  public  works 
extraordinary  to  fall  under  the  head 
of  charge.  Under  the  head  of  public 
works  extraordinary  there  are  charges  of 
£3,092,090 ;  and  if  that  were  removed 
f^om  the  Budget  and  charged  to  capital 
yon  might  convert  your  deficiency  into 
a  surplus  of  £2,065,596,  just  as  in  the 
preceding  year,  if  the  same  thing  were 
done,  instead  of  a  deficiency  there  would 
be  a  surplus  of  £1,600,000.  And  I  think 
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it  wonld  be  perfectly  fair  if  I  were  to  make 
such  a  statement  to  the  Committee,  leav- 
ing the  item  of  public  works  extraordinary 
out  of  the  expenditure,  and  representing 
to  the  Committee  that  we  have  a  good  sur- 
plus for  the  last  two  years.  But  I  think 
it  wiser  to  take  the  course  I  have  adopted, 
and  that,  as  prudent  men,  we  ought  not 
to  run  away  with  the  idea  that  financially 
we  are  in  a  better  position  than  we  actually 
are.  And  I  am  bound  to  say  that  this  dis- 
tinction between  public  works  ordinary 
and  extraordinary  is  one  which  I  view  with 
extreme  jealousy.  I  assent  to  the  prin- 
ciple, as  it  was  enforced  by  my  noble  Pre- 
decessor (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury),  and 
I  have  adopted  it  in  my  Bndget  Estimate. 
I  entirely  agree  with  the  principle  that  it 
is  a  fair  and  right  thing  to  provide  for  that 
class  of  public  works  which  are  of  a  re- 
productive character  by  raising  money  on 
loan.  I  think  it  may  fairly  be  compared 
to  the  conduct  of  a  landed  proprietor  who 
keeps  his  household  expenditure  properly 
within  his  income,  but  for  real  improve- 
ments on  his  estate  calls  in  aid  his  credit 
and  borrows  the  money  which,  in  the 
course  of  time,  the  improvement  itself  will 
repay.  That  is  a  perfectly  legitimate  and 
fair  operation  ;  but  he  will  be  open  to  the 
great  temptation  of  transferring  to  thia 
land  account  a  portion  of  his  ordinary  ex- 
penditure, which  ought  to  be  met  out  of 
the  year's  income.  He  will  be  inclined  to 
add  a  new  wing  to  his  house,  or  to  put  a 
new  conservatory  in  his  garden,  and  thus 
he  may  go  on  borrowing  to  a  greater  ex- 
tent than  he  is  aware,  and  yet  all  the  while 
he  may  appear  to  be  keeping  a  pleasant 
account  at  his  bankers.  No  doubt,  the 
temptation  will  be  equally  strong  on  the 
Indian  Government  to  charge  to  loans 
publio  works  that  are  of  an  ordinary,  or, 
at  all  events,  not  of  a  reproductive  cha- 
racter. I  observe  that,  under  the  old 
system,  before  this  distinction  betweea 
public  works  ordinary  and  extraordinary 
was  made,  large  sums  were  spent  od 
certain  classes  of  works  without  having 
recourse  to  borrowing.  But  1  find  that, 
since  this  new  principle  has  been  adopt- 
ed, the  extraordinary  publio  works  have 
grown  to  a  very  considerable  extent,  while 
the  charges  for  ordinary  publio  works 
have  shrunk  in  a  corresponding  degree. 
For  instance,  in  the  year  1865-6  we  spent 
upwards  of  £5,000,000  on  publio  works, 
and  charged  the  amount  to  the  income  of 
the  year.  But  this  year  there  is  put  down  in 
our  statements  of  public  works  charged  aa 
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ordinary  no  larger  sum  than  £3,800|000, 
being  a  difference  of  £1,200,000.  It  cer- 
tainly seems  curious  that,  whereas  the  sys- 
tem of  making  a  charge  for  public  works  ex- 
traordinary was  adopted  with  a  view  to  un- 
dertaking works  of  a  remunerative  charao> 
ter,  the  charges  for  other  works  should  be 
reduced.  This  year  we  have  for  extraor- 
dinary works  a  charge  of  £1,820,000  for 
military  buildings,  barracks,  and  embank- 
ments ;  £800,000  for  irrigation  works  ; 
and  £470,000  for  special  fund  works. 
With  regard  to  the  latter  two  classes  of 
works,  there  is  no  doubt  that  they  are 
precisely  the  description  of  works  for  which 
it  is  legitimate  to  borrow  money.  Irriga- 
tion works,  if  properly  conducted,  will,  no 
doubt,  in  time  recoup  you,  while  the  spe- 
cial fund  works  will  do  so  directly  because 
they  are  works  undertaken  by  municipali- 
ties or  other  independent  bodies  to  whom 
money  is  lent  by  the  Government  upon 
proper  security.  Therefore,  as  regards 
this  sum  of  £1,270,000,  it  is  perfectly 
legitimate  to  charge  it  to  extraordinary 
public  works  in  the  Budget.  With  regard, 
however,  to  the  items  lor  military  build- 
ings, barracks,  and  embankments,  we 
ought  to  be  very  chary  of  allowing  them 
to  be  treated  in  the  same  manner.  No 
doubt,  with  regard  to  these  latter  works, 
there  is  a  large  exceptional  expenditure 
going  on  which  should  be  included  within 
certain  definite  limits,  and  when  the  con- 
templated works  are  finished  that  excep- 
tional expenditure  ought  to  come  to  an 
end.  It  may  not  he  unfair  that  such 
exceptional  expenditure  should  be  pro- 
vided for  by  a  loan,  so  as  to  spread  it 
over  a  certain  number  of  years.  That  is 
a  principle  which  we  adopt  in  this  country 
with  regard,  for  instance,  to  fortifications. 
Instead  of  constructing  such  works  out  of 
revenue,  we  raise  money  by  terminable 
annuities,  which  we  expect  to  pay  off 
within  a  certain  definite  period.  That  is 
a  principle,  however,  which  I  myself  have 
never  liked,  and  I  should  be  sorry  to  see 
it  carried  further  than  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary. But  in  India  the  safeguards  that 
exist  with  respect  to  that  system  in  this 
country  are  not  to  be  found,  because  the 
money  is  not  there  raised  by  terminable 
annuities,  but  is  treated  as  a  certain  excess 
over  the  income  of  the  year,  about  which 
we  need  not  trouble  ourselves,  and  is  pro- 
vided for  by  either  reducing  the  balances 
or  by  borrowing  the  money  necessary  with- 
out any  special  provision  being  made  for 
the  reduction  of  the  debt.    That  is  a  rea- 


son for  looking  with  jealousy  upon  this 
kind  of  expenditure,  and  another  reason 
for  doing  so  is,  that  there  are  items  in  the 
revenue  of  India— especially  that  of  opium 
—which  are  so  uncertain  that  it  is  desir- 
able that  we  should  be  careful  how  we  incur 
anything  in  the  nature  of  debt.  Under  all 
these  circumstances,  there  has  been  some 
confusion  not  only  in  this  country  but  in  India 
— as  to  what  is  the  actual  condition  of  our 
finances,  and  a  question  has  arisen  which 
has  disturbed  even  the  minds  of  several 
members  of  the  Governor  General's  Coun- 
cil— namely,  whether  we  can  be  fairly  said 
to  have  a  surplus  or  not  in  the  present 
year,  and  the  question  was  raised  whether 
it  was  or  was  not  necessary  to  have  re- 
course to  further  taxation.  The  whole 
difference  turns  on  the  question  what  is  to 
be  reckoned  extraordinary  expenditure. 
Under  these  circumstances  I  thought  it 
desirable  in  the  despatch  which  I  have  ad- 
dressed to  the  Government  of  India,  in 
reply  to  their  financial  despatch,  to  lay 
down  the  rule  that  in  future  years  irriga- 
tion and  special  fund  works  ought  to  be  the 
only  works  which  should  appear  as  public 
works  extraordinary.  There  may  be  good 
reason  why,  when  the  expenditure  upon 
public  works  ordinary  is  very  heavy,  it  may 
be  necessary  to  meet  it  by  a  loan  ;  but  the 
fact  should  always  be  recognized  that  the 
deficiency  to  be  so  met  is  a  deficiency  to  be 
provided  for  out  of  revenue.  Until  we 
lay  down  that  rule  we  shall  never  be  safe 
in  borrowing  money  for  public  works. 

I  wish  now  to  make  one  or  two  observa- 
tions on  the  Budget  for  the  present  year  as 
compared  with  that  for  last  year.  Taken 
as  a  whole,  the  Budget  for  the  present 
year  shows  an  increase  of  £328,000  in 
revenue,  and  an  increase  of  £248,000  in 
expenditure  over  that  of  last  year.  In  point 
of  fact,  however,  the  increase  on  both  sides 
is  merely  of  a  nominal  character.  There 
is  a  substantial  increase  in  the  item  of  Land 
Revenue,  which  will  be  £362,000  better 
this  year  that  it  was  last  year,  and  this  in- 
crease is  owing  to  the  improved  condi- 
tion of  Orissa,  and  to  some  new  settle* 
ments  which  have  taken  place.  On  the 
other  hand,  it  has  been  thought  prudent  to 
take  a  reduced  Estimate  for  the  opium 
revenue,  which  is  estimated  at  £8,385,000, 
being  £400,000  less  than  the  Estimate  of 
last  year  under  that  head.  The  Estimate 
under  the  head  of  Customs  duties  is  less 
by  about  £100,000,  on  account  of  the  de- 
cline in  the  sugar  trade  in  the  Central 
and  North-Western  Provinces,  ai^d  other 
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causeB.  The  total  estimated  reyenue 
is  about  £48.500,000,  of  which  up- 
wards of  £8,000,000  is  estimated  to 
be  received  from  opium.  Seeing  that 
opium  is  estimated  to  produce  more  than 
one- sixth  of  the  whole  revenue  of  India, 
and  seeing  that  that  sum  is  consider- 
ably in  excess  of  the  average  revenue 
it  has  produced  during  the  past  ten  or 
twelve  years,  I  think  it  would  be  prudent 
that  we  should  put  some  limitation  upon 
the  amount  that  we  ought  to  take  credit 
for  from  this  source  of  revenue,  and,  there- 
fore, I  have  suggested  to  the  Government 
of  India  that  it  would  be  better  if,  instead 
of  forming  each  year  an  estimate  of  the 
amount  which  may  be  yielded  by  opium, 
and  taking  the  full  credit  for  that  amount 
in  estimating  our  revenue  for  the  year,  we 
took  a  certain  sum  to  place  to  credit  as 
representing  the  average  revenue  we  derive 
from  that  article,  and  thus  arrived  at  a  fixed 
and  reliable  basis  upon  which  to  estimate 
our  revenue.  In  those  years  in  which  the 
revenue  from  opium  exceeds  the  sum  so 
taken,  the  excess  may  go  towards  strength- 
ening the  balances  and  defraying  the 
charges  for  the  construction  of  the  public 
works,  and  should  it  fall  below  that  sum 
we  might  be  able  to  draw  upon  the  balances 
to  meet  the  deficiency,  or  we  might  go  into 
the  market  for  a  somewhat  larger  loan  to 
meet  the  public  works  expenditure.  I  think 
that  by  adopting  such  a  course  as  I  have 
suggested  we  should  be  able  to  get  some- 
thing like  consistency  aud  fixity  of  taxation 
and  of  expenditure  in  India.  By  making 
some  such  arrangement,  in  combination 
with  an  improved  system  of  advances  for 
public  works,  and  by  introducing  some 
more  careful  mode  of  keeping  the  accounts 
of  the  reproductive  fund  which  we  may 
hope  will  arise  from  these  public  works, 
we  may  establish  a  system  of  carrying  on 
public  works  by  means  of  borrowed  money 
upon  a  solid  and  secure  basis.  At  present, 
however,  I  feel  considerable  uneasiness 
with  respect  to  that  particular  feature  in 
our  financial  system,  because,  while  I  fully 
recognize  as  a  good  one  the  principle  of 
borrowing  for  works  that  are  to  be  repro- 
ductive, I  am  afraid  that  in  carrying  it  out 
in  detail  we  may  lose  sight  of  the  repro- 
ductive element,  and  that  we  may  carry  all 
that  comes  to  us  from  the  public  works  to 
the  credit  of  the  Land  Revenue ;  and,  that  so 
losing  sight  of  it  as  belonging  to  a  parti- 
cular fund  we  may  cease  to  extinguish 
debt,  and  may  allow  it  to  increase  upon  us 
to  an  extent  that  may  be  very  undesirable. 
8tr  Stafford  MrihcoU 


Under  all  these  cirenmstancea,  I  think  the 
policy  pursued  by  Mr.  Massey  and  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  on  the  present  occasion 
is  a  perfectly  sound  and  right  one — I  mean 
with  regard  to  the  maintenance  of  the  ex- 
isting sources  of  taxation.  It  was  qaea- 
tioned  whether,  looking  at  the  account  in 
the  more  favourable  aspect  in  which,  I 
admit  it  is  capable  of  being  regarded, 
it  was  necessary  to  renew  the  Licence 
Tax.  To  have  extinguished  it  was  a 
course  so  popular  that  the  Government 
might  have  been  much  tempted  to  adopt 
it.  The  amount  raised  by  its  means  was 
not  a  very  large  one — only  £658,000  last 
year,  and  undoubtedly  there  were  some 
features  in  the  tax  which  gave  annoyance 
and  which  it  was  necessary  to  alter.  That 
alteration  reduces  somewhat  the  Talue  of 
the  tax,  even  as  it  exists  ;  but  I  think  the 
Government  of  India  were  perfectly  right 
in  resolving  to  maintain  this  mode  of  taxa- 
tion. It  is  after  all  but  a  slight  harden 
on  the  classes  who  have  to  pay  it,  and  it 
maintains  a  sort  of  regard  to  the  principle 
that  those  who  are  the  possessors  of  wealth 
and  those  who  are  exercising  profitahle  oc- 
cupations should  contribute  something  to 
the  interests  of  the  State.  I  would  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the  pro- 
gress in  late  years  of  the  different  branches 
of  taxation.  I  have  compared  the  taxatioa 
of  1856-7  with  the  taxation  proposed  in 
the  present  year,  taking  it  under  three 
different  heads.  In  the  first  place  I  take 
the  Land  Revenue,  which  can  hardlj  be 
called  a  tax,  but  which  is  a  very  impor- 
tant— by  far  the  most  important — source 
of  revenue  to  the  State,  and  the  revenue 
in  1856-7,  from  this  source  amounted  te 
something  less  than  £18,000,000,  being 
in  fact  £17,900,000.  In  1868-9  the 
revenue  from  this  source  had  risen  ta 
£20,400,000,  showing  an  increase  under 
this  head  of  £2,500,000,  or  about  14  per 
cent.  Then  I  take  the  group  of  taxation 
which  bear  upon  the  consuming  population 
— the  Excise,  Salt,  and  Customs.  In  1856-7 
these  three  produced  £5,700,000,  and  in 
18689  they  had  risen  to  £10,600,000, 
showing  an  increase  of  very  neariy 
£5,000,000,  or  about  85  per  cent,  in  this 
class  of  taxation.  I  take  thirdly  the  elasa 
of  duties  which  fall  upon  the  mercantile 
and  trading  communities  and  upon  the 
possessors  of  wealth,  such  as  the  Stamps 
and  the  Assessed  Taxes.  In  1856-7  there 
were,  of  course,  no  Assessed  Taxes,  and 
the  revenue  from  Stamps  only  amounted 
to  £612,000.    The  revenue  from   these 
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Bouroea  in  1868-9  was  £2,942,000,  show- 
ing an  increase  of  £2,330,000,  or  about 
380  per  cent.  In  the  former  year  the  Land 
Revenue  yielded  53  per  cent  of  the  whole 
revenue,  while  now  it  produces  only  42  per 
cent.  I  think,  under  all  the  circumstances, 
that  it  would  haye  been  a  pity  to  attempt 
to  get  rid  of  the  Licence  Tax,  and  there- 
fore in  retaining  it  and  deprifing  it,  as 
Mr.  Massey  has  done,  of  its  more  objec- 
tionable features,  I  think  he  has  exercised 
a  wise  discretion.  The  Gofemment  did 
not  think  it  wise  to  turn  it  into  an  ac- 
knowledged income  tax.  It  is,  indeed,  very 
little  else  but  an  income  tax,  and  I  am 
not  sure  that  it  would  not  have  been  well 
to  have  gi?en  it  that  name,  and  to  have 
rendered  it  a  little  more  productive.  But 
that  is  a  matter  upon  which  the-Oovern- 
ment  of  India  —  who  ought  to  be  better 
.acquainted  with  the  feelings  of  those  with 
whom  they  have  to  deal  than  we  are — can 
better  judge  than  the  Home  Government, 
and  I  am  ready  to  accept  their  opinion  on 
this  point. 

I  have  now  gone  through  the  principal 
heads  of  the  Budget  of  1868-9.  There 
is  one  point,  however,  relating  to  the  Home 
charges,  upon  which  I  should  wish  to  eay 
a  few  woras.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  the  faet  that  we  have 
this  year  made  an  alteration,  or,  rather, 
an  addition  to  the  usual  accounts  which 
are  presented  to  Parliament.  We  have 
added  to  the  Return  a  new  account,  giving 
a  comparison  of  the  estimated  with  the 
actual  receipts  and  disbursements  of  the 
Home  Treasury  for  1866-7,  and  another 
account  giving  a  comparison  of  the  origi- 
nal with  the  regular  Estimate  of  the  re- 
ceipts and  disbursements  of  the  Home 
Treasury  for  1867-8.  1  think  it  is  very 
desirable  that  the  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons  should  have  an  opportunity 
of  getting  fuller  information  with  regard 
to  these  Home  accounts  than  they  have 
hitherto  had,  and»I  have  introduced  a  new 
form  of  account  for  the  purpose  of  show- 
ing what  are  the  differences  between  our 
original  Estimate  and  the  amount  which  is 
ultimately  furnished,  with  a  column  giving 
an  explanation  of  the  increase  or  the  de- 
crease, so  that,  in  point  of  fact,  they  re- 
semble very  nearly  the  accounts  of  the 
army  and  navy  expenditure  which  are  laid 
upon  the  table,  and  which  are  in  the  hands 
of  hon.  Members  when  the  Estimates  are 
before  them.  This  account  shows  in  what 
respect  the  expenditure  has  or  has  not  ex- 
ceeded what  was  estimated.    In  addition 


to  this,  we  have  adopted  this  year  a  new 
system  of  referring  the  accounts  to  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Public  Accounts, 
in  the  hope  that  they  will  examine  them 
and  will  put  any  question  they  may  think 
desirable  to  the  auditor  or  the  officers  of 
the  India  Office.  I  am  quite  satisfied  that 
it  is  desirable  that  Parliament  should  exer- 
cise that  kind  of  control  and  criticism  over 
the  whole  of  the  expenses.  I  am  not,  how- 
ever, of  opinion  that  it  would  be  desirable 
that  Parliament  should  take  into  its  own 
hands  the  direction  of  our  expenditure,  or 
that  it  should  endeavour  to  introduce  a 
system  of  voting  the  money  that  we  should 
spend.  I  think  any  system  of  that  sort 
would  prove  not  only  delusive,  but  posi- 
tively mischievous,  for  we  all  know  how 
few  Members  of  Parliament  take  a  real 
interest  in  the  subject  or  have  sufficient 
knowledge  to  enable  them  effectively  to 
criticize  the  details  of  Indian  expense; 
but  frequently  a  strong  pressure  would  be 
put  upon  Parliament  by  persons  having  an 
English  interest  in  the  expenditure  of 
Indian  money,  and  this  might  lead  to  ex- 
penses which  are  avoided  under  the  present 
system.  I  believe  that  the  minute  control 
exercised  by  a  body  of  men  like  the  Coun- 
cil of  India  is  much  more  advantageous 
than  any  control  exercised  by  this  House 
would  be ;  any  acceptance,  too,  of  the 
responsibility  by  Parliament  which  such  a 
control  entails  would  also,  in  my  opinion, 
tend  to  introduce  laxity  into  the  supervi« 
sion  which  that  Council  exercises  in  those 
matters,  inasmuch  as  they  would  be  to  a 
great  extent  relieved  from  the  responsi- 
bility which  at  present  attaches  to  them. 

The  statement  which  I  have  now  laid 
before  the  Committee  is  one«  I  think,  which 
can  excite  no  great  amount  of  enthusiasm 
one  way  or  the  other.  If  there  is  nothing 
very  unsatisfactory  in  that  statement,  there 
is,  on  the  other  hand,  nothing  in  it  of 
which  we  have  any  great  reason  to  be 
proud.  Our  revenue,  undoubtedly,  keeps 
np,  but  it  does  not  increase  very  largely, 
and  though  our  expenditure  exhibits  no 
large  increase,  there  is  a  tendency  to  creep 
up.  We  are,  undoubtedly,  spending  a 
good  deal  of  money  on  very  beneficial 
undertakings,  such  as  public  works  and 
railways  ;  yet,  on  the  other  hand,  there 
are  many  excellent  works  which  we  are 
unable  to  undertake  from  want  of  funds. 
In  the  past  year  I  have  had  to  lament  that 
we  have  been  obliged  to  refrain  from  carry- 
ing out  those  sanitary  and  educational 
measures   which  we  could  wish>  to   sea 
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adopted,  but  t|ie  consideration  of  the  Oo« 
Ternwent  hat  been  tamed  to  these  mea- 
sares,  and  we  are,  I  belieye,  making  pro- 
gress. We  have  established  a  sanitary 
Department  in  our  Office,  and  we  are  in 
communication  with  the  Government  of 
India  in  respect  to  improved  sanitary  ar- 
rangements. An  impolse  has  been  given 
to  the  edacational  movement,  but  what  the 
result  is  likely  to  be  we  are  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  say.  What  we  have  to  do  is  to 
keep  our  eyes  upon  the  details  of  the 
expenditure,  and  that  is  by  no  means  an 
easy  thing  to  do  in  this  country.  It  must 
be  done  mainly  in  India,  but  still  we  believe 
that  much  can  be  done  even  here.  Ope 
step  of  some  importance  we  have  taken  ; 
we  have  put  a  stop  to  the  system  of  send* 
ing  home  continually  by  every  mail  pro- 
posals for  an  increase  of  salary  or  expen- 
diture in  this  or  that  Department.  We 
have  directed,  instead,  that  all  those  pro- 
posals should  be  reserved  and  sent  home 
at  one  time,  so  that  the  whole  of  them 
may  be  considered  together  ;  and  though 
this  is  apparently  a  very  simple  measure, 
it  is  exactly  one  of  those  measures  which 
are  likely  to  tend  to  economy.  I  hope  it 
may  be  found  possible  in  the  matter  of 
civil,  and  more  particularly  of  military 
expenditure,  to  exercise  a  more  rigorous 
control  over  some  details  than,  I  think,  has 
been  exercised  hitherto.  At  all  events, 
that  is  the  object  to  which  .we  are  now 
devoting  our  attention.  I  have  already 
said,  respecting  public  works,  that  we  are 
endeayouring  to  devise  a  system  by  which 
we  shall  be  able  to  discover  what  returns 
we  get  from  the  money  laid  out  upon  the 
re-productive  principle.  Respecting  rail- 
ways, we  are  now  in  communication  with 
the  Government  of  India,  requesting  them 
to  lay  before  us  a  complete  scheme  for  the 
further  prosecution  of  railway  works,  and 
to  state  what  railways  shouldoe  first  com- 
pleted, and  at  what  rate  we  can  safely  and 
properly  proceed.  There  are  some  lines 
which  must  be  very  speedily  taken  up  by  the 
Government,  from  political  motives,  and 
there  are  others  which  it  may  be  desirable  to 
take  up  with  a  view  to  commercial  improve- 
ment. I  have  also  spoken  of  the  advisa- 
bility of  establishing  proper  financial  rela- 
tions between  the  central  and  local  Gcvern- 
roents.  I  very  much  regret  that  more 
progress  has  not  been  made  in  that  under- 
taking since  last  year,  but  those  who  are 
acquainted  with  Indian  affairs  will  readily 
understand  that  this  is  a  matter  which 
gives  riee  to  much  difference  of  opinion 
Sir  Stafford  JfWthifQU 


and  to  considerable  discusaion  between  the 
central  Government  and  the  local  Govern- 
ments ;  and  it  is  not  surnrising  tbal 
although  Mr.  Massev  preparea  a  pian  and 
submitted  it  to  the  focal  Governments,  we 
have  not  yet  received  the  full  Reports  which 
have  been  sent  in.  We  have  before  ua 
the  nature  of  the  proposition  in  outline ;  we 
have  also  remarks  of  certain  membera  of 
the  Council  and  some  influential  persons 
upon  it,  but  we  have  not  yet  received  the 
views  of  the  Presidencies  of  Bombay  and 
Madras  upon  the  subject.  That,  however, 
is  a  matter  which  will  be  proceeded  with. 
Altogether  I  think  we  may  congratulate 
ourselves  upon  the  financial  position  of 
India,  that  our  credit  keeps  good,  and  that 
there  is  a  very  fair  relation  between  the 
revenue  find  the  expenditure.  Under  these 
circumstances  I  will  not  longer  detain  the 
Committee,  but  I  will  move  the  Resolutton 
I  have  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Chair- 
man, which  differs  somewhat  in  form  ftota 
that  of  past  years,  because  while  it  reeotda 
the  figures  as  usual,  it  also  contains  a 
reference  to  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
on  Public  Accounts  for  the  year,  and  ex- 
presses the  assent  of  this  Committee  to 
that  Report. 

Mb.  LAING  said,  he  saw  very  little  to 
except  to  in  the  clear  and  judicious  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India.  No  one  eoold 
doubt  the  judiciousness  of  the  conclusion 
come  to  by  Mr.  Massey  and  the  Indian 
Government,  and  which  had  been  affirmed 
by  the  authorities  in  this  country,  that 
there  should  be  no  alteration  in  the  taxa- 
tion for  the  current  year.  Whatever  ob- 
jection there  might  have  been  to  the  policy 
of  the  Licence  Tax  when  itwfts  first  imposed, 
it  would,  in  his  opinion,  have  been  impolitie, 
without  a  much  larger  surplus,  to  repeal 
taxes  simply  because  we  had  had  aa  ex* 
ceptionally  good  opium  year.  He  also 
generally  concurred  with  the  right  hon. 
Baronets's  observations  ^  to  the  danger  of 
allowing  items  of  expenditure  on  poblk 
works  to  be  improperly  carried  from  reve- 
nue to  capital  under  the  head  of  extraor- 
dinary expenditure.  Such  a  practice  re- 
sembled the  condemned  system  of  keeping 
railway  capital  accounts  open.  But  he 
wished  to  say  .a  few  words  on  Indian  finance 
generally,  because  it  seemed  to  him  that 
there  still  remained  a  disposition  in  the 
Home  Indian  Government  to  take  a  rather 
too  gloomy  view  of  the  financial  poaitioa 
of  India,  and  that  might  lead  to  bad  re* 
suits.  About  fiTC  yesrs  ego  verj  important 
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praotioal  questions  were  at  issue,  arisiog 
out  of  the  doubt  as  to  whether  the  restora- 
tion of  the  Indian  finanees  after  the  Mutiny 
had  been  so  complete  that  practically  the 
equilibrium  had  been  estabhshed.  If  the 
equilibrium  had  been  established  it  would 
have  been  obfiously  right  to  incur  a  more 
liberal  expenditure  in  useful  and  reproduc- 
tive works  than  would  otherwise  be  possible, 
and  it  was  also  clearly  right  not  to  impose 
an  excessive  amount  of  unpopular  direct 
taxation  to  maintain  an  unnecessary  sur- 
plus. On  those  questions  he  had  taken  a 
different  view  from  that  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  of  that  time.  That  controversy 
between  Lord  Canning's  GoTemmeot  and 
the  Home  Government  should  guide  them 
for  the  future.  He  most  cheerfully  bore 
testimony  to  the  fact  that  the  administration 
of  the  Home  Indian  Government  under  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  and  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  had  been  of  a  much  more  liberal 
tone  than  the  policy  of  earlier  times ;  but 
he  could  not  help  thinking  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  spoken  too  gloomily  of  Indian 
finance,  and  he  (Mr.  Laing)  proposed  to 
point  out  why  a  more  cheeitul  view  of 
things  should  be  taken.  During  and  after 
the  time  of  the  Mutiny,  the  financial  con- 
dition of  India  was  one  of  extreme  distress—- 
there  was  an  accumulated  deficit  in  the  four 
years  from  1858  to  1861  of  £42,000,000, 
so  that  the  average  deficit  for  the  four 
years  was  jS10,500,000  per  annum  ;  and 
during  1860  and  1861,  two  years  after  the 
Mutiny,  the  annual  deficit  amounted  to  the 
formidable  figure  of  £5.250,000.  Great 
efforts  were  then  made  towards  the  estab- 
lishment of  an  equilibrium,  and  since  1861 
those  efforts  had  been  practically  success- 
ful. During  those  six  years  they  had  been 
paying  their  way.  For  three  years  there 
had  been  a  surplus,  and  for  tKree  years  a 
deficit,  but  the  six  years  together  showed 
that  the  debt  had  slightly  diminished  ;  at 
the  commencement  it  was  £113,000,000  ; 
in  1867  it  was  £108,000,000.  The  inte- 
rest  paid  in  the  year  1862  was  £5,160.000, 
and  in  1867  it  was  £4,829,000.  It  was 
true,  however,  that  the  cash  balance  in 
1862  had  amounted  to  £17,000,000,  and 
that  it  stood  in  1867  at  only  £11,000,000; 
so  that  to  within  a  few  pounds  India  was  in 
the  same  position  as  regarded  her  public 
debt,  less  cash  balances,  now  as  she  occu- 
pied in  1862,  This,  he  thought,  proved 
the  soundness  of  the  view  entertained  by 
Lord  Canning's  Government  as  to  the  pre- 
servation of  an  equilibrium  in  the  Indian 
Budget.    And  he  thought  it  right  to  ob- 


serve' that  the  equilibrium  of  the  Indian 
Budget  was  very  different  from  the  equili- 
brium of  any  European  Budget,  because  in 
the  former  works  were  charged  to  revenue 
which  in  the  latter  would  be  charged  to 
capital.  From  1862  to  the  present  year 
the  cost  of  the  public  works  undertaken  in 
India  was  £28,667,000 ;  of  which  no  less 
than  £16,000,000  was  for  original  works 
and  improvements  exclusive  of  the  cost  of 
maintaining.  Just  about  one-half  of  that 
£16,000,000  was  for  new  civil  and  military 
buildings,  and  might  be  regarded  as  adding 
to  the  value  of  the  public  estate  ;  the  other 
half  was  for  strictly  reproductive  works  ; 
so  that  £8,000,000  had  been  charged  to 
revenue,  which  he  ventured  to  say  in  the 
Budget  of  any  other  State  in  the  world 
would  have  been  charged  to  capital.  In 
India  the  compensation  for  land  taken  for 
railways  was  charged  to  revenue,  though 
it  was  as  strictly  a  charge  against  capital 
as  was  the  cost  of  constructing  the  railways 
themselves.  During  the  last  six  years 
£15,000,000,  or  £2,500,000  a  year,  had 
been  charged  to  revenue  in  India,  which, 
if  we  took  the  analogy  of  any  European 
State  or  any  private  railway  company, 
would  have  been  charged  to  capital.  During 
the  same  period,  though  there  had  been  no 
large  war,  India  had  not  been  completely 
tranquil  and  some  of  the  military  operations 
there  had  been  attended  with  considerable 
expense.  If  there  had  been  no  increase 
in  the  cost  of  pay  and  provisions  there  ought 
to  haye  been  a  diminution  of  £1,500,000 
or  £2,000,000  as  compared  with  the  mili- 
tary establishments  of  1861-2 ;  but,  in- 
stead of  a  decrease,  there  had  been  a 
small  increase.  He  thought,  however,  that 
the  expenditure  under  this  head  would  not 
have  been  an  increasing  one,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  if  peace  continued,  it  would  be 
possible[to  effect  a  reduction.  Here  he  would 
observe  that  his  experience  led  him  to  be- 
lieve that  if  we  wanted  economy  in  military 
matters  we  must  have  a  civilian  primarily 
responsible  for  that  expenditure — a  Minister 
for  War  in  England  and  a  Governor  General 
in  India.  In  other  words,  we  must  not 
allow  a  Commander-in-Chief  to  control  his 
own  Estimates.  But  the  Estimates  being 
under  the  control  of  a  civilian,  one  man 
ought  to  be  made  responsible  for  carrying 
out  all  the  details  ;  and  a  military  man 
thoroughly  acquainted  with  all  the  practical 
details  of  his  profession,  was  best  adapted 
for  this  Utter  duty.  He  believed  that  in 
respect  of  this  matter  second  thoughts  in 
India  had  been  the  worst.    In  his  opinion 
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the  original  plan  waa  beat,  and  the  amend- 
menta  made  on  it  by  the  Treaanrj  were 
not  improvementa  in  regard  of  economy. 
A   point  of  difference  between  him  and 
othera  who  took  a  aangnine  view  of  Indian 
finance,  on  the  one  side,  and  those  who  did 
not  take  that  yiew  on  the  other,  waa  in 
respect  of  the  reyenue  from  opium.     He 
had  heard  it  aaid  that  thia  waa  a  preoarioua 
revenue  ;    that  it  waa  a  reed  which  aome 
day  or  other  would  break  in  our  hand,  and 
that  therefore,  we  did  wrong  to  depend  on 
it.     In  1862,  he  had  oooaaion  to  look  into 
the  matter  very  closely,  and  he  arrived  at 
quite  an  opposite  conclusion.     He  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  there  waa  no  reason 
why  the  revenue  from  opium  should   be 
more  precarious  than  any  other  revenue 
depending  upon  an  artificial  taste  widely 
diffused  among  a  large  population.     He  at 
that  time  ventured  to  predict  that  there 
would  be  an  increase  rather  than  a  decrease 
in  the  Revenue  from  opium  within  the  next 
few  years.      He  did   so  because  having 
looked  back  for  a  few  years  he  found  that 
in  China  the  expenditure  for  opium  had 
been  steadily  and  rapidly  increasing.     For 
the  five  years  ending  in  1857  that  expen- 
diture had  been  £8,000,000  per  annum. 
During  the  next  five  years,  from  1857  to 
1862,  it  was  about  £11,000,000  per  an- 
num.    In  1857  the  gross  revenue  from 
opium  in   India  waa    in  round   numbers 
£5,000.000,    and   the    net  £4,000,000. 
From  1857  to  1861  the  average  receipts 
from   the  same  aource  were  J^,080,000. 
In  1861  they  were  £6,676,000  gross,  or 
£4,160,000.     He  might  observe  that  in 
the  case  of  opium  the  net  revenue  was  the 
thing  to  look  to,  as  -the  article  waa  one  of 
Government  manufacture.     Between  1861 
and  1867  the  gross  revenue  had  risen  to 
£7,380,000  and  the;net  to  £5,600,000.  In 
1867-8  the  gross  revenue  was  £8,814,000, 
and  the  net  £6,951,000.     That  appeared 
to  him  to  be  as  little  like  a  precarioua  and 
declining  revenue  as  anything  could  well 
be.     The  enormous  population  of  China 
preferred   opium   to  any   spirit  or  other 
stimulant,  and,  as  the  experience  of   the 
last  twenty  years  proved  that,  practically, 
India  had  a  monopoly  in  the  supply  of  that 
article  to  China,  the  trade  in  that  article 
would    increase    as  new  communications 
were  opened  up.    He  was  altogether  unable 
to  see  why  there  was  anything  more  objec- 
tionable financially  in   a  revenue  deriTod 
from  the  sale  of  opium  than  in  one  derived 
from  the  sale  of  spirituous  liquors,  or,  as 
in  Russia,  from  the  monopoly  of  brandy. 
Mr,  Laing 


He  waa  anxious  to  call  attention  to  a  few 
facta  showing  the  progress  of  India  ;    for 
he  believed  that  while  it  waa  important  to 
encourage  a  reasonable  and  prudent  libe- 
rality with  regard  to  public  worka,  it  waa 
not  less  important  to  exercise  a  wholeaome 
influence  upon  public  opinion,  which  waa 
being  very  rapidly  created  in  India.     He 
should  be  the  last  person  in  the  world  to 
indulge  in  anything  like  aelf-laadation  or 
puffery,  believing  that  it  alwaya  defeated 
its  own  object ;  but,  feeling  convinced  that 
our  government  in  India  waa  not  only  the 
cheapest  and  best  of  any  oriental  nation,  bat 
perhaps  one  of  the  cheapest  civilized  govern- 
ments in  the  world,  he  felt  it  to  be  only  right 
that  the  facta  should  be  known  generaBy, 
and  that  the  Natives  ahould  not  be  led  into 
the  mistake  of  aupposing  that  the  British 
rule  was  bad,  economically,  or  in  any  otler 
respect.  The  first  question  to  be  considered 
was  the  intrinsic  elasticity  of  the  revenue. 
In  1862  Lord  Canning's  Government  had 
to  decide  upon  the  important  queatton  of 
imposing  a  Licence  Tax,  and,  accordingly, 
before  this  resolution   was  adopted  it  be- 
came necessary  for  him  to  go  into   very 
minute  calculations  with  regard  to  the  re- 
venue. Excluding  all  those  additions  arising 
from  annexations  of  territory,  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  referred,  and  lode* 
ing  merely  to  the  inherent  elaatieitj  of  the 
revenue,  he  found  that  for  the   prerioea 
ten  years  an  increase  at  the  rate  of  more 
than  £700,000  a  year  had  been  going  oo, 
and  he  ventured  to  hazard  the  opinion  that 
the  tendency  was  still  further  to  increaae. 
That  was  in   1862,  and   in  the  laat  six 
years    the   revenue   had    increaaed    from 
£42,900,000  to  £48,935,000.  being  aa 
average  increase  of   over    £1,000,W0  a 
year.     [Colonel  Stkes  :    From   opium  ?] 
Of  course,  a  portion  of  the  increaae  was 
derived  from  opium,  and  he  had   already 
tried  to  show  that  this  waa  aa  legitimate  a 
source  of  revenue  and  as  little  injarions  aa 
any  other.     But  to  show  that  opium  waa 
not  the  only  source  of  increased  revenee, 
he  would  investigate  the  progreaa  made 
during  the  five  years  from  1861  till  1866, 
the  date  to  which  the  latest  complete  Re- 
turns were  available,  which  aeemed  to  bim 
a  period  more  applicable  to  the   present 
state  of  things  than  aome  of  the  examples 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet.    By  com- 
paring the  Returns  of  1861  with  those  of 
1 866  it  would  be  seen  that  the  Land  Ke- 
venue  had  increased  from  £1 8,500,000  to 
£20,478,000.  Yet  during  that  period  there 
had  beeo  no  annexations  of  territory  and 
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DO  increase  in  the  rate  of  asseisment ;  the 
whole  of  that  increase,  therefore,  most  be 
due  to  the  prosperity  of  the  agricnltural 
interests  of  India,  causing  additional  and 
waste  lands  to  be  brought  into  cultivation. 
During  the  same  period  the  Excise  Returns 
showed  an  increase  from  £1,778,000  to 
£2,612,000;  and  the  yield  of  the  salt  tax 
had  risen  from  £3,805,000  to  £5,342.000, 
the  Estimate  for  next  year  being  even 
higher.  The  latter  was  a  very  important 
increase,  because  the  salt  tax  was  perhaps 
the  only  one  affecting  the  great  mass  of 
the  population  of  Hindustan.  There  was 
no  man  so  poor  as  not  to  consume  salt,  and 
the  progress  therefore  of  the  revenue  from 
salt  in  India  might  be  regarded  very  much 
in  the  same  way  in  which  the  Excise  Re- 
turns in  this  -country  were  supposed  to 
throw  light  on  the  condition  of  the  great 
body  of  the  people.  Stamps  during  the 
same  time  had  risen  from  £1,182,000  to 
£1,994,000.  These  were  all  items  inde- 
pendent of  opium,  and  they  exhibited  a 
rapid  and  satisfactory  state  of  progress. 
The  Government  grants  for  education  had 
increased  in  five  years  from  £235,000  to 
£440,000;  but,  besides  this,  he  found  from 
official  Returns  that  the  amount  expended 
upon  education  from  local  and  private 
sources,  other  than  grants  from  the  State, 
had  increased  from  £128,000  to  £330,000 
—that  was  to  say,  had  increased  nearly 
three«fold  in  five  years.  The  average  at- 
tendance of  scholars  had  risen  from  333,000 
to  559,000,  or  66  per  cent.  The  increase 
of  intelligence  was  shown  in  another  way; 
the  number  of  letters  and  newspapers  sent 
through  the  Post  Office  had  increased  from 
47.077,000  in  1861  to  59,931,000  in  1866. 
In  fact,  reviewing  the  career  of  India  for 
these  six  years,  he  knew  no  other  country 
in  the  history  of  the  world  in  which  such 
a  great  material  progress  had  been  made. 
The  increase  in  the  imports  and  exports 
was  something  almost  fabulous.  The  ag- 
gregate imports  and  exports  which  in  1861 
amounted  to  £68,000,000  in  1866  had 
risen  to  £123.000,000— that  was  to  say, 
had  very  nearly  doubled  in  five  years.  The 
amount  of  bullion  imported  into  India 
during  the  last  six  years  amounted  to  no 
less  than  £115,000,000.  The  tonnage 
of  shipping  entered  and  cleared  rose  from 
5,101,000  in  1861  to  7.621,000  in  1866, 
and  the  railway  mileage  increased  from 
1,028  to  3,452  miles.  The  gross  receipts 
upon  these  lines  stood  at  £730,000  in  the 
former  year,  and  £4,607,000  in  the  latter. 
Contrasting  these  figures  with  the  financial 
YOL.  CXCm.  [xmBD  8IBIS8.] 


working  of  the  government  of  any  other 
country  in  the  world  that  he  was  aware 
of,  the  results,  he  believed,  must  prove 
most  creditable  to  British  government  in 
India.  He  was  the  more  anxious  to  dwell 
upon  these  points  because  last  year  an 
authority  no  less  eminent  than  the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury  expressed,  in  language 
which  had  since  become  memorable,  a 
doubt  whether,  as  a  whole,  British  rule  in 
India  had  proved  a  benefit  to  the  Natives 
or  not.  He  was  very  glad  that  doubt  had 
been  '  expressed,  because  it  had  led  to 
what  was  no  doubt  a  very  useful  in- 
quiry, and  to  the  production  of  a  body 
of  most  valuable  Reports,  which  must 
convey  to  the  mind  of  any  gentleman 
who  read  them  attentively  the  impression 
that  British  rule  had  undoubtedly  been 
of  the  greatest  possible  benefit  to  India. 
The  taxation  of  India  was  lighter  than 
that  of  any  other  civilized  country  in  the 
world.  There  could  be  no  reasonable  doubt 
that  the  revenue  raised  from  land  there 
was  in  the  nature  of  a  rent,  and  that  if  it 
were  not  paid  to  the  State  it  would  be  paid 
to  private  proprietors.  The  large  revenue 
from  opium,  moreover,  was  not  really  paid 
by  India,  but  by  the  consumers  in  China. 
If  these  two  items  were  deducted,  the 
whole  amount  of  revenue  raised  in  India 
would  be  only  £18,000,000  a  year ;  hut 
even  of  this  limited  amount  ahout 
£1,500,000  accrued  from  the  trihute  paid 
by  other  native  princes,  and  for  services, 
such  as  that  of  the  Post  Office,  for  which 
an  equivalent  was  given.  A  careful  ana« 
lyaii,  therefore,  of  the  taxation  levied  in 
India  for  the  purposes  of  the  public  ad- 
ministrations, civil  «nd  military,  would 
show  that  this  did  not  exceed  £15,000,000 
a  year,  which  would  be  about  2«.  per  head 
on  the  population  of  British  India,  nam« 
bering  150,000,000.  But,  even  if  the 
question  affecting  the  nature  of  the  land 
revenue  were  waived,  and  this  were  treated 
as  an  Imperial  tax,  even  then  the  taxation 
of  the  population  would  be  under  5«.  a 
head.  In  no  country  in  the  world,  making 
a  pretence  to  civilization,  was  the  taxation 
upon  so  low  a  scale;  he  did  not  refer 
merely  to  highly  taxed  countries  like  Eng- 
land or  Prance,  where  the  taxation  was  at 
the  rate  of  over  £2  a  head,  but  to  such 
countries  as  Turkey,  Egypt,  or  Russia, 
where,  with  the  comparative  amount  of 
civilization  which  they  possessed,  the  tax- 
ation was  from  15«.  to  20«.  a  head.  Take^ 
again,  the  Public  Deht  of  India.  The  an- 
nual charge  was  a  shade  under  £5,000,000 
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sterling,  wbleh  was  b«t  one-tenth  pari  ef 
the  revenue  of  India ;  and   it  had   been 
atationarj  at  thia  rate  since  1861 ;  whereas 
in  other  parts  of  the  world,  not  only  was 
the  debt  large  and  rapidly  increasing,  but 
the  annual  payment  of  interest  upon  it 
amounted,  perhaps,  to  one-half,  or,  as  in 
the  case  of  England,  to  33  per  cent  of  the 
annual  re? enue.     And  what  had  been  ob- 
tained in  return  for  a  portion  of  the  obliga- 
tion so  undertaken  ?     No  less  an  amount 
than  £65,000,000  of  British  eapiUl  had 
been  expended  upon  the  oonstmction  of 
railways  in  India.     In  India  no  less  than 
£65,000,000  of  British  capital  had  beea 
expended  in  making  water  communications 
and  carryinjT  out  other  infaluable  and  im- 
portant public  works.    Now,  while  he  quite 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  as  to 
the  importance  of  economy,  and  deprecated 
launching  out  into  extrafaganoe  in  small 
matters,  yet  he  had  come  to  the  eonclusion 
that,  in   the   present  condition  of  Indian 
finance  we,  ought  not  to  stanre  great,  im- 
portant, and  necessary  public  works.     We 
ought  not  to  mind  contracting  a  national 
debt  in  India  for  purposes  of  primary  im- 
portance.    Although  he  was  as  aferse  as 
anybody  could  be  from  keeping  a  small 
capital  account  open,  yet  he  could  not 
help  seeing  that  it  was  a  totally  different 
thing  from  contracting  a  debt  in  order  to 
carry  out  public  works  of  a  political  and 
commercial  necessity,  such  as  railways  and 
irrigation  works.     It  was  obrious,  for  in- 
stance, that  a  system  of  railways  leading 
np  to   Peshawur,  on  the  frontier  ef  the 
Punjaub,  was  a  primary  necessity.     The 
political  use  of  snob  an  undertaking  must 
be  evident  to  ererybody.     As  Russia  was 
extending  her  dominion  in  Central  Asia  it 
was  patent  that  our  policy  should  be  to 
keep  on  friendly  terms  with  her,  and,  while 
allowing  her  to  do  what  she  liked  on  the 
north  side  of  the  range  of  mountains,  to 
put  tbemselfes  in  an  efficient  state  of  pe- 
fence  on  the  south  side.     With  that  object 
we  ought  to  construct  a  line  of  railway  to 
Peshawur,  and  to  complete  another  up  the 
Indus  Valley   from   Kurrachee.     He  also 
thought  that  the  Benares  irrigation  scheme 
ought  to  be  proceeded  with  without  delay. 
On   the  whole,  he  was  in   favour  of  the 
Government  executing  these  great  works, 
instead  of  intrusting  them  to  private  com- 
panies; and  this  opinion  was,  he  believed, 
shared  by  most  of  the  Indian  authorities. 
At  all  events,  he  was  anxious  that  there 
should  be  no  delay ;  beoause,  while  we  were 
higgling  with  the  company  which  had  poa- 
Mr,  Laing  ' 


session  of  the  field,  we  might  lose  the  op- 
portunity of  raising  the  money  when  the 
money  market  was  in  an  easy  state.     In- 
deed, he  particularly  wished  to  impreas  oa 
the  right  boo.  Baronet  the  impertanee  of 
taking  advantage  of  the  present  condition 
of  the  money  market,  and   of  the    higk 
credit  of  India  to  make  ample   proTision 
for  the  wants  of  that  country  for  a  aeries 
of  years  to  come.     It  would  be  neeeaaery 
to  expend  at   least  £20,000,000  dnriog 
the  next  eight  years  or  ao.     He  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  a  sum  af  £20.000,000 
should    be   borrowed  at  onoe»   end    then 
locked  np  to  remain  idle.    He  thonght  thet 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  might  Tery  well 
take  a  leaf  out  of  the  book  of  aome  railway 
companies,  which  had  been  making  provi- 
sion for  paying  off  their  terminable  deben- 
tures as  they  fell  due  ever  a  seriea  of  years. 
The  lenders  should  be  allowed  eith^*  to 
pay  np  in  full,  or  leave  a  depoaitof  perhaps 
10  per  cent,  on  the  remaining  ealla,  ao  aa 
to  insure  their  being  paid.     Under  sa^  a 
system  the  necessity  waa  avoided  of  dit- 
turbing  the  money  market  by  rainng  a 
large  sam  in  any  one  year,  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  there  was  a  certainty  of  getting 
the  money  year  by  year  as  it  was  reqniied. 
By  this  method  the  right  hon.   Baronet 
might  raise  the  money  he  wanted  within 
about  6  per  cent  or  sq  as  obeaply  aa  if  he 
were  to  take  the  whole  at  onoe,  and  in  the 
present  state  of  the   money  market  the 
amount  would  probably  be  advanced  at  a 
very  favourable  rate.     So  far  aa  regarded 
finance.    As  to  general  queationsy  he  ahoold 
not  refer  to  them  at  any  length,  though  he 
most  say  a  few  words  as  to  the  meaames 
to  be  adopted  for  maintaining  in  India  the 
excellent  government  which  she  had  «i- 
joyed  during  the  last  six  yeara.     A  qnta- 
tion  had  been  raised  as  to  the  relative 
merits  of  personal  government  and  of  Cona- 
cils.     In  his  judgment   the  qnestion  wae 
one  of  degree.     Everybody  mast,  on  the 
one  hand,  admit  that  personal  government 
and  personal  character  was  the  mainspriag 
of  everything  in   a  ooootry  like    India } 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  it  stood  to  reaaoe 
that  all  matters  could  not  be  intmated  to 
individual  impulse,  the  more  especially  aa 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  in  th» 
country  necessarily  changed  with  the  Mi- 
nistry.   It  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
he  should  have  the  benefit  of  the  advice 
of  experienced  Indian  officials,  and  he  would 
suggest  that  it  was  of  vital  importance  thai 
men  of  eminence,  like   Sir  Bartle  Fiere 
or  Sir  Robert   MentfoiBeiy*   aho«ld»   In 
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returning  from  India,  reeeiye  a  kind  of 
official  reUiner  to  gi?e  advice  to  the  8e- 
cretarj  of  State  for  India.  In  oonclusion, 
he  wished  to  Btate  that  he  had  listened 
with  great  satisfaction  to  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  whose  administra- 
tion had  heen  on  the  whole  a  very  enlight- 
ened, a  rery  economical,  and  a  rery  sue- 
oeesfnl  one. 

Mb.  grant  DUFF:  Sir,  I  should 
have  been  sorry  if  this  conversation  had 
oome  to  an  end,  without  my  having  had 
an  opportunity  of  expressing  my  very  great 
regret  that  one  of  those  untoward  acci- 
dents, to  which  the  House  is  subject, 
should  have  prevented  the  hon.  and  gallant 
General,  the  Member  for  Frome  (Sir 
Henry  Rawlinson)  bringing  before  us  a 
subject,  which  will,  I  fear,  however  favour- 
ably matters  may  turn  out,  exert  a  sinister 
influence  on  many  future  Indian  budgets. 
I  allude,  of  course,  to  the  recent  advance 
of  Russia  on  Central  Asia.  I  am  as  far  as 
possible  from  being  an  alarmist  on  this 
question.  Some  who  have  given  much  at- 
tention to  it  say  that  I  am  too  little  of  an 
alarmist ;  but  I  do  think  that  even  in  this 
crowded  Session  this  matter  should  not 
have  been  passed  by.  There  is  a  difference 
between  panic  and  wise  foresight.  A  dis- 
cussion, inaugurated  as  it  would  have  been 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  General,  with 
whose  tiews  some  of  us  do  and  some  of  us 
do  not  agree,  but  whose  acquaintance  with 
a  certain  portion  of  the  subject  we  all  admit 
to  be  great  and  almost  unique,  would  have 
enlightened  opinion  in  Europe,  strengthened 
the  hands  of  the  Viceroy  in  what  I  consider 
his  wise  policy,  and  above  all  calmed  opi- 
nion in  India,  Far  be  it  from  us  to  wish 
to  see  a  revival  of  the  anti-Russian  feel- 
ings of  thirty  years  ago ;  but  let  us  not 
deceive  ourselves.  This  is  a  grave  matter. 
It  is  for  the  interest  of  all  of  us,  and  above 
all  for  the  interest  of  the  Government  for 
the  time  being  that  all  the  best  information 
and  all  the  best  thought  about  Russia, 
which  exists  in  Western  Europe,  should  be 
called  out  for  our  guidance,  and  it  is  known 
to  every  one  that  the  most  sovereign  means 
of  calling  out  all  the  best  knowledge  and 
all  the  best  thought  existing  in  Western 
Burope  on  any  political  subject  is  a  dis« 
cussion  in  the  British  House  of  Commons. 

CoLOKXL  SYKES  said,  the  right  hon. 
Carouet  had  brought  forward  the  Indian 
Budget  in  a  spirit  of  great  fairness.  He 
could  not  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wick  (Mr.  Laiog)  that  great  progress  had 
)>e«n  made  in  the  trade  of  India,  seeing 


that  the  exports  and  imports  showed  a 
great  falling  off.  It  appeared  from  the 
official  Progress  Report  of  India  recently 
printed  that  the  export  trade  between 
1865-6  and  1866-7  had  diminished 
£17,453,698,  and  that  the  import  trade, 
including  treasure,  for  the  same  period  had 
diminished  £10,919,196,inall£28,372,894, 
or  23  per  cent  on  1865-6,  and  19  per  cent  on 
1864-5.  The  number  of  sea-going  vessels 
had  diminished  917,  with  a  tonnage  of 
227,547,  and  the  coasting  trade  11,555 
vessels,  with  a  tonnage  of  318,907.  This 
was  matter  for  serious  consideration.  He 
would  urge  the  desirability  of  a  more  speedy 
issue  of  these  Returns.  He  thought  that  the 
House  should  not,  at  the  end  of  July,  1868, 
be  called  upon  to  discuss  the  Budget  and  po- 
licy of  India  only  up  to  the  31st  March,  1 867. 
In  his  opinion,  the  revenue  derived  from 
opium  could  not  be  a  source  of  gratification 
to  the  moral  sense  of  this  country,  since  it 
rendered  us  responsible  for  the  destruction 
of  the  physique  and  morale  of  the  Chinese, 
who  were  the  chief  consumers.  It  was 
satisfactory  to  find  that  education  was 
making  rapid  strides  in  India.  There 
were  17,117  schools  in  India  in  1864-5, 
with  an  attendance  of  435,818  scholars, 
at  a  cost  of  £613,000.  In  1866  there 
were  18.562  schools,  with  an  attendance 
of  559,317  scholars,  at  a  cost  of  £770,834. 
The  Government  Colleges  and  private 
institutions  had  increased  ;  the  Colleges 
from  295  in  1865-6  to  305  in  1866-7,  and 
the  institutions  from  2,266  to  2,602  in 
1866-7,  and  other  schools  from  197  to 
425— in  all  from  2,758  to  3,332,  and  the 
scholars  in  these  schools  from  121,286 
to  134,640,  and  in  the  private  schools 
from  7,433  to  13,460.  The  number 
of  Colleges  was  increasing  ;  but  he  must 
point  out  that  the  Natives,  who  received 
a  superior  education  at  these  institu- 
tions, would  expect  employment  in  posi- 
tions suited  to  their  attainments,  and  that, 
unless  such  employment  was  provided  for 
them,  they  would  naturally  become  dis- 
contented. They  would  not  be  satisfied 
with  small  Government  clerkships.  In 
illustration,  he  would  take  the  number  of 
scholars  in  the  University  of  Madras  who 
had  gone  up  for  matriculation  examina- 
tion. In  1857  there  were  only  41  ;  hut  in 
1866-7  there  were  895,  and  the  total  num- 
ber in  ten  years  was  3,161 — of  these  there 
had  graduated  in  degrees  and  honours  in 
the  different  faculties  from  1857  to  1867 : 
— Bachelor  of  Arts,  sixty-three  ;  Jrom 
private  tuition,  twelve,  Bachelor  of  Civil 

^    ^  2  Digitized  by  Google 


IMS        Lai»—BMt  MU 


fconroKS) 


J£S9€ttM^  .^MMMCp* 


ISM 


EogioeeriDf ,    fife  ;    Baelielor    of  Laws, 

t  went  J- three;  Fine  Arti  examination,  168; 
and  from  private  taition,  ninety -leTen. 
One  eandidate  has  taken  the  degree  of 
M.D.,  and  three  othera  hate  passed  pre- 
liminarj  examinations.  The  sneeessfol 
scholars  of  the  Caleatta  and  Bombaj  Uni- 
▼erticies  are  efen  more  nnmerons.  With 
regard  to  finance,  he  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  in 
thinking  that  a  distinction  should  be  drawn 
between  extraordinsrj  pnblie  works,  whe- 
ther remnnerative  or  otherwise,  and  or- 
dinary annual  works.  If  this  were  done, 
instead  of  throwing  extraordinary  poblic 
works  upon  revenne  the  Budget  would  show 
sn  annual  atailable  surplus,  and  this  sur- 
plus, if  devoted  to  extraordinary  publie 
works,  would  enable  us  to  make  consider- 
able progress,  particularly  with  regard  to 
irrigation  ;  for  completing  extraordinary 
works  recourse  should  be  had  to  loans. 
There  was  a  growing  feeling  of  dissatis- 
faction and  discontent  with  reference  to 
the  prospective  state  of  the  Indian  army. 
Before  the  transfer  of  that  army  to  the 
Crown  regimental  bonuses  for  senior  offi- 
cers on  retirement  were  subscribed  to  by 
the  officers ;  but  those  who  have  joined 
the  Staff  corps  have  no  longer  any  motive 
to  subscribe,  being  promoted  for  length  of 
service  alone  ;  the  consequence  was  that 
the  bonus  system  fell  through  in  all  Native 
regiments,  and  officers  who  had  expected 
to  retire  with  a  bonus  of  £5,000,  or  £6,000, 
were  still  kept  in  the  service  and  deprived 
of  every  shilling  they  had  subscribed. 
Commitees  had  sat  in  India  upon  this  sub- 
ject, but  with  what  result  ?  In  a  literally 
trading  and  huckstering  spirit  the  officers 
had  been  asked  how  much  they  had  re- 
ceived in  additional  pay  at  every  previous 
step  of  promotion  in  their  career,  and  they 
were  told  that  so  much  should  be  deducted 
from  their  bonus — that  is  to  say,  from  the 
money  they  had  actually  subscribed.  This 
had  created  great  dissatisfaction  and  re- 
sentment, and  could  not  have  been  in- 
tended by  the  kind  liberal  spirit  in  which 
the  despatches  of  Viscount  Cranbome  and 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  on  this  subject  was 
conceived.  He  was  glad  to  observe  that 
the  health  of  both  European  and  Native 
troops  had  been  very  satisfactory  —  the 
death-rate  of  Europeans  which  formerly 
was  10  per  cent,  including  invaliding,  being 
in  1865.  64,405,  2i  per  cent  for  the  death- 
rate.  And  in  1866,  on  59,941,  it  was  no 
higher  than  2  per  cent.  The  invaliding  in 
1865  was  4-4  per  cent,  and  in  1866  it  was 
Colonel  Sykea 


3*4  per  erat.  The  rate  of  deadw  in  tii6 
Native  army  in  1866,  on  99,036,  waa  oolj 
1  '2  per  cent,  and  the  invalided  were  only  1  '7 
per  cent,  the  happy  results,  it  is  to  be 
hoped,  of  sanitary  measures  for  the  Ebto- 
pean  and  Native  troops.  He  obaenred, 
however,  that  while  the  number  of  troops 
had  diminished  by  183,023  ofiieera  and 
men  since  the  Mutiny,  the  expense  bad 
increased  by  £5,000,000.  This  opened 
a  wide  field  for  inquiry,  and,  be  hoped, 
for  redaction.  While  the  coat  of  the 
Company's  army  had  never  been  more 
than  £10,300,000  a  year  from  1851  to 
1857,  except  on  two  occasions,  in  1854 
and  1855,  when  it  rose  to  £11,000,000, 
the  cost  of  the  army  in  India  now  was 
£15,825,791— with  sn  increased  niimb9 
of  Europeans  it  was  true,  from  42,000  in 
1857  to  59,941  in  1868,  but  with  the  Na- 
tive force  reduced  nearly  two-thirdt,  from 
300,000  men  to  99,036.  Upon  the  whole 
the  prospects  of  India,  he  waa  glad  to 
think,  were  not  unfavourable.  He  en- 
treated his  right  hon.  Friend  to  consider 
the  question  of  the  Native  regimeota  being 
without  officers.  In  the  late  AbyaainiaB 
expedition  some  of  the  regiments  had  not 
one  of  their  own  old  officers.  If  it  were  re- 
solved to  have  only  six  officers  to  be  named 
by  the  Commander-in-Chief  with  a  regi- 
ment, surely  he  would  have  the  common 
sense  to  keep  the  old  officers  with  the  men 
with  whom  they  had  served,  and  between 
whom  and  themselves  a  feeling  of  sym- 
pathy had  grown  up.  To  put  strange 
officers  with  the  men  was  decidedly  im- 
politic and  even  dangerous. 

Mb.  BAZLEY  said,  while  thanking  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  for  the  statement  which  he 
had  laid  before  the  House  as  to  the  Indian 
finances,  he  felt  it  was  deeply  to  be  de- 
plored that  the  interests  of  200,000,000  of 
men  should  come  on  for  discussion  only  at 
the  very  eve  of  the  prorogation  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  he  trusted  that  in  future  the 
subject  of  India  would  be  brought  before 
the  House  at  a  time  when  it  could  be  really 
discussed.  Nothing  would  contribute  more 
to  the  prosperity  of  India  than  attention 
not  only  to  the  rights  of  labour,  bnt  to 
proper  investments  in  public  works.  A 
large  amount  of  money  had  been  expended 
that  would  be  really  unproductive  ;  bnt  he 
did  not  know  that  too  much  hsd  been  laid 
out  upon  productive  works.  They  wanted 
in  India  supplies  of  water,  not  only  for 
irrigation,  but  also  for  communication* 
The  Punjaub  furnished  an  example  that 
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might  be  followed  with  advantage  in  eyerj 
part  of  India.  With  regard  to  railways,  it 
was  to  be  observed  that,  while  we  in  this 
country  had  about  14,000  miles  of  them  laid 
down,  in  India  there  were  not,  probably, 
4,000  miles.  In  the  United  States  of 
America  there  were  probably  40,000  miles 
of  railway.  He  submitted  that  in  India, 
instead  of  4.000  there  ought  to'be  40,000 
miles  of  railway  communication.  He  con- 
gratulated the  right  hon.  Baronet  on  the 
prospects  connected  with  the  thirty  years' 
tenure  of  land.  It  was  very  probable  that 
there  would  every  year  be  an  increasing 
revenue  from  a  continually  increasing  rent; 
and  be  was  glad  to  hear  tbat  land,  in  an 
uncultivated  state,  was  let  at  as  low  a  price 
as  Hd.  per  acre  per  annum  for  a  certain 
number  of  years.  At  the  end  of  thirty  years 
it  would  let  for  Is.  an  acre.  He  rejoiced  to 
hear  that  efforts  were  being  made  to  increase 
the  quantity  and  improve  the  quality  of  the 
cotton,  and  that,  according  to  the  gentle- 
men who  had  travelled  through  the  cotton 
cultivating  districts,  that  there  was  an  im- 
provement in  the  crop.  He  would  be  glad 
to  see  an  agricultural  inspection  of  cotton 
through  the  whole  of  India,  and  also  that 
there  should  be  a  system  of  agrioultoral 
statistics.  By  that  means  India  would 
attain  a  state  of  prosperity  to  which  she 
had  hitherto  been  a  stranger.  One  great 
proof  of  the  progress  that  had  been  made 
was  that  the  price  of  labour  had  been  con- 
siderably increased.  He  wished  very  much 
to  see  a  remission  altogether  of  the  duty 
upon  solt,  as  no  greater  boon  could  be 
conferred  upon  the  inhabitants  of  India. 
He  trusted  that  every  effort  would  be  made 
to  develop  the  resources  of  the  country  ; 
and  in  that  case  he  thought  that  India  had 
a  great  future  before  her.  In  a  word,  he 
asked  for  no  favour  for  our  Eastern  pos- 
sessions, he  only  demanded  that  justice 
should  be  done  them.  To  see  palatial- 
structures  rising  and  costly  entertainments 
given  at  the  expense  of  India  was  not 
creditable  to  us.  We  should  not  only  give 
the  people  of  India  our  language  and  civi- 
lization, but  in  all  our  intercourse  with 
them  we  should  be  careful  to  do  them 
justice. 

Mr.  EINNAIRD  said,  that  it  was  only 
because  he  believed  that  British  rule,  as 
had  been  proved  to  demonstration  by  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wick  (Mr. 
Laing)  had  done  good  to  India,  that  he 
rejoiced  that  we  were  placed  there.  He 
rejoiced  also  that  there  was  an  increasing 
number  of  Natives  combg  to  thia  country. 
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who  would  learn  to  value  onr  institutions; 
and  he  believed  that  history  would  yet  do 
ns  justice,  and  show  that  there  never  was 
a  nation  in  the  world  that  had  won  a 
country  by  arms  which  had  so  applied  it- 
self to  promote  the  interests  of  the  people 
as  we  had  done.  He  had  been  very  much 
gratified  to  hear  from  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  increase  the  amonnt  devoted 
to  education.  Such  was  the  appetite  the 
Natives  had  for  education,  and  such  their 
desire  to  improve  themselves,  that  it 
would  be  found  to  be  a  wise  economy  to 
increase  the  grant  for  education  that  had 
been  made.  By  means  of  grants  in  aid 
much  had  been  done  in  this  country,  and 
much»  too,  had  been  done  in  India  already. 
He  entirely  concurred  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wick  in  what  had  fallen  from  him 
on  the  subject  of  irrigation,  and  he  hoped 
the  wise  advice  that  hon.  Gentleman  had 
given  would  be  followed.  He  hoped,  too, 
if  they  were  to  meet  in  another  Parlia- 
ment, the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  grant 
him  the  Committee  which  he  had  moved 
for  this  Session.  With  regard  to  opium, 
he  would  suggest  whether  there  were  not 
moral  considerations  which  outweighed  the 
financial  advantages  of  the  revenue  from 
this  article,  and  upon  this  subject  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  promised  to  lay  be- 
fore Parliament  some  valuable  Papers 
which  had  not  yet  reached  the  Home 
Government.  He  thought  that  with  re- 
gard to  another  point  alluded  to  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  it  was  a  mistake  to 
suppose  that  Mr.  Massey  had  defrayed  the 
sanitary  expenses  and  barrack  charges 
out  of  loans  ;  in  justice  to  Mr.  Massey  it 
should  be  understood  that  they  were  really 
defrayed  out  of  revenue.  The  only  other 
point  to  which  he  need  allude  had  reference 
to  the  Council  of  India,  and  he  believed 
that,  in  withdrawing  the  Bills  which  he  had 
introduced  on  this  subject,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  explain  that  nest  year,  if  in 
Office,  he  meant  to  moTe  for  a  Select 
Committee  to  go  into  the  whole  question 
with  reference  to  the  Council.  The  sub- 
ject was  certainly  one  requiring  grave  con- 
sideration, for  the  Council  as  now  con- 
stituted did  not  command  out-of-doors  the 
confidence  which  it  ought  to  inspire.  There 
was  a  general  feeling  tbat  it  did  not  contain 
sufficient  new  blood,  and  that  most  of  the 
members  had  left  India  so  long  that  they 
were  not  acquainted  with  the  existing  wants 
of  the  country.  When  the  Bills  were  in- 
troduced he  had  suggested  the  appointment 
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of  a  Select  Qommitiee,  and  he  hoped  that 
next  year  this  eourse  would  he  followed. 

Mb.  Aldbbman  LUSK  said,  that  it  was 
a  little  disheartening  to  a  Minister,  who 
took  an  interest  in  the  Government  of 
India,  to  address  empty  Benches  on  this 
sahject.  [Sir  Stapfobd  Nobthootb :  Hear !  ] 
The  dozen  Members  present  constituted  a 
sorry  display  of  the  interest  felt  in  the 
welfare  of  150,000,000  of  human  souls. 
He  thought  that  the  Indian  GoTernment 
should  adrertise  for  tenders  whenever  they 
wanted  freight  or  stores.  The  chain 
cables  and  anchors  sent  out  to  India  should 
he  the  subject  of  public  competition.  He 
noticed  that  estimates  had  been  given  at 
£37  5t.,  but  those  which  had  been  taken 
were  at  £85  and  £90.  And  so  with  pro- 
visions. He  had  been  told  that  a  gentle- 
man recently  offered  to  send  out  coals  to 
Annesley  Bay  at  IQt.  a  ton  cheaper  than 
the  Government  were  being  supplied,  but 
that  the  offer  was  declined. 

Sib    STAFFORD   NORTHCOTE,  in 
reply,  said,  he  took  the  criticisms  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  (Mr.  Alderman 
Lusk)  in  good  part.     It  was  yery  useful 
for  India  as  well  as  for  England,  that  a 
check  should  be  placed  upon  eipenditure 
by  such  criticisms;  but  he  believed  that  the 
principle  upon  which  the  Government  went 
on  supplying  stores  of  a  naval  character 
to  India  was  to  go  to  the  Admiralty  con- 
tractors and  adopt  the  Admiralty  scale  of 
prices,    feelmg  that    on    this  point    the 
Admiralty   were  better  judges  than   the 
India  Office  could  be.     In  the  case  of  the 
chain  cables  and  anchors  alluded  to  by  the 
hon.  Member,  he  believed  that  there  was 
a  special  reason  why  a  patented  article 
was    necessary,   for    serious    losses  had 
arisen  from  the  drifting  of  vessek  in  a 
cyclone,  and  it  was  thought  advisable  to 
have  a  certain  description  of  anchor  which 
would  hold  more  firmly  than  the  ordinary 
description.      With  regard  to  provisions, 
he  knew  nothing,  but  he  remembered  a 
gentleman  coming  to  him  and  (Bering  to 
send  coals  to  Annesley  Bay  at  a  lower  rate 
than  that  at  which  the  Government  were 
being  supplied.     At  that  time,  however, 
the  arrangement  had  already  been  made 
with  the   Peninsular  and   Oriental  Com- 
pany, and  he  believed  that  the  offer  made 
applied  only  to  a  very  limited  quantity  of 
coals— one  or  two  ship-loads,  which  would 
have  been   insufficient   for  the   purpose. 
He  was  sorry  if  he  conveyed  the  impres- 
sion that  Mr.  Massey  had  this  year  thrown 
the  barrack  charges  upon  loani*     What 
Mr.  jETintMird  I 


he  meant  was  that  Mr.  Masaey  had  pnt 
down  barrack  charges  in  the  category  of 
public  works  extraordinary,  and  that  the 
principle  recognised  was  that  you  might 
provide   public    works    extraordinary    by 
loan.     It  waa  not  so  on  the  present  eeea- 
sion.     It  happened  that  there   had  been 
no  loan  in  India  this  year,  for  last  year  a 
larger  loan  than  was  required  bad  been 
raised  in  anticipation  of  public  works,  and 
the  balance  was  available  for  nae  in  the 
present  year.      He  would  not  follow  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  opposite  (ColcBel 
Sykes)  into  all  the  points  he  had  named, 
which,  no  doubt,  required  attention.    With 
regard  to  trade  Returns,  it  was  rather  dis- 
creditable that  we  did  net  get  them  ef  a 
later  date.      He  was  not  oegniaant  of  the 
deficiency  nntil  the  other  diay,   when,  ia 
preparing  what  he  had  to  saj,  it  oeonmd 
to  him  to  make  a  comparison,  and  he  fooad 
that  the  Returns  did  not  come  dowa  later 
than  April,  1867.     He  thereupon  gave  lo- 
struotions  that  they  should  be  seat  with- 
in a  much  more  reasonable  time  ;    and  he 
did  not  see  why  we  should  not  get  thea 
quarterly,  if  not  monthly,  so  that  we  might 
know  what  was    going    on.      The    hea. 
Member  for  Uanchester  (Mr.  Baalej)  made 
a  large  call  upon  the  Government  of  India 
when  he  asked  for  the  remittanee  of  the 
salt  duty,  which  produced   £6,000,000. 
A  question  had  been  raised  aa  to  the  pro- 
priety of  making  any  addition  to  the  salt 
duties  in  Bombay  and  Madraa.  in  order  ts 
bring  them  up  to  the  Bengal  standard; 
that,  however,  waa  prevented  hy  remoa- 
strances  that  were  made,  and  be  waa  glad 
that  it  was.     The  whole  question  of  the 
sitlt  duties  was  being  considered    with  s 
view  to  an  arrangement.     He  thanked  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wick  (Mr.  Laing)  for  the 
kind  way  in  which  he  had  spoken  d  the 
financial  statement.      That  ef  the  hen. 
Member  might  be  taken  as  a  oonntopoise 
to  the  insi^iently  sanguine  view  whieh 
he  had  taken  ;  but  it  waa  bettw  far  obo  ia 
bis  position  not  to  be  too  sanguine  and  not 
not  to  encourage  expenditure  and  the  ia- 
crease  of  debt.     He  admitted  that  the  boo. 
Member's  picture  of  the  finanoea  of  Indk 
was,  upon  the  whole,  a  very  fair  one  ;  and 
there  was  one  point  he  was  glad  the  kaa. 
Member  called  attention  to — namely,  the 
importance  of  developing  the  railway  sys- 
tem  in  the  direction  of  the  ^orth-Wesi. 
He  already  concurred  in  the  importaaae  ef 
that  policy.     He  regretted,  aa  m«ek  as 
his  boa.  Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Qrant  Doff) 
did,  that  the  hon.  member  for  FxQwam  (Sir 
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Henry  Rawlinaon)  had  not  had  «n  oppor- 
tontty  for  bringiDg  forward  the  whole  sah- 
ject  of  the  foreign  policy  ;  but  he  waa  quite 
oertain  that  the  true  policy  waa  that  which 
had  been  indicated — that  we  ahould  abatain 
from  any  action  which  would  provoke  col- 
Kaion  or  would  produce  oompHcaiiona  on 
our  frontier,  and  that  we  ahould  take  all 
the  meana'  in  our  power  to  develop  our 
Bjatem  of  communication.  Thia  year  atepa 
have  been  taken  which  would  make  a  con- 
aiderable  atride  in  the  development  of  com- 
munication in  the  North-Weat.     The  6o- 
femment  of  India  had  been  called  upon 
io  give  a  general  view  of  the  railwaya  with 
which  they  thought  it  beat  to  proceed-^ 
keeping   aeparate  the  commercial  ay  atom 
from  tne  poUiical  railwaya,  eapecially  on 
the  Korth-Weat.  In  regard  to  the  political 
railwaya,  the  Government  had  aaid  that, 
without  waiting  for  anything  further,  etepa 
ought  to  be  taken  for  proceeding  with,  at 
all  eventa,  a  portion  of  them.     The  Go- 
vernment of  India  were  about  to  undertake, 
at  Govermnent  expenae,  the  oonatruction 
of  a  railway  from  Lahore  in  the  direction 
of  Peahawur,   though  not    further    than 
Rawul  Pradee.    Oommercially  it  would  be 
a  long  time  before  thia  line  would  pay, 
but  it  was  to  be  conatructed  for  a  great 
political  object,  and,  therefore,  it  seemed 
to    be   an    undertaking  for  Government 
rather  than  for  a  private  company.     To 
guarantee  a  company  waa  a  good  ayatem 
when  there  waa  a  probability  of  a  line  pay- 
ing, but   where  there  waa  no  reaaonable 
probability  that  it  would  do  ao,  it  seemed 
deairable  to  try  the  experiment  of  Govern- 
ment making  the  line.     The  aurveya  were 
being  commenced  and  arrangementa  made 
for  bridging  the  rivera  and  opening  up  a 
communication    with    the   aalt    minea   of 
Rawul  Pindee.      He  attached  great  im- 
portance to  the  miaaing  link  on  the  Indua 
Valley  ayatem  ;    but  it  waa  beat  to  do  one 
thmg  at  a  time,  and  in  thia  caae  a  great 
deal  depended  upon  the  report  to  be  made 
reapecting  the  harbour  of  Kurrachee.     Sir 
Seymour  FitzgerakI  had  made  a  viait  to 
Kunrachee,  and  aent  home  a  very  good  re- 
port on  the  atate  of   the  worka.     They 
had  eonaequently  sent  out  Mr.  Parker,  an 
engineer,  to  aee  what  waa  the  effect  upon 
the  bar  of  the  monaoon  wave  ;   upon  hia 
report  it  would  depend  whether  Kurraohee 
was  made  a  firat  or  a  aecond  cfaaa  harbour, 
And  that  would  determine  the  direction  of 
the  railway.     The  auggeation  to   borrow 
iB2O,O00,000  waa  not  one  to  be  paaaed 
^rer  aligfatingly  ,*  bat  he  thooght  it  waa  a 


bad  principle  to  borrow  money  merely  be- 
oauae  it  waa  cheap,  and  that  it  waa  juat 
aa  advantageoua  in  the  long  run  to  go 
boldly  into  the  market  when  money  was 
wanted.  There  would  be  no  indispoaition 
on  the  part  of  the  Council  of  India  to  raiae 
inoney  for  useful  worka,  whether  of  irriga- 
tion or  communication. 

Mesoived,  That  it  appears  bj  the  Aoooants 
laid  before  this  House  that  the  total  Rerenne  of 
I&dia  for  the  year  ending  the  dlst  day  of  March 
1867  waa  £42,122,433  ;  the  total  of  the  direct 
claims  and  demands  upon  the  Revenue,  inclading 
charges  of  collection  and  cost  of  Salt  and  Opiam, 
was  £7,6^7,027  ;  the  charges  in  India,  including 
Interest  on  Debt,  and  Public  Works  ordinary,  were 
£29,848,640 ;  the  value  of  Stores  supplied  from 
England,  was  £873,363  ;  the  charges  in  England 
were  £5,549,345  ;  the  Guaranteed  Interest  on  the  . 
Capital  of  Railway  and  other  Companies,  in  India 
and  in  England,  deducting  net  TraflSc  Receipts, 
was  £731,049,  making  a  total  charge  for  the  same 
year  of  £44,639,924 ;  and  there  waa  an  excess  of 
Expenditure  over  Income  in  that  year  amounting 
to  £2,517,491. 

House  remmecL 

Reiolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 


GOVERNMENT  OF  INDIA  ACT  AMEND- 

MENT  BILI^[Bill91.] 

(Sir  Stafford  Northcote^  Sir  James  Fergutson.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Sm  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB,  in 
moTing  tbat  the  Order  of  the  Day  to  go 
iDto  Committee  on  this  Bill  be  discharged, 
said,  he  had  hoped  up  to  a  late  period  that 
the  Bill  might  have  been  more  fully  dis-  • 
cussed.  He  fully  understood  that  it  was 
to  have  been  put  down  for  Tuesday  last, 
which  would  hare  given  him  an  opportunity 
of  carrying  it  through  Committee ;  but  by 
mistake  another  Bill  was  put  down  before 
it,  and  it  did  not  come  on  at  all.  He  might 
have  found  a  later  day,  but  he  had  pre- 
viously said  that  Tuesday  was  the  last  day 
he  could  bring  it  on  ;  and  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Taunton  (Lord  William 
Hay)  had  left  town  on  the  understanding 
that  the  Order  would  be  discharged.  Apart 
from  that,  he  doubted  whether  ho  should 
be  justified  in  proceeding  with  the  measure, 
seeing  that  several  points  of  considerable 
importance  remained  to  be  discussed.  He 
was  not  sorry,  however,  that  ho  had 
brought  forward  the  measure,  as  an  oppor- 
tunity had  been  afforded  to  the  House  of 
expressing  a  decided  opinion  upon  two 
materiol  points  of  the  Bill  with  respect  to 
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the  gtatus  of  the  present  members  of  the 
Council.     The  House  should   understand 
that  the  Act  of  1858  merely  enacted  that 
in  Ihe  event  of  any  change  heing  made  the 
members  of  Council  should  not  be  entitled 
to  compensation  until  they  had  completed 
ten  years  of  service,  and  therefore  when 
the  matter  was  re-opened  next  year  the 
only  difference  in  the  state  of  affairs  would 
be  that  those  members  of  Council  who  had 
completed  their  tenth  year  of  service  during 
the  present  year  would  be  entitled  to  com- 
pensation.    He  thought  that  the  best  plan 
would  be  when  the  Bills  were  introduced 
next  year  that  they  should  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee.     Under  these  circum- 
stances he  begged  to  move  that  the  Order 
of  the  Day  for  going  into  Committee  upon 
the  Bill  should  be  read  %nd  discharged. 


Motion  a^rsed  to. 
Order  discharged. 


Bill  wUhdraum. 


POOR  RELIEF  mUr^Lordi.) 
[bill  186.]      OOHMXTTEB. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  10  (Minister  may,  subject  to 
Regulations,  visit  and  instruct  Inmates 
registered  as  of  his  Religious  Creed). 

Mr.  POWELL  said,  he  rose  to  move 
the  addition  of  words  providing  that  any 
inmate  in  a  workhouse,  above  the  age  of 
twelve  years,  should  have  the  right  to 
refuse  to  be  instructed  by  such  minister, 
after  having  been  once  visited  by  him.  He 
thought  that  paupers  ought  not  to  have 
forc^  upon  them  the  ministrations  of  per- 
sons to  whom  they  objected.  He  fixed  the 
age  at  twelve  years,  because  in  two  other 
clauses  of  the  Bill  the  age  was  named 
as  equivalent  to  years  of  discretion. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line  28, 
to  add  the  words— 

**  Unlem  such  inmate,  being  abore  the  age  of 
twelve  years,  and  after  haTinj;  been  visited  at 
least  once  by  sach  minister,  shall  object  to  be 
instracted  by  him."— (Jfr.  PoweH) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
he  would  suggest  to  the  hon.  Member  to 
insert  fourteen  instead  of  twelve  in  his 
Amendment,  in  accordance  with  the  age 
prescribed  in  the  Industrial  Schools  Act. 

Mr.  POWELL  said,  he  was  willing  to 
insert  "of  fourteen,"  absolutely. 
Sir  Siqffitrd  IfariMcoU 


Amendment  amended,  by  leaving  out 
••twelve,"  and  inserting  "fourteen." — 
{Sir  Michael  Hichs' Beach.) 

Question  proposed, 

*<That  the  words  'unless  snch  inmate,  being 
above  the  age  of  fourteen  years,  and  after  harlng 
been  visited  at  least  once  by  such  minister,  afaall 
object  to  be  instructed  by  him,' 
be  there  added," 

Mr.  C.  p.  VILLIERS  said,  he  con- 
sidered it  a  farce  to  suppose  that  a  child 
of  twelve  or  fourteen  years  of  age  could 
form  an  opinion  upon  religion,  unless  it 
was  influenced  by  some  person  who  had 
the  opportunity  of  speaking  to  it  on  the 
subject.  He  thought  that  some  persons 
competent  to  examine  the  child  should  first 
say  whether  it  was  fit  to  decide  for  itadf 
upon  the  point  of  religion. 

[Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40  Mem- 
bers being  found  present,] 

LoBD  EDWARD  HOWARD  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Powell)  whether 
he  would  have  any  objection  to  the  children 
being  examined  by  the  Poor  Law  Inspee- 
tors  before  requiring  them  to  declare  what 
particular  religion  they  professed  ? 

M&.  POWELL  said,  that  while  he  had 
no  desire  to  proselytixe,  he  was  aoxiooa  to 
prevent  any  undue  interference  with  the 
religion  of  the  inmates  of  the  workhouse. 

Mb.  T.  chambers  said,  he  wanted 
the  opinion  of  the  House  of  Commons  on 
this  important  question,  but  he  could  ast 
hope  to  obtain  it  at  that  period    of   the 
Session,  when    the    attendance   of   forty 
Members  could  scarcely  he  secured.     Thtt 
was  not  merely  a  question  whether  a  jouf 
child   should  be  the  judge  of  his  religioa, 
but  whether  a  person  of  any  age,  being  aa 
inmate  of  the  workhouse,  should  be  com- 
pelled to  submit  to  the  religious  ministra- 
tions of  any  clergyman    who   might   be 
forced  upon  him.    The  Bill  required,  in  the 
first  place,  a  Creed  Register  to  be  kepi  of 
every  inmate  ;  secondly,  that  such  reguler 
might  be  inspected  by  the  miniaiers  of  any 
religious  denominations  connected  with  Um 
churches  and   chapels   in  the  neighboor- 
hood ;  thirdly,  any  such  clergyman  might, 
in  accordance  with  the  regulations  of  tbe 
workhouse,  visit  and  instruct  any  inmate, 
whether  he  were  seven  or  seventy  yean  of 
age,  whose  name  appeared  on  the  regis- 
ter.    And  all  this  was  done,  forsooth,  in 
the    interests  of  religious  Ubertjl     He 
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contended  that  it  was  an  outrage  upon  the 
principles  of  religions  lihertj.     And  those 
who  opposed  such  interference  with   the 
religion  of  those  poor  people  were  charged 
with  intolerance  and   a   determination  to 
oppress  their  consciences.     The  nohle  Lord 
the.  Memher  for   Arundel  (Lord  Edward 
Howard)  had  used  many  hard  words  respect- 
ing him  on  a  previous  occasion,  hecause  of 
the  course  he  had  pursued  respecting  the 
Bill.     But  he  (Mr.  Chamhers)  had  the  tes- 
timony of  a  leader  among  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics of  the  House  that  he  had  not  said 
one  unkind   word  of  any  of  his  opponents. 
Now,   he  asked  the    Committee    to    say 
frankly,  whether  the  Bill  savoured  of  reli- 
gious liherty  or  of  religious  coercion.     He, 
for  one,  did  not  helieye  that  any  religious 
minister  had  a  right  to  force  his  religions 
ministrations  upon  him,  if  he  had  the  mis- 
fortune to  hecome  a  pauper  and  to  enter  a 
workhouse.     In  opposing  those  provisions 
he  felt  thst  he  was  the  friend  of  religious 
liberty.     He  would  not  allow  any  man  to 
coerce  even  a  criminal  to  submit  to  minis- 
trations of  religion  which  he  did  not  desire. 
He  believed  that  the  law  at  present  did  all 
that  was  required,  and  that  the  alterations 
were  not  for  religious  liberty,  but  against 
it.     They  were  conceived  in  the  spirit  of 
intolerance,  and  it  was  attempted  to  pass 
them  at  the  fag-end  of  a  Session  when 
forty  Members  could  not  be  kept  together. 
Mr.    SYNAN  said,  he   thought   there 
would  be  no  objection  to  the  Amendment 
proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for   Cambridge  (Mr.   Powell)   if   it   were 
coupled  with  the  qualification  that  in  the 
case  of  every  such  child  the  Poor  Law 
Board  should  direct  an  inquiry  to  be  made 
whether  the  child  was  competent  to  form 
an  opinion  on  religious  matters. 

Mr.  HARVET  lewis  said,  he  would 
object  to  that  qualification  in  the  name  of 
his  constituents.  They  were  already  too 
much  hindered  with  the  control  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board.  They  were  saddled  with 
enormous  taxation,  and  were  left  with  no 
power  but  to  carry  out  the  decrees  of  the 
Board.  It  was  not  a  case  of  opposition  to 
Roman  Catholics  alone.  They  objected  to 
the  coercion 'of  any  class  of  people,  of 
whatever  religion. 

Mr.  NEWDEQATE  said,  he  would 
remind  the  Committee  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Villiers) 
had  stigmatized  the  objections  to  this  Bill  as 
hypocritical.  He  could  assure  the  right 
hon.  Member  that  he  was  lately  in  con- 
versation with  an  eminent  member  of  the 


Bar,  not  in  that  House,  who  would  not 
believe  it  when  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  told 
him  that  the  substance  of  this  Bill  was  that 
any  person  in  a  workhouse  must — whether 
.he  liked  it  or  not — receive  the  visits  of  a  mi- 
nister of  religion.  It  was  to-night  admitted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Villiers) 
that  this  was  the  substance  of  the  Bill,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  approved  of  it. 

Mr.  REARDBN  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  decidedly  wrong  to  intrust  power 
to  the  local  vestries,  which  had  proved — ^as 
in  the  case  of  the  St.  George's  Vestry,  of 
which  he  was  a  member — that  it  was  a 
power  capable  of  being  abused  in  their 
hands.  The  powers  conferred  by  the  Bill 
ought  to  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board. 

Colonel  HOGG  said,  this  was  not  the 
first  time  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Athlone  (Mr.  Rearden)  had  had  the  au- 
dacity to  make  a  charge  against  St, 
George's  Vestry,  Hanover  Square. 

Mr.  REARDEN  rose  to  Order,  and 
called  for  the  withdrawal  of  the  word 
"audacity." 

CoLOKBL  HOGG  said,  he  would  use  the 
word  boldness  instead. 

Mr.  REARDEN  said,  that  was  equally 
offensive.  He  must  call  on  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  apologize.     ["Order!"] 

Thb  chairman  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Athlone  had  objected  to  a  particu- 
lar expression,  which  had  been  withdrawn. 
Colonel  HOGG  said,  that,  as  far  as  his 
personal  experience  of  the  Vestry  of  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square,  enabled  him  to 
do  so,  he  gave  the  most  unqualified  denial  to 
the  charges  of  proselytizing  tendencies 
which  had  been  made  against  that  body. 
Any  Roman  Catholic  child  subject  to  their 
authority  had  ample  opportunities  of  being 
visited  by  the  minister  of  their  own  per- 
suasion, and  Roman  Catholic  adults  were 
not  only  allowed  to  go  out  on  Sundays,  but 
also  upon  what  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
considered  to  be  holy  days  as  well.  He 
hoped  that  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  Powell)  would  be  accepted. 

Mr.  C.  p.  VILLIERS  said,  experience 
had  shown,  and  that  in  the  very  case  referred 
to,  that  it  was  ludicrous  to  suppose  chil- 
dren of  such  a  tender  age  could  decide 
authoritatively  as  to  their  own  religion. 
Before  they  were  allowed  to  decide  upon 
so  serious  a  question  there  ought  to  be 
some  inquiry  into  their  mental  condition, 
and  as  to  whether  anything  in  the  nature 
of  inducements  or  other  inflnenoea  of  an 
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•rganised  syateoi  of  protdjtiim  bad  beao 
broogbt  to  bear.  Ho  hoped  tho  boo.  and 
looraod  Member  for  Cambridge  (Ur.  Powell) 
would  fix  the  ego  at  fourteen,  and  allow 
tomebodj  to  ezamiae  the  obiklrea. 

Ameado[ieat  proposed  to  tbe  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  as  amended,  to  add*  at 
the  end  thereof,  the  words— 

**  And  who  ibAll  be  ooniidared  by  tbe  Poor  Law 
Board  to  be  competent  to  exercise  a  judgment 
upon  tbe  •ubject."--<Jfr.  VtUieri.) 

Mb.  POWELL  said,  he  would  resist  any 
snob  inquiry  if  the  ebild's  age  was  to  be  fixed 
at  fourteen  years.  At  the  same  time  it 
would  be  for  the  Committee  first  to  Tote 
upon  the  age  of  fourteen,  and  after  that  to 
say  whether  or  not  they  would  hafe  an 
inquiry. 

Sib  henry  WINSTON-BARRON 
said,  tbe  ben.  and  learned  Member  for 
Cambridge  (Mr.  Powell)  had  given  no 
reason  whatever  for  objeoting  to  an  im- 
partial  inquiry  by  the  Poor  Law  Board. 
Sic  volo,  tie  jubeo  was  his  tone.  But 
were  the  Committee  to  be  bound  by  it  ? 

Mb.  WHALLET  said,  the  Poor  Law 
Board  was  not  a  competent  or  impartial 
tribunal.  This  was  a  Bill  brought  forward 
by  the  Poor  Law  Board  in  opposition  to 
the  wishes  of  every  Board  of  Guardians  in 
the  oouotry.  Its  objeot  was  to  prevent  as 
far  as  legislation  oould  do  it,  the  children 
of  the  poor  from  being  bronght  up  in  what, 
at  any  rate,  was  a  loyal  religion,  and  to 
leave  them  by  accident  as  it  were,  to  be- 
come members  of  a  religion  which,  as  far 
as  the  teaching  of  its  priesthood  was  con- 
cerned, was  a  religion  of  disloyalty  and 
sedition,  opposed  to  the  historical  spirit, 
and  to  every  instinct  of  this  country. 

Sib  henry  WINSTON-BARRON : 
I  call  that  an  insult  to  my  religion  ;  and 
I  call  upon  the  hon.  Member  to  apologise. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Member 
for  Peterborough  (Mr.  Whalley)  has  made 
use  of  some  terms  which  are  not  v^ry 
common  in  this  House,  and  which  are 
certainly  calculated  to  give  offence  to  a 
body  of  Members  in  this  House. 

Mr.  WHALLET  said,  be  was  always 
desirous  of  conforming  to  the  opinion  of 
tbe  great  majority  of  hon.  Members,  and  al- 
thouj^  he  felt  that  in  doing  so  he  was  some- 
what curtailing  tbe  liberty  of  speech  to 
which  private  Members  were  entitled,  he  was 
willing  to  withdraw  the  stat^nent,  retaining, 
however,  the  opinion  to  which  he  had  en- 
deavoured to  give  expressioa.  This  BiU  bad 
Veen  broogbt  forward  by  the  Poor  Law 
Mr.  C.  P.  nUUri 


Beard  at  a  ttose  when  thm  vi«ws  vpoa 
religiooa  matters  possibly  differed  in  some 
respects  from  those  which  they  now  enter- 
tained. But,  whatever  the  origin  of  the 
clause,  its  operation  was  plain.  In  largm 
towns  it  was  invariably  found  that  the 
children  of  the  working  ctassea  had  been 
surreptitiously  baptised  into  tbe  Roman 
Cathelie  faith.  T hrough  the  willing  agenej 
of  the  pablie  Departments,  thereferoy  this 
Bill  would  eoaUe  the  Roman  Catbolie 
priesthood  to  kidnap  tbe  children  of  homble 
Protestants  and  enrol  them  in  their  own 
communion.  The  House  of  Lords  had 
oondemned  the  Poor  Law  Board  bj  striking 
out  the  clause. 

Lord  EDWARD  HOWARD  sdd,  be 
hoped  that  children  would  not  be  allowed 
to  change  their  religion  without  being  ex- 
amined by  the  Poor  Law  Board. 

Mb.  GATHORNB  HARDY  said,  that 
tbe  question  of  religion  did  not  arise  oe 
the  present  elaose,  but  on  Clause  12.  Tbe 
present  clause  merely  said  that  in  tbe  ease 
of  children  who  were,  say.  Baptists  or 
Roman  Cathdies,  tbe  nearest  minister  of 
their  faith  should  be  allowed  to  go  in  and 
instruct  them.  If,  as  suggested  by  the  hen. 
Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  PoweH),  a 
childy  on  being  visited  by  a  minister  of  reli- 
gioa,  objected  to  being  instructed  bj  that 
particular  individual,  that  was  not  a  reli- 
gious objection,  but  a  personal  objectiofl, 
and  it  did  not  seem  neeessary  that  a  child 
should  have  more  liberty  in  choositig  any 
particular  person  to  instruct  him  in  bis 
own  creed  than  in  the  selection  of  his 
schoolmaster. 

Mb.  T.  CHAMBERS  said,  he  mast 
repeat  that  the  clause  providing  for  the 
Creed  Register  related  not  merely  to  child- 
ren, but  to  all  inmates  of  workbousea,  and 
a  minister  of  religion,  coming  in  and  finding 
a  person  seventy  years  of  age  registered 
as  belonging  to  his  creed,  would  have  ^e 
power  of  inflicting  his  visits  on  tbe  paoper. 
He  quite  agreed  that  a  child  of  immature 
years  should  not  have  the  power  of  eajing 
that  he  would  not  have  a  particular  minis- 
ter and  would  have  another;  but  he  ob< 
jected  in  the  strongest  possible  manner  to 
the  Poor  Law  Board  arbitrating  in  sneh  a 
matter.  He  remembered  the  Poor  Law 
Board  being  very  unpopular  in  this  coootry, 
and  he  should  see  it  so  again  on  aoeount, 
among  many  other  reasons,  of  tbe  passing 
of  the  present  Bill. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACfi  said, 
he  had  hoped  that  they  might  have  come 
to  a  comproosise  on  this  clause  bj  means 
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of  the  Amendment  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cambridge,  the  age  of  fourteen 
being  inserted  instead  of  twelve.  Perhaps 
it  might  meet  the  objeetions  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Arundel  (Lord  Ed- 
ward Howard)  if  the  age  of  sixteen  were 
inserted. 

Mr.  M*LAEBN  said,  he  thought  the 
age  of  twelve  quite  sufficient.  He  knew 
many  children  of  that  age  who  would  puzzle 
some  hon.  Members  in  that  House  on  reli- 
gious subjects.  In  Scotland  a  person  of 
fourteen  years  of  age  was  able  to  make  a 
will,  or  appoint  a  manager  of  bra  property. 
The  Marquess  of  Bute  at  that  age  chose 
a  person  to  manage  his  vast  estates. 

Lord  EDWARD  HOWARD  said,  he 
must  remind  the  Committee  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge 
(Mr.  Powell)  applied  to  children  in  work- 
house schools,  and  the  children  in  the 
minority  had  no  chance  against  the  ma- 
jority, but  were  jeered  at  and  laughed  out 
of  their  religion.  It  appeared  from  the 
third  Report  of  the  Poor  Law  Commission 
that  a  Guardian  in  one  of  the  largest  pa- 
rishes of  the  metropolis  stated,  in  answer 
to  questions  put  to  him,  that  the  Guardians 
there  never  recognized  any  children  as 
Roman  Catholics.  He  really  must  say 
it  was  perverting  common  sense  to  assert 
that  poor  children  of  a  tender  age  in  work- 
houses made  choice  of  a  religion  through 
conviction.  He  had  great  difficulty  in 
assenting  to  the  compromise  which  bad 
been  suggested. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  the  noble 
Lord  denied  that  children  under  fourteen 
years  of  age  had  any  religion  of  their  own. 
That,  to  a  certain  extent,  was  the  doctrine 
of  the  law  of  England. 

Lord  EDWARD  HOWARD  begged 
the  hon.  Member's  pardon.  His  observa- 
tion on  the  subject  liad  reference  to  child- 
ren in  the  disadvantageous  position  of  the 
children  in  our  workhouses. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  was  referring  to  children  in 
that  disadvantageous  position.  The  law 
of  this  country  had  been  that  if  a  child 
became  destitute  it  should  be  educated  in 
the  religion  of  the  State.  A  similar  law 
existed  in  certain  Roman  Catholic  coun- 
tries still.  He  had  been  told  of  the  ease 
of  a  child  in  a  public  institution  who  ob- 
jected to  be  visited  by  a  priest.  The  father 
of  the  child  was  a  Roman  Catholic,  and  he 
was  referred  to,  and  he  did  not  wish  that 
the  priest  ihonld  continue  his  yisits.  The 
rev.  gentleman  insisted  on  doing  so,  but  a 


lawyer  explained  to  him  that  he  had  no 
right  to  adopt  such  a  course.  What  was 
the  remark  of  the  priest  ?  Why,  that  the 
father  of  the  child  must  be  a  very  bad 
Roman  Catholic.  From  first  to  last,  this 
Bill  was  a  violation  of  the  law  of  England. 
It  was  a  departure  from  the  modification 
of  the  original  law  of  England  that  the 
Church  of  England,  being  tolerant,  should 
be  the  instructress  to  all  who  did  not  pro* 
fess  a  different  religion.  It  would  make 
the  machinery  of  the  Poor  Law  an  instru- 
ment for  enforcing  intolerance.  The  Se- 
cretary of  the  Poor  Law  Board  had  gone 
the  length  of  asking  the  leave  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Arundel  (Lord 
Edward  Howard)  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Cambridge  (Mr.  Powell).  We  were  ra- 
pidly going  from  the  tolerant  system  of 
the  Law  of  England  to  the  most  intoterant 
system  of  religion  ever  known  in  the  world. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  said,  he  thought  there 
was  a  concurrence  of  opinion  that  the 
clause  in  its  present  form  should  not  stand 
part  of  the  Bill.  The  question  was  as  to 
the  way  in  which  it  should  be  amended. 
He  hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Powell)  would  not 
substitute  sixteen  for  fourteen  years  of  age 
in  the  proposed  Amendment. 

Mr.  SYNAN  said,  that  the  opinions 
with  which  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate)  was  im- 
bued, were  very  erroneous  one.  When 
listening  to  the  hon.  Member  he  was  re- 
minded of  a  story  he  had  heard  of  an  Irish 
barrister.  The  learned  gentleman  had 
told  an  attorney  that  he  must  succeed  in  a 
certain  action.  The  attorney  was  de- 
feated, and  meeting  the  barrister  some 
time  after,  said  to  him,  *'  I  acted  on  your 
opinion  and  was  cast."  "  Where  did  I 
give  you  that  opinion  ?  "  said  the  barrister. 
"  In  Capel  Street."  was  the  reply.  ••  Oh, 
then,"  rejoined  the  barrister,  "never  be- 
lieve a  Capel  Street  opinion  again."  He 
would  recommend  the  lion.  Member  for 
North  Warwickshire  to  remember  the  moral 
of  that  story.  As  to  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Cambridge 
(Mr.  Powell),  he  contended  that  children 
of  fourteen  years  old  in  workhouses  were 
not  competent  to  select  their  own  creed. 

Mr.  T.  CHAMBERS  said,  that  the 
gentlemen  who  called  for  an  alteration  in 
the  existing  law  were  in  reality  the  per- 
sons who  would  give  rise  to  a  selection  of 
creeds  on  the  part  of  children  in  work- 
houses. 
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Mr.  M.  GHAMBBRS  u\d,  he  was  dis- 
posed to  Tote  in  fatour  of  the  retention  of 
the  word  "  tweWe."  But  he  must  observe 
that  the  Amendment  to  the  clause  wss 
founded  upon  a  mistake.  It  was  supposed 
that  the  clause  provided  that  a  minister 
belonging  to  the  creed  of  a  child  who  was 
on  the  register  of  the  workhouse  as  con- 
nected with  that  creed  might  insist  upon 
instructing  that  child.  Now,  the  clause 
merely  pro? ided  that  such  minister  "  may, 
in  accordance  with  the  regulations  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board,"  yisit  and  instruct  such 
persons. 

Mb.  STNAN  proposed  that  the  clause 
should  be  further  amended  by  the  addition 
to  it  of  the  words  **  and  who  shall  be  con- 
sidered by  the  Poor  Law  Board  to  be  com- 
petent to  exercise  a  judgment  on  the  sub- 
ject/' a  proposal  which  was  supported  by 
Mr.  Villiers. 

Mb.  POWELL  said,  he  objected  to  the 
addition  because  the  Amendment  would 
then  be  applicable  to  the  inmates  of  work- 
houses, howerer  old  they  might  be. 

Mr.  M*LAREN  said,  that  if  the  Poor 
Law  Board  were  to  send  down  an  inspector 
to  make  inquiry  into  each  individual  case 
and  report  thereupon,  they  might  as  well 
take  away  all  role  and  control  from  the 
local  authorities. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  he  had 
had  considerable  experience  in  this  matter, 
having  for  about  eight  years  been  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Board  of  Supervision  in  Scot- 
land. He  had  always  stood  up  for  the 
right  of  children  to  be  educated  in  the 
religion  of  their  parents,  but  nevertheless 
he  should  deprecate  any  addition  to  this 
clause,  as  it  would,  in  his  opinion,  be  for 
the  interest  of  all  parties  that  a  fixed  rule 
should  be  established. 

Question  put,  "That  those  words  be 
added  to  the  said  proposed  Amendment,  as 
amended." 

The  Committee  dimded  :  —  Ayes  18  ; 
Noes  66:  Majority  48. 

Clause,  as  amended,  added  to  the  Bill. 

Clause  11  (Where  no  Religious  Service 
provided  in  the  Workhouse,  the  Inmate 
may,  on  Sunday  or  other  Sacred  Day,  go 
to  his  own  proper  Place  of  Worship). 

Mb.  T.  CHAMBERS  said,  he  should 
not  press  the  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice,  as  he  had  no  objection  to  the 
clause  as  it  now  stood. 

Clause  agreed  to, 

Mr.  T.  Okamhere 


Clause  12  (No  Child  in  the  Workhouse 
or  School  visited  by  a  Minister  of  its  own 
Religion  shall  be  required  to  attend  auj 
other  Religious  Services,  unless,  b^og 
above  Twelve  Tears  of  Age,  he  shall 
desire  to  do  so). 

Mb.  POWELL  moved  in  page  6,  line  5, 
before  "such  minister"  to  insert  "the 
parent  or  surviving  parent  of  sueh  child 
or  in  the  case  of  orphans  or  deserted  chil- 
dren." His  object  was  to  preserve  parentsl 
authority  in  the  case  of  ohildreo  who  were 
inmates  of  a  workhouse. 

LoBD  EDWARD  HOWARD  amid,  he 
thought  the  parent  was  not  always  com- 
petent to  form  an  opinion,  and  mi^ht,  ia- 
deed,  be  an  imbecile. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  WHALLBY  said,  that  in  order  ts 
make  the  clause  conformable  with  Clanse  10, 
he  would  beg  to  move  the  omission  from  the 
end  of  the  clause  of  the  words  *'  and  who 
shall  be  considered  by  the  Poor  Law  Board 
to  be  competent  to  exercise  a  Judgment 
upon  the  Subject."  The  Board  would 
judge  by  it  sofficers,  many  of  whom  were 
Roman  Catholics. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  13  (Poor  Law  Board  to  appoint 
Auditors). 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  pio- 
posed  the  insertion  in  line  35,  after  the 
word  "do,"  of  the  words  "and  the  pro- 
visions contained  in  the  Poor  Law  Board 
Act,  1847,  relative  to  the  salaries  of  the 
persons  therein  mentioned  shall  apply  to 
the  salaries  of  the  persons  to  be  appointed 
as  auditdrs  by  the  Poor  Law  Board.*' 
Several  Committees  had  reported  in  fsTOur 
of  that  proposal. 

Mr.  SCLATER- BOOTH  said,  the 
election  of  the  auditors  was  now  in  the 
hands  of  the  Guardians,  and  it  was  the 
accounts  of  the  Guardians  which  had  to 
be  audited.  It  was  obvious  that  the  pre- 
sent state  of  things  in  that  respect  was 
anomalous,  and  exactly  the  same  as  if  a 
Board  of  Directors  were  to  appoint  the 
auditors  of  their  own  expenditure. 

Mb.  NEATE  said,  he  thought  that  the 
object  should  be  to  exclude  central  patron- 
age while  increasing  central  control.  He 
would  suggest  that  the  Guardians  ahonld 
nominate  three  persons  for  the  office  of 
auditor,  and  that  the  Poor  Law  Board 
should  appoint  one  of  those  three. 
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Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  laid, 
he  would  remind  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sunderland  (Mr.  Candlish),  who  had  gi?en 
notice  to  move  to  leave  out  from  line  30 
to  line  37  inolasive,  that  when  the  Guar- 
dians failed  to  appoint  their  own, officers, 
the  Poor  Law  Board,  though  thej  had  no 
wish  for  the  power,  could  make  the  ap- 
pointments. The  Committee  of  1864,  after 
going  most  fully  into  this  matter,  reported 
that  the  substitution  of  district  auditors 
for  auditors  elected  by  the  Guardians  had 
led  to  greater  uniformity  of  procedure,  more 
vigilance,  and  more  careful  expenditure, 
and  recommended  that  the  auditors  should 
be  Veduced  in  number  and  should  devote 
their  whole  time  to  the  public  service. 
Previous  Committees  had  taken  the  same 
view,  and  he  hoped,  therefore,  that  the 
clause  would  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  hurst  said,  he  was  quite  satis- 
fied with  the  explanation  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach),  and  hoped 
there  would  be  no  opposition  to  the  clause. 

Mb.  T.  chambers  said,  he  must 
contend  that  the  ratepayers,  who  were 
those  chiefly  interested  in  checking  lavish 
expenditure,  should  have  the  appointment 
of  auditors. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Clauses  14  to  20,  inclusive,  <mreed  to. 

Clause  21  (Repeal  of  Penalties  on  Parish 
Officers  supplying  Goods  in  Unions). 

Mr.  CANDLISH  said,  this  clause  pro- 
posed to  repeal  certain  Acts  which  had 
been  passed  for  the  purpose  of  prohibiting 
parochial  officers  from  purchasing  goods 
for  the  relief  of  the  poor  from  themselves. 
The  overseers  of  the  poor  had  to  a  certain 
extent  the  dispensation  of  relief,  and  there- 
fore they  should  not  have  the  power  of 
purchasing  from  themselves  the  goods  they 
bad  to  dispense.  He  proposed  to  omit 
from  the  clause  the  words  "  and  overseers 
of  the  poor." 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
the  proposed  Amendment  was  unnecessary, 
because  though  the  overseers  had  certain 
duties  to  discharge  towards  the  poor  they 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  con- 
trol of  the  expenditure. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  22  and  23  agreed  to. 


aause  E  (Interpretation  of  25  &  26  Vtct, 
c.  43,  and  29  &  30  Ftcf.  c.  113.  s.  14,  as 
to  Child  and  Consent  of  Parents). 

Mr.  T.  CHAMBERS  moved  to  omit 
the  words  ''deserted  child  or."  The 
Amendment  would  provide  in  effect  that 
a  deserted  child  should  be  treated  as  a 
child  of  the  State  and  should  be  brought 
up  as  a  Protestant. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
that  there  were  in  the  workhouses  1,000 
Roman  Catholic  children  who  were  brought 
up  as  Protestants  because  there  was  no  one 
to  demand  that  they  should  be  brought  up 
in  their  own  creed. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M*KENNA  asked  whe- 
ther a  child  which  had  had  the  misfortune 
to  lose  its  parents  should  be  handed  over 
to  the  tender  mercies  of  those  who  wished 
to  kidnap  children  for  their  own  creed  ? 

Mr.  C.  p.  VILLIERS  said,  that  the 
Amendment  would  really  reverse  the  policy 
which  had  been  adopted  for  the  last  thirty 
years  in  this  country.  The  law  was  that 
where  a  child's  parent  was  notoriously  of 
a  certain  religion  the  child  should  be  brought 
up  in  that  religion.  That  was  Clause  19 
in  the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act ;  but, 
in  some  cases,  the  operation  of  the  law 
had  been  defeated  by  preventing  the  sup- 
ply of  the  proper  evidence  of  the  parents' 
religion.  In  effect  the  result  of  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  to  bring  up  as  Protestants 
the  children  of  Catholics.  [Mr.  Kinkaird  : 
Only  where  the  child  has  been  deserted, 
and  the  religion  of  the  parent  is  not  known.] 
But  it  was  much  easier  to  ascertain  the 
religion  of  the  parents  of  deserted  children 
than  any  others.  The  witness  by  whom 
this  was  stated  came  from  Birmingham, 
and  was  now  employed  in  Marylebone.  It 
appeared  from  his  evidence  that  in  the 
latter  place  deserted  and  orphan  children 
were  brought  up  in  the  religion  of  the 
parents,  and  that  since  this  system  was 
adopted  better  order  had  been  kept  in  the 
House,  there  had  been  better  conduct 
among  the  paupers,  and  the  townspeople 
were  satisGed.  The  Amendment  proposed 
a  refinement  in  intolerance  which  would 
carry  us  back  thirty  years,  and  it  involved 
a  principle  which  was  quite  new,  that  of 
punishing  parents  by  choosing  a  religion 
for  their  children,  and  which  might  be  ap- 
plied to  offences  other  than  desertion. 

Mr.  T.  chambers  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  C.  P.  Yilliers)  had  come 
round  to  the  view  he  (Mr.  T.  Chambers) 
had  advanced  at  first,  that  the  Bill  was  not 
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naeetMrj  if  the  ppofiiioni  of  the  presant 
lai7  were  carried  out. 

Lord  EDWARD  HOWARD  laid,  the 
Amendinont  proposed  a  different  law  for 
the  poor  from  that  applied  to  the  rioh.  A 
chila  [lOBsesBed  of  property  would  be  brought 
uader  the  eognizance  of  the  Court  of  Chan- 
eery,  which  would  ascertain  the  religion  of 
the  parents  and  take  care  that  the  child 
was  brought  up  in  it,  but  because  children 
were  helpless  and  friendless  they  were  to 
be  treated  in  a  different  manner.  What 
he  asked  was  that  all  children,  pro? ed  to 
belong  to  Catholic  parents,  whether  they 
had  been  deserted  or  were  orphans  should 
be  brought  up  in  their  parents'  religion. 

Mr.  KINNAIRD  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment only  affected  ••  deserted  "  —  not 
orphan— children,  so  that  the  appeal  of 
the  noble  Lord  was  not  in  point.  There 
was  no  illiberality  in  the  State  taking  care 
of  these  deserted  children — children  picked 
out  of  the  gutter — and  in  the  State  pro- 
viding them  with  education.  What  was 
the  meaning  of  "a  deserted  child?"  It 
was  a  child  not  claimed  by  any  one,  and 
for  whom  there  was  no  one  willing  to  pay. 
All  that  was  wanted  was  that  it  should  not 
be  assumed  that  such  deserted  children 
were  Roman  Catholics. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  pro- 
posed in  the  case  of  deserted  children— > 
on  the  ground  that  they  had  no  person 
standing  in  a  recognized  relation  to  them, 
and  that  they  were  to  be  paid  for  by  the 
State  —  that  they  should,  therefore,  be 
brought  up  in  the  religion  of  the  State. 
But  that  was  not  the  principle  of  the  exist- 
ing Poor  Laws,  which  were  conceifed  on 
the  principle  that  children  should  be  brought 
up  in  what  was  supposed  to  be  their  own 
religion  —  namely,  that  of  their  parents, 
provided  it  could  be  ascertained.  I^'ow,  all 
that  the  clause  would  do  in  the  case  of  de- 
serted as  well  as  in  that  of  orphan  children 
would  be  to  enable  the  Poor  Law  Board 
not  to  act  on  the  assumption  that  the  chil- 
dren were  of  any  particular  faith,  but  to 
accept  the  e? idence  which  a  Creed  Register 
might  afford  of  such  faith,  and  when  that 
was  ascertained  the  religion  of  the  father 
was  to  rule  the  religion  of  the  child. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  the  Creed 
Register  would  not  prove  the  religion  of 
the  parents,  but  only  the  opinion  on  the 
subject  of  the  person  who  made  the  entry. 
The  result  would  be  that  these  deserted 
children  would  be  put  up  to  auction,  and 
they  all  knew  who  would  claim  them.  He 
maintained  that' when  the  parents  were  not 
Mr.  T.  Chomhoro 


forthcCMnittg  the  ohildren  ihotiM  be  brooght 
up  in  the  religion  of  the  State. 

Mb.  HARVET  LEWIS  said,  he  wo«I4 
support  the  Amendment.  This  qnestioo 
of  the  removal  of  children  would  give  riae 
to  a  great  deal  of  squabbling. 

Mb.  STNAN  said,  that  in  the  majority 
of  cases  there  would  be  no  diflBeulty  in 
ascertaining  the  religion  of  the  parenta  of 
a  deserted  child. 

Mb.  SCLATER  -  BOOTH  said,  he 
thought  hon.  Gentlemen  were  losing  sight 
of  the  meaning  of  the  elauae.  The  gist 
of  the  alteration  proposed  was  that  the 
Poor  Law  Board,  in  the  absenee  of  a 
requisition  from  the  parents  or  god-pareflta, 
might  exercise  the  powers  vested  in  tbem 
by  the  Poor  Law  Act,  and,  upon  reasonable 
evidence  of  the  religion  of  the  parents, 
order  deserted  children  to  be  sent  to  a 
denominational  registered  school  where 
they  would  be  brought  up  in  their  parenta' 
religion. 

Mb.  ATTOUN  said,  he  wanted  to  know 
what  was  the  nature  of  the  inquiry  to  be 
conducted  by  the  Poor  Law  Board  befera 
taking  such  a  step,  and  whether  the  evi- 
dence taken  by  the  officials  who  made  tha 
inquiry  was  to  be  laid  before  the  Goardiana 
and  the  public  ?  The  opinion  throughont 
the  country  would  be  that  the  religion  to 
which  the  child  would  be  assigned  would 
depend  very  much  upon  the  person  to 
whom  the  inquiry  would  be  committed. 
The  public  had  very  little  faith  in  Boards 
for  such  purposes  as  these. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  tbe 
whole  debate  had  shown  that  all  tbe  words 
of  the  clause  after  "these  Acts"  ought 
to  be  struck  out,  and  therefore  he  aboold 
move  that  they  should  be  struck  ont.  They 
were  asked  to  give  the  Poor  Law  Board 
the  perfectly  novel  power  of  sending  de- 
serted children  out  of  the  workhouse  to  a 
denominational  school.  Upon  what  evi- 
dence was  the  Poor  Law  Board  to  jndga 
of  the  creed  to  which  the  child  should  be 
consigned  ?  The  fact  was  that  the  Guar- 
dians had  no  right  to  part  with  the  children 
in  favour  of  any  denomination  whatever. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  17,  to 
leave  out  from  the  word  "  Acts  "  to  the 
end  of  the  Clause."— (Jfr.  NowdofoU.) 

Mr.  T.  CHAMBERS  said,  he  woold 
withdraw  his  Amendment  in  favour  of  that 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Warwick- 
shire (Mr.  Newdegate). 

Amendmettt»  h^  leavOi  wihdrmm. 
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Mr.  C.  p.  YILLIERS  Mid,  thii  was 
an  objeotioQ  against  the  existence  of  a 
Creed  Register.  There  was  no  diffioultj  in 
the  matter.  It  was  the  doty  of  the  paro- 
chial ofiSeer  to  ascertain  what  was  the  reli- 
gion of  the  parents. 

Mb.  RAMSAY  said,  the  difficulty  he 
felt  was  as  to  how  they  were  to  ascertain 
the  religion  of  the  parents  when  the  de- 
serted child  was  too  young  to  gife  any 
information. 

Question  put,  ''  That  the  words  proposed 
to  he  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause.'' 

The  Committee  difrided :  —  Ayes  56 ; 
Noes  13  :  Majority  43. 

Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  CANDLISH  moved  a  clause  (Pe- 
riod for  re-payment  of  Loans  may  be  ex- 
tended from  twenty  to  thirty  years).  The 
object  of  it  was  to  apportion  the  re-nay- 
ment  fairly  between  the  present  and  future 
ratepayers. 

8iB  MICHABL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
he  considered  the  danse  unnecessary,  as 
the  present  system  worked  perfectly«well. 
Since  the  passing  of  the  Poor  Law  Act  a 
sum  of  £7»000,000  had  been  horrowed  on 
a  uniform  plan,  which  it  would  not  be  well 
to  interfere  with. 

Clause  negatived. 

Mb.  read  moTod  a  new  clause  (Pay- 
ments for  bastard  children). 

Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  CANDLISH  said,  in  the  absence 
of  Mr.  T.  Potter,  he  would  move  a  clause 
(Provision  for  poor  deaf  and  dumb  or  blind 
children),  empowering  Guf^rdians  to  send 
deaf  and  dumb  children  to  uncertified  in- 
stitutions. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Mb.  HARVET  lewis  moved  the 
addition  of  a  clause  (Lands  and  buildings 
acquired  and  used  under  the  Poor  Law 
Acts  exempted  from  increased  assess- 
ment). 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKSBEACH  said, 
that  no  such  provision  as  that  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  was  called  for  except  by 
one  or  two  of  the  metropolitan  unions.  If 
it  should  be  generally  demanded  there 
would  be  ample  opportunity  for  considering 
it  hereafter. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  had 
given  Notice  of  a  clause  of  similar  effect, 
though  not  going  so  far  as  that  proposed 


by  the  hon.  Member  for  Marylebone  (Mr. 
Harvey  Lewis).  No  injustice  would  be 
done  to  any  locality  by  the  adoption  of  the 
clause  of  which  he  had  givep  notice.  Its 
principle  was  that  asylums^  hospitals,  and 
other  buildings,  and  all  land  nsed  or  occu- 
pied therewith  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Metropolis  Poor  Act,  1867,  should  be 
assessed  for  rates  upon  the  annual  value 
of  the  site,  and  any  buildings  on  it  at  the 
time  of  the  purchase. 

Mb.  H.  £.  SURTEES  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr. 
Stuart  Mill's)  argument  applied  to  a  clause 
not  before  the  Committee. 

Clause  negatived, 

Mb.  p.  a.  TATLOR  moved  a  clause 
(Any  ratepi^yer  shall,  under  proper  regula- 
tions, have  the  right  to  be  present  at  the 
meetings  of  Boards  of  Guardians). 

Clause  (Any  ratepayer  shall,  nnder 
proper  regulations,  have  the  right  to  be 
present  at  the  meetings  of  Boards  of  Quar- 
dians,)— (Ifr.  Taylor,) — brought  up,  apd 
read  the  first  time. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICES-BEACH  said, 
he  must  oppose  the  clause.  Reporters 
were  present  at  the  meetings  cf  all  Boards 
of  Quardians  of  importance,  and  that  ought 
to  be  sufficient  for  the  ratepayers. 

Question  put.  "  That  the  Clause  be  read 
a  second  time," 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  5; 
Noes  32  :  Majonty  27. 

House  re$umed 

Bill  reported,  with  Amendments,  and  an 
amended  Title  ;  as  amended,  to  be  consi- 
dered To-morroyo. 


WEST  INDIES  BILL— [Bxu.  124.] 

{Mr.  A^derle^,  Mr.  Sdater-ifooth) 

LOBDS'  AHBNDMBVTS. 

Lords'  Amendments  considered. 

Mb.  RUSSELL  GURNET  said,  that 
with  the  view  of  protecting  a  vested  inte- 
rest which,  in  his  opinion,  ought  to  be 
respected  by  the  LegislaturCf  he  would  beg 
to  move  to  leave  out — 

«A8  luoh  ooadjator,  continue  to  act  in  the 
same  manner  at  at  present  at  Arobdeaoon  of 
Middlesex,"  and  insert  **  and  exercises  episcopal 
fonotions  therein,  continue  to  receive  ont  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  the  annual  payment  of  two 
thousand  poonds,  which  has  hitherto  been  made 
to  him  in  part  by  the  Bishop  of  Jamaiea  eat  of 
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ibe  ftipmid  of  three  thovnad  poimdf  peld  to  the 
laid  Bishop  from  the  Ooniolidatod  Faod,  under 
the  before-reoited  Aote,  and  in  part  oat  of  the 
■tipend  appropriated  to  hii  Arohdeaoonry  of 
Middlesex  out  of  the  Oontolidated  Fand,  under 
the  Mid  AoU  T  Provided,  That  daring  hia  reoeipt 
of  each  annoal  pajment  no  payment  ahall  be 
made  to  him  out  of  the  Consolidated  Faod  in 
respeot  of  the  Archdeaoonry  of  Middlesex." 

If  the  coadjutor  Bishop  of  Kingston  had 
not  technioally  a  Tested  interest,  he  had  a 
strong  moral  claim. 

The  said  Amendment  being  read  a  seeond 
time ;  Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaTe  oat  the  words  '<as  saoh  eoadjator, 
continue  to  act  in  the  aame  manner  as  at  present 
as  Archdeacon  of  Middlesex/'  in  order  to  Insert 
the  words  "and  exercises  episcopal  functions 
therein,  continue  to  receiTe  out  of  the  Oonsoli- 
dated  Fund  the  annual  payment  of  two  thousand 
pounds  which  has  been  hitherto  made  to  him  in 
part  by  the  Bishop  of  Jamaica  out  of  the  stipend 
of  three  thousand  pounds  paid  to  the  said  Bishop 
from  the  Consolidated  Fund  under  the  before  re- 
cited Acts,  and  in  part  out  of  the  stipend  appro- 
priated to  his  Archdeaconry  of  Middlesex  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund,  under  the  said  Acts : 
ProTided,  That  during  his  receipt  of  such  annual 
payment  no  payment  shall  be  made  to  him  out 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund  in  respect  of  the  Arch- 
deaconry of  Middlesex," — (M*.  RutMeU  Oumey,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  The 
Lords'  Amendment/' 

Mb.  card  well  said,  he  thought  the 
claim  rested  neither  on  a  technical  nor  a 
moral  ground,  and  that  the  precedent 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend's  Amendment 
would  establish  might  be  prodnctiTe  of 
great  incouTenience  hereafter.  The  pro- 
posal was  really  one  for  appointing  a  new 
Bishop  of  Jamaica  after  the  next  aroidance 
of  the  see. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  would  point 
out  that,  as  a  new  charge  would  be  imposed 
on  the  Consolidated  Pund,  the  matter  could 
not  be  taken  iuto  consideration  except 
under  a  Resolution  of  the  House. 

Mr.  ADDERLEY  said,  the  Gorern- 
ment  would  accede  to  the  proposal,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  expedient  to  deal  with 
such  a  claim  in  a  wide  and  generous,  and 
not  in  a  niggardly,  spirit.  The  clause  was 
drawn  by  the  late  Lord  Oranworth.  He 
thought  there  was  a  fair  moral  claim  ;  and 
that  the  Bishop  of  Kingston  would  be 
hardly  dealt  with  if  the  House  did  not 
view  the  matter  in  a  liberal  spirit. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  he  thought  there 
was  much  to  be  said  in  favour  of  the  pro- 
position of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Recorder. 

-J6-.  EuiuU  Chimey 


Mr.  LOWE  said,  it  appeared  that  a 
coadjutor  Bishop  had  been  appointed  to 
assist  the  Bishop.  The  office  of  the  coad- 
jutor was  correlative  with  that  of  the 
Bishop,  and  could  not  extend  beyond  it. 
When  the  present  Bishop  died  the  office  of 
his  coadjutor  could  not  continue  to  exist. 
The  House  were  asked  to  give  the  ooadjntor, 
not  in  virtue  of  an  office  which  he  held 
now,  but  in  virtue  of  an  office  which  he 
would  hold  after  the  death  of  the  Bishop 
of  Jamaica,  a  sum  of  £1,600  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund.  He  held  with  hia 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kilmar- 
nock (Mr.  Bouverie)  that  this  could  not 
now  be  done. 

Mr.  M'LARBN  said,  that  the  Bishop  of 
Kingston  had  at  present  a  life- interest  in 
the  life  of  the  Bishop  of  Jamaica,  and  it 
was  now  proposed  to  give  him  alife-iotereat 
in  two  lives.  The  difference  was  jost  a 
grant  from  the  Consolidated  Fund. 

Mr.  ADDERLET  said,  that  no  new 
charge  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  would 
be  created  by  the  adoption  of  the  propo- 
sition. 

M%  SPEAKER  :  The  whole  qnesaon 
seems  to  be  whether  this  is  a  new  charge 
on  th0  Consolidated  Fund,  or  a  reaerration 
from  the  £20,000  supposed  to  be  giren 
np.  The  Bill  proposes  to  relieve  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  from  the  payment  of 
£20,000,  while  if  the  Amendment  be 
passed  it  would  only  be  relieved  of  £18.000. 
I  think  it  is  a  matter  which  is  open  to  the 
decision  of  the  House. 

Mr.  POWELL  said,  that  as  the  anbjeet 
appeared  to  be  taking  wider  range,  he 
would  move  the  adjournment  of  &e  de- 
bate. 

Debate  adjourned  till  T<hmomno. 

PSI80K8  (ntELAKD)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Mato,  Bill  to  make 
further  and  better  provision  for  the  custody  of 
Prisoners,  and  to  amend  the  Law  relmting  te 
Prisons,  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
The  Earl  of  Mato,  and  Bfr.  Attobvit  GsnEa&L 
for  Irblamd. 
Bill  pTe$enUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  256.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Three  o^elock. 
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HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 

TuMday,  July  28,  1868. 

MINUTES,] — PuBuo  Bnxs — Second  Reading — 
Colonial  GoTernoni  Pensiont  Act  Amendment* 
(239). 

CommitUe  —  Inland  Revenne*  (279);  Election 
Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections 
(287) ;  Danube  Works  Loan  •  (272) ;  Saint 
Mary  Somerset's  Church,  London.  •  (278). 

/2^^H>re— -Inland  RcTeuue*  (279);  Election  Peti- 
tions and  Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections 
(287);  Danube  Works  Loan*  (272);  Saint 
Mary  Somerset's  Church,  London,  *  (278). 

7%trd  yZ^otKn^— Consolidated  Fund  (Appropria- 
tion)*; Colonial  Shipping*  (274);  Turnpike 
Acts  Continuance  •  (268)  ;  Electric  Tele- 
graphs (282)  ;  Expiring  Laws  Continuance* 
(280) ;  Drainage  and  ImproTement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Supplemental  (No.  4)*  (278)  ;  Poor 
Law  Board  Provisional  Order  Confirmation* 
(266) ;  Registration  (Ireland)  (281 ),  and  paaed, 

ELECTION   PETITIONS   AND   CORRUPT 

PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS  BILL. 

(The  Ijcrd  Privy  Seal,) 

(NO.  287.)      COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
pat  into  Committee  read. 

Lord  LYVEDEN  said,  that  the  ques- 
tion dealt  with  by  this  Bill  was  one  of  such 
importance  that,  notwithstanding  the  late 
period  of  the  Session  at  which  it  had  come 
up  to  their  Lordships,  he  wished  to  tres- 
pass upon  their  attention  for  a  few  minutes 
while  he  expressed  his  opinion  upon  it.  He 
thought  that  the  transfer  of  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  House  of  Commons  in  deciding 
upon  election  cases  to  the  Judges  was  a 
very  serious  matter,  and  ought  not  to  have 
been  done  without  the  grayest  consideration. 
I    If,  indeed,  he  could  believe  that  the  transfer 
I    would  lead  to  the  repression  of  bribery  at 
I    elections,  he  should  be  inclined  to  waive 
^    his   objections  ;  but,  he  must  say,  he  did 
',  not  anticipate  that  such  would  be  the  re- 
:  suit.     The  transfer  of  jurisdiction  he  re- 
'  garded  as  in  itself  an  evil,  and  it  was  cer- 
tainly a  great  change  in  our  Constitution  ; 
for  although  the  Grenville  Act  and  subse- 
quent Acts  had  transferred  the  jurisdiction 
from  the  whole  body  of  the  House  to  five 
Members   of  it,  the  power  had    virtually 
rested,  up  to  the  present  moment,  with  the 
House  of  Commons.     But  it  was  now,  for 
the  first  time,  to  be  taken  away  altogether. 
It  seemed  to  him  a  grave  constitutional 
question,  whether  the  House  of  Commons 
should  part  with  this  tribunal.      Another 
evil  of  the  transfer  was  that  there  would  not 
be  henceforth   the   same  opportunity  for 
that   exercise  of   business    habits  which 
YOL.  CXCni.  [ttttbt)  sebus.] 


made  the  House  of  Commons  something 
more  than  a  mere  debating  society.     If 
both  Election    Petitions  and  Private  Bill 
legislation  were  taken  away  from  them, 
the  functions  of  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  would   be  materially  curtailed. 
This  would  not  have  mattered  so  much,  if 
the  House  of  Commons  had  retained  ulti- 
mate decision   over   these  matters  ;    but 
their  whole  powers  were  transferred  to  the 
Judges,   and    nothing  kept   back.       He 
did     not    believe    the   Bill     now    under 
discussion  would   be    a  remedy  for  elec- 
toral corruption,  for  the  evil,  he  feared, 
was  too  deep-seated  to  be  removed  by  this 
measure.     He  was  sorry,  too,  to  find  that 
a  great  deficiency  of  the  present  system 
had  not  been  supplied — he  referred  to  the 
want  of  motive  power.  Only  electors  would 
be  able  to  initiate  proceedings,  and   the 
consequence  would  be  that  in  the  very  bo- 
roughs where  there  had  been  the  greatest 
corruption,   and  where  both  parties  had 
been  engaged  in  and  had  profited  by  it» 
no  Petitions  would  be  presented.     It  was 
notorious  that  the  worst  cases  were  those 
in  which,  both  parties  being  afraid  of  the 
consequences,  no  Petitions  were  presented. 
Now  what  was  wanted  was  that  any  per- 
sons, whether  electors  or  not,  should  be 
competent  to  bring  forward  cases,  or  else 
that    a  public   prosecutor  should   be  ap- 
pointed.    The  matter  ought  not  to  be  left 
to  the  electors,  because  the  most  flagrant 
cases  would  then  he  hushed  up.    The  con- 
sequence would  be  that  the  Bill  would  al- 
together fail  to  put  an  end  to  bribery  and 
corruption.      Another  point  deserving  of 
consideration  was  that  legislation  was  of 
little  use,  unless  it  was  supported  by  pub- 
lic opinion,  which  was  not  the  fact  in  the 
present  case.     What  instance  was  there 
of  a  man  engaged  in  bribery  having  been 
on  that  account  discredited  in  society,  or 
having  any  moral  stigma  attached  to  him  ? 
So  far  from  this,  he  had  known  cases  of 
men  who  had  been  guilty  of  bribery  be- 
coming Cabinet  Ministers,  and  filling  the 
highest  offices  in  the  State.     Without  a 
healthy  public  opinion  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill  would  be  of  little  effect.    He  believed, 
indeed,  that  election  agents  throughout  the 
country  were  putting  their  heads  together, 
and  were  already  coming  to  the  conclusion 
that  corrupt  practices  would  go  on  much 
as  before,  notwithstanding  the  coming  down 
of  a  Judge  to  institute  an  inquiry  on  the 
spot.     He  was  sorry  that  some  provisions 
which  would  have  been  very  beneficial  had 
been  rejected  by  the  House  of  Commons. 

^    ^  Digitized  by  Google 


1991 


£lec^ion  PMtumi 


(LORDS) 


md  (hm^i 


I8MI 


One  of  these  wai  that  eYeetion  expenses, 
or  iBkt  least  a  moiety  of  them,  should  he 
charged  on  the  rates.  That  was  an  ex- 
cellent proposition,  and  he  regretted  that 
after  having  heen  inserted  in  the  Bill  it 
was  ultimately  struck  out.  He  would  say 
nothing  of  what  passed  in  the  other  House 
on  the  subject,  as  he  wished  to  aToid  any- 
thing offensive,  but  he  much  regretted 
the  absence  of  that  clause.  He  also  re- 
gretted that  an  end  had  not  been  put 
to  canvassing  agents,  and,  indeed,  to  can- 
yassing  altogether,  for  if  bribery  was 
to  be  put  down  some  strong  step  of 
this  kind  must  be  taken.  He  approved 
the  clause  disqualifying  any  person  who 
had  been  guilty  of  bribery  from  sitting 
in  Parliament  for  seven  years.  He  was 
not  so  sure,  however,  that  the  disqualifica- 
tion should  be  extended  to  disqualification 
for  the  magistracy,  and  unless  there  was 
to  be  an  Address  to  the  Crown  to  remove 
persons  guilty  of  bribery  from  the  com- 
mission of  the  peace  he  did  not  see  how 
this  provision  was  to  operate.  A  proposal 
had  been  brought  forward  that  Members 
should  make  a  declaration  that  they  had 
not  been  guilty  of  corrupt  practices  ;  but 
under  the  circumstances  he  was  glad  that 
it  had  been  rejected.  Its  operation  would 
probably  have  been  just  as  nugatory  as 
the  property  qualification  used  to  be,  for  it 
was  notorious  that  Members  possessed  of 
some  pretended  qualification  did  not  scruple 
to  go  up  to  the  table  of  the  House  of 
Commons  and  make  the  declaration.  The 
declaration  against  bribery  might  in  the 
same  way  have  become  a  mere  farce,  and 
he  was  therefore  glad  that  it  had  been 
rejected  ;  but  the  way  in  which  it  was 
generally  recoiled  from  was  a  proof  that 
no  public  opinion  existed  which  would  back 
legislation,  and  so  put  an  end  to  bribery. 
Another  question  was  that  of  travelling 
expenses.  There  was  no  more  frequent 
form  of  bribery  than  the  paying  voters  a 
larger  sum  than  they  had  actually  dis- 
bursed ;  yet  the  Bill  contained  nothing  to 
check  this.  The  municipal  Elections  were 
another  source  of  bribery.  When  the 
Municipal  Reform  Act  was  passed  appre- 
hensions were  expressed  on  this  point,  and 
it  was  notorious  that  bribery  prevailed  at 
these  elections.  This,  he  feared,  would 
continue  to  be  the  case ;  and  indeed  bribery 
might  be  practised  at  municipal  Elections 
with  a  view  to  influencing  Parliamentary 
Elections.  He  regretted,  therefore,  that 
the  Bill  did  not  attempt  to  deal  with  the 
former.  There  was  one  remedy  for  bribery, 
Lin-d  LyvecUn 


the  ballot  \  VA  Aai  lias  so  olijeetionAble 
in  other  respects  that  he,  for  one,  eoiild 
not  support  it.  At  the  same  time  he  be- 
lieved it  to  be  the  only  effectual  cbeck. 
Again,  in  this  Bill  there  was  a  want  of 
definitions.  In  the  1st  clause,  ladood, 
thoro  was  a  definities  of  ^*  oomi|it  fwao- 
tices  ;"  and  what  were  they  ?  Thej  were 
bribery,  treating,  and  undue  influence.  In 
an  after-part  of  the  Bill  they  were  told 
that  a  Commission  was  to  he  issoed  to  in- 
quire into  corrupt  practices.  But  waa  a 
Commission  to  be  issued  to  inquire  into 
treating,  and,  if  so,  what  was  the  amount 
of  treating  to  be  inquired  into  t  Again, 
what  was  undue  influence  ?  Would  anyone 
give  him  a  definition  of  it  ?  He  eould  not 
conceive  anything  more  difficult.  Ilien 
there  was  bribery  by  custom,  as,  for  in- 
stance, if  a  candidate  employed  tradesmen 
in  a  town — if  he  employ ea  the  baleher, 
the  shoemaker,  and  the  grocer ;  but,  in 
that  case,  how  eould  the  Bill  reach  him  ? 
And  yet  bribery  in  that  shape  was  quite  as 
foul  as  in  any  other.  He  felt  that  bribery 
could  only  be  put  an  end  to  by  creating  a 
public  opinion  against  it ;  hut  it  might  be 
very  much  checked  in  the  way  he  had  in- 
dicated. He  believed  that  candidates  were 
more  in  fault  than  any  other  persona,  and 
that  if  they  chose  really  to  set  their  fisces 
against  bribery  they  might  do  mueh  to  pmt 
an  end  to  it.  He  was  perfectly  willing  to 
admit  that  it  did  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vem- 
ment  great  credit  to  have  made  thia  at- 
tempt to  put  down  bribery,  and  he  had  not 
the  slightest  intention  of  opposing  the 
Bill.  But  he  thought  that  some  meaaure 
was  wanting  to  bring  this  offence  before 
the  Judges  otherwise  than  through  the 
electors,  who  were  persons  very  much  in- 
terested, and  who  would  be  under  the 
apprehension  of  being  disfranchised  them- 
selves or  getting  their  borough  disfran- 
chised. The  consequence  would  be  that 
many  cases  of  bribery  most  gross  and  la- 
mentable would  never  come  under  the 
cognisance  of  the  Judges  ;  and  in  thia  way 
the  Act  would  become  inoperative. 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBIJRY  thoaght 
that  the  conclusion  which  would  natnrallj 
be  drawn  from  the  noble  Lord's  speech  was 
that  he  would  vote  against  the  Bill,  be- 
cause he  considered  that  no  legislation 
whatever  would  be  of  any  use — he  seemed 
to  consider  that  the  vices  of  human  nature 
were  so  inherent  and  impossible  to  otlrrect 
that  all  attempts  to  legislste  on  the  sub- 
ject would  be  thrown  away.  That  might 
be  the  case ;  but  at  all  events  Her  Ma- 
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jeetj'fi  Ooyernment  had  thought  it  their 
duty  to  try  a  new  oourBO  of  legiBlation 
with  regard  to  bribery  when  all  other 
coursoB  had  failed.  Ab  to  the  prifilegOB 
of  the  Hotwe  of  CommooB,  there  could  be 
no  donbt  that  House  had  fully  oonBidered 
the  matter  during  the  period — Bome  monthB 
— while  the  matter  waB  before  them.  The 
noble  Lord  had  aaid  that  he  had  no  hope 
from  the  proposed  tribunal,  the  highest  in 
this  or  perhaps  in  any  other  country,  the 
most  reBpeotable,  and  the  most  incor- 
ruptible. He  differed  entirely  from  the 
noble  Lord.  Let  their  Lordships  only  con- 
sider what  was  the  state  of  opinion  out-of- 
doors  about  the  Committees  of  the  House 
of  CommonB  in  trying  Election  PetitiouB. 
What  was  the  first  question  asked  when  a 
man  had  got  a  Committee  to  try  his  Peti- 
tion I  It  was  thiB  —  '*  How  is  the  Coni« 
mittee  formed  ?  Is  it  a  good  one  or  a  bad 
one  ?**  QuesttouB  of  that  kind  were  de- 
bated in  the  most  open  manner ;  aud  what 
did  all  that  show  ?  Not  that  the  Members 
of  the  House  of  Commons  were  not  capa- 
ble of  giving  the  best  decision  in  the 
case,  but  that  public  opinion  did  not  re- 
spect the  tribunal  and  used  to  speak  of 
the  Committees  in  the  offensiye  manner 
he  had  described.  Assuredly,  then,  it  was 
time  to  send  Election  PetitionB  to  be  tried 
before  a  tribunal  which  could  not  possibly 
be  suspected.  The  noble  Lord  had  said 
that  more  ought  to  be  done  with  a  view 
to  encourage  the  presentation  of  Petitions. 
Now  be  very  much  doubted  the  necessity 
of  such  a  course.  By  the  new  Reform  Bill 
the  number  of  electors  would  be  very  much 
multiplied  ;  and  almost  every  man  in  a  bo- 
rough —  at  all  events  almost  every  man 
of  respectability — and  every  .householder 
would  be  an  elector,  and  everyone  would 
have  it  in  his  power,  on  certain  conditions, 
to  challenge  the  election.  He  thought  it 
Tery  likely  that  the  beaten  party  would 
have  among  its  members  plenty  of  persons 
with  zeal  enough  to  challenge  the  election 
when  needful  without  the  intervention  of 
a  public  prosecutor.  Then  the  noble  Lord 
had  said  something  about  the  ballot— that, 
though'he  would  not  vote  for  it  himself,  it 
would  be  a  security  against  corruption.  He 
differed  altogether  from  the  noble  Lord. 
Their  Lordships  must  have  heard  how  the 
ballot  was  managed  in  other  countries,  how 
agents  were  engaged,  how  they  organised 
bodies  of  voters,  and  told  them  that  if  Mr. 
So-and-So  came  in  they  would  have  so 
much  to  be  divided  among  them — the  can- 
didate would  make  a  conditional  promise 


to  the  agent  and  the  agent  to  the  yoter. 
This  was  only  a  temporary  measure ;  it 
was  only  to  be  passed  practically  for  four 
years  ;  their  Lordships  would  haye  an  op- 
portunity of  seeing  how  it  would  work,  and 
of  judging  of  the  results. 

House  in  Committee  accordingly. 

Clauses  1  to  23,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  24  (Shorthand  Writer  to  attend 
Trial  of  Election  Petitions). 

Lord  ROMILLT  said,   this  clause  re- 
quired that  the  proceedings  of  these  election 
trials  should  be  taken  down  by  the  Short- 
hand Writers  of  the  House  of  Commons.  \ 
He  thought  that  it  had  better  be  left  to  the  \ 
shorthand   writers   wlio   usually   attended   \ 
the  Courts ;    but  he  would  not  press  the    \ 
Amendments  of  which  he  had  given  notice,     j 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he  I 
thought  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  J 
exercised  a  wise  discretion  in  withdrawing  / 
his  Amendment.  Admitting  the  respecta^ 
bility  and  talent  of  many  of  the  shorthand 
writers  who  had  signed  the  petition,  he 
thought  that,  eyen  if  this  were  a  perma- 
nent and  not  merely  a  temporary  measure, 
there  would  be  seyeral  things  to  be  con- 
sidered before  the  House  would  accede  to 
the  prayer  of  their  petition.  For  instance, 
on  the  ground  of  economy  alone,  it  was 
certainly  a  very  grave  question  whether  it 
would  be  wise  to  do  anything  which  might 
have  the  effect  of  crippling  the  existing 
staff  of  shorthand  writers,  under  the  ma- 
nagement of  the  Messrs.  Gurney,  who  were 
found  to  perform  the  duties  satisfactorily. 
But  whether  wise  or  unwise  in  that  point 
of  view — and  he  (the  Lord  Chancellor) 
thought  it  would  be  unwise — there  could  be 
no  doubt  that  any  alteration  of  this  clause 
would  come  with  avery  bad  grace  from  their 
Lordships.  The  House  of  Commons  was, 
by  this  Bill,  giving  up  its  jurisdiction  over 
the  trial  of  Election  Petitions — a  jurisdic- 
tion which  it  had  hitherto  clung  to  with 
great  jealousy — and  in  doing  so  it  had 
expressed  the  wish  that  the  record  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  ne^  tribunals  should 
be  taken  down  in  shorthand  by  certain 
officers,  of  whose  efficient  discharge  of 
similar  duties  it  had  had  experience,  and 
in  whom  it  placed  entire  confidence. 
This  was,  he  was  sure,  not  a  matter  in 
which  their  Lordships  would  for  a  moment 
think  of  interfering  with  the  Bill  as  it 
had  passed  the  other  House,      i 

Clause  agreed  to.  / 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment  ;  1 
Amendments  made ;  and  BUI  to  be  read  I 
3*  To-morrow.  ^  ^ 
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ELECTRIC  TELEGRAPHS  BILL. 
{The  Duke  of  MnUrae.) 

(irO.    282.)      THIRD  BBADDre. 

The  Duke  of  MONTROSE,  in  moring 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time, 
Bftid,  that  in  reference  to  what  had  been 
said  on  a  previous  occasion  with  respect 
to  the  expediency  of  giving  powers  to  make 
Qse  of  the  railway  wires  in  certain  cases, 
he  desired  to  explain  that  the  Bill  contained 
a  clause  empowering  the  Postmaster  Ge- 
neral to  require  the  railways  to  carry  on 
through  their  wires  any  business  which 
might  be  necessary  for  the  convenience  of 
the  public.  The  railway  companies  wished 
to  have  independent  wires  for  their  own 
purposes,  but  they  were  willing  to  act  for 
the  Post  Office  in  cases  where  there  might 
not  happen  to  be  a  convenient  telegraph 
office  or  local  post  office. 

Bill  read  Z\ 

Lord  REDESDALE  said,  he  had  an 
Amendment  to  move  in  that  part  of  the 
Bill  which  provided  for  the  distribution  of 
money  by  the  directors  of  the  telegraph 
companies  in  recognition  of  special  ser- 
vices. This  clause  put  into  the  hands  of 
directors  and  officers  the  power  of  voting 
money  to  themselves  without  much  control, 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  only  reasonable 
that  the  arbitrator  named  in  the  Bill  should 
determine  whether  the  sum  was  reasonable 
or  not.  He,  therefore,  moved  to  insert  the 
words,  **  any  sums  so  voted  having  been 
approved  of  as  fair  by  the  arbitrator  here- 
inafter named." 

The  Ddkb  op  MONTROSE  said,  he 
could  not  agree  to  the  Amendment,  be- 
cause, if  it  were  adopted,  the  Bill  must  go 
back  to  the  Commons,  and  delay  would 
thus  be  occasioned.  The  fact  was  that  in 
the  case  for  which  the  noble  Lord  wished 
to  provide  the  shareholders  must  take  care 
of  themselves  ;  and  he  should  hope  that, 
after  the  notice  taken  of  the  subject  by  the 
noble  Lord,  shareholders  would  be  suffi- 
ciently alive  to  prevent  any  job  of  that 
sort.  The  arbitrator  was  really  not  the 
proper  person  to  settle  such  a  point  as 
this  ;  he  was  merely  to  fix  the  sum  to  be 
paid  by  the  Government  to  these  compa- 
nies, and  was  not  to  decide  between  the 
directors  and  the  shareholders. 

Amendment  negatived. 
Bill  passed. 


BABY  FARMING.— QUESTION. 

The  Eabl  of  SHAFTESBURY  said, 
he  desired  to  ask  the  Lord  President  of 
the  Council  a  Question  on  a  subject  which 
had  obtained  much  notoriety,  in  a  great 
measure  through  the  efforts  of  The  Britisk 
Medical  Journal,  the  conductors  of  which 
had  incurred  considerable  trouble  and  ex- 
pense in  searching  into  this  abominable 
system.  The  system  might  be  divided 
into  two  parts.  One,  and  a  comparatirdy 
legitimate  part,  was  the  baby  nureing 
where  infants  were  placed  out  to  niirae  by 
persons  who  really  looked  afier  them  to 
some  extent ;  the  other  part  was  the  baby 
farming,  where  infants  were  put  oal  for 
the  sole  purpose  of  being  got  rid  of  alto- 
gether, or  of  never  being  heard  of  again 
by  the  parents.  To  the  class  of  persons 
who  made  this  a  trade  belonged  Mrs. 
Winsor,  who  escaped  from  punishment  by 
a  strange  technicality  in  the  law  ;  and 
there  was  erery  reason  to  believe  that 
these  Mrs.  Winsors  were  numerous,  and 
were  carrying  on  a  large  trade  in  many 
parts  of  the  kingdom.  Such  a  state  of 
things  had  excited,  very  naturally,  much 
terror.  What,  it  was  asked,  could  be  the 
state  of  our  laws  when  they  were  found  so 
ineffectual  as  to  be  totally  unable  to  put 
down  such  practices  ?  On  the  other  band 
there  were  persons  who  relied  on  the  known 
inefficiency  of  the  law  to  enter  on  a  career 
of  crime,  and  the  knowledge  that  this 
crime  existed  and  was  not  suppressed  pro- 
duced the  worst  effect,  for  it  familiarised 
the  public  in  the  most  frightful  manner 
with  the  perpetration  of  crime,  and  taught 
them  that  it  was  not  to  be  reached  by  the 
law.  Under-these  circumstances  he  begged 
to  ask  the  Lord  President  of  the  Council, 
Whether  the  attention  of  the  Government 
has  been  directed  to  the  System  of  Baby 
Farming  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  they  intend 
to  institute  any  Inquiry  into  the  subject  ? 

The  Dukb  of  MARLBOROUGH  said, 
that  owing  to  the  Notice  of  this  Question 
which  had  been  given  by  his  noble  Friend, 
he  had  caused  some  inquiries  to  be  made 
into  the  subject.  Unfortunately  it  was  too 
true  that  a  system  of  what  was  called  baby 
farming  existed,  under  which  the  grossest 
crimes  might  be  committed.  His  noble 
Friend  had  asked  whether  the  GoTomment 
intended  to  institute  any  inquiry  into  the 
subject  ?  but  probably  the  object  which  his 
noble  Friend  had  in  view  might  be  some- 
what defeated  if  the  Government  were  to 
institute  such  an  inquiry*     He  belioTed 
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that  the  facts  were  not  Buoh  as  to  demand 
inqairj.  The  system  was  well  known. 
Persons  who  had  an  unnatural  desire  to 
get  rid  of  their  children  put  them  out  to 
nurse  in  the  charge  of  those  who,  hy  neg- 
lect or  other  methods  with  which  they  were 
familiar,  probably  hrought  ahout  the  deaths 
of  these  poor  infants.  It  was  intolerable 
that  such  acts  as  these  should  be  committed 
in  a  ciyiiised  country,  and  yet  escape  with- 
out punishment  by  the  law.  But  the  matter 
was  rather  one  of  police  than  of  sanitary 
investigation.  Measures  might  be  adopted 
for  putting  an  end  to  so  inhuman  a  prac- 
tice, either  by  registering  the  houses  of 
persons  taking  these  children  to  nurse,  or 
by  a  system  of  licensing  combined  with 
periodical  inspection  by  properly  qualified 
officers.  He  was  glad  the  noble  Barl  had 
asked  the  Question,  because  this  was  a 
subject  of  great  importance.  Gofernment 
would  turn  their  attention  to  it  during  the 
Recess,  and  he  tK>ped  they  would  be  able  to 
discover  means  which,  embodied  in  a  Bill, 
would  obviate  the  dangerous  abuses  to 
which  attention  had  been  directed. 

REGISTRATION  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

( The  Lord  Privy  Seal.) 

(no.  281.)       THIRD  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing read. 

LoBD  STRATHNAIRN :  With  a  con- 
siderable  experience  of  Ireland,  my  Lords, 
and  as  commanding  the  troops  in  that 
country,  I  cannot  refrain  from  expressing 
my  great  regret  that  the  Registration  Bill 
should  have  come  up  without  the  salutary 
measure  of  the  increase  of  polling-places. 
The  distance  and  scarcity  of  polling-places 
not  only  facilitate,  but  invite  attack  on 
voters,  and  render  necessary  the  employ- 
ment of  troops  at  elections.  The  bad  effects 
of  troops  being  thus  employed  are  so 
universally  recognised  and  have  been  so 
often  brought  before  your  Lordships  that  I 
shall  not  dilate  on  the  matter.  The  distance 
and  scarcity  of  polling-places  cause  great 
concentration  of  voters  and  the  consequent 
concentration  of  rioters,  and  necessitate 
those  long  journeys  by  road  through  a 
highly-excited  country  which  are  so  dan- 
gerous to  voters.  The  increase  and  proper 
distribution,  my  Lords,  of  polling-places 
obviate  tliese  disadvantages,  enable  electors 
to  vote  in  comparative  security,  and  render 
unnecessary  the  general  employment  of 
troops  at  elections.  If  the  increase  of 
polling*placei  in  Ireland  was  at  all  times 


called  for,  they  are  doubly  so  since,  as  was 
seen  at  the  Tipperary  and  Waterford  elec- 
tions, the  elements  of  disorder  and  intimi- 
dation have  been  organized  by  men  who 
haye  learnt  tactics  in  the  American  war. 
For  example,  barricades,  strongly  con- 
structed with  trunks  of  trees  and  large 
stones,  are  drawn  across  the  road  in  ground 
which  enables  assailants,  under  cover,  to 
attack  the  escorts  on  both  flanks  with  a 
cross-fire  of  stones.  At  one  place  in 
Waterford  one  of  these  barricades  was 
drawn  across  a  sunken  road;  on  the  al- 
most precipitous  banks  looking  into  it  were 
stationed  men  ready  to  roll  down  rocks  and 
stones  on  the  voters  as  they  passed. 
Luckily,  the  voters  took  another  road. 
If  they  had  not,  your  Lordships  can  judge 
how  many  good  farmers  and  good  soldiers 
would  have  been  killed  or  cruelly  maimed. 
At  another  place  four-cross-roads  was  se- 
lected as  the  place  of  attack,  as  favour- 
ing the  concentration  of  rioters  from  dif- 
ferent quarters.  They  arrived  at  the 
rendezvous  with  a  punctuality  which  would 
have  done  credit  to  the  Quarter  Master 
General's  Department.  They  were  placed 
in  two  lines — one  attacking,  one  in  reserve  ; 
both  under  cover.  All  the  gaps  leading 
from  the  roads  into  the  fields  had  been 
solidly  built  up  to  prevent  cavalry  clearing 
rioters  out  of  the  fields  ;  and  piles  of  large 
angular  stones  called  "smashers"  had 
been  carefully  stored  up  in  rows  on  each 
side  of  the  roads.  A  man  performing  the 
duties  of  Staff  officer  rode  continually 
during  the  collision  which  ensued  with 
orders  from  the  first  to  the  second  line. 
The  results  of  these  organized  attacks  on 
voters  and  their  escorts  were  in  the  Water- 
ford election  thirty-six  casualties  among 
the  military.  Some  of  them  were  serious. 
One,  a  corporal  of  the  Carbineers,  a  very 
good  man,  hovered  between  life  and  death 
from  concussion  of  the  brain  by  a 
*'  smasher."  Another,  a  captain  of  the 
75th,  had  his  eye  cut  out  by  a  stone. 
Under  these  circumstances,  and  as  recent 
political  events,  into  which  I  will  not  enter, 
render  it  more  than  probable  that  the 
coming  elections  will  be  unusually  stormy, 
I  venture  to  ask  my  noble  Friend  who  has 
charge  of  the  Bill  whether  it  would  not  be 
possible,  even  now  at  the  eleventh  hour,  to 
improve  the  old  law  in  a  way  which  would 
afford  some  protection  to  voters,  and  ob- 
viate the  unsparing  employment  of  troops 
at  elections.  For  I  am  sure,  my  Lords, 
that  you  will  agree  with  me  that  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  elections  in<4relana  is 
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Tery  unsAtiBfaotorjr,  and  discreditable  to 
bamaDity,  good  and  oifiliied  goTerament, 
and  the  freedom  and  independence  of  elec- 
tion. I  beg  to  saj,  my  Lords,  that  I  have 
made  theee  obserfations,  not  under  the 
influence  of  anj  party  feeling  whatefer, 
but  solely  from  a  sense  of  professions! 
feeling. 

Thb  Earl  op  MALMBSBURY  :  Cer- 
tainly,  no  authority  on  this  subject  can  be 
higher  than  that  of  the  noble  and  gallant 
Lord.      I  regret  extremely  it  is  now  too 
late  to  do' what  he  wishes  to  do — namely, 
to  increase  the  number  of  polling-places  in 
Ireland  by  an  Act  of  Parliament.     I  must 
inform  my  noble  Friend  that  the  Go?em- 
ment  had  taken  measures  for  increasing 
their  number  in  the  counties,  and  that 
clauses  with  that  object  were  prepared  and 
inserted  in  the  Registration  Bill  for  Ireland 
when  it  was  presented  to  the  House  of 
Commons.     I  regret  still  more  to  say  that 
they  met  with  so  factious,  so  unbending, 
BO  determined,  and  what,  looking  to  the 
consequences  that  may  follow,  I  may  call 
so  wicked  an  opposition,  that  the  Gofem- 
ment  were  obliged  to  withdraw  them  ;  that 
opposition  coming  from  those  who  two  years 
ago  were  adfocatcs  for  an  increased  num- 
ber of  polling'plaoes.     It  is  a  disagreeable 
thing  to  attribute  motives  to  anybody  at 
any  time ;    but,  looking  at  the  palpable 
advantage  on  the  score  of  convenience  of 
increasing  the  number  of  polling-places  in 
a  country  where,  in  some  cases,  they  are 
thirty  and  thirty-five  miles  apart,  and  see- 
ing  the  palpable  advantage  to  humanity 
and  peace,  and  the  general  good  of  society 
in  those  districts,  of  increasing  the  number 
of  polling-places,  it  is  almost  impossible 
not  to  impute  motives  as  actuating  the 
violent  manner  in  which  the  Government 
were   opposed   on   this    particular    point, 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  an  increase  of 
polling-places  in   Ireland  would  not  only 
contribute  to  the  peace  and  tranquillity  of 
the  elections,  but  would  render  it  unneces- 
sary to  employ  a  great  number  of   the 
troops  that  are  employed  to  maintain  order. 
That  of  itself  would  be  of  a  groat  advan- 
tage.    Putting  on  one  side  the  question  of 
fairness  and  justice  with  respect  to   the 
elections  in  the  counties,  the  very  fact  that 
one-half  the  number  of  troops  would  be 
required  at  the  elections  ought  to  have  been 
the  strongest  inducement  to  any  Irishman 
to  do  as  much  as  possible  to  increase  the 
number  of  polling-places.     It  is  now  too 
late  to  consider  the  question.     The  Go- 
vernment having  been  baffled  in  the  manner 
Lord  Strathnaim 


I  have  described,  I  have  only  to  sajl  tmst 
the  good  sense  of  the  people  of  IreUnd 
and  the  coarage  of  the  electors  ihemselres 
will  contribute  to  maintain  peace  and  order, 
and,  although  I  sincerely  trust  that  nothing 
of  the  sort  will  be  necessary.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  feel  it  to  be  their  duty  to 
maintain  order  if  it  is  broken,  and  I  think 
the  maintenance  of  that  order  cannot  be 
in  better  hands  than  that  of  my  noble  and 
gallant  Friend. 

Lord  DENMAN  thought  it  was  due  to 
Ireland  that  something  of  a  oonciliatory 
nature  should  be  said  before  the  close  of 
the  Session,  and  that  every  facility  ahoold 
be  given  for  electors  to  register  their  rotes, 
and  it  was  to  be  lamented  that  the  efforts 
of  the  Government  had  not  proved  saoceea- 
ful  in  this  respect.     One  of  his  first  rea- 
sons for  joining  the  party  of  the  noble  Eari 
late  at  the  hesA  of  the  GK)vernment,  as  he 
stated  to  him  by  letter,  before  his  seeming 
likely  to  be  again  in  Ofice  (in  January, 
1858),  was  his  knowledge  of  the  forbear- 
ing and  generous  conduct  at  the  time  of 
the  potato  famine  towards  his  tenants  in 
Ireland  by  remitting  their  rents  when  they 
had  not  the  means  of  paying  them,  and  by 
forgiving  them  the  severance  oi  crops,  and 
by   paying    their    passage  to  a  country 
where  they  might  better  their  condition. 
He   could    not    imagine    how    bitCemeaa 
amongst  such  emigrants  could  he  enter- 
tained.    He  had  the  honour  of  holding  a 
name  which  of  itself  promised  justice  to 
Ireland ;  and  acting  on  the  conviction  that 
Fenianism  was  not  general,  and  that  an-         ^ 
tipathy  to  England  was  not  founded  on 
the  question  of  religion,  he  had  called  the 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  GoTornment  to 
an  old  historical  document,  which  showed 
that  in  1641  there  was  an  unreasonable 
desire,  that — 

"  Such  of  the  English  as  oould  not  prescribe 
a  settlement  in  this  Kingdom  (Ireland)  for  200 
years  are  to  be  cat  off,  notwithstanding  they  be 
of  the  Romish  Sect ;  and,  what  exceeds  all,  not 
an  English  beast,  nor  any  of  that  breed,  most  be 
left  in  the  Kingdom." — [Somer*$  Tracts,  toL  5, 
p.  578.] 

This  unreasonable  prejudice,  then  as  now, 
had  no  foundation ;  and  as  the  prerogatiTO 
of  mercy  had  been  extended  at  the  hut 
moment,  he  could  not  but  hope  that  his 
intercession  in  May  of  last  year  had  helped 
to  torn  the  balance  in  farour  of  the  oon- 
yicts  whose  case  just  before  had  seemed 
hopeless  ;  and,  as  regarded  the  passing  of 
abstract  Resolutions  with  reference  to  the 
Irish  Church  they  were  Ijl^lv  to  pipfe  as 
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abortife  m  the  Appropriation  Claiae  of 
1835,  and  would  do  no  more  to  advanee 
a  settlement  in  Ireland  than  anj  yagoe 
declamation  in  Hjde  Park  oould  hare 
advanced  the  cause  of  Reform. 

Bill  read  3* ;   Amendments  made  ;  Bill 
p€U$ed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

House  adjourned  at  Seyen  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter . 

before  Four  o'clock.  I 


HOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  July  2^,  1868. 

MINUTES.  ]  —  Ptouo    Bills  —  ConmitUe  — 

District  Ciiuroh  Tithes  Act  Amendment  [246]. 
i2<»>ort— Difltrict  Church  Tithes  Act  Amendment 

[246]. 
Considered  as  amended  —  Poor  Belief  [186]  ; 

District  Church  Tithes  Act  Amendment  [246]. 
Third  Reading -^Toor  Relief  [186];   District 

Church  Tithes    Act    Amendment  [246],  and 

passed. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  ebok. 

UNITED  STATES— LIBRARY  COMMITTEE 
OF  PHILADELPHU.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  BENTINCE  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  ttie  Cor- 
respondence relatiye  to  the  recent  restora- 
tion of  certain  State  Papers  to  the  British 
Government  by  the  Library  Committee  of 
Philadelphia,  in  the  United  States  of  Ame- 
rica, and  whether  any  and  what  steps  hare 
been  taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  mark  their  sense  of  the  liberality  of  the 
Library  Committee  ? 

Ma.  SCLATER-BOOTH,  in  reply,  said, 
he  would  be  very  happy  to  lay  upon  the 
table  the  Correspondence  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  alluded.  A  set,  as  far 
as  published,  of  the  Chronicles  and  Me- 
morials of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and 
of  the  Calendars  of  State  Papers,  with 
fac-similes  in  photozincography  of  the 
Domesday  Book  and  other  national  ma- 
nuscripts, being  in  all  156  volumes,  uni- 
formly bound,  was  sent  to  the  Philadel- 
phia Library  Committee  by  the  Lords  of 
the  Treasury  in  grateful  acknowledgment 
of  the  honourable  and  disinterested  feel- 
ings which  prompted^  their  gift.  The  Di- 
reotors  have  returned'  thanks  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Goyemment  for  this  munifioent 
donatio. 


Mr.  M'CULLAGH  TOBRENS  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, If  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  any 
official  acknowledgment  of  "  the  discern- 
ment and  judicious  course  of  action" 
whereby,  as  stated  by  the  Master  of  the 
Bolls,  five  valuable  volumes  of  original 
State  Papers,  tempore  James  I.,  were  re- 
covered by  Mr.  Hepworth  Dixon  for  the 
benefit  of  the  nation  ? 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  he  had 
inquired  into  the  subject,  but  could  not 
find  that  there  had  been  any  Correspon- 
dence or  communication  between  Mr. 
Hepworth  Dixon  and  the  Lords  of  the 
Treiasury  with  reference  to  this  matter. 
The  remark  of  the  hon.  Member  was  cor- 
rect that  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  in  his 
published  Report  had  stated  that  it  was 
entirely  owing  to  the  zealous  activity  of 
Mr.  Hepworth  Dixon  that  these  valuable 
muniments  had  been  restored  to  the  British 
nation. 

ARMY— WIMBLEDON  MEETING. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  BAZLEY  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther Corporal  Peake,  who  won  the  Prize 
at  Wimbledon,  but  of  which  he  is  reported 
to  have  been  deprived,  will  be  otherwise 
rewarded  ;  and  in  the  event  of  a  non-re- 
gulation wad  having  been  used  and  con- 
tributed to  his  success,  whether  that  wad 
will  be  introduced  into  the  Service  ? 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON,  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  unable  to  answer  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member.  The  shooting 
for  the  prizes  at  Wimbledon  was  carried 
on  under  the  management  of  the  National 
Rifle  Association,  which  was  a  private  so- 
ciety, and  not  in  any  way  connected  with 
the  War  Office,  and  therefore  he  had  no 
official  knowledge  of  what  had  occurred 
on  the  occasion  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member. 

ARMY— MARCH  OF  TROOPS  FROM 

ALDERSHOT  TO  SANDHURST. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  must 
request  permission  to  answer  a  Question 
which  had  been  put  to  him  yesterday  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Nottingham  (Mr. 
Osborne),  which  he  was  then  unable  to 
answer  f^om  want  of  information  on  the 
subject.  The  hon.  Member  asked  him 
whether  it  was  true  that  during  the  march 
of  a  flying  squadron  from  Aldershot  niner 


1903 


Public 


(COKMONS) 


Schoob  Bin. 


1904 


men  had  been  attacked  by  annatrokey  and 
upwards  of  eighty-seven  men  sent  to  the 
hospital  in  conseqaence  of  sickness  caused 
by  the  intensity  of  the  heat  ?  He  had  in- 
formed the  hon.  Member  yesterday  that 
he  had  at  that  time  received  no  informa- 
tion upon  the  subject,  but  that  he  would 
make  it  his  duty  to  ascertain  what  the 
real  facts  of  the  case  were.  He  had  that 
morning  received  a  letter  from  Sir  James 
Yorke  Scarlett,  Commander-in-Chief  at 
Aldershot,  in  which  that  gallant  officer 
stated  his  great  regret  that  such  exagge- 
rated statements  should  have  found  their 
way  into  the  public  newspapers.  He  held 
in  his  hand  a  telegram  which  had  been 
received  from  Aldershot  yesterday  evening, 
and  sent  by  Sir  James  Yorke  Scarlett, 
which  stated  that  during  the  three  days 
that  the  flying  squadron  was  on  the  march 
only  three  men  were  sent  into  the  hospital, 
that  no  cases  of  sunstroke  had  occurred, 
and  that  there  was  only  one  slight  surgi- 
cal case.  It  would  be  recollected  that  the 
heat  on  the  first  day  of  the  march  was 
very  great,  but  he  was  happy  to  say  that 
all  the  cases  of  sickness  were  of  a  most 
trifling  character. 

Mb.  NEATE  said,  he  wished  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
received  information  that  on  a  late  occa- 
sion, when  the  Household  Brigade  was 
iuspected  at  Wormwood  Scrubs,  six  men 
had  to  be  carried  off  the  ground  and  eight 
others  were  sent  to  the  hospital  ? 

Sp  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  had 
received  no  information  upon  the  subject 
of  the  hon.  Member's  Question.  He  would 
make  inquiry  into  the  matter,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  statement  would  prove 
equally  unfounded  with  that  to  which  he 
had  just  referred. 

PUBLIC  SCHOOLS  BILL-[Bill  185.] 

(Mr.  Walpole,  Sir  Stafford  Nariheote,  Mr.  Seere- 

taury  OcAhome  Hardy.) 

LOBDS'     AHEKDHEKTS. 

Lords'  Amendments  eonaid&red. 

Mb.  WALPOLE  said,  the  Amendments 
introduced  in  the  House  of  Lords  into  this 
Bill  were  four  in  number.  By  the  first 
of  those  Amendments  the  time  allowed  to 
the  Governing  Bodies  of  the  Public  Schools 
as  constituted  by  the  Bill  for  exercising 
their  power  of  proposing  new  Gk)veming 
Bodies  was  extended  from  the  Ist  of  Jan- 
uary, 1869,  to  the  Ist  of  May  in  that  year, 
provision  being  made  for  a  month's  fur- 
ther extension  by  an  Order  in  Council.  To 
Sir  John  Pakington 


this  Amendment  he  had  no  objectioiL  to 
offer.  The  second  Amendment  empowered 
the  Governing  Bodies  to  found  exhibitions 
to  be  endowed  out  of  the  property  of  the 
Schools.  To  this  also  he  had  no  objecUon 
to  offer.  The  third  Amendment,  of  which 
he  also  approved,  referred  to  Westminster 
School.  The  House  would  remember  that 
originally  a  sum  of  not  less  than  £3,500, 
and  not  more  than  £4,000,  was  to  be 
given  by  the  Chapter  for  the  purposes  of 
the  School,  and  certain  buildings  were  to 
be  assigned  for  its  benefit.  The  Lords  had, 
with  the  full  concurrence  of  the  Chapt^ 
and  the  governing  "body  of  the  School, 
altered  that  provision,  in  order  to  make  it 
more  effectual.  The  School  might  nov 
receive  a  sum  of  not  less  than  £4,000, 
and  the  difference  between  the  J&3^600 
and  the  £4,000  would  be  capitaHzed  he 
the  benefit  of  the  school  duriog  the  lifeia- 
terest  of  certain  persons  who  have  hooses 
to  be  assigned  to  the  School.  The  foorth 
and  last  of  the  Amendments  altered  the 
number  of  the  Special  Commissioners  Iran 
seven  to  nine,  by  adding  to  the  names 
already  agreed  upon  those  of  Canon 
Blakedey  and  Sir  Eoundell  Palmer.  There 
could  be  no  difference  of  opinion  with 
respect  to  the  eminent  fitness  of  these  two 
gentlemen  for  the  office;  bat  he  might 
express  his  conviction  that  nine  was  too 
large  a  working  number;  and  that,  by  the 
addition,  the  balance  of  the  Commission, 
both  political  and  professional,  would  be 
very  materially  disturbed.  He  should 
move,  therefore,  that  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments be  agreed  to,  with  this  exception ; 
and  that  the  fourth  Amendment  he  dis- 
agreed to. 

Mb.  AYKTOT^  said,  he  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  adhere  to  the  Bill,  as  fa 
as  regarded  the  number  of  the  Special 
Commissioners,  as  it  was  sent  np  by  th^n 
to  the  House  of  Lords.  He  thought  tiiat 
course  would  be  more  likely  to  giye  gene- 
ral satisfaction. 

Amendments  agreed  ^,  as  &r  as  tiie 
Amendment  in  page  9,  line  4. 

Page  9,  line  10,  the  next  Amendmenty 
read  a  second  time. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  admit- 
ted that  if  it  had  been  desirable  to  increase 
the  number  of  the  Special  Commiasioneis 
the  names  added  by  the  House  of  Locds 
would  deserve  very  respectful  considera- 
tion. But  it  was  from  the  first  thought 
desirable  to  limit  the  Commission  to  soTen 
Members ;    and    that   proposition,    after 
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being  carefolly  considered  by  the  Ooyern- 
ment,  had  been  accepted  by  the  House, 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  undesirable  to 
disturb  it,  even  by  adding  to  the  Commis- 
sion two  such  distinguished  names  as 
those  which  had  been  proposed.  He  there- 
fore thought  they  had  better  adhere  to  the 
arrangement  made  by  the  Select  Commit- 
tee, and  in  that  view  his  Colleagues 
agreed.  He  moved  that  the  House  should 
disagree  with  the  Lords'  Amendmenti 
which  proposed  to  add  to  the  Commission. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*•  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with  The 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — {Sir 
Stafford  NortheoU.) 

Mr.  BOUYEBIE  said,  he  did  not  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote).  It  must  have  been  a  strong 
sentiment  which  had  influenced  the  other 
House  in  the  matter.  He  could  not  be- 
lieye  that  the  two  additional  Members 
added  to  the  Commission^  by  the  House  of 
Lords  would  render  the  number  of  Com- 
missioners excessive ;  and  the  two  names 
which  had  been  chosen  were  those  of 
men  of  distinguished  eminence.  Probably 
among  the  whole  of  the  graduates  of  Cam- 
bridge TJniversity  there  was  not  one  more 
thoroughly  qualified  to  deal  with  questions 
of  the  nature  referred  to  the  Commission 
than  Canon  Blakesley,  or  who  by  his  at- 
tainments occupied  a  more  conspicuous 
position  in  the  world  of  science.  It  would, 
he  believed,  be  a  serious  loss  to  the  public 
service,  and  a  great  disadvantage  to  the 
Public  Schools  themselves,  if  they  had  not 
upon  the  Commission  the  benefit  of  Canon 
Blakesley's  services.  The  reason  why  his 
name,  which  had  been  originally  on  the 
list,  was  struck  off,  was  because  St.  Paul's 
School,  of  which  he  was  an  almoner, 
having  been  exempted  from  the  operation 
of  the  Commission,  it  was  supposed  that 
his  name,  as  representing  the  School,  ought 
no  longer  to  be  retained.  That,  however, 
was  a  great  mistake,  for  it  was  not  in  any 
such  representative  capacity  that  he  had 
been  originally  chosen ;  and  the  House  of 
Lords,  by  a  great  majority,  restored  the 
name,  in  conjunction  with  that  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bichmond  (Sir 
Eoundell  Palmer).  Having  himself  been 
first  to  a  Public  School  and  afterwards  to 
Cambridge,  he  was  in  a  position  to  speak 
confidently  as  to  the  reputation  of  Canon 
Blakesley,  and  the  esteem  in  which  his  at- 
tainments were  held.  He  (Mr.  Bouverie) 
should  divide  the  House  upon  the  Motion. 


Mb.  POWELL,  as  a  Member  of  the 
Select  Committee,  denied  that  Canon 
Blakesley's  name  had  been  omitted  be- 
cause St.  Paul's  School  had  first  been  re- 
moved from  the  list.  There  were  other 
considerations,  by  no  means  disrespectful 
to  Canon  Bli^esley,  but  arising  from  the 
desire  to  have  a  well-balanced  Commis- 
sion, which  should  fairly  represent  the 
different  views  entertained  with  reference 
to  education,  without  giving  a  preponder- 
ance to  any.  He  was  quite  certain  that, 
as  at  present  constituted,  advanced  views 
would  have  great  power  in  the  Commis- 
sion. 

Mr.  NEWDBGATE,  as  an  Oxford 
man,  thought  that  the  addition  of  the 
name  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bichmond  (Sir  Boundell  Palmer)  to  the 
Commission  would  give  increased  confi- 
dence in  the  operation  of  that  body  to 
those  who  were  connected  with  the  TJni- 
versity of  Oxford  and  to  many  Members 
of  this  House.  He  therefore  trusted  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  not  per- 
severe in  their  Opposition  to  the  Amend- 
ment. That  opposition  had  the  appearance 
of  a  party  opposition,  and  there  was  no 
reason  whatever  for  differing  from  the 
House  of  Lords  in  the  matter.  He  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  remembered  the  distinguished 
part  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bichmond  took  in  the  discussions  on 
the  Oxford  University  Bill,  and  the  great 
majority  of  Oxford  men  felt  very  grateful 
to  him  for  the  part  he  took  upon  that  dis- 
cussion. They  found  in  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  a  person  imbued  with 
the  spirit  of  industry,  and  in  every  way 
competent  by  attainments  and  ability  to 
deal  with  the  subject  of  the  regulation  of 
the  University  to  which  he  belonged.  As 
a  man  who  had  been  to  these  Public 
Schools,  and  as  connected  with  the  Go- 
verning Body  of  one  of  them,  he  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  most  emphatically  asserted 
that  there  would  be  greater  confidence 
placed  in  the  constitution  of  the  Commis- 
sion, and  that  its  operations  would  carry 
greater  weight  if  the  name  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bichmond  was, 
according  to  the  recommendation  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  retained  on  the  Commis- 
sion. Although  the  Commission  was,  of 
course,  nominated  by  the  Government,  it 
was  to  be  a  Parliamentary  Commission 
with  enormous  powers  conferred  upon  it 
by  Parliament.  Now,  Parliament  con- 
sisted of  the  House  of  Commons  and  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  he  beliered  that 


Digitized  by 


O 


le 


1907 


P<^ 


(COXHONS) 


BOie/jm. 


IMS 


if  the  Hoiue  of  Lordi  exerased  tiieir  un- 
doubted priyilege  dT  snggeetiiig  two  addi- 
tional men  to  whom  indiyidoally  no  pot- 
Bible  objection  conld  be  taken,  it  would 
be  a  graceless  act  for  this  House  to  object 
to  that  addition.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Biohmond  was  eminently 
qualified  for  the  work,  and  he  stood  as 
high  among  Members  of  this  House  as  he 
stood  in  the  profession  to  which  he  was 
BO  distinguished  an  ornament. 

Mb.  DENMAN  said,  he  thought  it  only 
reasonable  that  in  this  psrticular  instance 
the  House  of  Lords  should  have  a  voioe. 
They  had  treated  with  the  greatest  tender- 
ness the  recommendations  of  the  House  of 
Commons ;  they  had  not  displaced  a  single 
one  of  the  seren  names  which  were  in- 
serted, but  had  added  the  names  of  two 
other  extremely  eminent  men,  which  they 
felt  would  add  weight  to  the  Oommission. 
A  Commission  of  nine  members  would 
only  difier  from  a  Commission  of  seren  in 
the  greater  knowledge,  experience,  and 
inquiring  power  which  it  would  possess. 
It  would  be  a  most  ungracious  act  to 
press  for  the  omission  of  these  names. 
Canon  Blakesley,  whom  he  had  known 
for  a  great  many  years,  was  one  of  the 
most  able  and  universally  well-informed 
of  all  the  tutors  at  Trinity  College,  Cam- 
bridge, and  so  scrupulous  was  he  in  his 
desire  to  act  impartially  as  a  Commissioner 
that  during  the  two  years  in  which  he  had 
now  been  designated  as  a  Commissioner, 
he  had  purposely  abstained  from  taking  an 
active  part  in  the  discussion  of  educational 
subjects  in  public,  which  he  would  other- 
wise have  been  anxious  to  do.  The  hoq. 
and  learned  Member  far  Richmond  (Sir 
Boundell  Palmer)  was  also  admirably 
qualified  for  being  placed  upon  the  Com- 
mission. 

Mb.  NEATE  also  thought  the  addition 
of  the  name  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bichmond  (Sir  Boundell  Palmer) 
would  be  very  desirable,  as  his  legal  au- 
thority would  add  great  weight  to  the 
Commission,  while  his  long  experience  as 
Attorney  General  would  enable  him  to 
moderate  between  the  extreme  elements 
upon  the  Commission. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  that  if  the  Com- 
mission  was  now  a  ^well-balanced  one  it 
would  not  be  advisable  to  interfere  with 
it  by  the  addition  of  names,  however  dis- 
tinguished, if  the  effect  of  so  doing  would 
be  to  destroy  the  balance  of  opinion.  He 
should  vote  with  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India. 

Mr.  NfwdfffoU 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided:  —  Ayes  M ;  Koes 
18 :  Minority  10. 
Other  Amendments  di9agreed  to. 
Subsequent  Amendments  agreed  io. 

Gommittee  appointed,  **  to  draw  up  ReaMOS  to 
be  assigned  to  The  Lords  for  disagreeing  to  tbe 
Amendments  to  which  this  House  hath  dis- 
agreed :*' — Sir  Statfobd  Northcotb,  Mr.  Wal- 
TOiM,  Lord  RoBiBT  MoxTAOU,  The  Juimib  Aiovo- 
CAXB,  Mr.  KoBL,  and  Mr.  WwawMomM :  —  To 
withdraw  immediatelj ;  Tluree  to  be  the  qv 
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Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Me.  NEATE  moved  the  insertion  of  a 
new  clause,  (Greater  uniformity  in  treat- 
ment of   casual    poor).     The    hon.    and 
learned  Member  observed  that  there  was  a 
competition  of  cruelty  on  the  part  of  the 
different  unions.     They  were  constantly 
inquiring   what    was    the  maximum  of 
labour,  and  what  was  the  minimum  of 
accommodation  for  the  casual  poor.     The 
result  was,  the  treatment  of  that  class  of 
paupers  sank  in  some  cases   below  tiie 
level  of  humanity.    He  believed  the  Poor 
Law  Board  intended  to  issue  a  Circular  to 
the  various  unions  with  the  view  of  hav- 
ing a  uniform  system.     He  was  in  favour 
of  uniformity  as  among  the  unions  ;  but 
he  thought  the  principle  of  uniformity, 
as  to  the  treatment  of  all  persons  ooming 
under  the  denomination  of  "casual  poor" 
had  been  carried  too  far  already.     JTt  was 
true  that  very  many  of   those    persons 
adopted  a  vagrant  life  voluntarily  ;  but 
there  was  a  large  minority  of  the  casual 
poor  who  were  in  that  wretched  condition 
from  no  fault  of  their  own.     Magistrates, 
in  many  cases,  told  prisoners  who  were 
brought  before  them  as  vagrants  that  "  if 
they  would  take  themselves  off  to  some 
other  districts  they  might  be  discharged 
at  once."    But  this  was  altogether  foreign 
to  the  purpose  for  which  they  were  ap- 
pointed, and  it  would  be  attended  with 
good  results  if  the  Home  Secretary  were 
now  and  then  to  remind  magistrates  so 
acting  that  they  sat  not  as  protectors  of 
the  rates,  but  as  administrators  of  the  law. 
A  distinction  ought  to  be  drawn  between 
mere  vagrants  and   persons  temporarily 
destitute.    Mere  vagrants  oi^ht  never  to 
be  sent  to  the  workhouse,  for  they  knew 
perfectly  well  that  the  only  courses   of 
living  which  they  followed  were  beggary 
or  robbery,  with  now  and  then  a  mixtnre 
of  the  two.    It  ivould  be  very  desirable  If 
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some  statement  were  given  to  the  House 
of  the  intention  of  the  Poor  Law  Board 
with  reference  to  this  suhject,  which  de- 
served, if  time  allowed  it,  a  much  fuller 
discussion. 

Clause  (Greater  uniformity  in  treatment 
of  casual  poor,) — (Mr,  Ideate,)  —  brought 
tip,  and  read  the  first  time* 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  said  Clause  he  now  read  a 
second  time." 

SiE  MICHAEL  HICKSBEACH  ex- 
pressed  regret  that  bis  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  in  accordance  with  the  Notice 
which  had  been  given,  had  not  brought 
forward  this  suhject  at  an  earlier  period  of 
the  Session,  when  it  might  have  received 
that  careful  consideration  which  its  im 
portance  demanded.  The  first  portion  of 
the  clause  related  to  the  issuing  of  orders 
prescribing  the  time  and  conditions  of  the 
admission  of  casual  poor  into  the  work- 
house; and  the  second  enacted  that  va- 
grants should  be  detained  in  the  work- 
house a  certain  specified  time  after  their 
admission.  He  doubted  the  wisdom  of 
the  latter  provision  because  it  would  natu- 
rally occur  that  vagrants  would  avoid  the 
workhouse,  seeing  they  were  liable  to  be 
detained.  The  visiting  of  the  casual  poor 
by  one  or  more  Guardians  was  a  thing 
which  he  considered  would  be  impossible 
to  carry  out.  So  much  for  the  clause. 
Then  came  the  question  as  to  what  were 
the  intentions  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment with  reference  to  the  order  proposed 
to  be  issued  ?  In  reply,  he  had  to  say  that 
the  Poor  Law  Board  were  fully  conscious 
of  the  need  of  uniformity  in  dealing  with 
this  matter.  It  was  obvious  that  no  sys- 
tem which  endeavoured  to  separate  the 
really  deserving  poor  from  the  vagrants 
would  be  successful  unless  uniformity  were 
had  recourse  to.  Vagrancy  had  increased 
very  considerably  all  over  the  country 
within  the  last  two  years,  owing,  doubtless, 
to  the  financial  crisis  and  the  consequent 
absence  of  employment.  But  in  the  me- 
tropolis, where  a  novel  system  of  dealing 
with  vagrants  had  been  adopted,  it  was 
found  that  the  proportion  of  vagrants  in 
London  in  January,  1868,  had  only  in- 
creased by  11^  per  cent  over  the  number 
in  January,  1866,  whereas  throughout  the 
rest  of  the  country  the  increase  of  vagrants 
was  no  less  than  50  per  cent.  That  clearly 
proved  that  the  practice  in  London  was 
better  than  the  practice  in  the  rest  of  the 
country,  and  accordingly  tiie  Poor  Law 


Board  had  it  in  contemplation  by  a  General 
Order  to  extend  the  system  which  had 
already  been  found  so  beneficial  in  prac- 
tice. It  would  be  required,  for  instance, 
that  Guardians  should  take  the  responsi- 
bility of  a  sound  and  vigilant  discrimina- 
tion between  deserving  travellers  in  search 
of  work  and  professional  vagrants  not 
really  destitute,  by  the  appointment  of 
officers  capable  of  exercising  such  discri- 
mination ;  and  that  where  practicable  the 
poUoe  should  be  appointed  assistant  re- 
lieving officers.  Another  provision  would 
be  that  a  proper  search  should  be  insti- 
tuted, to  secure  that  persons  applying  for 
relief  should  have  no  means  of  obtaining 
lodging  or  food  in  any^ther  way.  A  book 
of  descriptions  would  also  be  kept,  in 
which  the  persons  of  the  vagrants,  to- 
gether with  their  line  of  travel,  would  be 
described.  Again,  it  was  very  desirable 
that  uniformily  should  be  secured,  at  least 
between  neighbouring  unions,  in  the  diet 
and  lodging  of  vagrants,  and  also  in  the 
task  of  work  which  they  would  have  to 
do  in  return  for  their  lodging  and  food  ; 
and  some  provision  might  well  be  made 
under  this  head  for  increasing  their  task 
of  work  in  the  case  of  continued  applica- 
tions for  relief  by  habitual  tramps.  With 
regard  to  the  accommodation  of  tramps,  it 
would  be  very  desirable  that  baths  should 
be  provided  in  all  cases,  and  that  each 
person  should  have  a  separate  or  divided 
bed  place.  The  forthcoming  Order  would 
likewise  suggest  in  cases  where  it  might  be 
practicable  ti^at  the  accommodation  for  de- 
serving travellers  should  be  di£ferent  from 
that  given  to  professional  vagrants.  He 
trusted  that  the  provisions  of  the  Order,  as 
he  had  sketched  them  out,  would  be  satis- 
factory to  the  House,  and  would  be  pro- 
ductive of  beneficial  effects  in  checking 
vagrancy ;  at  all  events,  the  attempt  was 
well  worth  making.  In  another  respect 
dso  it  might  be  found  possible  to  assimi- 
late the  practice  in  rural  districts  to  that 
which  obtained  in  the  metropolis.  In 
the  country  the  expense  of  maintaining 
vagrants  was  sustained  by  the  unions 
separately,  while  in  London  it  was  thrown 
on  the  common  fund.  And  there  was  a 
reason  for  putting  this  charge  upon  the 
common  fund  which  did  not  hold  good  in 
other  cases,  that  with  regard  to  vagrants 
that  knowledge  of  local  circumstances, 
which  was  the  safeguard  of  local  adminis- 
tration, did  not  apply.  Vagrants  were 
generally  the  poor  of  the  oountrv,  and  not 
of  any  particular  union,  and,  looking  at 
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the  matter  in  that  light,  it  might  he  a 
Buhjcot  for  future  consideration  whether, 
hy  analogy  to  the  common  fund  in  the 
metropolis,  the  charges  for  vagrants  might 
not  he  thrown  upon  the  county  ratee.     It 
might  also  he  matter  for  consideration  on 
some  future  occcasion  whether  the  care  and 
custody  of  vagrants  might  not  he  put  en- 
tirely into  the  hands  of  the  police.     How- 
ever, nothing  of  this  kind  was  proposed 
to  he  done  by  the  Order  which  was  shortly 
to   be  issued,  and  he  merely  mentioned 
these  points  for  the  information  of  hon. 
Members.     There  was  one  thing  which 
would  do  even  more  to  check  vagrancy 
than   any  improvement,    however  meri- 
torious, in  local  administration,  and  that 
was,  if  some  means  could  be  devised  of 
checking  the  mistaken  bestowal  of  alms 
by  the  charitable  public.   When  the  public 
came  to  understand  that  persons  really  in 
want  of  relief  could  obtam  it  either  ^m 
the  poor  or  from  the  county  rates,  they 
would  be  less  disposed,  he  hoped,  to  be- 
stow mistaken  charity  than  they  were  at 
present.   But  as  long  as  the  indiscriminate 
bestowal  of  alms  to  anybody  who  asked 
for  them  continued — and  it  was  always 
easier  to  give  than  to  refuse— vagrancy 
must  continue  to  flourish  in  this  country. 
Mb.  HENLEY  considered  the  subject 
dealt  with  by  the  clause  before  the  House 
one  of  the  gravest  importance.     He  was 
very  glad  that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Neate)  was 
not  going  to  press  his  Motion,  because  he 
did  not  think  it  went  to  the  root  of  the 
question.    This  matter  of  vagrancy  would, 
in  his  opinion,  never  be  ameliorated  unless 
they  treated  casual  poor  as  they  treated  all 
other  classes  of  poor.     The  present  sys- 
tem was  really  nothing  more  than  a  system 
of  shifts  and  contriyances  in  order  to  throw 
the  burden  of  maintaining  vagrants  off  the 
shoulders  of  one   parish    upon    another, 
Instead  of  meeting  the  evil,  or  attempting 
to  face  it,  we  strove  to  shift  these  vagrants 
from  one  place  to  another  at  the  least  pos- 
sible expense  and  inconvenience.    Thus 
we  had  some  50,000  people  constantly 
circulating  all  round  the  country,  and  prov- 
ing just  as  great  a  burden  to  the  ratepayers 
as  they  would  be  if  settled  in  one  place, 
and  had  the  means  afforded  them  of  Uving 
decently,  instead  of  being,  as  they  were, 
a  curse  to  the  whole  body  politic.     Unless 
the  question  were  looked  upon  in  this  large 
view,  they  would  never  be  successful  in 
abating  this  great  pest  to  society.     The 
present  system  reminded  him  of  hunting 
Sir  M%oha§l  S%ch'B$aeh 


crows  from  one  field  in  order  to  let  them 
settle  down  upon  another.  The  evil  would 
never  be  abated  unless  they  grappled  with 
it  boldly  and  in  a  laige  comprehensiTe 
manner. 

Motion   and  Clause,    by   leave,   tDHk- 
drawn. 

Bill  read  the  third  time. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE*:  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  hope  the  House  will  not  think  me  oa- 
reasonabb  if  I  move  at  this  stage  of  the 
Bill  that  Clause  3  be  struck  out.  I  shall 
also  have  to  object  to  clauses  from  6  to 
12  inclusive,  which  are  connected  with 
Clause  3  in  substance ;  but  the  clause  to 
which  I  now  object  is  the  3rd.  By  that 
clause  the  Poor  Law  Board  is  enabled, 
after  giving  notice  to  the  Guardians,  to 
appoint  what  officers  it  may  think  fit  ii 
any  or  each  union  of  this  country,  and  to 
direct  what  salaries  shall  be  paid  to  then 
officers  out  of  the  rates,  thereby  acquiring 
a  power  totally  to  supersede  every  Board 
of  Guardians  in  the  country  with  reference 
to  the  appointment  of  officers  and  the  pay- 
ment of  these  officers  out  of  the  rates, 
which  each  Board  of  Guardians  is  bound 
to  collect.  This,  Sir,  is  a  very  decided 
step  towards  the  establishment  of  a  cen- 
tralized power ;  and  I  further  find  that 
it  is  understood  in  the  House  that  this 
step  is  taken  with  the  immediate  view  of 
appointing  chaplains  of  other  denomiot- 
tions  than  the  Church  of  England,  and 
among  these  Roman  Catholic  priced  S8 
chaplains.  We  have  had  some  discnssioi 
upon  this  clause,  and  a  division.  Thii 
clause  is  mixed  up  with  misoelianeoQi 
clauses  in  this  Bill,  but  taken  in  connee- 
tion  with  the  clauses  from  6  to  12.  inclu- 
sive, it  constitutes  a  separate  portion  <^ 
the  Bill ;  this  is  understood  and  acknow- 
ledged. I  wish,  then,  to  show  the  House 
the  sort  of  sense  in  which  these  provisioDB, 
when  taken  together,  are  understood  bj 
the  conductors  of  some  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic papers.  Last  Saturday  there  ap- 
peared an  article  on  the  subject  of  thest 
clauses  in  The  Weekly  Regieter^  a  well- 
known  Ultramontane  Roman  Catholie 
paper,  and  I  will  take  the  liberty  of 
reading  the  concluding  portion  of  thtt 
article  to  the  House,  in  order  to  warn  the 
House  and  to  warn  the  country  of  the 
sort  of  operations  that  the  conductors  of 
this  newspaper  expect  the  clauses,  to  which 
I  have  alluded,  will  have,  when  the  power 
they  confer  is  enforced  by  the  Poor  Law 
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Board.  This  is  the  oondnsion  of  the 
article— 

**  As  the  Bill  bM  alreadj  pMied  the  Honie  of 
Lordi,  it  will  be  law  in  a  day  or  two,  and  the 
Marylebone,  Panoras,  and  Chelsea  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians will  haTo  lost  their  proselytizing  power,  and 
be  compelled  to  carry  the  Poor  Law  into  efB&ct,  in 
accordance  with  the  enlightened  and  generous 
▼lews  of  the  Whig  and  Tory  GoTemments,  and 
of  the  two  great  parties  in  Parliament.  We  pro- 
mise these  low-bred,  discomfited  bigots  that  Uiey 
may  calculate  upon  a  rigid  surreilTance  of  their 
future  conduct,  and  upon  the  adoption  of  energetic 
measures  to  force  them  to  do  their  duty,  however 
sorely  it  may  go  against  their  grain." 

Now.  Sir^  no  one  can  read  this  paragraph, 
which  is  strictly  in  accordance  with  the 
tenour  of  the  whole  article,  without  seeing 
that  the  conductors  of  this  newspaper — 
which  is  a  very  influential  Boman  Catho- 
lic organ,  advocating  Ultramontane  prin- 
ciples-—consider  that  these  clauses  in  the 
Bill  are  Tirtuallj  penal  upon  the  Guardians 
of  the  unions  to  which  they  allude — nay, 
more,  virtually  penal  upon  the  Guardians 
of  the  unions  throughout  the  whole  coun- 
try. It  is  obvious.  Sir,  that  a  law  is  not 
less  a  law  because  it  passes  this  House, 
when  there  are  not  above  100  Members 
remaining  in  town  to  attend  our  Sittings 

I  than  if  it  had  passed  in  a  House  of  600 
Members  ;  and  my  conviction  is  that  these 
clauses  would  not  have  passed  unless  the 

[        House  had  been  in  the  feeble  condition  in 

I        which  it  is  usually  found  during  the  dog 

i  days.  These  clauses  will,  nevertheless, 
have  the  force  of  law.     There  were  but 

L  two  Amendments  made  on  these  clauses. 
Both  of  them  were  made  last  night.  The 
first    Amendment    was    to    this  effect — 

^  whereas,  the  1 0th  clause  stood  so  that 
every  adult  pauper,  every  adult  inmate  of 
a  union-house,  would  be  compelled,  whe- 
ther he  or  she  liked  it,  or  whether  they 
disliked  it,  to  receive  the  visitation  of  a 

,  minister  of  the  particular  denomination, 
to  which  such  pauper  inmate  was  entered 
on  the  Greed  Begister,  as  belonging.  The 
House  was  last  night  merciful  enough  to 
decide,  that,  if  after  once  receiving  the 
visitation  of  such  minister  or  priest^  any 
pauper  objected  to  a  renewal  of  the  visita- 
tion, he  should  not  be  compelled  again  to 
submit  to  it.  We  had  a  division  upon 
that  point,  in  which  those  Members,  who 
have  been  the  most  active  promoters  of 
these  clauses  voted  against  this  Amend- 
ment; for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  0.  P. 
Yilliers)  proposed  an  Amendment  upon 
that  Amendment — whereby  he  would  have 


again  interposed  the  authority  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board,  that  of  the  central  authority— 
to  control  the  freedom,  the  discretion  given 
in  this  Amendment,  to  the  unhappy  pauper 
as  to  whether  he  would  continue  to  receive 
or  would  decline  the  ministration  of  the 
priest  or  minister  of  the  denomination  to 
which  he  is  under  the  Bill  to  be  regis- 
tered as  belonging.  This  Amendment  was 
rejected,  but  the  Amendment  which  the 
House  has  adopted  goes  only  to  this  — 
There  is  no  power  in  the  man  to  alter  the 
description  of  the  religion  to  which  he  is 
held  to  belong  in  the  Begister,  the  entry 
being  made  in  the  first  instance  when  he 
comes  into  the  union-house ;  but  he  may 
object  to  receive  the  ministrations  of  the 
individual  minister  or  priest  after  he  has 
been  once  visited  by  him.  Now,  I  say 
that  this  exception  which  we  introduced 
last  night  in  favour  of  the  religious  free- 
dom of  the  individual,  small  as  it  is,  un- 
mistakeably  proves  the  stringent  character 
of  the  whole  measure.  But  there  was  ano- 
ther Amendment  made  last  night,  and  it 
is  still  more  remarkable.  When  the  title 
of  the  Bill  was  read  the  learned  Lord 
Advocate — and  the  Lord  Advocate  is  al- 
ways held  to  be  the  Minister  for  Scotland 
in  this  House  —  moved,  that  the  title  of 
the  Bill  should  be  altered  so  as  to  mark 
clearly  that  the  operation  of  the  Bill  is 
limited  to  England  and  Wales.  As  a  good 
Scotchman,  the  Lord  Advocate  has  taken 
care  to  exclude  his  own  country  from  the 
operation  of  the  measure.  Sir,  it  is  a  well- 
known  fact  that  the  policy  of  the  Ultra- 
montane party,  in  this  and  every  country, 
where  the  State  is  not  Boman  Catholic,  is 
to  secularize  the  State ;  to  divorce  the  State 
from  all  connection  with  any  religion  as 
its  own.  The  operation  of  these  clauses 
will  be  to  constitute  the  Poor  Law  Board, 
which  is  a  secular  Board,  but  which,  as 
has  been  over  and  over  again  stated  in  the 
course  of  the  debates  on  this  Bill,  is  at 
present  subject  to,  and  acting  under.  Ul- 
tramontane influences — [**  No,  no !"]  —  I 
say  that  has  been  over  and  over  again 
stated,  and  that  no  one  has  denied  it  in 
debate.  The  operation  of  these  clauses  is, 
I  repeat,  to  constitute  that  secular  Board 
the  supreme  judge  of  the  religion  of  the 
inmates  of  those  workhouses  ;  the  supreme 
judge  of  the  religion  in  which  the  children 
in  those  workhouses  shall  be  brought  up; 
the  sole  arbiter  as  to  which  of  the  various 
religious  denominations  in  this  country 
the  religious  teaching  of  deserted  children 
shall  be  committed.    Take  then  this  Bill^ 
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as  ezamplified  by  these  daiiS6s»  «id  it  is 
clear  that  the  central  power  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board  is  to  orer-ride  the  GKiardians  of 
every  union  in  the  country  with  respeot 
to  the  appointment  of  officers  and  the  al- 
lotment of  salaries  to  those  officers.  A 
Creed  B^:i8ter  is  for  the  first  time  estab- 
lished as  a  pnblic  doonment;  not  as  a 
doonment  in  the  manner  it  has  hitherto 
existed,  for  the  information  of  the  Guar- 
dians only,  and  for  their  guidance,  but  as 
a  public  document  open  to  the  ministers 
of  every  denomination  in  order  that  they 
may  claim  the  inmates  of  those  work- 
houses according  to  the  description  of  their 
religion  in  the  Creed  Begister  as  their  pe- 
culiar property.  I  have  described  the 
Amendment  by  which  there  is  to  be  a 
partial  mitigation  of  this  system  in  the 
case  of  individual  adults;  but  as  the  Bill 
now  stands,  under  the  operation  of  these 
clanses,  when  once  a  man,  or  a  child,  whe- 
ther a  boy  or  a  girl,  is  entered  upon  the 
Begister,  as  belonging  to  a  particular  de- 
nomination, he  is  the  property,  the  re- 
ligious property  of  the  minister  of  that 
denomination  who  may  undertake  to  visit 
the  workhouse;  the  minister  of  whose 
chapel  is  nearest  the  workhouse  having 
the  preference  in  claiming  or  asserting 
this  property  in  the  pauper  inmates  or 
children  of  his  denomination.  Now,  Sir, 
these  provisions  have  been  proposed  in  two 
Parliaments  and  in  several  Sessions ;  but 
never  until  this  House  was  in  its  present 
debilitated  condition  have  those  provisions 
received  the  assent  of  the  House.  They 
are  of  a  most  stringent  character,  and  I 
wish  to  take  this  opportunity  of  making 
known  to  the  whole  body  of  Guardians 
throughout  the  country  the  nature  and 
extent  of  the  power  which  these  clauses 
give  to  the  central  authority,  the  Poor 
Law  Board,  over  them.  I  wish  to  inform 
them  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Ultramon- 
tane journal,  which  I  have  quoted,  this 
power  is  to  be  exercised  in  tilie  sense  of 
being  a  penal  power.  I  wish  to  inform 
them  of  the  kind  of  regulation  and  coer- 
cion to  which  these  clauses  will  subject 
them.  And  I  wish  to  do  so  particularly 
before  this  present  Parliament  is  dissolved. 
For  if  the  Ultramontane  organ,  to  which 
I  have  referred  is  correct  in  its  assertions, 
there  is  a  coalition  between  the  Leaders  of 
the  two  great  parties  in  this  House  for 
the  purpose  of  thus  crippling,  incapaci- 
tating, and  coercing  the  local  administra- 
tions of  this  country  in  all  matters  con« 
nected  with  the  religious  teaching^  not 


only  9i  thaadnlts^  but  of  the  eld]dT»  ia 
every  union  workhouse  or  anion-house 
throughout  this  country.  Sir,  it  is  my 
belief  that  the  allegation  of  proselytiCTi, 
which  this  Ultramontane  newspaper  ad- 
duces against  the  Guardians,  ia  if  not  al- 
together unfounded,  to  say  the  least  grossly 
exaggerated;  and,  let  it  be  remembered, 
that  this  allegation  comes  from  an  Ultra- 
montane newspaper,  the  organ  of  the  m^ 
who  are  themselves  the  most  unserupuloas 
of  proselytizers.  This  allegation  is,  I  be- 
lieve, a  mere  attempt  to  conceal  or  to  ex- 
cuse the  extension  of  this  central  power  of 
the  Poor  Law  Board  over  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Poor  Law  in  matters,  which 
enter  more  deeply  into  the  social  condition 
of  the  people  than  any  others.  No  Par- 
liament has  hitherto  permitted  this  central 
authority  to  reach  to  such  an  extent.  Sir, 
we  are  told  that  we  are  in  the  midst  of 
a  crisis.  So  we  are.  It  is  said  to  be  a 
crisis  for  the  Irish  Church.  So  it  may  be. 
But  the  crisis  that  we  are  passing  through 
is,  in  my  opinion,  a  constitutional  ezisis. 
The  attempt  is  to  secularize  the  State, 
whilst  its  central  power,  as  secular,  is  in- 
creased over  matters  oonnected  with  re- 
ligion. All  this  tends  to  the  establish- 
ment of  a  far  less  free  and  a  much  more 
coercive  system  of  government  than  thai 
under  which  we  have  hitherto  lived.  See- 
ing, therefore,  that  the  bearings  of  the 
clauses  are  of  the  most  important  deaorip- 
tion,  that  they  touch  the  conBtitati<msl 
system  of  this  country,  that  they  invade 
the  great  principle  of  religioua  freedom, 
and  the  system  of  local'  self-goTenunait 
and  local  adminiatration,  I  have  thought 
that  it  would  be  inconsistent  with  my 
duty,  as  there  has  been  no  general  diseus- 
sion  on  the  main  provisions  and  purport 
of  this  Bill,  and  as  these  clauses  form  the 
most  operative  and  characteristic  portion 
of  the  measure  ;  for  these  reasons  I  think 
it  inconsistent  with  my  duty,  to  those  I 
represent,  and  to  the  Guardians  of  the 
poor  generally,  not  to  take  this  opportu- 
nity of  informing  them  of  the  string^ioy 
of  this  measure,  and  of  the  opinion  of  its 
future  operation  which  is  entertained  by 
those  who  have  been  and  are  the  chief 
promoters  of  this  Bill. 

Amendment  negaiiv^. 

Bill  j?aMtf<7,  with  Amendments. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


IMT 


Wnt 


{TmcrSa,  1868) 


TnOiHSm. 


1818 


DISTRICT  CHURCH  TITHES  ACT  AMEND- 

MENT  BILL— [Bill  246.] 

[^Lords.]      OOXXITTEE. 

Bill  eaiM%der$d  in  Committee  (aooordiog 
to  Order). 

(In  the  Committee.) 
aanse  1  (Sect.  9  of  28  &  29   Tict. 
0.  42  repealed). 

1£b.  WALPOLE  said,  the  effect  of  the 
Bill  would  be  to  divide  the  clergy  of  the 
Church  of  England  into  two  clasees  — 
rectors  and  yioars.  Under  the  Church 
Building  Acts  a  great  yariety  of  designa- 
tions had  been  bestowed  upon  different 
bodies  of  the  clergy,  who  were  styled 
incumbents,  perpetual  curates,  and  so 
forth.  This  was  found  to  be  a  great  in- 
conyenience,  which  the  present  Bill  was 
intended  to  remove.  There  was,  however, 
already  in  operation  a  clause  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament  under  which  if  a  portion  of 
the  tithes  were  given  to  an  incumbent  he 
could,  with  the  consent  of  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners,  be  declared  a  rector 
or  a  vicar  as  the  case  might  be.  The 
2nd  clause  of  the  present  measure  fully 
provided  for  the  division  of  the  clergy 
into  the  two  classes  of  rectors  and  vicars, 
and  he  should  therefore  move  the  omission 
of  the  Ist  clause. 

Mb.  monk  regarded  this  as  a  most 
extraordinary  attempt  at  legislation.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  who  had  moved  the 
omission  of  the  1st  clause  seemed  particu- 
larly anxious  to  undo  all  that  had  been 
done  by  the  House  of  Lords.  When  the 
BiU  was  introduced  into  that  House  it 
consisted  o#  a  single  clause,  which  was  the 
second  in  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood.  The 
.  fact  was  that  a  compromise  was  come  to. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  had  not  at  all 
clearly  explained  the  object  of  the  Ist 
clause.  Under  the  9th  section  of  the  Act 
of  28  &  29  Vict,  a  clergyman  who  pur- 
chased even  an  infinitesimal  amount  of 
tithes  might,  with  the  assistance  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  become  a 
rector.  Indeed,  he  was  credibly  informed 
that  a  case  had  arisen  in  which  the  Com- 
missioners were  required  to  convert  into  a 
rector  a  perpetual  curate  who  had  pur- 
chased tithes  which  returned  him  an 
annual  income  of  something  under  2d, 

Mb.  POWELL  said,  he  thought  the 
duty  of  the  House  clearly  was  to  consider 
the  Bill  on  its  merits  with  regard  to  what 
had  been  said  in  ''another  place."    He 


should,  this  being  so,  support  the  Motion 
for  the  omission  (^  the  clause. 

Motion  negatived, 

BiR  reported ;  as  amended,  coneidered; 
read  the  third  time,  and  paseed,  with 
Amendments. 

WEST  INDIES  BILL— [Bill  124.] 

{Mr.  Adderley,  Mr,  Sclaier-Boath.) 

LOBBS'  AM ENDMBNT.      ABJOITBBXD  DBBATB. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  [27t£  ^^j]  Pro- 
posed to  be  made  to  the  Amendment  made 
by  The  Lords  to  the  West  Indies  Bill  ; 
and  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leave  out  the  words  ''as  Bocb  eoa<]|jator, 
continue  to  act  in  the  same  manner  as  at  present 
as  Archdeacon  of  Middlesex/'  in  order  to  insert 
the  words  *'and  exercises  episcopal  Ainctioni 
therein,  continue  to  receife  out  of  the  Oonsoli- 
dated  Fund  the  annual  payment  of  two  thousand 
pounds  which  has  been  hitherto  made  to  him  in 
part  hj  the  Bishop  of  Jamaica  out  of  the  stipend 
of  three  thousand  pounds  paid  to  the  said  Bishop 
from  the  Consolidated  Fund  under  the  before 
recited  Acts,  and  in  part  out  of  the  stipend  ap- 
propriated to  his  Archdeaconry  of  Middlesex  out 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  under  the  said  Acts  : 
Provided,  That  during  his  receipt  of  such  annual 
payment  no  payment  shall  be  made  to  him  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  in  respect  of  the  Arch- 
deaconry of  Middlesex/'— (^^'  Ru$$eU  Qwmey,) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  The  Lords'  Amendment." 

Debate  remnied, 

Mb.  AYBTON  said,  he  hoped  the  Se> 
cretary  of  the  Treasury  would  support 
him  in  objeo4ing  to  a  proposal  which,  if 
adopted,  would  form  a  very  bad  precedent. 
The  House  was  asked  to  make  a  new 
grant  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  by 
way  of  Amendment  to  an  Amendment  of 
the  other  House  without  any  Besolution 
baring  been  come  to  on  the  subject  by  the 
House  in  Committee.  The  clause,  if 
amended  as  proposed,  would  give  to  the 
Bishop  of  Kingston  £800  as  his  own 
salary  and  £1,200  from  the  Consolidated 
Fund  as  agent  of  the  Bishop  of  Jamaica, 
so  that  the  proposal  actually  suggested 
the  appropriation  of  £1,200  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund.  The  Act  under  which 
the  payments  were  to  bo  made  was  the 
6  &  6  Viot,^  which  empowered  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  devote  such  sums  from  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  as  she  deemed  necessary  to 
carry  out  any  arrangement  which  might 

Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


1919 


r#rf 


(ooiofoirs) 


TnHetSm. 


19M 


be  oome  to  for  the  spiritual  welfSsure  of  the 
people  of  Jamaica.  It  appeared  to  be  a 
new  charge  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund 
for  the  benefit  of  a  particular  individual, 
and  such  a  charge  ought  not  to  be  created 
except  in  Committee.  The  proposition 
ought  not,  he  believed,  now  to  be  made, 
and  he  trusted,  therefore,  that  the  Lords' 
Amendment,  which  was  a  very  harmless 
one,  would  be  agreed  to.  It  was  harmless 
because  it  could  never  come  into  operation, 
and  he  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  House, 
out  of  compliment  to  the  other  branch  of 
the  Legislature,  would  agree  to  the  Amend- 
ment as  sent  down. 

Mb.  GILPIN  said,  he  hoped  the  time 
would  soon  oome,  and  he  should  see  it, 
when  the  question  of  Bishops'  salaries 
would  occupy  as  little  time  in  that  House 
as  the  payment  of  salaries  to  Dissenting 
ministers  and  of  funds  for  the  erection  of 
chapels.  With  regard  to  the  question 
now  before  the  House,  he  should  vote 
against  the  proposed  alteration  of  the 
Lords'  Amendment,  for  the  reason  that  if 
it  did  not  actually  create  a  new  charge 
upon  the  Consolidated  Fund,  it  would 
create  a  charge  for  an  additional  life. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
that  by  the  patent  under  which  his  ap- 
pointment was  made  the  Bishop  of  EliDgs- 
ton  was  not  merely  appointed  coadjutor 
to  the  Bishop  of  Jamaica.  For  his  duties 
as  coadjutor  to  the  Bishop  of  Jamaica  he 
received  £1,200  a  year  out  of  the  salary 
of  the  Bishop  of  Jamaica,  in  addition  to 
the  sum  of  £400,  formerly  £800,  which 
he  received  as  the  Archdeacon  of  Middlesex. 
But  he  was  also  empowered  on  the  death 
of  the  Bishop  of  Jamaica  to  perform  the 
episcopal  duties  of  that  Se6  until  a  suo- 
cessor  had  been  appointed,  consecrated, 
and  had  arrived  in  the  diocese.  The  whole 
object  of  the  Amendment  now  proposed 
was  that  the  Bishop  of  Kingston  should, 
in  such  an  event,  receive  the  same  emolu- 
ments as  were  now  given  to  the  Archdeacon 
of  Middlesex.  He  could  see  no  objection 
to  this  proposal,  and  should  therefore 
support  it. 

Mb.  MCLAREN  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Russell 
Gumey)  proposed  to  strike  out  part  of 
the  Lords'  Amendment  by  which  a  pe- 
cuniary saving  would  be  effected.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  pur- 
posed  to  strike  out  that  part  of  Uie  Amend- 
ment which  conveyed  the  intention  of 
the  other  House,  and  to  put  in  something 
entirely  different  in  its  nature,  and  not 
Mr,  AyrPm 


in  any  way  connected  with  the  subject  of 
the  Lords'  Amendment;  and  he  deored  to 
know,  whether  it  was  in  accordance  with 
the  rules  of  the  House  to  take  advantage 
of  the  technical  fact  that  an  Amendment 
had  been  made  by  the  other  House  to 
insert  a  fresh  provision  which  could  by 
no  possibility  have  any  connection  with 
that  Amendment? 

Mb.  AYTOUN  submitted  that  they  had 
no  power  to  do  what  was  proposed  by  the 
Amendment.  Power  was  given  to  grant 
a  salary  oat  of  the  Consolidated  Fand  to 
some  person  holding  a  particular  office  and 
provided  for  under  the  Act  of  Parliammit; 
but  was  it  competent  to  them  to  transfer 
the  salary  to  some  totally  different  office  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  A  Question  was  put 
to  me  on  this  point  last  night,  and  I  made 
answer  to  it  that  it  appears  to  me,  so  hr 
as  the  privileges  of  the  House  are  com- 
cemed,  the  question  turns  upon  whetiier 
there  is  any  new  charge  upon  the  Conso- 
lidated Fund,  and  while  the  Bill  proposes 
to  relieve  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  £20.000 
this  Amendment  would  relieve  it  of  £1 8,000 
only.  The  question  of  the  merits  of  the 
Bill  is  a  matter  for  the  consideration  of 
the  House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  McLaren)  has  asked  me  whe- 
ther in  point  of  form  this  Amendment  ean 
be  put  ?  The  question  is  whether  it  is  re- 
levant, and  it  appears  to  me  that  it  is 
relevant  to  the  Amendment  of  the  Lorda. 
I  do  not  mean  to  say  it  is  not  a  some- 
what complicated  qu^ion.  I  adhere  to 
the  substance  of  the  opinion  I  gave  \wA 
night  that,  as  there  is  no  new  charge  upon 
the  Consolidated  Fund,  therefore  I  think 
it  is  a  matter  more  to  be  decided  by  the 
House  on  its  merits  than  by  Any  opinio& 
from  the  Chair. 

Question  put. 

The  House  <^m(M:— Ayes  80;  S'om 
29 :  Majority  1. 

Lords'  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Uoase  adjourned  at  balf  after 
Five  o'dod^. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
W$dne»day,  July  29,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— PoBUo  BiLL^— Third  Reading— 
Inland  Revenue*  (279);  Election  Petitions 
and  Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections*  (287); 
Danube  Works  Loan*  (272);  Saint  Maiy 
Somerset's  Church,  London,  *  (278)  ;  Colonial 
Oovemors  Pensions  Act  Amendment*  (239), 
and  passed. 

Their  Lordships  met ;  and  haying  gone 
through  the  Business  on  the  Paper,  with- 
out dehate — 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Ftve 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

before  Fife  o  dock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Wednesday,  July  29,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  —  PuBUC  BiLif  —  Withdrawn— 
Mines  Assessment*  [221];  Church  Rates 
Regulation  *  [22]  ;  Church  Rates  Commuta- 
tion* [10]. 

The  House  met  at  a  quarter  before  Four 
of  the  clock. 

ARMY— ORDNANCE  SURVEY  MAPS. 
QITESTIOir. 

Mb.  HAEVEY  LEWIS  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Why  the  Public  cannot  be  supplied  with 
the  Maps  of  the  Ordnance  Survey,  as  at 
this  time  no  complete  copies  of  all  the  Maps 
can  be  procured  in  London  ;  and,  why 
arrangements  are  not  made  by  which  com- 
plete sets  and  portions  of  the  Ordnance 
Survey  publications  can  be  obtained  by 
the  Public  and  the  Trade  through  the 
Stationery  Office,  under  whose  direction 
the  Maps  and  publications  of  the  Geological 
Ordnance  Survey  are  satisfactorily  issued  ? 

Sib  JORN  PAXINGTON  said,  in  reply, 
that,  on  account  of  the  bulky  nature  of  the 
maps,  there  might  be  some  difficulty  in 
obtaining  them,  though  he  had  never  him- 
self experienced  the  slightest  difficulty, 
lie  believed  there  was  no  place  in  England 
where  any  portion  of  the  Ordnance  Survey 
might  not  at  once  be  obtained.  It  was 
now  under  consideration  whether  it  would 
be  convenient  to  supply  them  through  the 
Stationery  Office,  but  he  was  not  aware 

VOL.   CXCIII.     [tHIBB  8BBIS8.] 


that  any  practical  inconyenience  arose  from 
the  present  arrangement. 

THE  POST  OFFICE  AND  CIRCULAR  DE- 
LIVERY  COMPANIES.— (QUESTION. 

Mb.  M'LABEN  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther the  Treasury  have  yet  decided  in 
favour  of  allowing  the  Post  Office  to  carry 
printed  matter,  not  exceeding  one  ounce 
in  weight,  for  one  halfpenny ;  and,  whether 
the  Treasury  will  give  orders  not  to  take 
any  further  legal  proceedings  to  impede 
the  action  of  Circular  Delivery  Companies 
until  after  the  meeting  of  the  new  Parlia- 
ment? 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  in  reply,  that  the  subject  of 
the  first  part  of  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion was  now  under  consideration,  but  no 
decision  had  been  come  to  upon  it  at  pre- 
sent in  consequence  of  the  Post  Office  offi- 
cials having  had  their  time  so  greatly  taken 
up  by  the  Electric  Telegraphs  Bill.  He 
trusted,  howeyer,  that  very  shortly  some 
decision  upon  the  point  would  be  arrived 
at.  With  regard  to  the  latter  part  of  the 
hon.  Member's  Question,  he  could  only  say 
that  a  case  had  been  stated  for  the  opinion 
of  a  Court  of  Law  with  respect  to  the 
legality  of  the  operation  of  the  Circular 
Delivery  Company,  and  therefore  it  would 
be  unadvisable  to  express  any  opinion  upon 
the  subject  at  present. 

ARMY-COLONELS    IN    THE    ROTAL 
ARTILLERY.— (QUESTION. 

Mb.  Sebjbaitt  GASELEE  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  it  is  intended  to  allow  any  . 
of  the  full  Colonels  of  the  Royal  Artillery 
who  have  sent  in  their  names  for  retirement, 
to  have  immediate  benefit  by  the  sum 
voted  for  them  on  Thursday  July  16th? 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  matter  was  under  consideration, 
and  he  hoped  to  be  able  in  a  few  days  to 
inform  the  gallant  officers  interested  in  it 
of  the  decision  which  had  been  come  to. 

ARMY— SENIOR    STAFF    OFFICERS    OF 
PENSIONERS.— (QUESTION. 

Mb.  WTLD  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  any 
consideration  has  been  given  to  the  griev-  ' 
ances  of  the  Senior  Staff  Officers  of  Pen- 
sioners, to  which  his  attention  was  called 
during  the  last  Session  of  Parliament — 
namely,  that   the   Memorandums*^  dated 
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War  Offioe  UO^  Ma^h  1843,  p^xunlBed 
^at  their  sitaations  should  be  considered 
as  "  Full  Pay  "  appointments ;  bnt  some 
time  after  mej  accepted  these  sitoatieQfl 
on  the  faitii  of  this  promise  a  regnlation 
was  made  that  the  holders  of  them  should 
have  the  inadequate  step  of  Breyet  Major, 
with  the  addition  only  of  two  shillings 
per  day  to  their  pay,  and  that  this  limita- 
tion of  adyancement  and  the  limitation  of 
their  retiring  allowances  inflicts  a  serious 
injury  upon  the  Senior  Staff  Officers  of 
Pensioners,  many  of  whom  left  their  regi- 
ments, and  some  of  them  paid  back  &e 
regulated  difference  between  half  and  full 
pay  to  hold  these  appointments  ;  and  whe- 
ther he  is  disposed  to  consider  the  "  Full 
Pay''  appointment  of  the  Senior  Staff 
Officer  of  Pensioners  as  entitling  them  to  a 
gradual  increase  of  rank,  pay,  and  retiring 
allowance  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKIKGTON  said,  in  reply, 
that  he  could  not  think  the  Senior  Staff 
Officers  of  Pensioners  had  any  cause  of 
complaint,  seeing  that  considerable  advan- 
tages in  the  way  of  promotion  had  been 
extended  to  them.  The  best  answer  he 
could  giye  to  the  hon.  Member  was  to  state 
that  almost  every  day  he  was  receiving 
applications  for  appointments  on  the  Pen- 
sioners* Staff,  which  were  greatly  coveted 
by  military  men.  On  the  other  hand, 
however,  in  consequence  of  the  arrange- 
ments now  in  progress  with  respect  to  tiie 
Army  of  Eeserve,  their  labours  had  greatly 
increased,  and  he  would  take  into  conjsidera- 
tion  how  fjar  those  additional  labours  en- 
titled them  to  extra  pay. 


ARMY— PREACHING  IN  THE  ARMT. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  EINNAIBD  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  Military 
General  Order,  said  to  have  been  issued 
by  the  General  Commandingin-Chief  in 
Canada,  forbidding  Officers  to  preach  to 
or  to  teach  the  men  of  their  Begiments, 
and  in  consequence  of  which  two  Officers 
of  the  Rifle  Brigade  had  sent  in  papers 
resigning  their  Commissions ;  andj  whether 
he  had  any  objection  to  lay  a  Copy  of  such 
General  Order  on  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON"  said,  he  re- 
gretted that  the  hon.  Member  had  been 
unable  to  give  him  longer  Notice  of  his 
Question,  to  the  subject  of  which  his 
attention  was  called  for  the  first  time  by 
the  jion.  Member's  Notice  yesterday  ;  but 
Mr.  Wyld 


even  had  he  received  a  longer  notifl6,it 
would  have  been  impossibls  for  him  to 
give  any  definite  answer  with  respect  to  a 
General  Order  said  to  have  been  inaed  bj 
the  Commander-in-Chief  of  Her  Majesty's 
Forces  in  Canada.  He  found  upon  inquiry 
that  in  May  last  a  Letter  wss  receiTed  by 
the  Field  iCarBhal  Commandiog-in-Cliuf 
in  this  ooontry  ftom  Sir  Charles  Windhan, 
the  Commander-in-Chief  ta  Canada,  briog* 
ing  under  his  attention  the  &ct  ihat  eer- 
tain  officers  in  the  Rifle  Brigade  ym 
in  the  habit  of  preaching  in  the  pabEc 
churches,  and  that  complaints  had  been 
made  to  the  Commander-in-Chief  with 
respect  to  that  practice,  which  in  some 
instances  had  led  to  what  he  was  gong  to 
call  scandals  and  to  oonsiderahle  exdte- 
ment.  The  Conmiander-in-Chief  in  Ca- 
nada had  ordered  the  officers  in  qnealioQ 
to  return  to  their  regimental  qoarten  at 
Ottawa,  and  they  were  prohibited  fm 
continning  the  practice  of  preaching  in 
the  churches.  The  practice  appeared, 
however,  to  have  revived,  and  complaints 
were  again  made  to  the  Commander-ia* 
Chief  in  Canada,  which  were  likewise  aeit 
home  by  Sir  Charles  Windham,  vitb  a 
request  that  he  should  be  informed  la  to 
the  course  he  ^ould  take.  Bj  the  dilu- 
tion of  the  Field  Marshal  Commanding' 
in-Chief  a  Letter  of  a  moat  temp^te  and 
moderate  character  was  written  by  tbe 
Adjutant  General  in  answer  to  tiioee  oinn- 
plaints,  which  stated  that  he  had  no  fisb 
to  discourage  offioers  from  preaching  to 
their  men,  but  strongly  diseonraging  tba 
practice  of  officers  attempting  to  go  be- 
yond the  fair  limits  of  their  vocation  by 
preaching  in  churches.  He  was  oolj 
aware  of  the  retirement  of  the  two  offiecrt 
referred  to  from  the  Notice  of  flie  hon. 
Member.  Kot  long  ago  similar  probibi* 
tions  were  issued  at  Winchester  m 
Portsmouth,  where  complaints  had  be«B 
made  of  practices  of  the  same  kind. 

WEIGHTS   AND  MSASUBES. 
OBSEEVATIONB. 

Mr.  THOMAS  HTJGHES,  who  had 
given  Notice  to  call  attention  to  the  mafr 
curate  state  of  the  Standard  of  Weight  and 
Measure,  and  to  the  present  system  of  eo* 
forcing  the  law,  whereby  half  the  penal- 
ties are  paid  to  the  informer,  said,  he^ 
sorry  to  have  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  so  important  a  question  as  that 
of  the  standards  of  weights  and  meawres 
at  this  period  of  the  Session,  as  of  oourae 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1925 


TPiighU.ani 


t7ui'T29, 1868) 


Msoiurei* 


1926 


he  ooold  not  expeot  that  the  Honse  would 
go  into  the  matter  thoroughly.    But  those 
who  were  interested  in  the  question  as 
he  was — for  the  county  of  Surrey  was  un- 
fortunately the  first   in  the  Eetums    of 
penalties  for  the  use  of  inaccurate  weights 
and  measures— had  hoped  that  the  GoTcm- 
ment  would  have  been  able  to  bring  in  a 
measure  this  Session,  and  had  therefore 
put  off  calling  attention  to  this  subject 
earlier.  He  believed  that  the  Goremment 
were  waiting  for  the  Beport  of  the  Stan- 
dards Commission;  but  as  they  would,  he 
supposed,  have  the  whole  question  under 
their  consideration  in  the  Recess,  there 
were  several  points  which  he  wished  to 
call  their  attention  to.    First,  as  to  the 
present  custom  of  giving  half  the  penalties 
to  the  informer.    Nothing  could  be  worse 
than  such  a  system,  as  would  be  clear  to 
the  House  by  the  case  of  his  own  borough. 
In  Lambeth  there  were  two  Inspectors  of 
weights  and  measures,  one  of  whom  was 
lately  a  common  police-constable,  and  the 
other  in  an  equally  humble  condition  in 
life.  These  oflScers  were  paid  a  fixed  salary 
of  £250  each  with  half  the  penalties  in 
addition ;  and  these  penalties  amounted  in 
the  past  year  to  upwards  of  £1,200,  so 
that  the  salaries  of  these  officers  had  been 
more  than  doubled  by  the  penalties.    It 
was  well  to  pay  such  officers  a  proper 
salary,  but  not  well  to  make  their  salary 
depend  upon  the  amount  of  fines  inflicted. 
Then  there  was  the  question  of  tribunals. 
The  present  one  was  eminently  unsatisfac- 
tory.    In  Surrey,  for  instance,  no  regis- 
ter of  convictions  was  kept  by  the  magis- 
trates, so  that  there  could  be  no  redly 
satisfactory  evidence  as  to  the  degree  of 
guilt  of  an^  person  who  was  summoned. 
In  illustration  of  the  way  in  which  this 
branch  of  the  law  was  administered,  he 
might  state  that  in  one  day  at  Islington 
upwards  of  120  cases  were  got  through  in 
four  hours  and  a  half.     On  inquiry  it  was 
found  that  in  nearly  every  case  tne  same 
fine  of  5«.  had  been  inflicted,  and  in  no 
less  than  twenty- six  of  the  cases  the  de- 
fendants had  been  fined,  for  having  weights 
which   were  actually  heavier    than   the 
standards.  Then  as  to  the  standards  them- 
selves.   Before  the  Act  of  1866  the  Board 
of  Trade  standards  had  not  been  verified 
for  forty  years.     By  the  present  law  they 
must  be  verified  once  in  ten  years;  but 
this  was  much  too  seldom.    He  thought 
it  should  be  done  at  least  eveir  six  years. 
The  secondary  standards,  which  were  in 
constant  use,  were  to  be  verified  once  in 


five  years.  But  if  he  was  rightly  informed, 
the  wear  and  tear  of  the  standards  would 
make  a  difference  of  a  drachm  a  year. 
Surely,  therefore,  the  standards  in  ordmary 
use  should  be  verified  every  year.    The 
method  of  setting  the  standards  right,  too, 
seemed  to  be  very  objectionable.     He  had 
seen  only  yesterday  a  standard  weight  in 
which  the  adjustment  had  been  made  by 
soldering  a  piece  of  lead  roughly  on  to  the 
bottom  of  the  weight.     Then,  again,  the 
Act  of  1866  empowered  Her  Majesty  in 
Council  to  settle  what  amount  of  variation 
might  be  tolerated  between  the  standards 
at  the  Board  of  Trade  and  the  secondary 
standards.   He  did  not  know  whether  any 
scale  of  variation  had  been  fixed  by  Order 
in  Council,  but  if  it  had,  it  ought  to  be 
extended  to   the  variation  between  the 
secondary  standards  and  those  of  trades- 
men.   If  the  Yice  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  could  give  some  information  as 
to  the  amount  of  variation  which  was 
tolerated  at  present,  it  would  be  interest- 
ing, he  thought,  to  the  House,  and  cer- 
tainly to  himself,  representing  as  he  did 
an  important  trading  constituency  in  the 
south  of  London.    The  same  amount  of 
variation  which  was  at  present  tolerated 
between  the  Board  of  Trade  standard  and 
the  secondary  standards  ought  clearly  to 
be  sanctioned  between  the  secondary  stan- 
dard and  the  weights  and  measures  used 
by  dealers  throughout  the  country.  |He 
would  also  suggest  that  the  Government 
should  enforce  the  publication  of  the  names 
of  persons  convicted,  with  the  particulars 
of  their  offence.     In  almost  all  cases  no 
publication  was  made  either  of  the  names 
of  the  persons  convicted  or  of  the  circum- 
stances of  the  conviction.     There  was  no 
knowing  whether  weights  were  a  drachm 
or  an  ounce  too  light,  or  whether,  as  in 
some  cases,  they  were  too  heavy.  It  would 
certainly  benefit  the  honest  trader  if,  in 
every  instance,  it  were  obligatory  on  the 
tribunal  imposing  the  penalty  to  publish 
the  circumstances  of  the  case ;  and  some 
system  might  also  be  devised  under  which 
a  mark  should  be  fixed  on  the  shops  of  all 
deliberate  offenders.     If  these  points  were 
attended  to  he  thought  the  Government 
might  easily  frame  a  measure  which  would 
protect  the  public  and  the  honest  trades- 
man.    At  present  the  only  persons  who 
profited  by  the  law  and  the  way  it  was 
carried  out  were  the  dishonest  tradesmen. 
He  hoped  the  Government  would  consider 
the  question  in  the  Becess. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
(Jfr.  Thotnas  Rushes.) 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVE  apologized  for 
not  being  prepared  to  answer  the  question 
fully.  Having  been  very  unwell  for  the 
last  two  days,  he  had  not  been  able  to 
attend  the  House,  and  had  in  fact  seen 
the  Notice  for  the  first  time,  only  a  few 
minutes  before.  Part  of  the  question,  more- 
over, properly  belonged  to  the  Home  Office. 
The  law,  with  regard  to  penalties,  had 
been  altered  in  many  respects ;  but  it  had 
been  found  by  experience  that  it  often 
Numbered,  in  consequence  of  there  being 
no  inducement  to  anybody  to  enforce  it. 
What  was  everybody's  business  was  no- 
bod/a  business,  and  the  evil  had  been  felt 
in  regard  to  overcrowding  themselves,  of 
which  so  many  complaints  had  been  heard. 
Those,  however,  who  complained  of  the 
operation  of  the  law  had  the  remedy  in 
their  own  hands,  because  if  they  used 
genuine  weights  and  measures  they  would 
not  be  exposed  to  its  operation  at  all.  It 
always  struck  him  as  a  very  remarkable 
circumstance  that  the  poor,  who  were 
chiefly  fleeced  by  the  rascality  of  the  small 
tradesmen,  were  yet  the  very  persons  to 
stand  up  for  these  offenders  against  the 
law  which  would  protect  them  from  their 
misdoing.  As  long  as  such  a  state  of 
feeling  existed,  it  was  hopeless  to  attempt 
to  enforce  the  law.  It  would  be  a  great 
thing,  of  course,  if  the  magistrates  kept  a 
register,  and  if  the  names  of  the  offenders, 
and  the  number  of  their  convictions  were 
published  ;  but  in  the  very  neighbourhood 
where  these  people  lived,  and  where  their 
offences  must  be  well  known,  the  fact  did 
not  deter  poor  persons  from  dealing  with 
them.  The  reason,  no  doubt,  in  many 
cases,  was  that  these  poor  persons  were 
almost  always  in  debt  to  the  shopkeeper, 
and  were  therefore  under  his  hand,  and  a 
very  hard  hand  it  often  proved  to  be. 
He  was  not  quite  able  to  follow  what  had 
been  stated  by  his  hon.  Friend  about  shop- 
keepers being  convicted  whose  weights 
were  too  heavy,  and  could  only  suppose 
that  the  fine  in  such  cases  was  imposed 
because  the  weights  were  not  properly 
marked  with  the  Government  stamp,  but 
had  been  bought  unstamped  from  some 
private  makers.  The  variations  in  the 
standards  to  which  his  hon.  Friend  had 
referred  was  one  which  it  was  perfectly 
impossible  to  express  in  terms,  and  was 
merely  an  allowance  for  the  effect  of  the 
i/r.  Th(ma8  Eughe% 


atmosphere  upon  the  different  kinds  of 
metal  of  which  these  weights  were  made. 
Be- verification  irom  time  to  time  was  un- 
doubtedly advantageous,  but  complaintB 
had  been  already  made  both  from  coimtLes 
and  boroughs  of  the  cost  of  this  proceed* 
ing,  and  more  frequent  re-verifioation 
would,  of  course,  necessitate  an  increase 
of  staff.  No  doubt,  in  centres  of  great 
trade,  like  the  metropolis,  such  adjustment 
would  be  more  often  required  than  in 
other  places.  He  was  not  sufficiently 
acquainted  with  the  practice  to  know 
exactly  what  was  usual  with  regard  to 
soldering,  but  in  the  event  of  a  slight 
addition  being  required  to  a  weight  sold- 
ering would  probably  be  the  cheapest  way 
of  making  it.  He  entirely  concuired  with 
his  hon.  Friend  in  the  desire  which  had 
been  expressed  for  some  sign  to  be  placed 
over  the  shops  of  defaulters.  In  France 
this  was  constantly  done.  When  a  man 
was  convicted  of  using  false  weights  he 
was  not  only  fined  for  it,  but  in  addition 
was  obliged  to  have  constructed  at  his 
own  expense  a  kind  of  tablet  giving  the 
fact  of  the  conviction,  the  reason  for  it, 
and  how  much  he  was  fined ;  and  this  he 
was  required  to  expose  in  his  shop  for  a 
certain  number  of  days,  weeks,  or  months, 
and  a  policeman  called  every  day  to  see 
that  it  was  fixed  in  some  conspicaoos 
place.  This  might  be  a  proceeding 
too  strong  for  this  country,  but  if  some- 
thing of  a  similar  kind  existed  here, 
in  practice  it  would  no  doubt  prove  Terr 
beneficial.  The  different  points  mentioned 
by  his  hon.  Friend  should  be  carefully 
inquired  into  at  the  next  meeting  of  the 
Standards  Commission. 

Mb.  Sebjbant  GASELEE  said,  that 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Lambeth 
(Mr.  T.  Hughes),  considering  the  borough 
which  he  represented,  had  stated  the  case 
very  fairly.  But  if  1,200  persons  had  been 
convicted  it  was  quite  plain  that  th»« 
were  12,000  who  deserved  conviction. 
The  law  as  it  stood  now  was  much  too 
lenient  towards  rogues.  He  was  a  director 
of  a  large  company,  which  suffered  er^grj 
day  from  the  rascality  of  the  public 
Hitherto  they  had  been  in  the  habit  of 
posting  up  the  names  of  the  persons  by 
whom  they  were  so  defrauded ;  but  it  bad 
recently  been  laid  down  that  in  doing  so 
railway  companies  would  be  guilty  of  a 
libel.  As  the  use  of  false  weights  was 
really  a  dreadful  offence  he  thought  it 
would  be  better,  instead  of  marking  the 
shop,  from  which   the  tradesman    might 
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remove,  to  brand  the  man  himself.  A 
practice  existed  of  giving  short  weight  to 
the  poor,  which  was  exceedingly  d^calt 
to  detect-— namely,  that  of  putting  a  piece 
of  lead,  or  something  heavy,  in  the  scales, 
and  taking  it  out  again  after  the  article 
was  served.  Tor  his  part  he  should  wish 
such  rogues  to  be  branded  with  the  letter 
**  R"  in  their  forehead. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  time  was  not  far  distant  when  the 
Continental  system  would  be  introduced 
into  this  cont^. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdraton. 

PATENT   OFFICE   INQUIRY. 
MOnON  FOB  PAPEBS. 

Mb.  BENTINCK  said,  he  rose  to  move 
for  a  Copy  of  the  Proceediugs  taken  in  the 
case  of  if  r.  Leonard  Edmunds.  He  would 
remind  the  House  that  some  few  years 
ago  the  oonntry  was  startled  by  the  state- 
ment that  certain  irregularities  of  a  serious 
nature  had  occurred  in  the  Patent  Office, 
with  which  Mr.  Edmunds  was  connected. 
A  Commission  of  Inquiry  was  appointed 
by  Lord  Westbury,  who  was  at  tiiat  time 
liord  Chancellor,  The  result  was  that 
two  Eeports  were  published,  the  last  of 
them  dated  January,  1865.  These  Reports 
disclosed  some  extraordinary  matters — 
matters  which  excited  great  attention  in 
both  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  through- 
out the  country.  The  gravest  charges, 
such  as  peculation,  embezzlement,  gross 
dishonesty,  wilful  falsification  of  accounts, 
and  many  other  acts  of  a  like  nature  were 
brought  against  Mr.  Edmunds,  and  in 
connection  with  the  Suitors'  Fund,  with 
which  he  was  said  to  have  meddled,  he 
was  branded  as  a  defaulter.  Not  only 
was  he  driven  from  his  office,  but  he  was 
also  deprived  of  a  pension  which  a  Com- 
mission of  the  House  of  Lords  had  assigned 
to  him  on  account  of  his  resignation  of  his 
appointment  as  reading  clerk  in  that 
House,  and,  thus  broken  down,  he  was 
thrown  upon  society  with  a  tarnished 
reputation.  But  the  case  did  not  stop 
there.  The  Government  which  was  at 
that  time  in  power,  and  no  doubt  rightly 
enough,  believed  that  such  offences  in  a 
public  servant  as  those  which  Mr.  Edmunds 
was  alleged  to  have  committed  could  not 
be  overlooked,  and,  though  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Richmond 
(Sir  Roundell  Palmer)  stated  that  it  was 
not  thought  advisable  to  take  criminal 
proceedings  against  him,  civil  proceedings 


were  instituted,  and  very  properly  so,  to 
recover  the  balance  in  which  he  was 
alleged  to  have  been  deficient.  In  the 
first  instance,  proceedings  were  taken  in 
the  Court  of  Exchequer,  which  was  sup- 
posed to  be  the  proper  tribunal,  but  subse- 
quently they  were  shifted  to  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  and  the  proceedings  in  the  Court 
of  Exchequer  were  abandoned.  The  in- 
formation in  the  Court  of  Chancery  was 
not  filed  until  eighteen  months  after  the  Re- 
port had  been  made  by  the  Commissioners, 
and  the  answer  of  Mr.  Edmunds,  which 
was  not  excepted  to,  and  which,  in  reality, 
constituted  the  evidence  in  the  case,  was 
filed  in  the  month  of  December,  1866. 
It  was  not,  however,  till  three  years  after 
the  last  Report  of  the  Commissioners  had 
been  made  that  the  proceedings  in  the 
case  were  brought  to  maturity.  During 
all  this  time  Mr.  Edmunds  had  been  de- 
prived of  his  pension,  and,  though  he  (Mr. 
Bentinck)  did  not  find  fault  with  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  for  what  had  been 
done,  he  could  not  help  thinking  that  a 
great  hardship  had  been  inflicted  upon  Mr. 
Edmunds  by  the  removal  of  the  proceed- 
ings from  the  Court  of  Exchequer  to  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  and  by  his  being  sub- 
jected, as  he  had  been,  to  an  expense  of 
no  less  than  £2,000.  When  the  informa- 
tion was  heard  every  effort  was  made  by 
the  Government  to  secure  a  hearing  of 
their  case.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  appeared  by  virtue 
of  his  office  to  lead  the  case,  and  with  him 
was  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Richmond,  the  leader  of  the 
Chancery  Bar,  and  one  of  the  ablest 
advocates  that  ever  practised  in  the  Court 
of  Chancery.  Indeed,  in  this  case  it 
might  be  said  that  the  Crown  had  every- 
thing, and  Mr.  Edmunds  next  to  nothing. 
The  case  was  heard  by  Vice  Chancellor 
Giffard — and  an  abler  lawyer  or  a  Judge 
more  endowed  with  good  sound  common 
sense  never  adorned  the  Bench  in  this 
country.  He  would  trouble  the  House 
with  a  portion  of  the  judgment  delivered 
by  Vice  Chancellor  Giffard.  The  Vice 
Chancellor  said — 

"  In  one  respect  I  am  happy  to  say  that  the 
arguments  and  the  evidence  adduced  on  behalf  of 
Mr.  Edmunds  have  been  successful — that  is  to 
say,  they  have  been  sucoessM  in  clearing  his  cha- 
racter from  all  imputation.  They  bare  satisfied 
me  that  his  liability,  whatever  it  may  be,  is  a 
liability  from  mistake — mistake  under  circum- 
stances of  very  considerable  difficulty,  brought 
about  in  some  respects  because  he  could  not  ob- 
tain the  audita  which  he  asked  for,  I  think,  in 
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1834,  and  subsequently  in  1853  or  1853,  and 
brought  abont  also  by  what  is  a  most  unfortunate 
Aot  of  Parliament,  which  was  passed  with  refer- 
enoe  to  a  giyen  state  of  circumstanoes,  when,  in 
point  of  fact,  these  oiroumstanoes  changed  yerj 
materially  afterwards.*' 

Then  the  learned  Yioe  Chancellor  oon- 
eluded  his  jadgment  as  follows : — 

«  Having  made  that  pre&ce,  I  may  add  that 
it  is  not  without  regret  that  I  have  come  to  this 
oonelusion  that  in  other  respects  the  arguments 
which  have  been  adduced  on  behalf  of  the  de- 
fendant are  not  successful.  I  think  there  is  ju* 
risdiotion  in  this  Court.  I  think  that  the  direc 
tion  asked  with  reference  to  stamps  must  be  given 
in  the  form  which  I  will  presently  state.  I  must 
also  declare  that  he  is  not  entitled  to  make  any 
deduction  whatever  for  or  in  respect  of  the  parch- 
ment used  in  the  preparation  or  engrossment  of 
any  document  issued  by  him  as  Clerk  of  the  Pa- 
tents, or  from  the  offloe  of  Clerk  of  the  Patents, 
or  any  other  deduction  whatsoever,  in  respect  of 
the  preparatioa  and  engrossment  of  any  such 
document.  It  is  with  rej^ret  that  I  find  myself 
compelled  by  the  terms  of  the  Act  of  Parliament 
to  make  that  last  decUration.  I  repat,  as  I 
said  at  the  outset,  that  I  think  the  defendant's 
evidence  has  removed  any  imputation  that  can 
be  justly  or  fairly  east  upon  his  character,  and, 
having  regpurd  to  all  the  curoumstamoes,  the  very 
diffioidt  position  in  which  he  was  placed  and  the 
fiu!t  of  the  audits  being  refused,  I  certainly  shall 
not  make  him  pay  any  costs." 

A  more  complete  refutation  of  the  charges 
made  against  Mr.  Edmunds  he  could  not 
conceive.  He  now  desired  to  know,  there 
fore,  what  course  the  Government  proposed 
to  take  in  this  matter.  It  was  quite  clear 
that  after  what  had  occurred  the  case  of 
Mr.  Edmunds  could  not  stop  in  the  posi- 
tion it  now  was,  and  if  he  had  the  honour 
of  a  seat  in  the  next  Parliament  he  should 
certainly  move  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry  into  the  whole  of  the 
circumstemces.  In  any  case  he  trusted  that, 
having  regard  to  the  accusations  which 
were  brought  against  Mr.  Edmunds  and 
the  decision  of  the  Vice  Chancellor,  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  exercise 
what  he  (Mr.  Bentinck)  believed  would 
prove  a  wise  discretion,  and  advise  the  Go- 
vernment to  stop  all  Chancery  proceedings 
hereafter,  and  not  subject  Mr.  Edmunds  to 
any  of  those  vexatious  proceedings  from 
which  he  had  already  suffered  so  much. 
There  was  a  point  in  connection  with  the 
decree  of  the  Vice  Chancellor  which  affected 
Mr.  Edmunds  very  materially.  The  decree 
referred  to  points  connected  with  charges 
of  12«.  \Qd.  for  engrossments.  The  matter 
he  believed  might  now  be  fairly  referred 
to  arbitration.  Indeed,  this  course  was 
suggested  hy  the  late  Attorney  General, 
Sir  John  Holt,  in  a  letter  dated  the  28rd 
Mr,  Bmtineh 


of  January,  1867,  in  which  he  proposed 
to  refer  the  case  to  a  legal  arbi^tor, 
for— 

"  A  full  and  complete  inyestigation  of  the  ao- 
counts,  and  also  Mr.  Edmunds'  olums  against  the 
Crown  arising  upon  the  accounts ; 

stating  further  that— 

'*  The  Crown  would  not  put  Mr.  Edmonds  to 
the  expense  and  delay  of  instituting  a  cross  pro- 
ceeding for  enforcing  his  claims,  but  would  eon- 
sent  to  the  arbitrator  disposing  of  the  whole  ques- 
tion without  any  such  proceeding." 

Mr.  Edmunds  was  perfectly  willing  thai 
that  course  should  be  taken.  It  might 
perhaps  be  objected  that  the  offer  of  arbi- 
tration having  been  once  made  and  refused 
the  matter  was  now  closed.  But  it  should 
be  remembered  that  the.  offer  was  refused 
at  the  time  when  Mr.  Edmunds'  diazacter 
had  not  been  cleared,  and  that  if  he  had 
then  accepted  it  he  could  not  hare  ob- 
tained that  full  and  complete  vindicatioB 
of  his  conduct  which  he  had  nnoe  done. 
He  should  now  leave  the  matter  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government,  edmply  obeerving 
that  he  had  endeavoured  in  dealing  with 
the  subject  to  avoid  all  matters  of  a  per- 
sonal nature. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoaedy 
'*  That  there  be  laid  before  this  Hoiise,  a  Gopf 
of  all  the  Proceedings  and  ETidenoe  in  the  Ih- 
formation  in  Chancery,  Attorney  General  t. 
Edmunds ;  together  with  the  Papers  relating  to 
the  Patent  Office  Inquiry."— (Afr.  Bentinck,) 

The   attorney  GENERAL :   The 
hon.  Member  who  has  brought  forward 
this  Motion  having  more  than  once  referred 
to  me,  perhaps  it  may  be  convenient  thai 
I  should  say  a  few  words  on  the  part  of 
the  case  in  connection  with  which   that 
reference  has  been  made.    My  hon.  Friend 
has  correctly  read,  as  far  as  my  recollection 
goes,  the  passages  of  the  judgment  of  the 
Yice  Chancellor,  which  he  was  anxious  to 
bring  under  the  notice  of  the  House  ;  but 
my  hon.  Friend  has  asked  for  Papers  which 
I  think  it  would  be  altogether  out  of  ihe 
ordinary  course  to  print  at  the  pubKo  ex- 
pense.    I  may,  however,  observe  that  in 
those  Papers  no  charge  of  defalcation  or 
fraud  was  made  against  Mr.  Edmunds. 
He  was  charged  simply  with  being  a  debtor 
to  the  Crown ;   and  tiie  information  asked 
that  an  account  might  be  taken.     It  waa 
a  mere  statement  that  Mr.  Edmunds  had 
held  an  appointment  under  the  Crown, 
and  that,  while  holding  that  appointment, 
he  became  a  debtor  to  the  Crown.     On 
that  information  a  decree  was  subsequently 
granted.    I  do  not  mean  to  say  anything 
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about  tbe  other  part  of  the  prooeedings 
taken  on  the  advioe  of  my  hon^  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bichmond  (Sir 
Ronndell  Palmer);  bnt  1  believe  there 
were  ample  reasons  why  this  information 
'sbonid  have  been,  as  it  was^  filed  in  the 
Court  of  Chaneerj  instead  of  the  Court  of 
Exchequer.  In  the  Court  of  Chancer^ 
there  is  a  better  machinery  for  the  inyesti- 
gatioh  of  complicated  accounts.  The  in- 
formation stated  two  items— one  a  deduc- 
tion made  by  Mr.  Edmunds  for  discount 
upon  stamps,  and  the  other  a  deduction  of 
12^.  lOd.  from  the  fees  on  patents,  this 
latter  deduction  being  made  lor  each  skin 
of  parchment.  The  issue  was  whether 
Mr.  Edmunds  was  right  in  making  those 
dedcrctions  befbre  paying  the  money  oVer 
to  the  Crown.  The  Vice  Chancellor  held 
that  he  was  not.  I  am  gkd  my  hon. 
Pri^d  has  read  to  tbe  House  that  passage 
in  the  judgment  of  his  Honour  whioh 
states  th&t  Mr.  Bdmunds  had  ^  duty  to 
discWge  under  an  Act  of  Parliament 
which  it  was  difficult  to  construe,  and  that 
he  erred,  not  through  fraud,  but  through 
a  mistake.  I7ow,  to  far  as  I  understand 
my  hon.  Friend,  he  asks  this  question — 
**  What  advice  does  the  Attorney  General 
intend  to  give  to  the  Government  in  re- 
ference to  the  Papers  which  Mr.  Edmunds 
has  laid  before  the  Government."  I 
admit  that  those  Papers  have  been  laid 
before  me  for  my  advice.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber, speaking  irrespcmsibly,  or  simply  upon 
his  responsibility  as  a  Member  of  this 
House,  has  been  good  enough  to  tell  me 
what  advice  I  ought  to  give  to  the  Go- 
Temment ;  but  for  myself  I  can  only  say 
that  the  Papers  are  now  under  my  consi- 
deration, and  that  my  advice  will  be  given 
in  a  few  days.  The  House  must  see  that 
it  would  be  highly  inconvenient  if  I  were 
now  to  state  to  the  House  what  advice  I 
shall  give — whether  I  shall  advise  the 
Government  in  favonr  of  arbitration,  or 
^r  having  the  account  taken  through  the 
medium  of  the  Court  of  Chancery.  I 
have  taken  the  matto  into  consideration 
without  any  prejudice,  and  I  hope  I  shall, 
with  faii^ness,  advise  the  Government  as 
to  the  best  course  to  adopts  having  regard 
to  &e  publie  interests,  and,  I  will  add, 
haHang  regard  also  to  the  interests  of  Mr. 
Ediiiund^. 

Motion,  by  leave,  wUhirawn. 

House  a^joorsed  at  a  qaarter  after 
Five  o'clock  till  Friday. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Thursday,  Jtdy  80,  1868. 

THE  NEW  PALACE  OF  JUSTICE. 
QUESTION. 

Lord  DENMAN,  in  pursuance  of  ITo- 
tice,  asked  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
If  the  Commissioners  under  the  Courts  of 
Justice  Building  Act  had  recommended 
any  definite  plan  in  regard  to  the  New 
Pfidace  of  Justice  ?  The  noble  Lord  said, 
no  task  could  be  more  ungracious  than 
seeming  to  under-rate  the  exertions  of 
a  Boyal  Commission,  especially  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Cran  worth),  and  to 
oppose  the  opinion  of  eminent  jurists  who 
anticipate  the  greatest  advantage  from  the 
concentration  of  the  Courts  of  Justice  ; 
but  having  since  1864  differed  from  them 
all,  and  observing  that  but  £36,000  was 
left  for  the  building  of  a  palace,  whilst 
their  Lordships'  House  had  carried  a  clause 
that  all  plans  and  estimates  should  be  laid 
before  Parliament  before  the  beginning  of 
the  work  (which  was  given  up  on  condi- 
tion of  a  certificate  as  to  the  expense  of 
the  site  not  exceeding  £750,000,  and  the 
expense  of  the  building  not  exceeding 
another  £750,000),  he  could  not  but  re- 
mark that  if  the  present  plan  were  carried 
out  more  than  seven  acres  would  be  re- 
quired; whilst  to  accommodate  jurors, 
suitors,  witnesses,  and  the  public  as  they 
could  now  be  accommodated  at  Westmin- 
ster Hall  and  Guildhall,  no  single  building 
could  be  sufficient.  The  approaches  also 
to  Westminster  had  been  improved,  and 
in  a  very  short  time  a  railway  station 
would  be  opened  at  the  very  place  at 
whioh  Mr.  Canning's  statue  formerly 
stood.  Shortly,  instead  of  merely  think- 
ing they  were  represented,  he  hoped  that 
the  people  would  feel  that  they  were  so,  and 
he  trusted  that  no  contract  would  be  en- 
tered into  without  its  previously  being 
submitted  to  the  new  Parliament.  He 
wished  that  the  present  unsightlv  build- 
ings could  be  dispensed  with  ;  they  had 
been  condemned  by  his  noble  Belative  as 
soon  as  they  were  built ;  but  it  had  been 
settled  that  on  £200,000  being  paid  for 
them  they  should  be  given  up  to  the 
Commissioners,  and  it  had  been  suggested 
that  they  might  become  Committee-rooms 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  As  to  the  in- 
crease of  fees  for  fifty  years,  his  noble 
Relative  (who  had  done  everything  in'  bis 
power  to  diminish  the  cost  of  litigation,    j 
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counting  the  loss  to  his  family  and  him- 
self beforehand),  could  not  have  approved 
of  such  a  method  of  paying  for  buildings^ 
though  it  had  the  authority  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament  passed  last  year.  He  must 
conclude  joining  in  opinion  with  two  of 
Her  Majesty's  counsel  on  the  Home  Circuit 
that  an  abandonment  of  Westminster  Hall 
and  Guildhall  was  unnecessary,  and  that 
the  evils  attending  concentration  had  not 
been  duly  considered.  He  knew  that  his 
noble  Relative  did  not  approve  of  the 
Courts  sitting  at  Westminster  Hall  and 
Guildhall  at  the  same  time,  but  that  could 
be  avoided.  He  really  believed,  in  the 
present  state  of  the  labour  market,  that  if 
these  Courts  were  begun  they  might  re- 
main unfinished  for  years,  like  the  tower 
of  Cologne  Cathedral,  and  he  hoped  that 
the  Government  would  wait  until  the  next 
Session  and  not  adopt  any  plan  with  un- 
due  haste 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
would  endeavour  to  answer  the  Question 
of  the  noble  Lord  without  attempting  to 
enter  into  the  wide  subject  introduced  by 
him.  The  Commissioners  under  the 
Courts  of  Justice  Building  Act  had  not 
as  yet  actually  recommended  any  definite 
plan,  and  therefore  of  course  the  Lords  of 
the  Treasury  could  not  have  adopted  any 
recommendation.  At  the  same  time  he 
was  bound  to  add  that  the  members  of  the 
Commission — of  which  he  was  one — held 
a  meeting  a  few  days  ago,  at  which  they 
agreed  to  a  draft  letter  to  be  accompanied 
by  sketches  of  certain  floor  plans,  to  be 
approved  of.  That  letter  and  those  plans 
had  not,  however,  as  yet  been  dispatched, 
but  they  were  about  being  so.  That  was 
the  state  of  the  matter  between  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  Commissioners. 

LoBD  DENMAN  said,  that  it  was  made 
clear  that  Parliament  would  have  to  ex- 
ceed greatly  the  original  estimates. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Five  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter  before 

Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF    LORDS, 

Friday,  July  31,  1868. 

MINUTES]  — PuBLio  Bills— /2oyaZ  Auent-- 
Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)  [81  &,  82 
Vxci.  0.  85] ;  Sir  Robert  Napier's  Annuity 
[81 4b  82  Vict.  c.  91]  ;  Liquidation  [81  A  Z2 
Vtct.  0.  68] ;  Land  WriU  Registration  (Scot- 

Lord  Denman 


land  [81  h  82  Vict.  c.  64] ;  TJnlTersity  Elec- 
tions (Voting  Papers)  [81  4  83  Viet,  o.  65]  ; 
Turnpike  Trusts  Arrangements  [31  *  33  VteL, 
c.  66J ;  Metropolitan  Police  Funds  [31  &  33 
VieU  0.  67] :  Fairs  (Metropolis)  [31  A  33  Fief. 
0.  106] ;  Libel  (Ireland)  [31  &  33  Viet.  o.  69]: 
Railways  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  [31  &  83 
Ft<;tc.70];  Promissory  Oatbs  [81  <fe  32  Viet. 
c.  73] ;  County  Courts  (Admiralty  JuriadiotioB) 
[81  &  82  Viet.  c.  71] ;  Revenue  Officers  Dis- 
abilities Removal  [81  d(  83  Viet.  o.  73] ;  Poor 
Law  and  Medical  Inspectors  (Ireland)  [31  4  S3 
Vict.  c.  74] ;  Petit  Juries  (Ireland)  [31  A  33 
Vict.  c.  1S\;  Admiralty  Suits  [31  ^  33  Viet. 
c.  78];  Railway  Companies  [31  A  33  Fid 
c.  79] ;  Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Gauses  Cout 
[81  4  83  Vict.  c.  77] ;  Contagioos  Diseases 
Act  (1866)  Amendment  [31  4  33  Vict.  c.  80]; 
Army  Chaplains  [81  A  83  Viet.  o.  83] ;  A** 
signees  of  Marine  Policies  [81  ds  33  Vict.  o.  86]  ; 
County  General  Assessment  (Scotland)  [31 A  33 


Vict.  c.  831 ;    Entail  Amendment  (Scotlaad) 

S81  &  83  Viet. 0. Si];  Artizana'and  Labooien' 
)wemngs  [81  4  83  Viet.  c.  130] ;  Court  of 
Justiciary  (Scotland)  [31  A  82   Vtei.  o.  95] ; 


Ecclesiastical  Buildings  and  Glebes  (Seotlaidj 
[81  &  83  Vict.  c.  96]  ;  Lunatic  Asjluma  (lie- 
land)  Accounts  Audit  [31  A  83  Vict.  e.  97]: 
Railway  Companies  (Ireland)  Advances  [81 A  S3 
Vict.  0.  94] ;  Vaccination  (Ireland)  [31  A  83 
Viet.  o.  87]  ;  Courts  of  Chancery  and  Exebe- 
quer  (Ireland)  Fee  Funds  [81  A  82  Vic€.o.SS}; 
Tithe    Commutation,    dc.    Acts    Amendmeat 

S31  <fc  83  Viet.  0.  89]  ;  Public  BeparCmeais 
Payments  [81  A  83  Vict.  c.  90]  ;  New  Zealand 
Assembly's  Powers  [81  A  83  Vtet.  c.  02] ;  New 
Zealand  Company  [31  ds  33  Fiet.o.93]  ;  Clerks 
of  the  Peace,  dc.  (Ireland)  [31  4b  32  Ful 
0.  98];  MiUtia  Pay  [81  d(  83  Viet.  o.  762; 
Hudson's  Bay  Company  [81  ds  33  Viet.  o.  105] ; 
Indorsing  of  Warrants  [81  d(  83  Vict,  c-  107]; 
Bankruptcy  Act  Amendment  [81  A  32  Viet. 
c.  104];  Burials  (IreUnd)  [81  A  32  FkC 
c.  103]  ;  Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolitioa 
[81  &  83  Via.o.  109]  ;  Court  of  Session  (Scot- 
land)  [81  A  33  Viet.  0.  100]  ;  General  Police 
and  Improvement  (Scotland)  Act  Ameodmat 
[81  ii  33  Viet.  0.  103] ;  Municipal  EleetloBS 
(Scotland)  [81  A  83  Viet.  0.  108]  ;  MarRages 
Validity  (Blakedown)  [31  A  33  Firf.  c.  Ill]; 
West  Indies  [31  A  33  Viet.  c.  120] ;  Eodssias- 
tical  Commissioners  [31  A  32  Viet.  c.  Hi]: 
Larceny  and  Embenlement  [31  4t  32  Fid 
c.  116];  Sanitary  Act  (1866)  Amendment 
[31  A  82  Viet.  c.  115] ;  Titles  to  Land  Ooa- 
solidation  (Scotland)  [81  A  32  Viet.  o.  101]; 
Sale  of  Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Act  Aomm- 
ment  [81  A  82  Vict.  c.  121] ;  Regola^on  of 
RaUways  [81  A  83  Viet.  0.  119]  ;  Ezpiiiag 
Laws  Continuance  [81  A  S3  Viet,  c  111]: 
Electric  Telegraphs  [31  A  33  Viet.  0.  119]; 
Public  Schools  [31  d(  33  Viet.  c.  118] ;  Distrwt 
Church  Tithes  Act  Amendment  [81  A  32  VieL 
0.  117]  ;  Poor  Relief  [31  A  33  VicL  o.  1231 ; 
Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland)  [31  S  32  FSoL 
c.  138]  ;  Inland  Revenne[81  A  S3  Ftcl.e.  124]; 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praetiocs  at 
Elections  [81  A  83  Viet.  c.  135] ;  Dan^e 
Works  Loan  [81  A  83  Viet.  o.  126];  Saint 
Mary  Somerset's  Church,  London  [31  A  32 
Via.  c.  137];  Colonial  Governors  PeottkuM 
Act  Amendment  [81  A  33  Vict,  c  128] ;  Colo- 
nial Shipping  [31  A  33  Ftcl.  c  129] ;  Regirtr». 
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tion  (Ireland)  [dl  6t  82  Vict,  o.  112] ;  Turnpike 
Acts  Gontinuanoe  [31  &  33  Vict,  o.  199]; 
Portpatriok  and  Belfiist  and  County  Down 
Railway  Companies  [31  A  32  Vict,  o.  81] ;  Lee 
River  Conservancy  [31  &  32  Vict.  o.  154]; 
Tain  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  [31  dc  32 
Vict.  c.  156];  Poor  Law  Board  Provisional 
Order  Confirmation  [31  A  82  Vict.  c.  150]; 
Land  Drainage  Provisional  Order  Confirmation 
[31  A  32  Vict.  o.  156] ;  Drainage  and  Improve- 
ment of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supplemental  (No.  2) 
[31  &  32  Viet,  e.  151] ;  Drainage  and  Improve- 
ment of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supplemental  (No.  3) 
[31  <b  32  Vict.  0.  157] ;  Drainage  and  Improve- 
ment of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supplemental  (No.  4) 
[31  A  32  Vict,  0.  158];  Local  Government 
Supplemental  (No.  3)  [31  A  32  Vict,  e.  152]  ; 
Local  Government  Supplemental  (No.  0)  [31  A 
82  Vict,  0.  153]. 


PROROGATION  OF   THE   PARLIAMENT. 

SPEECH  OF  THE  LORDS 

COMMISSIONERS. 

The  PARLIAMENT  was  this  day  pro- 
rogued hy  Commission. 

The  Lo&DS  CoHHissioinsES  —  namely, 
The  Lord  Chai^oellob  ;  Lobd  Priyt 
Seal  (The  Eabl  op  Malhesbubt)  ;  The 
DiTBB  OF  Beaufobt  (Mastor  of  the  Horse); 
The  DuBE  ov  Buckingham  (Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies);  and  The  Eabl 
OP  Devon  (President  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board)  ^heing  in  their  rohes,  and  seated 
on  a  Form  between  the  Throne  and  the 
Woolsack ;  and  the  Commons  being  oome» 
with  their  Speaker,  the  Botal  Assent 
was  given  to  several  Bills. 

Then  The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  de- 
livered  the  Speech  of  the  Lobds  Commis- 
siONEBs  as  follows : — 


**My  Lords,  and  Gftnilemen, 

"I  AM  happy  to  be  enabled  to  re- 
lease you  from  your  Labours^  and  to 
oflfer  you  My  Acknowledgments  for 
the  Diligence  with  which  you  havei 
applied  yourselves  to  your  Parliamen- 
tary Duties. 

"  My  Relations  with  Foreign  Powers 
remain  friendly  and  satisfactory.  I 
have  no  Reason  to  apprehend  that 
Europe  will  be  exposed  to  the  Ca- 
lamity of  War,  and  My  Policy  will 
continue  to  be  directed  to  secure  the 
Blessings  of  Peace. 


"I  ANJCfOTTNCED  to  you  at  the  Be- 
ginning of  this  Session  that  I  had  di- 
rected an  Expedition  to  be  sent  to 
Abyssinia  to  liberate  My  Envoy,  and 
others  of  My  Subjects,  detained  by 
the  Buler  of  that  Country  in  an  un- 
just Captivity. 

"I  PEEL  sure  that  you  will  share 
in  My  Satisfaction  at  the  complete 
Success  which  has  attended  that 
Expedition.  After  a  March  of  4(X) 
Miles,  through  a  difficult  and  unex- 
plored Country,  My  Troops  took  the 
strong  Place  of  Magdala,  freed  the 
Captives,  and  ^vindicated  the  Honour 
of  My  Crown;  and  by  their  imme- 
diate Return,  without  One  Act  of  Op- 
pression or  needless  Violence,  proved 
that  the  Expedition  had  been  under- 
taken only  in  obedience  to  the  Claims 
of  Humanity,  and  in  fulfilment  of 
the  highest  Duties  of  My  Sovereignty. 

''The  Cessation  of  the  long-con- 
tinued Efforts  to  promote  Rebellion 
in  Ireland  has  for  some  Time  rendered 
unnecessary  the  Exercise  by  the  Ex- 
ecutive of  exceptional  Powers.  I  re- 
joice to  learn  that  no  Person  is  now 
detained  under  the  Provisions  of  the 
Act  for  the  Suspension  of  the  Habeas 
Corpus,  and  that  no  Prisoner  awaits 
Trial  in  Ireland  for  an  Offence  con- 
nected with  the  Fenian  Conspiracy. 

*'  Q-entlemen  of  the  Mouse  of 
Commons, 

''I  HAVB  to  thank  you  for  the 
liberal  Supplies  which  you  have  voted 
for  the  Public  Service. 

''  My  Lords,  and  Ghnilemen, 

*^  I  HAVE  had  much  Satisfaction  in 
giving  My  Assent  to  a  Series  of  Mea- 
sures completing  the  great  Work  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  Representa- 
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tion  of  the  People  in  Parliament, 
whicb  has  engaged  your  Attention 
for  Two  Sessions. 

'*I  HAYK  seen  with  Satisfaction 
that  the  Time  necessarily  occupied 
by  this  comprehensive  Subject  has 
not  prevented  you  dealing  with  other 
Questions  of  great  public  Intetest, 
and  I  have  gladly  given  My  Sanction 
to  Bills  for  the  better  Govemmemt 
of  Public  Schools,  the  Regulation  of 
Railways,  the  Amendment  of  the 
Law  relating  to  British  Sea  Fisheries, 
and  for  the  Acquisition  and  Main- 
tenance of  Electric  Telegraphs  by  the 
Postmaster -General;  and  to(  several 
important  Measures  having  for  their 
Object  the  Improvement  of  the  Law, 
and  of  the  Civil  and  Criminal  Pro- 
cedures in  Scotland, 

"Br  the  Appointment  ol  a  Comp- 
troller-in-Chief  in  the  War  Office  a 
considerable  Reform  in  Army  Ad- 
ministration has  been  commenced, 
which,  by  combining  at  home  and 
abroad  the  various  Departments  of 
Military  Supply  under  One  Autho- 
rity, will  conduce  to  greater  Economy 
and  Efficiency  both  in  Peace  and 
War. 

''It  is  My  Intentioa  to  dissolve 
the  present  Parliament  at  the  earliest 
Day  that  will  enable  My  People  to 
reapf  the  Benefit  of  the  extended 
System  of  Represe&ttttten  which  the 
Wisdom  of  Parliament  haa  provided 
A>r  them.  I  look  with  entire  Con- 
fidence to  their  proving  themselves 
worthy  of  the  high  Privilege  with 
which  they  have  tbtiis  been  invested ; 
and  I  trust  that,  under  the  Blessing 
of  Divine  Providence,  the  Expression 
of  their  Opinion  on  those  great  Ques- 
tions of  public  Policy  which  have 
occupied  the  Attention  of  Parliament 


and  remain  undecided^  may  tmid  to 
maintain  unimpaired  that  Civil  tend 
Religious  Freedom  which  has  been 
secured  to  all  My  Subjects  by  the 
Inetitutions  and  Settleseftt  of  M7 
Realm/^ 

Thea  a  Connsission  for  pforegoiflg  the 

ParUamottt  was  read. 

After  wkkbi 

TftE  LORD  CHANCELLOR  snd— 

Jfy  2j>rds,  and  Oentlem&nf 
By  virtue  of  Her  Majesty's  Commission, 
under  the  Great  Seal,  to  us  and  oHiet 
Lords  directed,  and  now  read,  we  do,  in 
Her  Majesty's  Name,  and  in  obedience  to 
Her  Commands,  prorogue  this  Parliament 
to  Thursday  the  Eighth  Day  of  October 
next,  to  be  then  here  bolden;  and  this 
Parliament  fs  accordingly  prorogued  to 
Thursday  ibe  Eighth  l)ay  of  OtOotarxkext 


HOUSE   OF   COMMOJ5F8, 

IHddyf  July  SI,  1868. 

The  House  met  at  half  after  One  of  the 
clock. 

FRANCE,  BELGIUM,  AND  HOLLAND. 
^UESXION. 

Mb.  OTWAY  said,  he  would  b^  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  has  received  any  infnnnatioa 
as  to  a  projected  offensiye  and  d^enstve 
alliance  between  France,  Belgiom,  and 
Holland,  or  of  any  combination  of  those 
powers,  for  purposes  hostile  to  PmsBta 
and  Germany  r 

Loan  STANLEY  said,  in  reply,  that  he 
had  yesterday  seen  the  Belgian  lOnister 
upon  the  subject  to  which  the  Question 
related;  and  be.  Baron  Dujardin,  was 
authorized  by  his  Government  to  state, 
that  so  far  as  Belgium  is  concerned^  &ere 
is  no  foundation  whatever  for  the  r^rt 
to  which  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Idtem- 
ber  referred.  He  understood  no  proposition 
of  the  kind  comprised  m  ik6  QusstioB  had 
been  made  by  France  or  Belgium,  either 

Digitized  by 


1941 


Zord  N'apier't 


JJtLT  31, 1S6S} 


P&nsion. 


1942 


officially  or  nnofficially.  He  had  reoeiyed 
from  the  Hagne  a  similar  statement  — 
namely,  that  the  report  was  unfonnded — 
but  couched  in  more  general  terms. 

METROPOLIS— THE  PARKS. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  Alderman  LAWRENCE  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  Whether,  for  the  conyenienoe  of 
Foreigners  and  other  Visitors  to  London, 
he  wUl  cause  at  each  of  the  park  gates 
the  name  of  the  gate  to  he  written  legibly 
and  conspicuously  ? 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  in  reply, 
that  he  was  not  aware  that  any  inoonye- 
nience  had  arisen  to  foreigners  from  the 
names  of  the  gates  not  being  painted  up; 
but  there  would  be  no  objection,  when 
the  notice  boards  required  re-painting,  to 
place  the  names  of  the  different  parks  at 
their  head. 

POOR  LAW  ASSESSMENT.— (QUESTION. 

Mb.  Alderhait  LAWEENCE  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Poor 
Law  Board,  Whether  he  will  take  into  his 
consideration  the  adyisability  of  introduc- 
ing a  measure,  in  the  next  Session  of 
Parliament,  to  compel  the  single  parishes 
in  the  Metropolis  to  repossess,  in  the  same 
manner  as  Uie  parishes  in  unions  haye 
been  compelled  to  re-assess  under  the 
Union  Assessment  Act,  in  order  that  the 
contributions  to  the  common  fond  may  be 
leyied  throughout  the  Metropolis  on  a  fair 
and  equal  basis  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
in  reply,  that  it  had  been  his  intention  to 
introduce  a  measure  for  the  uniform  yalua- 
tion  of  the  metropolis  ;  but  the  same 
reasons  that  had  preyented  tbe  progress  of 
important  measures  which  the  Gt>yernment 
desired  to  see  passed  had  interfered  to 
prevent  him  firom  doing  so.  He  hoped  to 
introduce  such  a  measure  next  Session. 

METROPOLITAN  IMPROVEMENTS. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  Aldxbman  LAWRENCE  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Whether  the  Commissioners  of 
Woods  and  Forests,  with  the  sancti(m  of 
the  Treasury,  haye  abandoned  the  scheme 
of  forming  a  new  wide  street  immediately 
opposite  the  Horse  Guards,  from  White- 
h^,  through  Whitehall  Yard  to  the 
Thames  Embankment,  as  planned  by  Mr. 


Pennethome,  in  his  Beport  of  the  24th 
April  1868,  and  stated  by  him  to  form  a 
hcmdsome  approach  to  the  Embankment 
from  Buckingham  Palace,  the  Park,  and 
the  Horse  Guards,  with  the  Public  Offices 
South  thereof,  and  to  furnish  fine  sites 
ayailable  for  the  erection  of  public  build- 
ings, or  for  priyate  houses  and  offices,  and 
that  the  said  street  passes  wholly  through 
Crown  property,  the  leases  of  which  haye 
all  terminated ;  whether  the  Commission- 
ers of  Woods  and  Forests  haye  so  deter- 
mined in  consequence  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  haying  decided  not  to 
mdke  the  street  opposite  the  Horse  Guards 
at  the  expense  or  the  Metropolis^  but  to 
make  a  thoroughfare  to  the  Embankment 
through  Whitehall  Place;  and,  whether 
the  Treasury  is  not  of  opinion  that  if  the 
new  street  be  formed  through  Whitehall 
Yard,  as  designed  by  Mr«  Pennethome,  it 
would  nearly  double  the  present  yidue 
of  the  Crown  property  through  which  it 

^^.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  that 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  had 
left  town,  and  that  he  was  not  able  to 
answer  the  Question  for  him. 

THE  CIRCUITS.— QUESTION. 

YisooiTNT  MILTON  said,  he  would  heg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  If  it  is  true  that  the  Goyem- 
ment  do  not  intend  to  take  into  considera- 
tion the  necessity  of  holding  Assizes  at 
some  conyenient  place  within  the  South- 
western Diyision  of  Yorkshire  ? 

Me.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
had  answered  two  days  ago  a  somewhat 
similar  Question  put  to  him  by  i^e  noble 
Lord.  A  Commission  was  now  taking  into 
consideration  all  the  circumstances  con- 
nected with  the  discharge  of  judicial  busi- 
ness, and,  pending  the  inquiry  by  that 
Commission,  he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
conyenient  to  establish  any  new  Assize 
town. 

YisoouNT  MILTON  said,  he  wanted  to 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  consider  the  question  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
would  defer  the  consideration  of  the  mat- 
ter pending  the  inquiry  by  the  Commis- 
sion. 

LORD   NAPIER'S    PENSION. 

axTssnoK. 

Miu  DARBY  GRIFFITH  said,  h^ 
would  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
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Treasury,  Whether  it  would  not  be  a  de- 
sirable  and  appropriate  completion  of  the 
proTision  made  by  Parliament  for  the  sup- 
port of  the  title  conferred  on  Lord  Napier 
of  Magdda,  if  a  pension  equivalent  to 
that  already  granted  by  Parliament  was 
made  to  extend  to  Lady  Nanier,  in  case  of 
any  unforeseen  contingency? 

Mr.  DISBAJSLI  said,  in  reply,  that  the 
proTision  that  had  been  made  by  Par- 
liament on  the  recommendation  of  Her 
Majesty  for  Lord  Napier  of  Magdala,  in 
consideration  of  his  eminent  services,  had 
been  well  considered  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  reference  to  all  the 
circumstances ;  and  therefore  he  could  not 
hold  out  afly  hope  that  the  matter  would 
again  be  open  to  consideration. 

CASE  OF  MR.  GEORGE  F.  TRAIN. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  REABDEN  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther the  attention  of  the  Irish  Government 
has  been  called  to  a  statement  by  Mr. 
George  Francis  Train's  solicitor,  that  he 
applied  to  the  Chief  Clerk  of  the  Court  of 
Judge  Miller,  of  Dublin,  for  leave  to  file 
an  affidavit  of  Mr.  Clark  Bell,  the  solicitor, 
who  paid  Mr.  Henry  the  Ebbw  Vale  Com- 
pany's claim,  being  the  debt  for  which 
Mr.  Train  is  now  detained  in  prison,  in 
order  that  Mr.  Train  might  be  in  time  to 
make  application  on  the  29th  instant  to 
Judge  Miller  for  his  discharge,  being  the 
last  day  on  which  Judge  MiUer  would  sit 
before  the  end  of  the  long  vacation  in 
November  next,  and  which  application 
would  be  grounded  on  the  affidavit  then 
presented  to  him ;  but  that  the  Chief  Clerk 
in  the  most  peremptory  manner  refused  to 
receive  the  affidavit  on  the  files  of  the 
Court,  on  the  pretext  that  the  same  was 
not  in  proper  form,  and  not  written  on 
paper  prescribed  by  the  rules  of  the  Court ; 
that  the  affidavit  of  Mr.  Clark  Bell  was 
sworn  to  at  Venice,  Italy,  by  Mr.  Train, 
before  the  British  Consul ;  and  whether, 
if  such  statement  be  correct,  the  Irish 
Government  will  recommend  that  the  case 
of  Mr.  Train  be  referred  to  the  Master  of 
the  Court  of  Exchequer  in  Ireland,  in 
order  that  the  facts  and  circumstances 
connected  with  Mr.  Train's  continued  im- 
prisonment may  be  inquired  into,  with  a 
view  to  his  discharge,  should  it  appear 
that  such  imprisonment  is  unjust  ? 

Thb  Eabl  of   MATO  said,  in  reply, 
that  neither  his  attention  nor  that  of  tiie 
Mr.  Barhy  Griffith 


Irish  Government  had  been  called  to  tliis 
case.  The  hon.  Member  must  be  aware 
that  the  Executive  Government  bad  no 
power  to  interfere  in  the  proceedings  of 
Courts  of  Justice,  and  therefore  it  would 
be  highly  improper  were  the  Government 
to  institute  any  inquiry  into  the  matter. 
He  might,  however,  state  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  must  be  labouring  under  boom 
mistake,  as  he  found  that  the  case  was 
set  down  for  hearing  for  that  day. 


TAXATION    OF    MORTGAGES. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  Aldbbman  SALOMONS  said,  be 
would  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Whether,  with  regard  to  Be- 
nefit Societies,  the  sum  at  which  mort- 
gages would  be  taxable  under  the  Inland 
Revenue  Act  would  be  £200  or  £500? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  thb  EXCHB- 
QTJER  said,  in  reply,  that  the  effect  of 
the  Inland  Revenue  Act  would  take  awaj 
the  exemptions  from  taxation  of  loans  by 
Benefit  Societies  to  strangers,  bat  tbe 
exemption  would  be  continued  in  &Toar 
of  advances  not  exceeding  £500  made  bj 
those  Societies  to  their  own  memben. 


ARMY— HOUSEHOLD  BRIGADE. 
QUEsnoir. 

Mb.  NEATE  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Wether 
he  has  made  any  inquiry  into  the  cireom- 
stances  to  which  he  had  drawn  his  atteo- 
tion  the  other  day,  of  the  Household 
Brigade  being  kept  out  in  the  heat  on 
Wormwood  Scrubs  from  eight  in  the 
morning  until  half  past  two  o'clock  in 
the  afternoon,  the  result  being  that  seven 
men  had  to  be  carried  off  the  ground  in 
vans,  and  seven  or  eight  others  had  to  be 
sent  to  the  Hospital  ? 

Sm  JOHN  PAKINOTONsaid,  inieplj, 
that  he  had  made  inquiries,  and  that  he 
had  been  unable  to  obtain  any  confinnati<>o 
of  the  rumour. 

In  answer  to  Mr,  Otwat, 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  thatthe 
story  of  a  number  of  the  household  cavwiy 
having  had  to  be  sent  home  in  oabSi  ^^ 
taken  into  the  hospital  after  the  field-day 
at  Wormwood  Scrubs  on  Tuesday  we* 
was,  so  far  as  he  could  ascertain,  withow 
foundation. 

Mb.  OTW at  :  WeU,  I  can  aswre  jou 
that  it  is  true. 
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Mb.  NEATE  :  Vill  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman state  of  whom  he  made  his  inqui- 
ries? 

ARMY— INSUBORDINATION  AT  THE 
WINDSOR  REVIEW.— QUESTION. 

LoBD  ELCHO  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretaiy  of  State  for  War,  in  the 
first  place,  Whether  he  can  state  to  the 
House  what  has  been  the  result  of  the 
inquiry  instituted  for  the  purpose  of  ascer- 
taining whether  any  insubordination  had 
been  shown  by  any  of  the  Volunteers  on 
their  return  from  the  Windsor  Review; 
and  whether,  in  the  eyent  of  its  being 
proved  that  any  insubordination  had  oc- 
curred, any  steps  have  been  taken  to 
strike  out  of  the  Army  the  companies  or 
company  which  had  been  guilty  of  such 
insubordination ;  and,  secondly,  whether  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man during  the  Recess  to  take  steps  to 
ascertain  whether  the  opinion  held  by 
some  that  the  Yolunteer  Force  could  not 
be  kept  up  to  their  present  strength  upon 
the  present  Parliamentary  Capitation 
Orant  is  or  is  not  well  founded? 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON :  Sir,  in 
answer  to  the  first  part  of  the  Question 
of  the  noble  Lord,  I  have  to  state  that  in 
consequence  of  information  I  received  in 
regard  to  the  alleged  insubordinate  conduct 
of  the  Second  Company  of  the  First  Ad- 
ministrative Battalion  of  the  Hertford- 
shire Yolunteers  on  the  occasion  in  ques- 
tion, I  called  on  the  Commanding  Officer 
for  an  explanation  of  the  circumstance.  I 
am  sorry  to  say  that  the  explanation  I 
received  was  by  no  means  satisfactory,  and 
that  it  became  my  painful  duty  to  advise 
that  the  Second  Company  of  the  First 
Hertfordshire  should  be  removed  from  the 
Army  List.  A  similar  charge  of  insubor- 
dination on  the  same  day  has  been  made 
against  the  Ninth  Essex  Corps;  but,  as 
the  inquiry  has  not  yet  been  completed,  it 
is  not  in  my  power  to  state  the  course 
which  I  shall  pursue.  With  regard  to 
the  latter  part  of  the  Question,  I  am  not 
prepared  to  institute  a  formal  inquiry  into 
the  matter;  but  I  shall  always  be  open 
to  any  fresh  facts  which  may  be  placed 
before  me. 

DEATHS  IN  COLDBATH  FIELDS  PRISON. 

QUESTION. 

Me.  M'CULLAGH  TORRENS  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  his 


attention  has  been  caUed  to  several  cases 
of  persons  dying  in  Coldbath  Fields  Prison 
during  the  period  of  their  incarceration, 
and  that  the  verdicts  of  the  Coroner's  In- 
quests were  such  as  to  warrant  further 
inquiry;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will  in- 
stitute an  inquiry  into  the  subject  ? 

Me.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  in 
reply,  that  he  had  made  inquiry  for  the 
purpose  of  ascertaining  the  truth  of  a  state- 
ment that  several  prisoners  had  died  in 
Coldbath  Fields  Prison  under  circumstances 
that  had  induced  the  Coroner's  Juries  to 
return  verdicts  which  called  for  further 
inquiry.  He  was  informed  that  one  ad- 
verse verdict  had  been  given,  and  he  in- 
tended to  make  flirther  inquiry  into  the 
matter. 

UNITED  STATES— ASSASSINATION  OP 
PRESIDENT   LINCOLN— RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  Speaxee  acquainted  the  House, 
That,  in  pursuance  oi  a  Resolution  of  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  of  America, 
a  Volume  containing  the  expressions  of 
condolence  and  sympathy  communicated 
to  the  United  States  Government  on  the 
subject  of  the  Assassination  of  Abraham 
Lincoln,  late  President  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  and  the  attempted 
Assassination  of  William  H.  Seward,  Se- 
cretary of  State,  and  Frederick  W.  Seward, 
Assistant  Secretary,  on  the  evening  of  the 
14th  of  April  1865,  has  been  transmitted 
to  the  House  of  Commons  as  a  testimonial 
of  the  grateful  appreciation  by  the  People 
of  the  generous  expressions  of  condolence 
and  sympathy  in  the  late  national  bereave- 
ment communicated  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  the  Department  of  State  of  the 
United  States. 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  he  rose  to  move 
a  Resolution  of  Thanks  from  the  House  to 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  of  Ame- 
rica for  the  gift  of  a  volume  in  reference 
to  the  late  President  Lincoln,  and  that  the 
Resolution  be  forwarded  to  Mr.  Secretary 
Seward  for  presentation  to  Congress. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Resolved,  That  this  House  aooepts,  with  much 
gratifioatioo,  the  Volame  transmitted  to  them  in 
parsuanoe  of  the  Resolution  of  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States,  and  herehj  directs  that  the 
said  Volume  he  placed  in  the  Library  of  the 
House ;  and  that  a  oopj  of  this  Resolution  be 
forwarded  to  Mr.  Secretary  Seward  with  a  request 
that  he  will  communicate  the  same  to  the  Congress 
of  the  United  SUtes.— <Lot\2  Ston^.) 
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ITALY— CONSULAR  OHAPLAIK  AT 
NAPLES.-^iUESTION. 

Mb.  HAEDCASTLE  said,  in  the  ab- 
soence  of  his  boa.  Friend  (Mr.  Habbard), 
be  would  beg  to  atk  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  Wbetber  the  stipend 
of  the  Rey,  Pelham  T.  Maitland,  Consular 
Chaplain  at  Naples,  has  been  withdrawn ; 
and,  if  so,  then  upon  what  grounds,  and 
especially  whether  the  reasons  for  such 
withdrawal  affect  in  any  degree  the  high 
character  Mr.  Maitland  has  always  main- 
tained at  Naples  as  a  Clergyman  of  the 
Church  of  England  ? 

Lord  STANLEY :  Sir,  what  has  hap- 
pened at  Naples  is  this.  Very  acrimonious 
disputes  having  arisen  amongst  the  Eng- 
lish congregation,  and  the  parties  con- 
cerned having  refused  to  abide  by  the  de- 
cision of  the  fiooledastioal  authorities,  I 
thought  it  was  not  seemly  that  Her  Ma- 
jestv*s  Government  should  be  mixed  up 
with  the  affair,  and  I  therefore  felt  it  my 
duty  to  withdraw  the  grant  which  had 
been  made  under  the  Consular  Act.  I  am 
glad,  however,  to  have  it  in  my  power  to 
state  that  what  has  occurred  does  not  in 
the  slightest  degree  affect  the  personal 
character  of  Mr.  Maitland,  whom  I  have 
always  heard  spoken  of  in  the  highest 
terms. 

CHINA— TREATY  OP  TIEN-TSIN. 
QXTSsnoir. 

Colonel  STEES  said,  he  was  desirous 
of  learning,  Whether  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  has 
had  any  communication  from  the  Envoy  of 
China  with  regard  to  the  Treaty  of  Tien- 
tsin? 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  he  had  received 
no  such  communication.  He  was  not  aware 
when  the  gentleman  referred  to  was  ex- 
pected in  this  country. 


REPEAL  OF  THE  UNION  WITH  IRK. 
LAND.— LEAVE. 

Mr.  REARDEN  moved  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  amendment  of  the 
Act  of  Legislative  Union  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  the  estabHihiDeiit  of 
a  Federal  Parliament  and  independent  Le- 
gislature in  Ireland,  the  sepaiution  of  the 
National  Debts  and  Revenu^  of  the  two 
countries,  and  the  responsibility  of  ^usfa 
Country  lor  its  own  debt  and  its  redactioa. 

No  hon.  Member  seconding  the  HotioD, 
it  was  not  put  from  the  Chair. 

PROEOGATION  OF  THE  PARLUMENT. 
Message  to  attend  The  Lords  Coioai- 

aiOVKBS. 

The  House  went :  and  the  Botax  Assest 
was  given  to  several  Bills. 

And  afterwards  a  Speech  of  The  Lords 
CoioossioNEBS  was  delivered  to  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  by  The  Lord  Gnjur- 

OELLOR. 

Then  a  Commission  for  prorogning  fiie 
Parliament  was  read. 

After  which, 

Thb  lord  chancellor  said— 

Ify  Zordi,  and  OmUUmm, 

By  virtue  of  Her  Majesty's  CommissioD, 
under  the  Great  Seal,  to  us  and  other 
Lords  directed,  and  now  read,  we  do,  b 
Her  Majesty's  Name,  and  in  obedience  to 
Her  Commands,  prorogue  this  Parliament 
to  Thundoff  the  Eighth  Bay  of  OcMw 
next,  to  be  then  here  holden;  and  this 
Parliament  is  accordingly  prorogned  to 
ThwTiday  the  Eighth  Bay  of  Oetober  next. 


[TABLE   OF  STATUTES. 
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RETURN  to  an  Order  of  the  Honourable  The  House  of  Commons, 
dated  9  July  1868  ;— /or, 

RETURN  "of  the  Number  of  Days  on  which  Thb  Hoqsx  Sat  in  the  Session  of  1867-8,  stating* 
for  each  Daj,  the  Date  of  the  Month,  and  the  Daj  of  the  Week,  the  Hour  of  Meeting,  and 
the  Hour  of  Adjournment ;  and  the  Total  Number  of  Hours  occupied  in  the  Sittings  of  The 
Hovse,  and  the  Arerage  Time ;  and  showing  the  Number  of  Hours  on  which  The  House  Sat 
each  Daj,  and  the  Number  of  Hours  after  Midnight ;  and  the  Number  of  Entries  in  each  Day's 
Votes  and  Proceedings  (in  oontinuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  0.146,  of  Session  1867)." 

CMr.  Charles  For$Ur,) 
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SUMMARY. 


Month. 

Days  o< 

Sitting. 

Hours  of 
Sitting. 

Hours  after 
Midnight. 

Entries  in 
Votes. 

1867 
November   •». 
December   ... 

1868 

February 

March 

10 
5 

10 
19 
12 
19 
19 
24 

H.       If. 

BS  15 
12  80 

85  15 
142  45 

97  20 
151     5 
162  10 
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1,865 

April    ......... 

May.., 

June....... 

July 

Total 

118 

842  20 

90     15 

7,588 

Average  Time  of  Sitting,  7  Hours,  8  m  Minates. 


DIVISIONS   OF    THE    HOUSE,    SESSION    1867-8. 

(PARL.  PAPER  0-145.) 


BUMMABY. 
Number  of  Divisions  on  Public  Business  before  Midnight 
Ditto         ,,  ,,  ,,  after  Midnight 

Ditto^Prirate  Business  ^^  ...  .^ 

Total  Number  of  Diyisions  In  Session  1867-8 


134 
80 
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TABLE  OF  ALIi  THE  STATUTES 

PASSED  IN  THE  THIRD  SESSION  OP 
'  TRE  iroSETBEOTH   PABT.TA.MWWT  OF  THE  XJNITED  KINGDOM 

OF  OBEAT   BBITAIK  AND  IBELAIffD. 

SV  if  32*  VICT, 


PUBLIC   GENERAL  ACTS. 


I.  A  N  Aet  to  applj  the  Svm  of  Two  millkw 
A,  Poands  out  of  tiio  Contolkkted  Fond  to 
tbo  Serrieo  of  the  Tear  endinff  the  Thiiij-irat 
Day  of  March  One  thooaand  eight  hundrtd  and 
sixty-eight. 

II.  An  Act  to  grant  to  Her  Mi^esty  additional 
Bates  of  Income  Tax. 

III.  An  Act  to  oonflrm  a  Profiiional  Order  nSder 
«<T1m  Drainage  and  ImproTement  of  Lands 
Urdand)  Act,  1868/'  and  the  Acts  amending 
the  same. 

IV.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  rating  to  Sales  of 
Reversions. 

y.  An  Act  ibr  the  Amendment  of  *'  The  Metro- 
DoUtan  Streets  Act  1867." 

VL  An  Act  to  forhid  the  Iis«o  of  Writf  for 
Members  to  serre  in  this  present  Pariiament 
for  the  Boroughs  of  Totnes,  Reigate,  6htat 
Yarmouth,  and  Laneatter, 

YII.  An  Act  to  further  continne  the  Act  of  tlie 
Twen^-ninth  Year  of  the  Reign  of  Her  present 
Majesty,  Chapter  One,  intitoled  An  Aet  to 
empower  the  Lord  Lieutenant  or  other  Chitf 
Oovernor  or  Gcvemort  of  Ireland  to  apprehend, 
and  detain  for  a  limited  Time,  iueh  Pertom  as 
he  or  they  ehall  suspect  of  conspiring  against 
Her  Majesty's  Person  and  Oovemment, 

Vni.  An  Act  to  proride  for  the  Acquisition  of  a 
Site  for  a  Moseom  in  the  East  of  London, 

IX.  An  Act  to  regolate  the  Disposal  of  extra 
Receipts  of  Publlo  Departments. 


Z.  An  Act  to  apply  the  Sam  of  Three  hmidrad  and 
■ixty-two  thoosaad  three  hundred  aod  ninety* 
eight  Pounds  Nineteen  Shillings  and  Nine- 
pence  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  to  the 
Servioe  of  the  Tears  ending  the  Thirty-first 
Day  of  M£xreh  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
sixty-seven  and  the  Thirty-first  Day  of  Mar^ 
One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  sixty-eight. 

XI.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  to  make  flirther 
Provision  tor  the  Despatch  of  Bushieis  in  the 
Court  of  Appeal  in  Chancery. 

Xn.  An  Aet  to  fiMiliUte  the  Alteration  of  Days 
upon  which,  and  of  Plaees  at  iHiiob,  Fairs  are 
^  now  held  in  Ireland. 

XIIL  An  Act  to  apply  the  Sum  of  Six  million 
Pounds  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  to  the 
Senrice  of  the  Tear  ending  on  the  Thirty-first 
Day  of  Match  Ono  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
sixty-nine. 

XIV.  An  Act  for  punishing  Mutiny  and  Deser- 
tion, and  for  the  better  Payment  of  the  Army 
and  their  Quarters. 

XV.  An  Act  for  the  Regulation  of  Her  Blajesty's 
Royal  Marine  Forces  while  on  shore. 

XVI.  An  Act  to  apply  the  Sum  of  Seventeen 
million  Pounds  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
to  the  Service  of  the  Year  ending  on  the  Thirty- 
first  Day  of  March  One  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  sixty-nine. 

XVII.  An  Aet  to  fiirther  continue  and  appro- 
prkte  the  London  Coal  and  Wine  Dotite. 
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XVni.  An  Act  to  giTe  tarthw  Time  for  making 
certain  Railway!. 

XIX.  An  Act  for  declaring  valid  certain  Orders 
of  Her  Majesty  in  Council  relating  to  the  Ec- 
clesiastical Commissioners  for  England  and  to 
the  Deans  and  Chapters  of  certain  Churches. 

XX.  An  Act  to  enable  Persons  in  Ireland  to 
establish  Legitimacy  and  the  Validity  of  Mar- 
riages,  and  the  Right  to  be  deemed  Natural- 
bom  Subjects. 

XXL  An  Act  to  provide  Compensation  to  Officers 
of  certain  discontinued  Prisons. 

XXII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Places  for  holding  Petty  Sessions  and  to  I^k- 
up  Houses  for  the  temporary  Confinement  of 
Persons  taken  into  Custody  and  not  yet  com- 
mitted for  Trial. 

XXIII.  An  Act  to  render  valid  Marriages  here- 
tofore solemnized  in  the  Chapel  of  Ease  of 
Frampton  Mmsel  in  the  Parish  of  Sapperton 
in  the  County  of  Olaueester. 

XXIV.  An  Act  to  provide  for  carrying  out  of 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons. 

XXV.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Industrial  Schools 
Act  to  Ireland, 

XXVI.  An  Act  to  enable  certain  guaranteed 
Indian  Railway  Companies  to  raise  Money  on 
Debenture  Stock. 

XXVn.  An  Act  for  raising  the  Sum  of  One 
million  six  hundred  thousand  Pounds  by  Ex- 
chequer Bonds  for  the  Service  of  the  Year 
ending  on  the  Thirty-first  Day  of  March  One 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  sixty-nine. 

XXVIII.  An  Act  to  grant  certain  Duties  of 
Customs  and  Income  Tax. 

XXIX.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Medical  Practitioners  in  the  Colonies. 

XXX.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  of  the  Seventh 
and  Eighth  Tears  of  the  Reign  of  Vietoria, 
Chapter  Forty-four,  relating  to  the  Formation 
of  Quoad  tacra  Parishes  in  Scotland,  and  to  re- 
peal the  Act  of  the  Twenty-ninth  and  Thirtieth 
Tears  of  the  Reign  of  Victoria,  Chapter  Seventy- 
seven. 

XXXI.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  passed  in  the 
Session  of  Parliament  held  in  Ireland  in  the 
Thirty-ninth  Tear  of  the  Reign  of  His  Majesty 
King  Oeorge  the  Third,  intituled  An  Act  for 
the  better  Regidaiioh  of  Stockbrokert, 

XXXII.  An  Act  for  annexing  Conditions  to  the 
Appointment  of  Persons  to  Offices  in  certain 
Schools. 

XXXIII.  An  Act  for  the  Collection  and  Publica- 
tion of  Cotton  Statistics. 

XXXIV.  An  Act  to  alter  some  Provisions  in  the 
existing  Acts  as  to  Registration  of  Writs  in 
certain  Registers  in  Scotland, 

XXXV.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Provision  in  "  The 
Duchy  of  ComvoaU  Management  Act,  1868/' 
relating  to  permanent  Improvements. 

XXXVI.  An  Act  to  make  perpetual  the  Alkali 
Act,  1863. 

XXXVII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Documentary  Evidence  in  certain  Cases. 

XXXVIII.  An  Act  for  the  Appropriation  of  cer- 
tain unclaimed  Shares  of  Prize  Money  acquired 
by  Soldiers  and  Seamen  in  India, 

XXXIX.  An  Act  to  give  Relief  to  Jurors  who 
may  refuse  or  be  unwilling  from  alleged  con- 
scientious Motives  to  be  sworn  in  Civil  or 
Criminal  Proceedings  in  Scotland, 

XL.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Parti- 
tion, 


XLI.  An  Act  to  make  Provirion  in  the  Oaae  of 
Boroughs  ceasing  to  return  Members  to  serve 
in  Parliament  respecting  Righu  of  Election 
which  have  been  vested  in  Persons  entitled  to 
vote  for  such  Members. 

XLII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  of  the  Twenty- 
third  and  Twenty-fourth  Tears  of  the  R^gn  of 
Her  Majesty,  Chapter  Fifty,  by  abolishing  the 
Rate  imposed  by  the  said  Act  on  all  Oocupic»i 
of  Premises  within  the  extended  Municipal 
Boundaries  of  the  City  of  Edinburgh, 

XLIII.  An  Act  for  extending  the  Proviaioaa  of 
The  Thamei  Embankment  and  Metropolis  Im- 
provement (Loans)  Act,  1864,  and  for  amend- 
ing the  Powers  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  in  relation  to  Loans  under  that  Aot. 

XLIV.  An  Act  for  &cilitating  the  AoquisitioB 
and  Enjoyment  of  Sites  for  Buildings  for  Re- 
ligious, Educational,  Literary,  Scientific,  and 
other  Charitable  Purposes. 

XLV.  An  Act  to  carry  into  efEiect  a  Convention 
between  Her  Majesty  and  the  Emperor  of  the 
French  concerning  the  Fisheries  in  the  Seas 
adjoining  the  BrSish  Islands  and  France,  and 
to  amend  the  Laws  relating  to  British  Sea 
Fisheries. 

XLVI.  An  Act  to  settle  and  describe  the  Limits 
of  certain  Boroughs  and  the  Divisions  of  cer- 
tain Counties  in  England  and  Wales,  in  ee  &r 
as  respects  the  Election  of  Members  to  serve 
in  Parliament. 

XLVII.  An  Act  to  amend  '*  The  Coneeeration  of 
Churchyards  Act,  1867." 

XL VIII.  An  Act  for  the  Amendment  of  the  Ro- 

Zresentation  of  the  People  in  Scotland, 
IX.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Representation  of 
the  People  in  Ireland, 

L.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  for  the  Adminie- 
tration  of  Prisons  in  Scotland  in  so  fiir  as 
regards  the  County  of  Lanark  ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

LI.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Fairs 
in  England  and  Wales, 

LII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  for  punishing  idle 
and  disorderly  Persons,  and  Roffues  and  Vaga- 
bonds, so  for  as  relates  to  the  Use  of  Insbn- 
ments  of  Gaming. 

LIII.  An  Act  to  continue  in  force  an  Act  of  the 
Second  Tear  of  King  Oeorge  the  Second, 
Chapter  Nineteen,  for  the  better  Reffalation 
of  the  Oyster  Fishery  in  the  River  MeSwa^. 

LIV.  An  Act  to  render  Judgments  or  DeonwU 
obtained  in  certain  Courts  in  England,  Scei- 
land,  and  Ireland  respectively  efiloctual  in  any 
other  Part  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

LV.  An  Aot  to  provide  for  the  Collection  by 
means  of  Stamps  of  Fees  payable  in  the  Sih 
preme  and  Inferior  Courts  of  Law  in  Scotland^ 
and  in  the  Offices  belonging  thereto ;  and  for 
other  Purposes  relative  thereto. 

LVI.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  Twenty-fifth  and 
Twenty-sixth  Victoria,  Chapter  Sixty-six,  for 
the  safe  keeping  of  Petroleum. 

LVII.  An  Act  to  make  Provision  for  the  Ap- 
pointment of  Members  of  the  Legislative  Coun- 
cil of  New  Zealand,  and  to  remove  Doubts  in 
respect  of  past  Appointments. 

LVIII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  of  Registra- 
tion so  for  as  relates  to  the  Tear  One  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  sixty-eight,  and  for  other 
Purposes  relating  thereto. 

LIX.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Reformatory  Schools  in  Ireland, 
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LX.  An  Act  to  make  better  ProTiMon  for  the 
Management  and  Use  of  the  Cwrragh  of  KiU 
dare, 

LXI.  An  Act  for  removiDg  Doubta  as  to  the  Va- 
lidity of  certain  Marriages  between  British  Sub- 
jects in  China  and  elsewhere,  and  for  amending 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Marriage  of  BriUsh 
Subjects  in  Foreign  Oountries. 

LXII.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Provisions  of  '<  The 
Renewable  Leasehold  GonTersion(ir02an(f)Act" 
to  certain  Leasehold  Tenures  in  Ireland, 

LXIII.  An  Act  to  enable  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  Failure  of  the  Ba^ 
of  ^om5a^  to  examine  Witnesses  on  Oath  in  the 
United  Kingdom. 

LXIV.  An  Act  to  improve  the  Sjstem  of  Regis- 
tration of  Writs  relating  to  Heritable  Propertj 
in  Scotland. 

LXV.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
the  Use  of  Voting  Papers  in  Elections  for  the 
Universities. 

LXVL  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  made  under  an  Act  of  the  Fifteenth  Year 
of  the  Reign  of  Her  present  Majesty,  to  fiicili- 
tate  Arrangements  for  the  Relief  of  Turnpike 
Trusts. 

LXVIL  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
the  Funds  provided  for  defraying  the  Expenses 

■  of  the  Metropolitan  Polioe. 

LXVIII.  An  Act  to  fitoilitate  Liquidation  in  cer- 
tain Cases  of  Bankruptcy  Arrangement  and 
Winding-up. 

LXIX.  An  Act  to  assimilate  the  Law  in  Ireland 
to  the  Law  in  England  as  to  Costs  in  Actions  of 
Libel. 

LXX.  An  Act  to  amend  "  The  Railways  (/r^Iond) 
Act,  1851,"  "  The  Railways  {Ireland)  Act, 
1860,"  and  "The  Railways  {ireUmd,)  Act, 
1864,"  as  to  the  Trial  of  Traverses. 

LXX  J.  An  Act  for  conferring  Admiralty  Jurisdic- 
tion on  the  County  Courts. 

LXXII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Promissory  Oaths. 

LXXIII.  An  Act  to  relieve  certain  Officers  em- 
ployed in  the  Collection  and  Management  of 
Her  Migesty's  Revenues  from  any  legal  Dis- 
ability to  vote  at  the  Election  of  Members  to 
serve  in  Parliament. 

LXXIV.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Powers  of  Poor 
Law  Inspectors  and  Medical  Inspectors  in  Ire* 
land, 

LXXV.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Petit  Juries  in  Ireland, 

LXXVI.  An  Act  to  defray  the  Charge  of  the  Pay, 
Clothing,  and  contingent  and  other  Expenses  of 
the  Disembodied  Militia  in  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland;  to  grant  Allowances  in  certain  Cases 
to  Subaltern  Officers,  Adjutants,  Paymasters, 
Quartermasters,  Surgeons,  Assistant  Surgeons, 
and  Surgeons  Mates  of  the  Militia  ;  and  to 
jtuthoriie  the  Employment  of  the  Non-commis- 
sioned Officers. 

LXXVI  I.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Appeals  from  the  Court  of  Divorce  and  Matri- 
monial Causes  in  England, 

LXXVIII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Proceedings  instituted  by  the  Admiralty ;  and 
for  other  Purposes  connected  therewith. 

LXXIX.  An  Act  to  further  amend  the  Law  re- 
lating to  Railway  Companies. 

LXXX.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Contagious  Diseases 
Act,  1866. 

LXXXI.  An  Act  to  anthoriie  Loans  of  Publio 
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Money  to  the  P&ipatriek  and  the  Belfatt  and 
ComJtg  Down  Railway  Companies,  and  a  Pay- 
ment to  the  Portpdrick  Company  in  conse- 
quence of  the  Abandonment  of  the  Communi- 
cation between  Donaghadee  and  Partpatrick. 

LXXXII.  An  Act  to  abolish  the  Power  of  levying 
the  Assessment  known  as  "  Rogue  Money," 
and  in  lieu  thereof  to  confer  on  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Supply  of  Counties  in  Scotland  the 
Power  of  levying  a  *^  County  General  Assess- 
ment." 

LXXXIXI.  An  Act  to  afiTord  greater  Facilities  for 
the  Ministrations  of  Army  Chaplains. 

LXXXI  V.  An  Act  to  amend  in  several  Particulars 
the  Law  of  Entail  in  Scotland. 

LXXXV.  An  Act  to  apply  a  Sum  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  and  the  Surplus  of  Ways  and 
Means  to  the  Service  of  the  Year  ending  the 
Thirty-first  Day  of  March  One  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  sixty-nine,  and  to  appropriate  the 
Supplies  granted  in  this  Session  of  Parliament. 

LXX XVI.  An  Act  to  enable  Assignees  of  Marine 
Policies  to  sue  thereon  in  their  own  Names. 

LXXXVII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  of  the 
Twenty-sixth  and  Twenty-seventh  Tears  of  the 
Reign  of  Her  present  Majesty,  Chapter  Fifty- 
two,  inUtuled  An  Act  to  further  extend  and 
fnake  eomptdiorg  the  Practice  of  Vaccination  in 
Ireland. 

LXXXVIII.  An  Act  for  transferring  the  Fee 
and  other  Funds  of  the  Courts  of  Chanoery  and 
Exchequer  in  Ireland  to  the  Consolidated 
Fund. 

LXXXIX.  An  Act  to  alter  certain  Provisions  in 
the  Acts  for  the  Commutation  of  Tithes,  the 
Copyhold  Acts,  and  the  Acts  for  the  Inclosure, 
Exchange,  and  Improvement  of  Land  ;  and  to 
make  Provision  towards  defraying  the  Expense 
of  the  Copyhold,  Indosure,  and  Tithe  Office. 

XC.  An  Act  to  empower  certain  Publio  Depart- 
ments to  pay  otherwise  than  to  Executors  or 
Administrators  small  Sums  due  on  account  of 
Pay  or  Allowances  to  Persons  deceased. 

XCI.  An  Act  to  settle  an  Annuity  upon  Lieu- 
tenant General  Sir  Robert  Napier,  G.C.B.» 
G.C.S.I.,  and  the  next  surviving  Heir  Male  of 
his  Body,  in  consideration  of  his  eminent  Ser- 
vices. 

XCII.  An  Act  to  declare  the  Powers  of  the 
General  Assembly  of  New  Zealand  to  abolish 
any  Srovinoe  in  that  Colony,  or  to  withdraw 
from  any  such  Province  any  Part  of  the  Terri- 
tory thereof. 

XCIII.  An  Act  to  remove  Doubts  respecting  the 
Operation  of  the  New  Zealand  Company's  Act 
of  the  Ninth  and  Tenth  Tears  of  Victoria, 
Chapter  Three  hundred  and  eighty-two  (Local 
and  Personal). 

XCIV.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  further  Exten- 
sion of  the  Period  for  Repayment  of  Advances 
made  under  the  Railway  Companies  (Ireland) 
Temporary  Advances  Act,  1866. 

XCV.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Procedure  in  the 
Court  of  Justiciary  and  other  Criminal  Courts 
in  Scotland, 

XCVI.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Procedure  in  regard 
to  Ecclesiastical  Buildings  and  Glebes  in  Scot' 
land. 
XCVIL  An  Act  to  make  Provision  for  the  Audit 
of  Accounts  of  District  Lunatic  Asylums  in 
Ireland, 
XCVm.  An  Act  to  make  Provision  for  the  Pay- 
ment of  Salarie*  to  CleriLs  of  the  Peace  and 
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Clerics  df  ike  Orowt  III  Mrtaiii  Boraiiglil  in 

XGIX.  An  Aet  toeonUthte  MSrUin  Tbrnpikt  Aeto 
in  Chneat  Britain,  to  repeal  oertAin  othdr  Tion- 
pike  Acts,  and  to  make  fhriher  ProTiii<m  eon* 
eerning  Tarnpike  Roadfl. 

0.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Procedure  in  the  Gonrt 
of  Session  and  the  Judicial  Amnfementt  in 
the  Superior  Conrts  of  SeoUand,  and  to  make 
certain  Changes  in  the  other  Oonrts  thereof. 

CI.  An  Act  to  consolidate  the  Statutes  relating 
to  the  Constitution  and  Completion  of  Tithe* 
to  Ueritahle  Property  in  Scctland,  and  to  make 
certain  Changes  in  the  Law  of  5coAzm(  relating 
to  Heritahle  Rights. 

€11.  An  Act  to  alter  the  Qualiicationt  of  ^ 
Electors  in  Placet  in  Sectkmd  under  the  "  Ge- 
neral Police  and  ImproTcment  {Scoikmd)  Act, 
1869/' or  under  the  Act  Thirteen  and  Fourteen 
Victoria,  Chapter  Thirty-three,  and  to  amend 
the  said  Acts  in  certain  other  respects. 

CIII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  whioh  regulates 
the  Burials  of  Persons  in  Ireland  net  belonging 
to  the  Established  Church. 

ClY.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Bankruptcy  Act, 
1861. 

CV.  An  Act  for  enabling  Her  Ma jeety  to  aeoept 
a  Surrender  upon  Terms  of  the  Lands^  Privi- 
leges, and  Rights  of  "  The  Governor  and  Com- 
pany of  Adventurers  of  England  trading  into 
Hitdson't  Bay"  and  fbr  admitting  the  tame 
into  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 

CVI.  An  Act  for  the  Prevention  of  the  holding 
of  unlawful  Fairs  within  the  Limits  of  the  Me- 
tropolitan Police  District. 

C?n.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  t^lating  to  the 
Indorsing  of  Warrants  in  Scctiand,  Irdand, 
and  the  Cheumel  lilandi.   ' 

CVIII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Laws  fer  the  Bleo- 
tion  of  the  Magistrates  and  Councils  of  Royal 
and  Parliamentary  Burghs  in  Scdland, 

CIX.  An  Act  for  the  Abolition  of  compulsory 
Church  Rates. 

ex.  An  Act  to  enable  Her  Maiesty's  Postmaster 
General  to  acquire,  work,  and  maintain  Electric 
Telegraphs. 

CXI.  An  Act  to  continue  various  expiring  Laws. 

CXII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  of  Registration 
in  Ireland, 

CXIII.  An  Act  to  render  valid  Marriaget  here- 
tofore solemnised  in  the  Chapel  of  Ease  called 
Saint  Jame$-th€'Greaier  Chapel,  Blakedawn  in 
the  Parish  of  Eagley  in  the  County  of  War^ 
enter. 


aXIY.  AnAMtoiBiBdtlwUwvtlAlInf  totho 

ttooletlattietl  Commitsionert  Uft  Bmdmdi. 
CXV.  An  Aet  to  amend  **  The  Sanitary  Ast, 

1866  " 
CXYI.An  Aai  to  aiMnd  the  Lav  rdatin^  to 

Lareeoy  aad  Embesslement. 
CXVn.  An  Aet  to  amend  the  Diatriet  Chmh 

Tithes  Act,  1865,  and  to  eeeure  UnifMrmitj  of 

Designatien  amongat   Ineambenta   in  certain 

Cases. 
CXVllI.  An  Aet  to  make  fhrther  Provnioa  for 

the  good  Ctovemment  and  Bztenaion  of  oertain 

Public  Sehodt  in  Mngland, 
CXIX.  An  Aet  to  amend  the  Uw  rehtirig  to 

Railways. 
CXX.  An  Aet  to  f«aefe  the  Consolidated  Fimd 

ftnm  ihe  Charge  of  the  Salaries  of  fbtora 

Bishops,  Archdeacons,   Ministers,  and    other 

Persons  in  the  WeM  huHes, 
CXXI.  An  Aet  to  regulate  the  Sale  ef  Poieoaa, 

and  alter  and  amend  the  Pharmacy  Aet,  1869. 
CXXII.  An  Act  to  make  further  Amendments  in 

the  Laws  fbr  the  Relief  of  the  Foot  UkBmgkmd 

and  Wais$. 
CXXIII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  rdatinf  to 

Salmon  Fisheries  in  Scctland. 
CXXIV.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Laws  relating  to 

the  Inland  Revenue. 
CXXV.  An  Act  for  amending  the  Lawt  r^tii^ 

to  Eleetion  Petitions,  and  providing  more  e£ 

fectually  fbr  the  Prevention  of  oenupt  Prao- 

tices  at  Parliamentary  Elections. 
CXXYL  An    Aet  to  enable  Her  M^esty  tbe 

Queen  to  carry  into  efS»ct  a  Convention  made 

between  Her  Majesty  and  other  Powers  rda- 

tive  to  a  Loan  fbr  the  Completion  of  Works  for 

the  Improvement  of  the  Navigation  of  tbe 

Danube. 
CXXVII.  An  Act  to  prevent  the  Removal  of  the 

Tower  of  the  Churoh  of  Saint  Mary  Samarmt 

in  the  City  of  London,  and  fbr  vesting  tbe  aaid 

Tower  and  the  Site  thereof,  and  a  rorti«i  of 

the  Burial  Ground  attached  to  the  said  (%niiDh, 

in  the  Corporation  of  the  said  City. 
CXXVin.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Provisions  of  the 

Act  Twenty-eighth  and  Twenty-ninth  Vieiorid, 

Chapter  One  hundred  and  thirteen,  to  Persona 

who  have  held  the  Office  o^  Lord  High  Oom* 

missioner  of  the  Ionian  liUtnde, 
CXXIX.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 

the  Registration  of  Ships  in  Britiih  Peitat 

sions. 
CXXX.  An  Act  to  provide  better  Dwellingt  for 

Artisans  and  Labourers. 
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LOCAL  AND  PERSONAL  ACTS. 


JJ^  Titles  to  which  the  Letter  P«  is  prefixed  are  Fuhlic  Acts 
of  a  Local  Character. 


i.  4  N  Aoi  for  gniBting  ibrther  Powort  to  the 
A.  Burty  Port  omL  QwtndtecUk  VitUey 
Rnilway  Cotapanj. 

it.  An  Act  to  authorise  a  DWertion  of  the  Line 
and  Alteration  of  the  LeyeU  of  the  Devon 
VaUey  Railway ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

iil.  An  Act  to  make  further  Provision  for  light- 
ing with  Cks  the  Town  and  Parish  of  Lough" 
horough  in  the  Countj  of  LeieetUr  ;  to  inoor- 
porate  the  Lougkboroagh  Gas  and  Coke  Oom- 
panj ;  and  for  other  Purpoees. 

It.  An  Aot  to  confer  certain  additional  Powers 
upon  the  North  London  Railway  Company. 

T.  An  Act  to  empower  the  Orttnd  JuneHon  Water- 
works Company  to  raise  fhriher  Money  ;  to 
acquire  additional  Land ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
po«ss. 

Ti.  An  Aot  fbr  authoriiinff  a  Deviation  of  the 
Newquay  and  Corn/wall  Junction  Railway,  and 
for  extending  the  Time  for  the  Completion  of 
that  Railway ;  and  for  conferring  f'urtlier  Powers 
on  the  Newquay  and  Comwali  Junction  Rail- 
way Company,  and  on  TVcfr^t  Trustees,  with 
reference  to  the  Newquay  Railway;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

Tii.  An  Aot  to  enable  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  to  make  Improvements  in  the  Parish  of 
Saint  Marylebone  in  the  County  of  MiddUiex 
by  fbrming  a  new  Street  in  lieu  of  Stingo  Lane 
from  the  Marylebone  Road  to  Upper  York 
Street 

Tiii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Construction  of  a 
Subway  under  the  Thamet  from  Tower  Hill  to 
the  opposite  Side  of  the  River. 

P.  ix.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Orders  made 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  under  The  Oyster  and 
Mussel  Fisheries  Act,  1866,  relating  to  the 
Rivers  BlachwoJter  {E$iew)  and  Bamme, 

P.  X.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Protisional 
Orders  under  "The  Local  Government  Act, 
1858,"  rekting  to  the  Districts  of  Working- 
ion,  WaUon^n-ihe-Billy  West  Derby,  JEton, 
Llanellv,  Oxenhope  and  J^anbury,  and  Keigh- 
lev,  and  for  other  Purposes  relative  to  certain 
Districts  under  the  said  Act. 

P,  xi.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  under  '*  The   General   Police  and  Im- 

Sovement  (Scotland)  Act,  1862,"  relating  to 
e  Burghs  of  Perth  and  Brechin, 
P.  xii.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
under  the  '*  General  Police  and  Improvement 
(Scotland)  Act,  1862,"  relating  to  the  Burgh 
of  Broughty  Ferry, 
ziii.  An  Aot  to  authorise  the  Company  of  Pro- 
wietors  of  the  Le%oe9  Wa^rworks  to  raise  more 
Money ;  aod  for  other  Porpoees. 


xiv.  An  Ael  to  extend  the  Time  for  the  compul- 
sory Purchase  of  Lands,  and  for  the  Completion 
of  the  Buek/astleigh,  Totnee,  and  South  Devon 
Railway. 

XV.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  finding  and  main- 
taining of  One  Chaplain  in  lieu  of  Two  in  the 
Parish  of  Saint  Saviour,  Southufork;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

xvi.  An  Act  fbr  enabling  the  Local  Board  of 
Health  fbr  the  District  of  Loughborough  in  the 
County  of  Leioetter  to  construct  and  maintain 
Waterworks  and  supply  Water  within  the  Dis- 
trict ;  to  hold  and  regulate  Fairs  and  Markets ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

xvii.  An  Aot  fbr  the  altering,  widening,  and  re- 
building a  Bridge  across  the  River  Severn  at 
Stourfwrt  in  the  County  of  Worcetter,  and  for 
making  further  Provisions  with  respect  to  the 
said  Bridge. 

xviii.  An  Act  for  &cilitating  Arrangements  with 
respect  to  the  new  Parish  of  Saint  Luke,  King'i 
Crots,  and  other  new  Parishes  and  Districts, 
with  a  view  to  better  Provision  fbr  the  Cure  of 
Souls  within  the  original  Limits  of  the  Parish 
of  Saint  Paneras  in  the  County  of  Middlesex  ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

xix.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Dingwall  and  Skye 
Railway  Company  to  make  Deviations  of  their 
authorised  Line  of  Railway;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

XX.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Brampton,  Chatham, 
OilUnghamy  and  Rochester  Waterworks  Com- 
pany to  raise  further  Capital ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

xxi.  An  Act  to  confer  further  Powers  upon  the 
Ckamarvon  and  Llanberis  Railway  Company, 
and  upon  the  London  and  North-western  Rail- 
way Company,  with  respect  to  the  Carnarvon 
and  Llanberis  Railway. 

xxii.  An  Act  for  authorising  the  Purchase  by  the 
Corporation  of  Lincoln  of  certain  Common 
Rights,  and  the  Diversion  of  a  Road  in  Can- 
wick  Common,  and  the  Sale  of  Portions  of  the 
said  Common  ;  and  fbr  other  Purposes. 

xxiii.  An  Aot  fbr  incorporating  the  Hythe  and 
Sandaate  Gas  and  Coke  Company  (Limited), 
and  defining  the  Limits  of  Supply  of  Gas  by 
them,  and  regulating  their  Capital ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

xxiv.  An  Act  for  empowering  the  Corporation  of 
the  Borough  of  Leicester  to  execute  Works  for 
Prevention  of  Floods  on  the  River  Soar  and 
other  Waters  within  the  Borough,  and  addi- 
tional Sewerage  and  Drainage  Works,  to  make 
new  Streets  and  Improvements,  to  establish  a 
Vegetable  Market,  and  to  make  ArrangementsT 
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with  the  Viiiton  of  the  LeieuUnhirt  and 
Jtutlcmd  Lanatio  Asylam,  and  for  establishing 
sanitarj  and  other  Regulations  for  the  Borough ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

XXT.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Companj  of  Pro- 
prietors of  the  UndertiULing  for  recoTering  and 
preserriDir  the  Navigation  of  the  River  Dee 
to  raise  further  Monies ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

xzTi.  An  Aot  to  extend  the  Time  for  the  Pur- 
chase of  Lands  for  the  Construction  of  the 
Chester  cuid  West  Cheshire  Junction  Railwaj. 

xzYii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Local  Board  of 
Health  for  the  District  of  Leamington  Priors 
in  the  County  of  Warwick  to  purchase  the 
Property  of  the  Leamington  Royal  Pump  Room 
Company  (Limited)  at  Leamington  Priors,  and 
to  maintain  a  Pump  Room  and  Baths  and  Pub- 
lic Gardens  and  Pleasure  Grounds  in  Learning* 
ion  Priors  for  the  Use  and  Enjoyment  of  the 
Inhabitants  thereof ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xxTiii.  An  Act  for  supplying  with  Water  the 
Parishes,  Townships,  and  Places  of  Slough, 
UptonrCum'Chalveyt  Stoke  Po^s,  Langley, 
iMchet,  and  Farnham  Royal,  m  the  County 
of  Buckingham;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xxix.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Borough  of  Ports* 
mouth  Waterworks  Company  to  make  and  main- 
tain Works  in  connexion  with  their  present 
Waterworks,  and  to  raise  more  Money ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

XXX.  An  Act  to  authorize  **  the  City  of  Dublin 
Steam  Packet  Company "  to  make  further  Ar- 
rangements for  the  Investment  of  their  Con- 
tingency Fund  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

P.  xxxi.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Indosure  of 
certain  Lands  in  pursuance  of  a  Report  of  the 
Inolosnre  Commissioners  for  England^nd  Wales. 

xxxii.  An  Act  to  dissolve  and  re-incorporate  the 
Cork  Gas  Consumers  Company,  Limited,  and 
to  provide  for  lighting  the  City  of  Cork  with 
Gas  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xxxiii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Mayor,  Aldermen, 
and  Burgesses  of  the  Borough  of  Cork  to  make 
a  Diversion  in  the  Line  of  the  Cork,  Blackrock, 
and  Passage  Railway ;  to  authorize  Agreements 
with  the  Harbour  Commissioners ;  to  define 
and  extend  the  Powers  of  the  Corporation  in 
reference  to  Water  Supply  and  Matters  of  local 
Government ;  to  raise  further  Monies ;  to  alter 
and  amend  the  existing  Acts  relating  to  the 
Borough ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xxxiv.  An  Act  for  improving  the  Supply  of  Water 
to  the  Borough  of  Haverfordwest,  for  facili- 
tating the  Recovery  of  Market  and  other  Tolls 
and  Dues  leviable  in  the  Borough,  for  improving 
the  Recreation  Ground  of  the  Borough ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

zxxT.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Famvoorlh  and 
Kearsley  Gas  Company  to  raise  additional 
Capital ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

zxxvi.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Limits  of  the  Act 
for  appointing  a  Stipendiary  Justice  of  the 
Peace  for  the  Parish  of  Merthyr  Tidvil  and 
adjoining  Places ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

XXXV  ii.  An  Aot  to  enable  the  Knighton,  the 
Central  Wales,  and  the  Central  Wales  Ex- 
tension Railway  Companies  to  take  a  Lease  of 
the  Vale  of  Towy  Railway  jointly  with  the 
Llanelly  Railway  and  Dock  Company  ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

xxxviii.  An  Act  for  vesting  the  several  Under- 
takings of  the  Knighton,  the  Central  Wales, 


and  the  Central  Wales  Extension  Railwaj 
Companies  in  the  London  and  Norih-westem 
Railway  Company ;  and  for  other  Purpooes. 

xxxix.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  the  Pnr- 
ohase  of  Lands  for  and  for  the  Completion  of 
certain  of  the  Railways  of  the  Glasgow  and 
South-western  Railway  Company ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

xl.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Brentford  Gas  Com- 
pany to  raise  additional  Capital ;  to  consb^iet 
new  Works ;  to  vary  and  extend  the  Limits  of 
Supply  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xli.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Burslem  amd  Tmt^ 
stall  Gas  Company  to  raise  further  Capital; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

xlii.  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Clewdon  Gas 
Company,  and  to  make  further  Provision  lor 
lighting  with  Gas  the  Parish  of  CUvedon,  and 
certain  Parishes  and  Places  in  the  Neighbour* 
hood  thereof,  in  the  County  of  Somerset. 

xUii.  An  Act  for  conferring  additional  Powers  on 
the  Midlaind  Railway  Company  for  the  raising 
of  further  Capital  and  the  Construction  of  new 
Works ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xliv.  An  Aot  for  making  and  maintaining  a 
Market  in  the  Parish  of  St,  Mary,  LamSetk, 
in  the  County  of  Surrey, 

xlv.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Leeds  New  Gas 
Company  to  raise  further  Money,  and  acquire 
additional  Lands ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

P.  xlvi.  An  Act  for  confirming  certain  Provi^ 
sional  Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
under  the  General  Pier  and  Harbour  Act,  1861, 
relating  to  BrigkUingsea,  Clevedon,  Morscawtbe^ 
Mousehole,  Instow,  SaUburnrby'ths-Seay  and 
Southport ;  and  for  amending  the  General  Pier 
and  Harbour  Act,  1861. 

P.  xlvii.  An  Act  for  confirming  certain  Pro^ 
sional  Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
under  the  General  Pier  and  Harbour  Act,  1861, 
relating  to  Carlingford  Lough,  Elgin  and  Los- 
siemouth, Greenock,  Bunstanton,  Tenby^  and 
Torquay. 

xlviii.  An  Act  for  dissolvingand  renncorporatiDg 
the  Proprietors  of  the  leadon  €md  Guisoley 
Gaslight  and  Coke  Company;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

xlix.  An  Act  to  confer  further  Powers  on  the 
Midland  and  London  and  North-western  Rail- 
way  Companies  for  the  Construction  of  Works 
in  connexion  with  their  Ashhy  and  Nuneaton 
Railway  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

1.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  North  and  S<mtk 
Western  Junction  Railway  Company  to  make 
a  Deviation  or  Alteration  in  their  Main  Line 
of  Railway  ;  to  raise  further  Monies ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

li.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  the  Purchase 
of  Lands,  and  for  the  Completion  of  the 
Uxbridge  and  Rickmansworth  fUilway. 

111.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  the  Purchase 
of  Lands,  and  for  the  Completion  of  the  Acton 
and  Brentford  Railway. 

liii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction  by  the 
Great  Northern  ^Railway  Company  of  a  new 
Road  in  the  Town  of  Leeds;  and  for  other 

^  Purposes. 

liv.  An  Aot  to  confirm  the  Issue  of  Stocks  and 
Shares  of  the  Great  Western  Railway  Com- 
pany in  Payment  of  Dividends  to  the  Holders 
of  Stocks  or  Shares  in  the  Company. 

It.  An  Act  to  repeal  '*  The  West  Bidi^^  emd 
Grimsby  RaUway  (Extenaion)^^  ISetL" 
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lyi.An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Yttrad  Gas  and 
Water  Gompanj,  Lunited,  and  to  make  Provi- 
sions for  the  Supply  of  Gas  and  Water  in  the 
Parish  of  Ystriuiyfodwg  in  the  County  of 
Glamorgan  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ivii.  An  Act  for  amending  the  Proyisions  of  '*  The 
Alexandra  {Newport)  Dock  Act,  1865/'  with 
respect  to  the  borrowing  Powers  of  the  Alex- 
andra  {Newport)  Dock  Company ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

Iviii.  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Hwnber  Con- 
servancy Commissioners,  and  to  make  Provi- 
sion for  a  Lease  to  them  of  Foreshores  of  the 
Humber  and  the  Estuary  thereof  between  the 
Confluence  into  the  same  of  the  Rivers  Ouse 
and  Trent  and  the  Sea,  and  to  amend  the 
Enactments  relating  to  the  Commissioners ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

lix.  An  Act  for  the  Establishment  of  a  united 
Constabulary  Force  in  and  for  the  University 
and  City  of  Oxford. 

Iz.  An  Act  to  empower  the  Corporation  of  jReckft*;}^ 
to  alter  and  improve  or  rebuild  Caversham 
Bridge  in  the  Counties  of  Berks  and  Oxford  ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

111.  An  Act  to  amend  and  enlarge  the  Provisions 
of  "  The  Reading  Waterworks  Act,  1851 ;  "  to 
make  further  and  better  Provision  for  supplying 
the  Town  of  Beading  and  the  adjoining  Dis- 
tricts with  Water  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

Izii.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  constructing 
the  Wexford  Branch  and  the  Kinqttown  Con- 
necting Branch  of  the  Dublin,  Wicklow,  and 
Wexford  Railway  Company ;  to  make  Ar- 
rangements  as  to  the  Capital  of  the  Company ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

Iziii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Abandonment  of 
certain  Portions  of  the  Railways  authorized  by 
*<  The  North  British  and  Edinburgh  and  Glas- 
gow {Bridge  of  Forth)  Railways  Act,  1865 ;" 
also  an  Extension  of  Time  for  the  compulsory 
Purchase  of  Lands  and  the  Completion  of  other 
Portions  of  the  said  Railways ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

Iziv.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  the  Purchase 
of  Lands  for  and  the  Construction  of  the  Rail- 
ways authorized  by  the  Lancashire  and  York- 
shire  Railway  (Ripponden  and  Stainland 
Branches,  Ac)  Act,  1865 ;  to  empower  the 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  Railway  Company 
to  subscribe  to  the  Hull  Docks ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

Ixv.  An  Act  for  further  regulating  the  Capital  of 
the  Bristol  and  Exeter  Railway  Company,  and 
for  authorizing  the  Abandonment  of  the  Tiverton 
and  North  £^on  Railway  ;  (or  extending  the 
Time  for  making  the  Brean  Railway  ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

Ixvi.  An  Act  for  incorporating  and  granting  cer- 
tain Powers  to  the  Peterborough  Gas  Company. 

Ixvii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Corporation  of 
Chichester  to  remove  the  present  Cattle  Mar- 
ket, and  to  provide  a  new  Cattle  Market ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

Ixviii.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Downpatrick,  Dun- 
drum,  and  Newcaitle  Railway  Act,  1866. 

Ixix.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  completing 
certain  of  the  authorized  Works  of  the  London 
cMd  South-western  Railway  Company  ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

Ixz.  An  Act  for  altering  and  amending  ''The 
Maryport  Improvement  and  Harbour  Aot» 
1866;"   for  authorizing  new  Worki  and  ex- 


tending the  Powers  of  the  Trustees ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

Ixxi.  An  Act  for  the  Abandonment  of  the  Under- 
taking of  the  Ilfracombe  Railway  Company, 
and  for  the  Dissolution  of  that  Company  ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

Ixxii.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Sunderland  and 
South  Shields  Water  Company  to  extend  their 
Works  and  their  Supply  of  Water,  and  to  raise 
additional  Capital ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ixxiii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Potteries  and  Shrews- 
bury  and  North  Wales  Railway  Company  to 
make  a  substituted  Line  of  Railway,  and  to 
abandon  a  Portion  of  their  authorized  Railway; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ixxiv.  An  Act  for  dissolving  the  Calverley  Gas 
Company  (Limited)  and  the  fforsforth  Gas 
Company,  and  incorporating  a  Company  for 
supplying  with  Gas  certain  Parts  of  the  Pa- 
rishes of  Calverley t  Ouiseley,  and  Addle,  in  the 
West  Riding  of  the  County  of  York. 

Ixxv.  An  Act  for  empowering  the  Local  Board 
for  the  District  of  Wolborough  in  the  County 
of  Devon  to  acquire  Market  and  Fair  Rights 
and  Tolls,  and  to  establish  and  hold  Markets 
and  Fairs ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ixxvi.  An  Act  for  better  supplying  with  Gas  the 
City  of  Chichester  and  adjoining  Places ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

Ixxvii.  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Merthyr 
Tydfil  Gkis  Company,  and  to  confer  upon  thorn 
Powers  and  make  Provisions  for  more  effectu- 
ally supplying  with  Gas  the  Town  of  Merthyr 
Tyc^l  and  its  Neighbourhood  ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

Ixxviii.  An  Act  for  better  supplying  with  Water 
the  Parishes  of  Topsham,  Clyst  Saint  George, 
Woodbury,  and  Lympstone,  in  the  County  of 
Devon, 

Ixxix.  An  Act  to  amend  and  enlarge  the  Pro- 
visions of  "  The  Warrington  Waterworks  Act, 
1855  ; "  to  extend  the  Limits  of  the  Company 
for  the  Supply  of  Water ;  to  make  further  and 
better  Provision  for  supplying  Wcmrington  and 
the  adjoining  Districts  with  Water;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

P.  Ixzx.  An  Act  to  make  Provision  respecting 
the  Use  of  Subways  constructed  by  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  in  the  Metropolis. 

Ixxxi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Local  Board  of  Health 
in  and  for  the  District  of  the  Borough  of  Bead- 
ing to  acquire  the  Undertaking  of  the  Reading 
Waterworks  Company ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

P,  Ixxxii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Indosure  of 
certain  Lands  in  pursuance  of  a  Special  Report 
of  the  Inclosure  Commissioners  for  England 
and  Wales, 

P.  Izxxiii.  An  Act  to  oonflrm  a  Provisional  Order 
under  "The  Drainage  Act,  1861." 

P.  Ixxxiv.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  under  "The  Local  Government  Act, 
1858,"  relating  to  the  Districts  of  Southampton, 
Bradford,  Whitchurch  and  Dodington,  Royton, 
Kendal,  and  Sunderland, 

P.  Ixxxv.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  oertain  Provisional 
Order  under  **  The  Local  Government  Act, 
1858,"  relating  to  the  District  of  Tormoham 
(Devonshire), 

P.  Ixxxvi.  An  Act  to  confirm  oertain  Provisional 
Orders  under  "The  Local  Government  Act, 
1858,"  relating  to  the  Districts  of  Mah/em, 
Cowpen,  Brittol,  Sh^ld,  Margatef  BogmrA^ 
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and  OtUu;  and  for  other  ForposM  relatiTO  to 
certain  Districts  under  the  said  Act. 

Ixzxrii.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  MorUy  Qai 
OomiMinj  to  raiie  further  Monies ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

Ixxxviii.  An  Act  to  enable  th«  WaJterfcrd  and 
Limeriek  Railway  Gompanj  to  raise  additional 
Capital ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ixxxiz.  An  Act  for  enlarging  and  improying  the 
Oourt-houses  and  Public  Buildings  of  the  City 
of  Olatgow  and  County  ofLatuxrht  and  erecting 
additional  Court-houses,  Halls,  and  Buildings ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

zo.  An  Act  to  amend  *'  The  Itehen  Floating  Bridge 
Act,  1863 ;"  and  for  other  Purposes. 

zei.  An  Act  to  extend,  the  Powers  of  the  StouT' 
bridge  Railway  Company  with  respeot  to  the 
Branch  Railway  to  Stourhridge. 

xcii.  An  Act  for  incorporating  and  granting  other 
Powers  to  tho  Worthing  Gaslight  and  Coke 
Company. 

zciiii.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  the  Pur- 
chase of  Lands  and  for  the  Construction  of  the 
Works  authorized  by  **  The  Clonmel,  Lismore, 
and  Dungarvan  Railway  Act,  1865." 

zciT.  An  Act  to  authorize  and  incorporate  Com- 
missioners to  supply  with  Gas  the  Town  of 
Dundee  and  Districts  and  Places  adjacent,  and 
to  transfer  to  them  the  Gasworks  of  the  Dundee 
Gaslight  Company  and  the  Dundee  New  Gas- 
light Company ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

zcv.  An  Act  for  supplying  with  Water  Euthin 
and  Places  adjacent  in  the  County  of  Denbigh. 

zori.  An  Act  to  authorize  "The  Commissioners 
for  improving  the  Port  and  Harbour  of  Water- 
ford"  to  construct  a  Dry  Dock  and  Road,  and 
other  Works  connected  therewith  respectively ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

zcvii.  An  Act  for  the  Extension  of  Time  for  the 
Purchase  of  Lands  and  Completion  of  Works 
authorized  by  '*  The  Barry  Railway  Act,  1865,*' 
and  ''The  Bany  Railway  (Alteration)  Act, 
1866;"  and  for  other  Purposes. 

zcviii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Tramway  from  the 
Somerset  and  Dorset  Railway  at  Okutonbury  to 
Street  in  the  County  of  Somerset ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

zcix.  An  Act  for  authorising  the  Teign  VaUey 
Railway  Company  to  make  and  maintain  a  De- 
Tiation  of  their  authorized  Railway  ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

0.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the  Wy- 
combe Branch  of  the  Great  Western  Railway  to 
Oreai  Marlow  in  the  County  of  Buckingham  ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

cL  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  TottexiJham  and 
Bampstead  Junction  Railway  Company  to  raise 
further  Monies ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oil.  An  Act  to  extend  tho  Time  for  the  com- 
pulsory Purchase  of  Lands  for  and  for  the  Com- 
pletion of  the  Abergavenny  and  Monmouth  Rail- 
way. 

oiii.  An  Act  for  jnanting  Powers  to  the  Pro- 
prietors of  the  Windsor  and  Eton  Waterworks. 

civ.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Corporation  of 
the  Borough  of  Barrow-in-Fumess  to  supply 
with  Gas  and  Water  the  Borough  and  adjacent 
Districts ;  to  purchase  the  Undertaking  of  the 
Furness  Gas  and  Water  Company ;  for  defining 
and  extending  the  Powers  of  the  Corporation  in 
relation  to  the  Improvement  of  the  Borough, 
and  to  Polioe,  and  other  Matters  of  Local  Go- 
veKBtteat ;  $xA  for  oth^r  Purposes. 


CT.  An  Aol  for  enabling  tb«  CaUdmdan  lUft- 
way  Company  to  abandon  cortain  aath^rixed 
Branches ;  for  extending  the  Periods  liahed 
for  the  Acquisition  of  Lands  and  Conrtrvetton 
of  Works  as  respects  their  Muirkirk  Bimach  ; 
for  raising  additional  Money;  and  foe  oilMr 
Purposes. 

CTi.  An  Act  for  oonsolidating  the  Acts  relating  to 
the  Gaslight  and  Coke  Company,  for  regalaUnf 
their  Capital,  and  for  authorizing  them  to  erect 
new  Gasworks,  and  to  construct  other  Wocln 
in  connexion  therewith,  and  to  raise  farAer 
Monies  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ovii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Kington  and  EturdUiey 
Railway  Company  to  make  Deriations  of  tbetr 
authorized  Railways ;  to  abandon  Porti<Mis  of 
their  Railways ;  to  revive  and  extend  the  POwms 
of  compulsory  Purchase  of  Lands  ;  and  to  vas 
a  Portion  of  the  Leominster  and  Etn^ton  Rail- 
way ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cviii.  An  Act  to  grant  further  Powers  to  the  Me- 
tropolitan  District  Railway  Company. 

cix.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  MetropoHian  Rail- 
way Company  to  make  a  Junction  Line  in  the 
Parish  of  Saint  Sepulchre  in  the  City  of  Lcn» 
don  ;  for  giving  Effect  to  Arrangements  vttk 
other  Companies ;  for  extending  th»  "Rme 
limited  for  the  Purchase  of  certain  Lands ;  for 
amending  the  Acts  relating  to  the  Oompanj; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

ex.  An  Act  for  the  Improvement  of  the  Tevnship 
and  District  of  New  Kiknainhatn  in  the  Bd^ 
rony  of  Upper  Cross  and  County  of  jPwdKii. 

cxi.  An  Act  for  altering  the  Streets  in  eoaunnci- 
oatlon  with  tho  Embankment  on  the  North 
Side  of  the  Thames  ;  for  giving  Effect  to  an 
Arrangement  with  the  South-easten^  Railway 
Company  with  respect  to  the  Pier  at  Hummer- 
ford,  and  to  an  Arrangement  with  the  Mstro^ 
politan  District  Railway  Company ;  aod  kr 
amending  some  of  the  Ptovisions  of  the  Acts 
relating  to  the  Embankment  on  the  South  Side 
of  the  Thames  ;  and  for  other  Purposes, 

cxii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Provost,  Magis- 
trates, and  Town  Council  of  the  Royal  Burgh 
of  Dundee  to  construct  a  Sea  Wall  so  as  to 
enclose  a  Portion  of  the  Alveus  of  the  Frith  of 
Tay  opposite  to  the  Burgh,  and  to  fom  aa 
Esplanade  and  a  Road  or  Street  on  and  withia 
such  Sea  Wall ;  and  for  other  Purposes, 

cziii.  An  Act  for  repealing  the  Gun  Barrel  Proof 
Act,  1855,  and  for  making  other  ProTisieBS  ia 
lieu  thereof;  and  for  altering  the  GoastitQUos 
of  the  Guardians  of  the  Btrmingham  Pft«of 
House ;  and  for  better  ensurinr  the  doe  Proof 
of  Gun  Barrels ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxiv.  An  Act  to  confer  fortber  Powers  on  ^ 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  Railway  CoupoBy, 
and  on  the  Lancashire  Union  Railways  Com- 
pany, with  respect  to  certain  Railways  in  Lmsh 
eashire  authorized  to  be  oonstmcted  bj  thsoi 
severally  or  jointly. 

ozv.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  AbandoniiMBt  of 
a  Portion  of  the  Undertaking  of  the  ffimiislVrr 
Union  Railways  Company,  and  for  oztendbg 
the  Time  for  the  Completion  of  other  Porttes 
thereof ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

czvi.  An  Act  to  confer  further  Powers  on  tiis 
Wolverhampton  and  WalsaM  Railway  0^»* 
pany. 

oxvii.  An  Act  to  sepaiate  for  certain  Pimmsts 
Portions  of  the  Borough  of  Betfut  ffesni  tfas 
Cooaty  of  Down,  and  !br  otfisr  Pwposw  rs- 
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hMng  to  llie  Im^roTMlaiii  and  Bagnkftion  ef 
the  Borough. 

czriii.  An  Aol  for  oonferring  additional  Powers 
on  the  London  and  Nertk-wettem  Railway 
Oompany  for  the  Constmolion  of  new  Works, 
and  in  relation  to  their  own  Undertaking  and 
the  Undertaldngs  of  other  Companies ;  and 
fbr  other  Purposes. 

oziz.  An  Aot  for  transferring  the  Waterwortu  of 
the  Dart/ard  Looal  Board  of  Health  to  the 
Oompany  of  Proprietors  of  the  Kent  Water- 
works Company  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ozx.  An  Act  for  extending  the  Time  limited  for 
the  eompulsory  Purchase  of  Lands  authorised 
to  he  taken  by  the  London,  Blaehoaltt  and 
MUwaU  ErUntion  Railway  Aot,  1865,  and 
also  the  Time  limited  for  completing  the  Rail- 
ways and  Works  under  such  Act ;  for  autlio- 
rizing  Arrangements  with  other  Companies; 
and  for  other  Purposes  in  relation  to  the  Lon- 
don and  BlaekwaU  Railway  Company. 

czxi.  An  Act  for  granting  ftirther  Powers  to  the 
Saint  Ivei  and  We$t  VomuHdl  Junction  Rail- 
way Company. 

ozxii.  An  Act  to  autfaorii e  the  Hotywell  Railway 
Company  to  dirert  and  relinqnish  their  autho- 
rised Railway,  and  to  construct  other  Rail- 
ways in  substitution  thereof;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

oxxiii.  An  Act  for  the  Abandonment  of  the  Rail- 
ways authorized  by  the  South-ea$tem  and 
LmcUm^  Chatham,  cmd  Dover  (London,  LeweSy 
and  Brighton)  Railways  Act,  1866. 

cxxiT.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Trustees  of  the 
Clyde  Navigation  to  construct  a  OraTing  Dock, 
Quays  or  Wharft,  and  other  Works  at  the 
Harbour  of  Gkugow,  and  to  borrow  additional 
Money ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oxxT.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Metropolis  Gas  Act, 
1860,  and  to  make  farther  Provision  for  regu- 
lating the  Supply  of  Gas  to  the  City  of  London  ; 
and  for  other  Purposes  connected  therewith. 

cxxvi.  An  Act  for  incorporating  the  Haitboume 
Gas  Company,  and  for  conferring  upon  them 
ftirther  Powers  for  the  Supply  of  Gas  to  the 
Town  and  Parish  of  Eattbourne  and  the  Parish 
of  Wxllinqdon  in  the  County  of  Suaem;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

cxxrii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Mayor,  Aldermen, 
and  Burgesses  of  the  Borough  of  HaUfam  to 
construct  new  Works  in  extension  of  their 
Waterworks ;  to  extend  their  Limits  of  Sup- 
ply ;  to  acquire  the  Mannfitcturers*  Hall ;  to 
improve  the  Borough  of  Halifax:  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

cxxviii.  An  Aot  for  enabling  the  Corporation  of 
tho  Borough  of  Portsmou^  to  oonstruct  a  new 
Wharf  or  Quay  in  the  Camber;  for  extending 
thefar  Powers  to  levy  Ratei  and  Daes  t  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

exxix.  An  Act  for  anthorising  the  Local  Board 
for  the  District  of  Saint  Moary  Chwn^  in  the 
County  of  Devon  to  supply  their  District  with 
Gas,  to  erect  a  Town  Hidl  and  other  Build- 
ings, and  to  raise  Monies ;  and  for  other  Pur- 


oxxx.  An  Act  to  amalgamate  ttie  Court  of  Re- 
cord for  the  Hundred  of  Salford  in  the  County 
of  Lancaster  and  the  Court  of  Record  for  the 
Trial  of  Civil  Actions  within  the  City  of  Man- 
cheeter,  and  to  constitute  the  said  amalgamated 
Court  the  Court  of  Record  for  the  Hundred  of 
S^ford  in  the  County  of  Lancaster,  with  ex- 


tended Fowi^M,  and  toregnlato  the  Practice 
and  Proosdure  therein ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

oxxxi.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Limits  within  which 
the  Staffordshire  Potieriec  Waterworks  Com- 
pany may  supply  Water,  and  to  empower  them 
to  oonstruct  additional  Works,  and  to  raise 
additional  Capital ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxxxii.  An  Act  for  extending  the  Time  allowed 
for  the  Completion  by  the  LlaneUy  Harbour 
and  Burry  Narigation  Commissioners  of  cer- 
tain Works  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxxxiii.  An  Act  for  incorporating  a  Company  for 
supplying  with  Gas  the  Parish  of  Liangonoyd 
and  other  Places  in  the  County  of  Glamorgan, 

cxxxiv.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  London,  Brighton, 
and  South  Coast  Railway  Company  to  almndon 
certain  Works ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxxxv.  An  Aot  to  enable  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  to  embank  the  River  Thames  between 
the  Royal  Hospital  at  Chelsea  and  Battersea 
Bridge  in  the  County  of  Middlesex,  and  to 
make  a  Roadway  and  other  Works  oonneoted 
therewith  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oxxxvi.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Greenock  and 
Ayrshire  Railway  Company  to  make  and  main- 
tain certain  Railways  and  Works ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

cxxxvii.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Powers  of  the 
Pontypool,  Caerletm,  and  Newport  Railway 
Company. 

cxxxvlii.  An  Act  for  improving  and  maintaining 
the  Harbour  of  Aberdien, 

cxxxix.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  North  British 
Railway  Company  to  execute  various  Railways 
and  Works,  and  to  abandon  certain  Railways 
and  Works ;  and  to  extend  the  Time  for  the 
compulsory  Purchase  of  Lands  and  Completion 
of  Works  with  reforenee  to  several  Railways 
and  Works  ;  and  to  amend  in  various  Particu^ 
lars  the  Acts  relating  to  the  Company  passed 
in  the  last  Session  of  Fariiament ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

0x1.  An  Aot  for  authorizing  the  Mayor,  Alder- 
men, and  Burgesses  of  the  Borough  of  Brad- 
ford to  make  and  maintain  additional  Water- 
works, and  for  making  additional  Provision  for 
Improvement  of  the  Borough ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

exli.  An  Act  to  change  the  Name  of  the  Waters 
ford  and  Kilkenny  Railway  Company;  to 
confer  upon  them  further  Powers ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

cxllL  An  Aet  for  suspending  legal  Prooeedlngi 
with  referenoe  to  the  Brecon  and  Merthyr 
TifdAl  Junction  Railway  Company ;  for  con- 
verting the  Mortgage  and  other  Debts  into 
Debenture  Stock ;  for  authorizing  the  Com- 

E lotion  of  certain  Lines  of  Railway ;  fbr  regn* 
kting  the  Capital  and  fbture  Management  of 
the  Company ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oxllii.  An  Aot  fbr  oonforring  fhrther  Powers  upon 
the  Derby  Waterworks  Company. 

oxliv.  An  Aot  to  enable  the  Athinry  and  EnnU 
Junction  Railway  Company  to  make  Arrange- 
ments with  other  Companies ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

oxlv.  An  Aot  for  oonforring  further  Powers  on 
the  Great  Western  Railway  Company  for  the 
Construction  of  Works  and  in  relation  to  their 
own  Undertaking  and  the  Undertakings  of  other 
Companies ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oxlri.  An  Aot  for  making  the  Acts  of  Parliament  j 
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relating  to  the  Eoolesiattieal  Oommisiion  ap- 
plicable to  the  reputed  Parishes  of  Saint 
Jjeonard  and  Saint  Mary  Magdalen  in  the 
Diocese  of  Chichester  ;  and  for  other  Purposes 
connected  therewith. 

oxlvii.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  the  Pur- 
chase of  Lands  and  Completion  of  Works  of 
the  Ardtnore  Harbour  ;  and  to  confer  further 
Powers  on  the  Ardmore  Harbour  Company. 

cxWiii.  An  Act  to  make  Alterations  in  the  Deed 
of  Settlement  of  the  Norwich  Union  Life  In- 
surance Society  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxlix.  An  Act  for  granting  further  Powers  to 
"The  Metropolitan  and  Saint  John's  Wood 
Railway  Company." 

P.  ol.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Proyisional  Order 
made  by  the  Poor  Law  Board  under  the  Poor 
Law  Amendment  Act,  1867>  with  reference  to 
the  City  of  Salisbury. 

P.  cli.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  ProTisional  Order 
under  "The  Drainage  and  Improrement  of 
Lands  {Ireland)  Act,  1863/'  and  the  Acts 
amending  the  same. 

P.  clii.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  oertain  Provisional 
Order  under  "  The  Local  Government  Act, 
1858,"  relating  to  the  District  of  Tunbridge 
WeUs. 

P.  cliii.  An  Act  to  confirm  oertain  Proyisional 
Orders  under  "The  Local  Goremment  Act, 
1858,"  relating  to  the  Districts  of  HarrogaU, 
LayUm  with  IVarbrick,  Bury,  Lower  Brixham, 
Bexham,  Tipton,  Oainshorough^  Worthing, 
Aberystwith,  Coekermouth,  Burnham,  Wednes- 
bury,  Burton-upon^lVent,  ffomsey,  and  KeS' 
wick,  and  for  other  Purposes  relative  to  certain 
Districts  under  the  said  Act. 

P.  cliv.  An  Act  to  make  better  Provision  for  the 
Preservation  and  Improvement  of  the  River 
Lee  and  its  Tributaries ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

P,  civ.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
under  "The  Public  Health  (Scotland)  Act, 
1867,"  relating  to  the  Burgh  of  Tain, 

P.  clvi.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
under  "  The  Land  Drainage  Act,  1861." 
olvii.  An  Act  to  c  onfirm  a  Provisional  Order 
under  **The  Drainage  and  Improvement  of 
Lands  {Ireland)  Act,  1863/'  and  the  Acts 
amending  the  same. 

P.  olviii.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
under  The  Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands 
{Ireland)  Act,  and  the  Acts  amending  the  same. 

clix.  An  Act  for  the  Extension  of  Time  and 
Revival  of  Powers  for  the  compulsory  Pur- 
chase of  Lands  and  Completion  of  Works  au- 
thorised by  "  The  Fareham  and  NeUey  Rail- 
way Act,  1865  ; "  and  for  other  Purposes. 

olx.  An  Act  for  the  better  Ecclesiastical  Regu- 
lation of  the  Parish  of  Saint  Pancras  in  the 
Diocese  of  London  and  the  County  of  MiddU' 
sew, 

olxi.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  the  Pur- 
chase of  Lands  and  Completion  of  the  Mersey 
Railway  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

olxii.  An  Act  for  the  Abandonment  of  the  Rail- 
way authorized  by  "  The  Chichester  and  Mid" 
hurst  Railway  (Extension)  Act,  1865." 

olxiii.  An  Act  to  confer  further  Powers  on  the 
Bast  London  Railway  Company  for  the  Exe- 
cution of  Works,  and  otherwise  with  reference 
to  their  Undertaking ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 


obdv.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  the 
pulsory  Purchase  of  Lands  and  Completion  of 
Works  authorized  by  several  Acts  relating  to 
the  Oreat  Eastern  Railway ;  and  to  ^ter 
oertain  Powers  of  appointing  Directors  of  the 
Oreat  Eastern  Railway  Company ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

olxv.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Star  Life  As- 
surance Society  to  sue  and  be  sued  in  their 
own  Name ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

clxvi.  An  Act  to  empower  the  Belfast  Central 
Railway  Company  to  construct  new  Railways 
and  Tramways  and  a  Central  Station,  and 
to  abandon  Portions  of  their  authorixed  Under- 
taking ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

clxvii.  An  Act  for  making  Street  Tramways  in 
Liverpool ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

clxviii.  An  Act  for  making  and  maintaining  a 
Market  in  the  Borough  of  Lambeth  in  the 
County  of  Surrey. 

clxix.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Powers  of  the 
Waterloo  and  Whitehall  Railway  Company 
with  respect  to  a  Portion  of  their  aotborised 
Undertaking. 

clxx.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  Settlement  of 
the  Claims  of  the  Contractors  and  otben 
with  respect  to  the  Construction  of  the  Bishop 
Stortford  Railway,  and  for  vesting  the  Posses- 
sion of  that  Railway  in  the  Great  Eastern 
Railway  Company. 

clxxi.  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  Company  §n 
making  "  The  Weedon  and  Daventry  Railway/* 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

clxxii.  An  Act  for  granting  certain  Powers  to  the 
Southeastern  Railway  Company. 

olxxiii.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  closing  of  the 
Wey  and  Arun  Junction  Canal,  and  the  Sale 
of  the  Site  thereof;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

clxxi V.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Devon  and 
Comwali  Railway  Company  to  alter  the  Line 
and  Levels  of  Parts  of  their  Railways  ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

clxxv.  An  Act  to  alter  and  amend  the  Aei  re- 
lating to  the  Towns  Drainage  and  Sewage 
Utilization  Company ;  and  for  other  Parpoeec 

clxxvi.  An  Act  to  make  more  effectual  Pro- 
vision for  the  working  of  the  Cork  and  Kintak 
Junction  Railway ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

clxxvii.  An  Act  fbr  fusing  all  the  Revenues  of 
the  Cambrian  Railways  Company,  and  seUling 
the  Application  thereof ;  and  to  confer  Rights 
of  Voting  on  the  Preference  Shareholders  of 
that  Company  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

clxxviii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Bristol  and 
North  Somerset  Railway  Company  to  deviate 
from  the  authorized  Line  of  their  Railway  ai 
Bristol;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

clxxix.  An  Act  to  extend  and  amend  the  Borrow- 
ing Powers  of  the  Belgravia  Road  Company ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

clxxx.  An  Act  to  grant  further  Powers  to  the 
Cork  and  Macroom  (Direct)  Railway  C<Mnpany. 

clxxxL  An  Act  for  making  Railways  in  the  IsU 
of  Wight  to  connect  Newport  and  Cowes  with 
Sandown,  Ryde,  and  Ventnor, 

clxxxii.  An  Act  to  confer  Facilities  on  the  RaA^ 
keale  and  Newcastle  Junction  Railway  Coib- 
pany  for  raising  Funds  under  their  Borrowing 
Powers. 
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1.  An  Act  to  inooroonte  tbe  TrasteM  and  Ma- 
nagers otAlesoander  Scotfi  Hospital  at  JSunUy 
in  the  Coonty  of  Aberdeen,  and  to  extend  the 
Benefits  thereof. 

2.  An  Act  to  enable  jrilUam  Dimn  Gardner 
Esquire,  npon  purchasing  the  respective  Re« 
Torsions  of  and  in  certain  Leasehold  Estates 
devised  bj  the* Will  of  William  Dunn  OardneTf 
deceased,  to  charge  the  said  Estates  with  the 
Purchase  Money  and  the  Expenses  incident  to 
such  Purchase,  and  to  oonjej  or  cause  to  be 
conveyed  the  same  Estates  by  way  of  Mortgage 
to  secure  the  Payment  of  the  said  Purchase 
Money  and  Expenses,  without  incurring  a 
Forfeiture  of  his  Estate  and  Interest  under 
the  same  Will ;  -and  for  other  Purposes. 

3.  An  Act  to  enable  Sir  Charki  Comptan  JFtlUam 
Domvile  Baronet  to  borrow  upon  the  Security 
of  his  Entailed  Estates  situate  in  the  County 
oiDMin^  a  Sum  of  Money  for  the  Repayment 
to  him  of  a  Portion  of  the  Monies  laid  out  by 
him  in  the  Improvement  of  the  said  Estates. 

4.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Trustees  under  an 
Act  passed  in  the  Thirty-ninth  and  Fortieth 
Tears  of  His  Majesty  King  George  the  Third, 
for  enabling  the  Duke  of  Richmond  for  the 
Time  being  to  grant  Jointures  as  therein  men- 
tioned, and  for  other  Purposes,  to  sell  certain 
Parts  of  the  Dnke  of  Bichmond'i  Settled  Es- 
tates, and  to  invest  the  Money  to  arise  from 


such  Sales  in  the  Purchase  of  other  Estates, 
to  be  settled  to  the  same  Uses  ;  and  also  to 
raise  a  Sum  of  Thirty  thousand  Pounds  by 
Mortgage  of  the  Settled  Estates,  to  be  invested 
in  the  same  Manner ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

5.  An  Act  to  carry  into  effect  an  Arrangement 
approved  in  the  Suits  of  "Barnp  v.  Samp*' 
"  Hamp  V.  RoHntoriy"  and  "  ffamp  v.  Bott," 
now  depending  in  the  High  Court  of  Chancery, 
for  the  Purpose  of  compromising  certain  op- 
posing Claims  to  the  Real  Estates  of  FraneU 
Bamp,  late  of  Boston  Villa  in  the  Parish  of 
Bacton  in  the  County  of  Bereford,  Esquire ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

6.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Powers  contained  in 
the  Will  of  the  Right  Honorable  John  Savile 
Lumley  Savile^  Earl  of  Scarbrough,  deceased, 
and  in  the  "Savile  Estate  (Leasing)  Act, 
1861,"  with  respect  to  certain  Estates  in  the 
County  of  York,  Part  of  the  Savile  Estates 
devised  by  at  subject  to  the  Trusts  of  the  said 
Will,  and  for  other  Purposes,  and  of  which  the 
Short  Title  is  "Savile  EsUte  (Extension  of 
Powers)  Aet.  1868." 

7.  An  Act  to  extend  and  amend  Ward  Jaekion's 
Estate  Act,  1853  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

8.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  vesting  and  Manage- 
ment of  certain  Funds  held  in  trust  by  the 
Town  Council  of  Aberdeen;  and  for  other 
Purpo^jBS. 


PRIVATE  ACTS, 


KOT  PBorrsi). 


9.  An  Act  for  rendering  valid  certain  Letters 
Patent  granted  to  Perry  Green  Gardiner  of 
the  City  of  New  York  in  the  United  States  of 
Ameriea. 

10.  An  Act  to  confer  upon  Bewy  WiUiam 
Ferdinand  Bolekaw  all  the  Rights,  Privileges, 


and  Capacities  of  a  natural-bom  Subject  of 
Her  Majesty  the  Queen. 
11.  An  Act  to  confer  upon  Chrietian  AUhueen 
all  the  Rights,  Privileges,  and  Capacities  of  a 
natural-bom  Subject  of  Her  Majesty  the  Queen. 


yOL.  OZCm.    [THODSBBm.] 
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GENERAL  INDEX  TO  SESSION  1867-8. 


EXPLANATION   OF   THE   ABBREVIATIONS. 

It  being  a  principal  object  of  this  Index^  that  the  proceedings  on  each 
Motion  shall  be  completely  recorded,  some  abbreviations  of  forms  were 
necessary.  Those  who  are  accustomed  to  the  proceedings  of  Parliament 
will  readily  fill  up  the  voids.  Those  who  are  not  so  familiar,  may  find  the 
following  explanatioD  useful,  but  will  find  the  whole  farmtdm  set  out  at 
length  in  the  "  Contents.'* 

The  names  which  immediately  follow  the  title  of  a  Bill  are  those  of  the 
Peers  or  hon.  Members  who  have  charge  of  the  Bill. 

The  numbers  which  are  added  at  stages  of  Bills  are  the  official  numbers 
of  the  prints  and  reprints  ordered  at  each  stage,  and,  with  the  Statute,  will 
enable  the  reader  to  follow  all  the  changes  the  Bill  has  undergone. 

The  entries— Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*;''  Amendt. 
"this  day  six  months;  '*  Question  put,  "That  'now,'  &c.'' — ^indicate  the 
usual  form  of  raising  the- issue — ^namely,  "That  the  word  'now' stand 
part  of  the  Question." 

"2%d  BaMot,  Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply"  indicates  that 
the  Question  was  raised  by  means  of  an  Amendment  moved  on  the 
Motion  (after  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  go  into  Committee 
of  Supply  had  been  read),  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 
In  this  case  the  issue  is  formally  raised  by  the  Motion  "  To  leave  out  from 
the  word  *  That '  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  "  other  words. 
The  decision  is  taken  on  the  Question,  "That  the  words  proposed  to  be 
left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  Nos.  added  to  the  "Parliamentary  Papers"  are  in  most  cases  those 
given  in  the  Commons'  "  last  of  Papers  for  Sale." 
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TO 

HANSARD^S   PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES, 

IN  THE   THIRD  SESSION  OP 
THE  NINHETEENTH   PARLIAMENT   OP  THE  UNITED  KINGDOM. 
Sr  &  820  VICTOBIA. 
1867-8. 


ExPLAKAnON  OF  THB  AbBBBTIATIONS. 

In  Billfl,  Read  !<>,  9<>,  3^  or  1*,  9*,  8%  Read  the  First,  Second,  or  Third  Time.— In  Speeches, 
IR.,  2R.,  8R.,  Speech  delivered  on  the  First,  Second,  or  Third  Reading.— iimetki*.,  Amend- 
ment.— Am.,  Resolution.— Comm.,  Committee. — Re-Comm,^  Re-Committal. — Rep.,  Report. — 
Consid.,  Consideration. — Acfi.t  Adjournment  or  Adjourned. — el.,  Clause. — add,  cL,  Additional 
Clause.— ti^^.,  Negatived.— Jtf.  Q.,  Main  Question.— 0.  Q,,  Original  Question.— 0.  M,,  Original 
Motion. — P,  Q,,  Previous  Question.— b.  p.,  Report  Progress. — A,,  Ayes. — N„  Noes. — if..  Ma- 
jority.— lit.  Div.,  2nd,  Div,,  First  or  Second  Division.- 2.,  Lords. — c..  Commons. 
When  in  this  Index  a  *  is  added  to  the  Reading  of  a  Bill,  it  indicates  that  no  Debate  took 

place  upon  that  stage  of  the  measure. 
When  in  the  Text  or  in  the  Index  a  Speech  is  marked  thus  *,  it  indicates  that  the  Speech 

is  reprinted  from  a  Pamphlet  or  some  authoriied  Report. 
When  in  the  Index  a  f  is  prefixed  to  a  Name  or  an  Office  (the  Member  having  accepted  or 

vacated  office  during  the  Session)  and  to  Subjects  of  Debate  thereunder,  it  indicates  that  the 

Speeches  on  those  Subjects  were  delivered  in  the  speaker's  private  or  official  character,  as  the 

case  may  be. 


A  DINGER  Lord  I 

Revenue  Officers  Disabilities  Removal ,  2R. 
[193]  1078,  1090 
Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland),  2R.  [193]  1629 

Ahyssinta 
Army,  Batta  to.  Question,  Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane ; 

Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  June  18, 

[19a]  1756 
Army,  Retumof  the.  Observations,  The  Earl  of 

Blienborougb  ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Malmes- 

bury ;   short  debate  thereon  June  19,  [192] 

1810 
European  Subaltern  Oficers,  Question,  Colonel 

SyKes  ;    Answer,    Sir    Stafford    Northcote 

Nov  26,  [190]  178 
Stores,  Question,    Mr.  Otway ;    Answer,   Sir 

John  Pakington  Dee  2,  [190]  613 

VOL.  CXCIII.   [tHIBD  8BRIE8.]  l€<nU. 


Ahy$sim€i—eoni, 

Volunteert,  Bounty  to.  Question,  Mr.  Darby 

Griffith;    Answer,  Sir   Stafford  Northoote 

Dec  7,  [190]  677 
Wat^   Supply,  Question,  Lord  John  Hay  ; 

Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  Dec  3>  [190] 

6iO 


De$patehes,  The,  Qnestion,  The  Earl  of  Ellen- 
borough  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbury 
May  22,  [1^3]  693  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Suns- 
feld,  Captam  Vivian,  Mr.  Layard  ;  Answers, 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote  May  22,  716  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Layard  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Disraeli,  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote  June  15,  1564 

Foreign  Cjfiee — Papers  and  Correspondence, 
Question,  Mr.  Wyld ;  discussion  thereon 
Dec  5,  [190]  606 ;  Question,  Colonel  Syket ; 

8  T  Cwi<« 


le 


ABY       ABY        {GHNBRAL    INDEX} 

190— 191— 19«— 193» 


ABY        ABY 


Angwew,  Lord  Stanley,  Sir  Staflbrd  North- 

oote  Feb  2\,  1005 
Indian    EsUmaU    of    Coit,     Question,    Mr. 

Fawcett ;    Answer,   Sir   SUfford    Northoote 

ApHl  2,  [191]  703  ;  AfrU  23,  1148 
Magdala,  Capture  of.  Question,  Mr.  Layard; 

Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  April  27,  [191]  1837 
M&rchant    Ships,  Return   of,  Question,  Mr. 

Young ;  Answer,  Mr.  Corry  Nov  29,  [190]. 

420 
Mu/e  Drivers,  Alleged  Flogging  of,  Question, 

Mr.  Buxton  ;  Answer,  Sir  Staflbrd  Nortboote 

April  a,  [191]  884 
Postage  from,  Question,  Mr.  Butler ;  Antwer, 

Mr.  SolaterwBooth  Mar  5,  [190]  1115 
RouUs,    Exploration    of,   Question,    Colonel 

Sykes  ;    Answer,    Sir    Stafford    Northoote 

Nov  28,  [190]  836 
Routes,  Memorandum  of.  Question,  Earl  Gran- 
ville ;   Answer,  The  Earl  of  Derby  Nov  25, 

[190]  158 
Telegraphic    Communication,    Question,    Mr. 

Crawford  ;    Answer.  Sir  Staflbrd  Northoote 

Nov  21.  [190]  106;  Question,  Mr.  Otway ; 

Answer,    Sir  Staflbrd   Northoote   May  92, 

[1913718 

Cameron,    Consul,  Question,  Colonel  Sykes  ; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Nov  21,  [190] 
104  ;  Question,  Sir  Harry  Verney  ;  Answer, 
Lord  Stanley  Nov  26,  180 
Envoys,  The — Compensa;tiion  to.  Question,  Lord 
Houghton  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbury 
^?y3^,[i93]18H 
Krapf,  Rev,  Mr,,  Question,  Sir  Patrick  O'Brien ; 
Answer,   Sir  Staflbrd  Northoote  Nov   26, 
[190]  180 
Mules,  Purchcue   of  ^Contrast  with   Messrs* 
Wetherell,  Question,  Captain  Vivian;  An- 
swer, Lord  Stanley  Nov  22,  [190]  145 
Motion  for  an    Address    (Captain    Vivian) 
Nov  28,  886;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
withdrawn  ;  Question,  Sir  Patrick  O'Brien  ; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Mar  9,  1928 
Presents  from    King     Theodore    to     Consui 
Cameron  and  Mr.  Rassam,  Question,  Colonel 
Sykes  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  Deo  6,  [190]  648 
Queen's  Letter  to  King  Theodore,  Question, 
Mr.  Schreiber  ;     Answer,     Lord    Stanley 
Nov  26,  [190]  179 
Rassam,  Mr.,  Mission  of.  Observations,  Mr. 
Schreiber ;  short  debate  thereon  Dee  7,  [190] 
678 

Egypt  and  Abyssinia^  Question,  Mr.  Fawoett; 
Answer.  Sir  Staflbrd  Northoote  Feb  18,  [190] 
887  ;   Question,  Mr.  Otway  ;   Answer,  Lord 
Stanley  jPtf5  21,  1003 
Napier,  Sir  Robert,  and  Ess-Governor  Byre, 
Question,  Captain  Arohdall  May  98,  [192] 
715 
See  iMXwSupphf^Eait  India,  Troops 
and  Vessels 

Pari,  paper*— 
Correvpondenoe,  Papers,  Routes, 

and  Maps [2281]  [2295] 

Nanief  of  Prisoners    .    .    .  [8962] 


Abyssinian  Etepedstion 

LOBDS — 

loa]  VoU   of   Thanks  to  the  Army,  Obwrn. 
tions.  The  Eari   of  Mahnesbary  Jfoy  26, 

.      897 ;  June  S,  1221 

VoU  of   Thanks  to  Lieut.-Gen.  Sir  Rdieri 

Napier,   G.C.B.,  and  the   Land  and  Sta 

Forces  serving  on  the  Etcpeditim  im  Ahjt- 

193] «nia  {The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  Jvly  2,478; 

Resolutions  agreed  to,  after  debate 

.  The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the  Hoaie, 
That  he  had  recelTod  a  Letter  from  Lieot.- 
General  Lord  Napier  of  Magdala,  G.C.B, 
G.O.S.L,  In  return  to  the  Thanks  of  tkh 
House  and  to  the  Resolutions  of  the  3d 
Instant,  communicated  to  him  in  obedianw 
to  an  Order  of  this  House  of  the  nid  2d 
Listant :  The  said  Letter  being  resd-Wis 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table,  and  to  be  ei- 
tered  on  the  Journals  July  20, 1459 

.  Sir  Robert  Napier,  Pension  to,  Mesng  fij« 
the  Queen  July  9,  865  [32WJ 

.  Message  read  July  10,  978 ;  after  dort  ^ 
bate,  an  Address  agreed  to  Nemine  Wsw«- 
eente 


PeiPfOHfl— 


192]  Vote   of    ThasikM  to   <ftj  Army,  Obwn. 
tions,  Mr. '"*  ' 


925 


ir.  DisraeU,  Mr.  Gladstone  Moff  21, 

X03l  VoU  of  Thanks  to  Lieut,'Gen.  Sir  B(^ 
Napier,  G.CM.,  and  the  Land  imd ^ 
Forces  serving  on  the  EsopedUum  «'*^j^ 
sinia  (Mr.  DisraeU);  Resolutions  agreed  to, 
after  short  debate /iity  2,  522 

.  Mr.  Speaker  acquainted  the  Ho^s^ thst UeW 
reoeiTed  a  Letter  from  Lord  Napier  of  W 
dala,  dated  the  18th  day  of  this  imtart  m 
acknowledging  the  Thanks  of  thii  Boweto 
himself  and  other  Oflloers  fbr  the  lowew 
attending  the  AbyssinUn  Expedition;  uxm 
read  jJy  20, 1485 

.  Sir  RobeH  Napier,  Pension  to,  Meieaje  m 
Her  Majesty  Juiy  9,  914 

.  Message  from  Her  Majesty  oonsideced  to  C««* 

mittee  Ju^  10,  1066  ^ 

BesoWed,   Nemine   C<nUradie4tiU,  y^Jf 

annual  sum  of  Two  Thousand  Pow^ 

Suited  to  Her  Majesty,  out  ^4}^  ^ 
ted  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  W» 
Britain  and  IreUnd.  to  be  •ettjed  «pon  "J* 
tenant  General  Sir  Robert  Napiw.  G^- 
and  the  next  snrYiving  Heir  Maleof  hi«  W- 
for  the  term  of  their  natural  liTee 

.  Lord  Napier's  Pension,  ^^^""X^^i^i 
Griffith  ;  Anawer.  Mr.  DlweU  W »'' 
1942 

Pari.  Pi^rs—  «», 

Correspondenoe  and  Papers  [S95S  I.M^ 
Names  of  Prisoner!  .    .    *  1^] 

P.M»» 
JW 

91 

111 

1S« 

|W 
206,  il« 


Routes  and  Plans 
Estimates   ....    * 
Vote  of  Credit,  1868-9  . 
Ships  Charters    •    .    * 
Trade  with  India      .    • 
Letter  from  General  Mere- 
wether    .... 
Condensing  Vessels  • 
Despatches     ...->•    •    *  j 
European  Offlce^OOQlC 


ACL        ADD 
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196—191—191 — 193. 


ADD        Ami 


AoLAND,  Mr.  1^.  D.,  Vevomhire,  N. 

AgrioTiIture,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [192] 

579 
Army — Military  Education,  Res.  [191]  1837 
Army  Reaerye,  Motion  for  a  CommiBsion,  [loa] 

1968 
Compulsory  Church  iRates  Abolition,  Comm. 

el  4,  [190]  1420 
Public  Schools,  Re-oomm.  [193]  1648 ;  el.  1, 

Amendt.  1649,  1650 ;  d.  3, 1653, 1656 ;  ol  6, 

1927,  1929,  1930,  1981  ;  eL  13. 1933  ;  d,  15, 

1939 ;  cl.  16,  1941 ;  add.  d.  [193]  822 
Scientific  Instruction,  Motion  fbr  a  Committee, 

[191]  185 
Supply— Volunteer  Corps,  [191]  275,  280,  282 
Tanored'B  Ohsrity,  2R.  [I9i]335 


Adam,  Mr.  "SV.  P.,  Olaekmannan,  ^0. 
Army— Storekouses  fbr  the  War  OfBce,  [193] 

1826 
Bristol  Writ,  [193]  677 
Bleetion  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praetices  at 

Elections,  Consid.  [193]  1623 
India— Mutiny  Medal,  [193]  305 


Addeblet,   Right    Hon.   C.    B.    (Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies), 
Staffbrdskirey  N, 
Boundai7,  Comm.  cl.  4,  [192]  1408 
British  Guiana— Clergy  Act,  [193]  1819 
Canada — Alleged  Flogging  in  a  Prison,  [19a] 

1698 
Cape  of  Good  Hope — Basuto  Territory,  [190] 

1975;  [192]  114 
Ceylon— Affidrs  of,  [190]  2027,  2030;  [193] 
1477 
Crops  in,  [192]  1755 

Unauthorized  Publication  of  a  Despatch, 
[193]  1015 
Ceylon— Condition  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee. 

[191]  975,976,978 
Colonial  Bishops,  [192]  HI 
Darling,  Sir  C,  [192]  1398 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1, 

[19O  1^75 
Eyre,  Ez-Go7emor,  and  his  Expenses,  [192] 

1477 
Hudson's  Bay  Company,  [102]  17 
Jamaica- CIei*gy  Act,  [193]  1820 

Established  Church  in,  [192]  1922, 1923 
Laie  Superior  and  the  Paoiflo,  ^.,  Motion  for 

a  Commission,  [192]  1643 
Mauritius — Condition  of,  [192]  713 

Fever  in,  [191]  660, 661  ;  [192]  1856 
Ndw  South  Wales— Treason  Felony  Aot,  [192] 

1754 
New  Zealand— Alleged  Cmeltids  in,  [193]  1104 
British  Regiments  in,  [190]  1979 
Defence  Cdrps,  ^190]  1890 
Nova  Scotia — British  North  Ameriean  Con- 
federation, Motion  for   an  AddMss,   [192] 
1677 
Passenger  Acts,  [191]  1575 
Postal — Communication  with  Malta,  [190]  801, 
1102 
West  India  Mails,  [190]  731 
Queensland— Labourers  from  the  South    Sea 
Islands,  [190]  1590  ;  [191]  1882 ;  [192]  816 ; 
[193]  1366 


ADDBBLBfr,  Right  Hon.  C.  B.— eon^. 
Sierra  Leone— Assistant  Judge  6f,  [192]  656 ; 

[193]  1818,  1819 
Tortola— Alleged  Submersion  of,  [190]  02 
Vancouver's    Island    and    British     Columbia, 

[193]  1143  ;— Post  Office.  1289 
Victoria— Case  of  the  Convict  Millar,  [191] 
1576 
Despatches  from,  [192]  925 
West  Indies,  Lortk  Amendts.  [193I  1867, 1888 
West  Indies — Fcolesiastical  Establishments  in 
the,  [190]  1004 
Hurricane  in  the,  [190]  421 


Adfouri,  Ca$B  of 
Motion  for  **  Copy  of  Papers  and  Corre- 
spondence relative  to  the  absconding  of 
Adjouri  from  Manchester,  leaving  large 
debts  owing  to  the  merchants  of  that  city  " 
{Mk  Bazley)  June  30,  [193]  387  ;  after 
debate.  Motion  withdrawn 


Admiraltif  Monies  and  Aeeounta 
Moved,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  i^ppointed 
to  inquire  and  report  (Ist)  as  to  the  applica- 
tion of  Monies  voted  by  Parliament  for  the 
use  of  the  Admiral^  ;  and  (2ndly)  as  to  the 
Accounts  of  the  Department,  and  more  espe- 
cmlly  as  to  the  method  in  which  they  should 
be  prepared  for  presentation  to  this  House " 
(Mr.  Seely)  Feb  18,  [190]  890  ;  after  debate. 
Motion  amended,  by  inserting  after  *'  Admi- 
•  ralty  "  words  '*  in  the  building,  repairing,  and 
equipment  of  Her  Majesty's  Ships,"  and 
agreed  to 

And,  on  Mar  9,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  :  —  BIr.  Seely  (Chairman),  Major 
Anson,  Mr.  Ayrton,  Mr.  Candlish,  Mr. 
Childers,  Mr.  Dalglish,  Mr.  Du  Cane,  Mr. 
Dyke,  Sir  Daniel  Gooch,  Sir  John  Hay,  Lord 
Henry  Lennox,  Mr.  Liddell,  Mr.  M'Laren, 
Mr.  Scourfield,  Mr.  Frederick  Stanley,  Mr. 
Stansfeld,  Mr.  Hanbury-Traoy,  and  Mr. 
Wegueltn 
Rmort  of  Seleot  Committee  JtUy  21 

{Pari  P.  No.  469) 

Admiralty  Suits  Bill  [^  l.] 

( The  JEarl  of  Longjcrd) 
I.  Presented ;  read  1«*  June  29  (No.  182) 

Read2»»/ttty7 

Committee* ;  Report  July  9 

Eead8«*/u?y  10 
€.  Read  1«*  July  13  [BUI  234] 

Read2»»/tt;y  16 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  17 

Read3*'*/ttZyl8 

Royal  Assent  Jtdy  31    [31  &  32  Viet.  0.  78] 

Adulteration   of  Food   or   Brink   Act 

Amendment  BiU 
(Mr,  Diwon,  Sir  Joeeph  M^Kenna,  Mr.  Ooldney) 
e.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr,  Dixon)  June  9,  [192] 
1351  ;  Bill  jordered 
Readl<»*/«n«10  [Bftl  161] 

Bend  2°  • /tm*  23        ^    ^     ^^  CZnna](> 
BUI  withdrawn  •  Jtdy  8D'g't'^^d  by  ^^OO^LL 


ADV        AGA 


{GENERAL    INDEX)        AGN        ALL 
190— 191— 19a— 193- 


Advocate,    The  Lord    (Rigbt   Hon.   E. 

S.  Gordon),  Thetford 

Canongate  Annuity  Tax,  3R.  Amendt.  [191] 

1091,1096  .  «„    r      -. 

Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  2R.  [190J 

1141 ;  Comm.  add.  el.  [191]  1063 
Court  of  Justiciary  (Scotland).  Leave,  I190] 
1094  ^      ,,^^, 

Court  of  Session  (Scotland).  Leave,  [190]  1081, 

1092;  2R.  [192]  1516,  1524 
Ecclesiastical  Buildings  and  Glebes  (Scotland), 

Leave.  [190]  1285 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Consid.  add.  el,  [193!  1624, 1625 
Land    Writs   Registration   (Scotland),   Leave, 
[19b]  1282  ;  Conun.  el.  It[i92]  1*26  ;  el.  23, 
1529 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  d.  10,  [193]  1879 
Registration  (IreUnd),  Comm.  cl    34,  [193] 

1511 

Registration  of  Writs  (Scotland),  2R.  [191]  100 

Representation    of    the     People    (Scotland), 

Leave,  [190]  811  ;  2R.  1264, 1265 

lOil  Comm.  460  ;    cl.  3,  474,  481.   484,   840  • 

;     Amendt.   841,  843.  850,  852;   d.   4,  855; 

cl.  5.  Amendt.  856;    cl.  8.  882;   Amendt. 

.     893  ;  cl.  9.  Amendt.  959, 979  ;  Amendt.  981 ; 

.     el  10,  983,  991,  992 ;  el.  12,  1006 ;  el.  15, 

.     1008  ;   el.  25,   1009 ;    el  51,  ib. ;  el  23, 

.     Amendt.  1233 ;  add.  d.  1234,  1235,  1236, 

.     1237, 1238, 1239  ;  el  E.  1240  ;  d.  0, 1241, 

.     1242;    Schedule    A.    1251,   1255;  Consid. 

.     add.  d.  1446,  1447;  Lords  Amendts.  [193] 

919 
Scotland— Questions,  &c. 

Agricultural   Labourers'   Dwellings,   [190] 

1287  ,      ,  ^,, 

Bridge  of  Dunkeld,  Tolls  on  the,  [190]  885, 

886;  [193]  1071 

ttittals,  [15 


Committals,  [193]  369,  870 

Education,  [190]  1591  ;  [191]  2002 

Established  Church,  [191]  1884 

Judicial  Statistics,  [190]  988 

Judicial  System,  [192]  2137 

Law  Procedure,  [190]  797 

Legislation  for,  [192]  245 

Middle  Class  Schools.  [193]  649 

Ministers*  Stipends,  Edinburgh.  [190]  1889 

Parochial  Assessment,  [193]  1483 

Poor  Law,  [192]  1681 

Railway  Property,   Assessment  of,  [193] 

912 
Roads,  [191]  357 

**  Running  his  Letters,"  [193]  1166 
Supreme  Civil  Courts,  [190]  537 
Trawling  for  Herrings.  [191]  1882 
Titles  to  Land  Consolidation  (Scotland),  Leave, 
[190]  1283 

African  Slave  Trade  ^'*  The  Aberdeen 

Act'' 
Observations,  Mr.  Layard ;  Reply,  Lord  Stanley 
May  22.  [192]  718 

Agab-Ellis,  Hon.  L.  G.  F.,  Kilkenny  Co. 
EstabUshed  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191] 

1369  ^      ^ 

Ireland— State  of.  Motion  for  Committee,  [190] 

1515 
Registration  (Ireland),  Comm.  cL  34,  [193] 


AeuEW,  Sir  A.,  WigUmsJure 
Metropolitan  Foreign  CatUe  Market,    Comm. 

[193]  103, 153 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  [191] 

18  ;  Comm.  d.  7,  Amendt.  857 
Scotland— Poor  Law,  [192]  1631 
Sea  Fisheries.  Lords  Amendts.  [192]  1860 
Supply— Houses  of  Parliament,  [192]  306 

Agricultural    Labour,    dbe.^Bepart   of 
Commission 
Question.  Mr.  Fawcett;  Answer,  Mr.  (SatliorM 
Hardy  June  11,  Li9*l  l^®^ 

AgricuUure-- Special  Department  for 
Moved, "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the  fuDcUoBa 
of  various  Government  Offices  so  fiir  as  tb^ 
affect  questions  relating  to  Agriculture,  with 
a  view  to  provide  for  the  due  oonsideratioii 
of  such  questions  by  one  Department  respon- 
sible to  Parliament "  {Mr,  Adamd)  May  19, 
[192]  579  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  witb- 
dniwn 

AiBLiE,  Earl  of 
Army— Conveyance  of  Troop*— Tho  War  Office 

and  India  Office.  [190]  174 
Boundary.  Comm.  d.  4.  [193]  510 
Education,  2R.  Amendt.  [191]  1305.  1881 
Harbour  and  Coast  Defences,  [190]  787 
Nova  Scotia— Motion  for  an  Addren,  [193] 

705 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  [191]  464 
Representation  of  the  People  (Sootiand),  Cooim. 

[193]  862.  864;  SR.  808 
Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland).  2R.  [192]  1639 
Scotland — Poor  Assessment,  Motioo   for  Bo- 
turns,  [191]  828 
Poor  Rate,  Motion  for  a  Paper,  [192]  919 


Akboyd,  Mr.  E.,  EaUfax 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  [192]  2009 
India— Survey  of,  [193]  1108 
Spain  and  Prussia — Treaty  of  Commoree,  [191} 
1147 

Alkali  Act  ContintL&ace  Bill  afterwcarde^y 

Alkali  Act,  1863,  PerpetoatLon  Bill  [h  j.]/ 

(The  Duke  of  RichMmd) 
I  Presented ;  read  1*»  May  14  (No.  99) 

Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*  **Miaaf  19, 

[192]  509  ;  after  short  debate.  Bill  read  9* 
Committee*  ;  Report  May  22         (No.  114) 
Read  8*  •  May  26 
c.  Readl°»/im«4  [Billl5S] 

Moved,  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2*»"  {Mr, 
Stephen  Caue)  June  8,  [192]  1296 ;    allw 
short  debate.  Bill  read  2« 
Committee*  ;  Report  June  15 
Considered*  June  16 
Bead  S*>  *  June  17 
Royal  Assent  June  25       [31  A  82  Via.  e.  86} 

Allen,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Netccastle-under-Lifwm 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Prac^Qoa  ^ 

Elections,  Comm.  el  14,  [103]  1008 
Established  Church  (Ireland)*  Cofim.  [191! 
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Digitized  byL3(30QlC 
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I9»»i9i— 193— 193. 


ARa       ARM 


Ambeblet,  Yisconnty  Nottingham 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Comm.  [193]  481 
Boundary,  Comm.  [192]  283 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Election8,Comm.c^6,[i93]218d;  cL  7,[i93] 
U6  :  el.  37,  1174  ;  cl  45, 1178  ;  Motion  for 
Adjournment;  1184  ;  eL  46,  Amendt.  1870 ; 
Consid.  add.  el.  1681,  1684 
Libel,  Comm.  el.  1,  [193]  607 
Supply— British  Museum,  [193]  830 

Andover,    The  late  Memhsr  for 
Question,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith;  Answer,  Lord 
Stanley  J)<c  3,  [190]  585 

AiTNESLET,  Hon.  Colonel  H.,  Cavan  Co, 
Army— Royal  Military  College,  [190]  1594 
Army— Warlike  Stores,  Res.  [193]  779 

Anson,  Hon.  Major  A.  H.  A.,  Lichfield 
Army — Questions,  dec. 

Artillery — ConTersion  of  Guns,  [190]  428 
Floating  Obstruction  Committee,  [193]  1223 
Gunnery  Experiments,  [193]  1476 
Musketry   Instructors,  Payment  of,  ['9'] 

817 
Rockets,  Manu&cture  of,  [193]  1476 
Army— Royal  Gun  Factory,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee. [193]  1065,  1254 
Army— Warlike   Stores,  Res.  [193]  761,  779, 

780 
Army  Estimates — Land  Fbrces,  [191]  94 
Military  Store  Department,  Amendt.  [193] 
959,  961 
Colliers  in  the  Wigan  District,  Strike  of,  [191] 

1224 
Eyre,  Ez-GoTCmor,  [193]  1852 
India — Case  of  Sir  T.  J.  Metcalfe,  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  [191]  1268,  1278, 1280 
Supply— Works,  Buildings,  Ao.  [191]  285,  291 

Anstbttthbb,  Sir  R.,  Fifeehire 

Army — Control  Department,  Motion  for  Papers, 
[193]  1269 

InTalid  Officers  from  India,  [193]  1165 

Travelling  Allowances,  [193]  948 
Election   Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  el,  5,  [193]  788  ;   «l.  14, 

1001 
India — Furlough  Regulations,  [193]  1554 
Passenger  Steamers,  Overloading  of,  [X91I  450 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  L< 

Amendts.  [193]  919 
Scotland — Committals,  [193]  369,  870 


Lords 


Legislation  for,  [193]  245 

Militia,  [193]  17 

<<  Running  his  Letters,"  [193]  1166 


Militia,  [193] 
"  Running  his 
Supply— Volunteer  Corps,  [191]  277 


Abchdall,  Captain  M.  E.,  Fermanagh  Co, 
Army — Brooke,  Captain,  Case  of,  [193]  2184 
Army  Estimates— Full  and    Half-Pay,   [193] 

1280 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotlcet  at 

Elections,  Consid.  [103]  1676 
Established   Church    (Ireland),  Comm.  [193] 

1205 
Napier,  Sir  R.,  and  Ez-Goremor  Eyre,  [193] 


Aboyll,  Dnke  of 

Boundary,  Comm.  d.  4,  [193^  508 

Crete— Insurrection  in,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[191]  806,  818,819 
Education,  2R.  [191]  1314 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland)— The  Resolu- 
tions, [191]  1448, 1453  :  [193]  1921 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  169, 

177, 183,  198 
Foreshore  and  Bed  of  the  Sea,  [193]    1814, 

1824, 1834 
India— Government  of,  [190]  985 
Ministerial    Explanation  — *  Public    Bosinesi, 

[i93]«72,583 
Reform  Act,  1867 — Ratepaying  Clauser,  [190] 

1550,  1570 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  2R. 

[193]  1915  ;  Conun.  d,  27,  Amendt.  [103] 

864  :  el,  48,  366 ;    Report,  715  ;   8R.  804; 

Commons  Amendts.  975 
Salmon    Fisheries   (Scotland),  Comm.  [193] 

1915 
University  Elections   (Voting    Papers),   2R. 

[193]  088 
Victoria— Applanation  Act,  [191]  1974, 19709 

1977 


Abhaoh,  ArchbiBhop  of 
Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  Amendt.  [193]  1095, 

109S ;  Comm.  add,  el,  1862 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  SB, 

297 


ABXSTBOire,  Mr.  Serjeant  B.,  SUgo  Bo. 
Bankruptcy  (Ireland),  [191]  880 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191] 

623 
Libel,  Comm.  [193]  600 ;  el.l,  608 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

a<id.tfl.  [193]  1779 


AblfT 

Army  EitimOUe,  Question,  Captain  Vivian ; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Feb  20,  [190] 
992 :  Mar  20, 1982  ;  Question,  Mr.  Childers; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Jidy  2,  [193] 
521 
(See  Suppty—Army  JSitmatee) 

Army,  Preaehing  in  the,  Question,  Mr.  Kin- 
naird ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  July  29, 
[»93]  1028 

Artillery 

Artillery  PraeHee,  Question,  Mr.  Serieani 
Gaselee ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Jwy  9, 
[193]  910 — ai  Dover ^  ire,,  Question,  Major 
Dickson ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Jtdy  6, 
119— at  Portinumth,  Question,  "MSt.  Serjeant 
Gaselee  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  July  2, 
517  ;  July  23, 1668 

Gunnery  Ewperimente,  Question,  Major  Anton ; 
Answer,  sir  John  P^ikington  June  12,  [192] 
1476 

Ri/led  Ordnance— Studded  Shot,  Question,  Mr. 
Esmonde ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 
^28,  [193]  951 

iecv4. 
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t^O— f0I— 101— 1^3. 


Abmt — Abtiluert— eon/ . 

Shoeburynest  EteperimetU$,  Quettiont,  Mr* 
Powell,  General  Donne  ;  Answers,  Sir  John 
Pakinrton  Mar  17,  [100]  1818;  Observa- 
tions, Mr.  O'Beime  ;  Reply,  Sir  John  Pa- 
kfngton ;  short  debate  thereon  July  18,  [193] 
1426 

Shraprul  Shelf,  The,  Petition  of  H.  N.  S. 
Shrapnel  {The  Earl  of  Cardigan)  Mar  6, 
[190]  1147 

SmaiU  Arm* 
AmniuniHon,  Storing  of,  Question.  Mr.  Uay^r ; 

Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Jtdy  18,  [193] 

1106 
BaU    Cartridpes    to    Soldien   in   Barraehi, 

(Question,  Mr.  Hajter;    Answer,   Sir  John 

Pakington  May  8,  [191]  2002 
Creech-Loading  R^s,  Questions,  Lord  Eloho ; 

Mr.  Newdegate  ;  Answers,  Sir  John  Paking- 

ton  Nov  22,  [190]  149  ;  Question,  Sir  Charles 

Russell ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Mar  0, 

1325 
Report  on  Pari.  P,  l.  [1236] 

Cartridges,  Mawafaeture  of,  Question,  General 

Dunne ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  July  28, 

[193]  1667 
Defective  Ammunition,  Question,  Mr.  Herbert ; 

Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  May  21,  [102] 

664 

Brooke,  Captain,  Case  of,  Questions,  Mr.  Stao- 
poole,  Captain  Virian  ;  Answers,  Sir  John 
Pakington  June  22,  [193]  1855 ;  Question, 
Captain  Arohdall ;  Answer  Sir  John  Paking- 
ton June  25, 2184 

Cavalry  EnUettnent,  Question,  Mr.  Bagwell: 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Mar  12,  [190] 
1458 

Cavalry  Regiments,  Majors  in,  Question,  Mr. 
Bryan  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Dee  6, 
[190]  648 

Cavaky  Uniforms,  Question,  Sir  George 
Stuolej  ;  Answer,  ^ir  John  Pakington 
/tin^  4,  [192]  nil 

Civil  Appointments,  Oficers  hoUHvig,  Question, 
Mr.  White;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 
AprU  27,  [loi]  1388 

Clothing,  Tenders  for.  Question,  Mr.  C.  Ed- 
wards ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Feb  20, 
[190]  090 

Commissions,  Question,  Sir  Thomas  Llojd; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Mar  27,  [191] 
358 

Conveyance  of  Troops 

Detention  of  Soldiers'  Baggage,  Question,  Mr. 
Childers ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 
Nov  29,  [100]  420 

The  40^  Regiment,  Question,  Sir  Robert 
Collier ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Dee  2, 
[1901511 

War  Office  and  India  Office,  Questidn,  The 
Earl  of  Airlie  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Long- 
ford Nov  26,  [100]  174  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Otwaj,  Mr.  Childers,  Sir  Lawrence  Palk  ; 
Answers  Sir  John  Pakington,  Mr.  Corry 
Nov  28, 837 

Cooking  Apparatus 
Captain   Warrens',  Question,  Colonel  Sykes; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Mar  36,  [191] 


ABMf— cow*. 

Messrs,  Jeakes*,  Question,  Mr.  Thomson  Han- 
key  ;  Answer,  sir  John  Pakington  3£aar  30. 
[191]  468 

Curragh  Camp,  Question,  Lord  Eustaoe  Ceeil ; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Nov  35,  [lool 
163 

Daily  Payment  of  Men,  Question,  Colonel  W. 
Stuart ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Mar  26. 
[191I263 

Depdt  Battalums,  O/Uers  of,  QutesUoii,  Golooil 
French  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pftkingtoa 
June  5,  [193]  1180  ;  June  20,  [193]  31S 

Distinguished  Service  Majors,  Question,  Sir 
Charles  Russell  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Paking- 
ton Feb  14,  [190]  733 ;  Question,  CmpbSa. 
Viriaa ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Phkington  fA  17, 
798 

Distribution  of  Troops  in  the  North  oflrelamd. 
Question,  Sir  Henrey  Bruce ;  Answer,  Tlie 
Earl  of  Mayo  JtUy  16,  [193]  1387 

Engineer  Department,  Clerks,  Queiiion,  Qeaenl 
Dunne  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  ;  abort 
debate  thereon  /mm  4,  [193]  1134 

Expenditure,  Question,  Mr.  ONdeime ;  Answer, 
Mr.  While  Mar  U,  [190]  1687 

Forti/leations 
Questions,  Lord  Elcho,  General  Dunne;  An* 

swers.  Sir  John  Pakington  Mar  19,  [190] 

1922  ;    Question,  Colonel  Sykes  ;    Answer, 

Sir  John  Pakiggton  July  27,  [193]  1817 
Coast  Defences,  Committee  on.  Question,  Mr. 

O'Beirne  ;    Answer,    Sir  John    Pakington 

-4prtt28,  [lOi]  1456 
Dockyards  ana  Naval  Arsenals,  Question,  Mr. 

O'Beime  ;    Answer,    Sir   John    Pakington 

May  12,  [igi]  112 
Floating    Obstruction    Committee^    Qaestioa, 

Migor  Anson  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 

June  8,  [192]  1222 
FortifieaHons  at  Chatham,  Question,  Colonel 

Sykes;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakiitfton  Mmr% 

[100]  1331 
Harbour  and  Coast  DefeneH,  Question,  The 

Earl  of  Airlie  Feb  17,  [190]  787 ;  Answer, 

The  Earl  of  Longford,  793 
**Matla  and  Qibndtar  Shield,"  The,  QaestMS, 

General  Dunne ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 

Nov  35,  [190]  165  ;  Question,  Mr.  O'fietrae ; 

Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Dee  3,  537; 

Feb  14,  729  ;  Mar  12,  1456 
Report  of  Special  Commission    .    [40031 
Observations  of  Col.  Jenrois  .     .  [4003-^ 
Ply^nouth   Breakwater  Fort,   Question,   Mr. 

O'Beime;    Answer,    Sir   John    Pekingtoa 

Feb  20,  [190]  990 
Treasury  MmUe,  Aug.   16.   1867— ^iidi^  ^ 

Expenditure,  Question,  Ooienel  Sykes ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Solater-Booth  Mar  36,  [191]  360 
ParU  Papers- 
Account  of  Monies  Issued    ....    488 
Insti*uotions  for  Committee  of  inquiry  .    309 

Bale's  Rockets,  Question,  Mr.  Otway  ;  Answer, 

Sir    John    Pakington  Dec   2,   [190]  514; 

July  18,  ri93l  1106  ;  Question,  Mj^  Aasoo ; 

Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  July  30,  1476 
Sorse  Guards,   The  —  Sentence  of  a   Cowi 

Martial,  Motion    for    Papers  (Mr,  J>arby 

^:^)/trfy9,[i93]930 


4«¥       AW 


(SI388ION    )447.a} 


ARU       4XU 


BcnmhM  Brigads^  (l^Htimh  Mr.  NeaU,  Mr. 

Otway  ;    Aofwevf,    Sir    iqh^    Pi^i^gton 

Jui^  31.  [1^3]  1^** 
India,  hwakd  Oficdrs  from,  Q^es^ioDit  Sir 

Eobert    Aottrutber  ;    Answer.    Sir    John 

Pakington  JuU/  U,  [191]  1166 
India,  Malt  Liquor  foruU  Troofpi  ui.  (^oes- 

tions.  Mr.  M.T.  Bass,  Mr.  Ghreene;  Answers. 

StF  Staffbvd  l^orthcote  May  11.  [199 j  15 
Indiat  Transport  of  Troops  to,  QuestiOQ,  Sir 


Geom  Stuoley ;  Answer,  Sir  Jofaua  PjUdng* 
ton  June  4,  [192]  1111 
Mcfrek  of  Troops  from  Aldershot  to  Sandhurst, 


Questions.  Mr.  Osborne.  Mr.  Buxton ;  An- 
swers. Sir  John  Pakington  July  27.  [193] 
1828;  Obseryations,  Sir  John  Pakington 
July  28.  1902 

Msdieal  Department,  Qnestion.  Mr.  O'Beime  ; 
Answer,  sir  John  ^kington  July  29,  [193] 
1821 

MUkxry  Eapenditmre,  Question,  Captain 
YiTian  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Jivfy  9. 
[193^  W^~-Jncrease  of,  Obseryations^  The 
Marquess  of  Hartington  ;  Replj,  Sir  John 
Pakibgton  Juiy  0, 948 
190]  IfoKrAMtf.  Fmm  in  tko^MvrtaUljt  in  the 
86IA  Reaimen*,  Question,  Mr.  Whallej ; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakmgton  Feb  20,  991 ; 

.    Feb    21,    1006 ;    Question.     Mr.    Otwaj  ; 
Answer.    Sir    John    Pakibgton    Mi»r   28. 
191]  37  ;3far   27,    360;    Questions,  Mr.   Bar- 
day.  Mr.  Whallej ;    Answers.   Mr.   Adder- 

.    lej  April  1.  660;  Question.  Mr.  Whalley; 

.  Answer.  Sir  John  Pakington  April  28. 1460  ; 
Question.  Colonel  North  ;  Answer,  Sir  John 

.  Pakington  May  7.  1883;  Question.  Mr, 
Harrey  Lewis  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 
June  29,  [193]  302 

Military  Uniforms,  Right  of  Wearina,  Ques- 
tion. Mr.  O'Reilly  ;  Answer,  Sir  John 
Pakington  May  22.  [193]  712 

Militia  ^tartermasters^  Question.  Colonel 
Stuart  Knox ;  Answer,  $ir  John  Pakington 
June  11,  [192]  1395;  Question,  Colonel 
Kingsoote ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 
June  18.  1756 

Musketry  Instructors,  Payment  of.  Questions. 
Maior  Anson.  Lord  Eleho ;  Answers,  Sir  J. 
Pakington  May  25.  [192]  817 

New  Zealand,  British  Repiments  in,  Question, 
Mr.  Grorst  1  Answer,  Mr.  Adderley  Mar  20, 
[190]  1979 — Forces  in,  Obseryations.  Vis- 
count Enield;  Reply.  Mr.  Disraeli;  short 
debate  thereon  Jtdy  3.  [193]  640 

Non-combatant  Officers,  Question,  Captain 
Vivian ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  July  3, 
[1933608 

Non-Purchcue  Corps  —  Report  of  the  Select 

Committee,  Question,  Mr.  Childers ;  Answer, 

Sir  John  Pakington  Nov  28,  [190]  335 

(Pari.  P.  No.  396) 
Non-Purchcue  Corps  Retirement,  Question,  Mr. 

Childers;    Answer,    Sir    John    Pakington 

June  22,  [192]  1855 
Ordnance  Select  Committee  Report,  Question, 

Mr.   Hanbury-Tracy ;     Answer.    Sir    John 

Pakington  Mar  12.  [190]  1456 
Ordnance  Survey  Maps,  Question.  Mr.  Haryey 

Lewis  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Jtdy  29, 

[193]  1921 


Abut — eont, 

Pensiom9,  S^mar  SU^  QMm9  </,  Questton, 

Mr.  Wyld;  An>wer,  Sir  Jpbn  Pakington 

Jufy  29,  [193]  1922 
Perth  Barrack,  Question,  Mr.  Bayley  Potter  ; 

Answer,  Sir  John  Pakipgtoi^  Nov  28,  [190] 

329 
PromoHon^Indian  Colonels,  Question.  Captain 

Viyian ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Jfar  19, 

[190] 1887 
Promotions  in  the  Coldstream  Guards,  Ques-    . 

tion.   Sir  Patrick  O'Brien  ;    Answer,   Sir 

John    Pakington   April   39,    [191]    1579; 

May    7,  1883;    Obseryations.  Sir  Patrick 

O'Brien  July  9,  [193]  922 
Queen's   Re^uihtiom,    1868,    Question,    Mr. 

O'lUilly :    Answer,    Sir    John    Pakington 

June  29,  [193]  306 
ReporU  of  the  Ofieers  with  the  Prussiash  and 

Austrian  Armies,  Question,    Bfr.    Otway ; 

Answer,  Sir  JohA  Pakington  July  9,  [193] 

612 
Royal  Artillery,  Colonels  in  the.  Question,  Mr, 

Serjeant  Gatelee ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Paking- 
ton My  29,  [193]  1922 
Royal  AfiUlery,    ire,  Retiremente,   Question, 

Mr.  Childers ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 

Mar  9,    [190]    1214 ;    Question,    General 

Dunne ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington /m^  27, 

[193]  1821— <iWf.  P,  No.  371) 
Royal    Military    College,    Question,    Colonel 

Annesley ;     Answer.   Sir    John    Pakington 

Mwr  13.  [190]  1594 
Shoeing    Horses,   M,  Chorlier's   Method   of,   • 

Question,  Mr.  St.  Aubyn  ;  Answer.  Sir  John 

Pakington  July  27.  [193]  1817 
ShomcUffe  Comm,  Question.  Hr.  Vanderbjl; 

Answer.  Sir  John  Pakington  June  29.  [193] 

301 
Soldiers,  Employment  of.  Question.  Mr.  Shaw- 

Lefeyre  ;     Answer.    Sir   John    Pakington 

My  20,  [193]  1483 
Staff  Appointments,    Question,    Sir    Patrick 

O'Brien  ;    Answer,    Sir   John    Pakington 

Nov  21.  [190]  106;  JUarO,  1223 
Superonnuaiion  AUowamces — Army,  Ordnance^ 

ffavy,  and  Marines,  Question.  Colonel  North; 

Answer,  Mi^.  Sclater-Booth  June  25.  [192] 

2133 
The  Seth  Regiment,  Question,  Mr.   Otway; 

Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  July  21,  [193] 

1556 

The  Volunteers 

1th  Surrey  Volunteers,  Question,  Mr.  Whalley  j 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Jidy  27.  [193] 
1823 
Wimbledon  Meeting — Corporal  Peake,  Ques- 
tion. Mr.  Basley  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Paking- 
ton /M^y  28.  [193]  1902 
192]  Windsor,  Volunteer  Review  at.  Question, 
Lord  Truro  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Malmes- 
bury  June  15.  1557  ;  Question.  Lord  ^lohp  ; 
.    Answer.  Mr.  Disraeli  June  15. 1566 ;  Ques- 
193]  tion.  Lord  Eloho ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Paking- 
.    ton  June  29,  310;  July  9,  911 ;  Question, 
Earl  Spencer ;  Answer,  Lord  Truro  ;  short 
.    debate  thereon  July  10,  988  ;  Question.  Lord 
Elcho ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  July  81} /> 
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Abut— Mfi<. 
Trawtling  AUouHmces,  ObfenrfttUmi,  Sir  R. 

Anttruther  My  9,  [193]  »48 
Troops,  Knap$ack9  for   the,    Quertion,   Mr. 

Waraer ;    Answer,     Sir    John    Paklngton 

July  27,  [193]  1827 
War  Departmenl^Army  EitimaU$t  Quettion, 

The  MarqueM  of  Hartington  ;  Aniwer,  Sir 

John  Pakington  June  5,  [192]  1182— 5tt6ar- 

dinate  Oficer$,  Qaeition,  Lord  Elobo ;  An- 

flw«r»  Sir  John  PaLington  May  28, 950 
War  Ofiee,  8tareJum9eM  for  the,  Qaeetion,  Mr. 

Adam  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Paklngton  July  27, 

[193]  1826 
Windsor  Cauahry  Barraoks,  Question,  Colonel 

Leslie ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  July  6, 

[193]  718 
Woolwich   Arsenal -^  Repair  of  Machinery ^ 

Qoestion,  Captain  Paok-Beresford ;  Answer, 

Sir  John  Pakington  April  28,  [191]  1455 

Army  ^Administration  of  the 

Amendt  on  Committee  of  Snpplj  May  8,  To 
leaTe  oat  from  "That,"  and  add  «in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  it  would  be  adrao- 
tageous  and  oonrenient  to  substitute  a  sja- 
tem  of  weekly  in  lieu  of  dailj  payments  to 
those  non-oommissioned  OflBoers  and  Soldiers 
of  the  Army  whose  prerious  oonduot  might 
warrant  the  extension  of  this  indulgence" 
(Mr,  Percy  Wyndham),  [191]  2003 ;  Ques- 
tion, ''That  the  words,  Ao,y'  after  short 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 


Army^Conirol  Department 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Ju^f  16,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That/'  and  add  <*  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  that 
She  will  be  graoiously  pleased  to  give  direc- 
tions that  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
a  Copy  of  the  Draft  Regulations  for  the 
Control  Department  originally  sent  in  by  the 
War  OfiBce  to  the  Treasury,  together  with 
any  memoranda^ thereupon  by  the  Assistant 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  together 
with  the  reply  thereto  by  the  Controller  in 
Chief"  (Colonel  Jervis)  /irfy  16,  [193]  1265 ; 
after  debate.  Question,  *'That  the  words, 
^."  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Observations,  Mr. 
Disraeli ;  short  debate  thereon,  1273 

Control  Department,  The— -Appointment  of  Sir 
Henry  Storks,  Question,  Mr.  Otway ;  An- 
swer, Sir  John  Pakington  Feb  20,  [190]  985  ; 
Questions,  Colonel  Jervis ;  Answers,  Sir 
John  Pakington  July  7,  [193]  810 ;  Ques- 
tion, Observations,  Earl  De  Grey  and  Ripon  ; 
Reply,  The  Earl  of  Longford  ;  short  debate 
thereon  July  15,  1233 


Army — Gontroller-in-  Chief 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  9,  To 
leave  out  from  *'  That,"  and  add  "  the  Con- 
troller in  Chief  should  be  an  Under  Secretary 
of  State ;  and  that  the  audit  of  the  War 
0£Boe  accounts  should  be  entirely  independ- 
ent of  the  War  Oflace"  (Colonel  Jervis\ 
'  922 ;  Question,  "  That  the  words, 
after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 


& 


Army^Ihnphyment  ofDisehargod  Soldim^ 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  June  99,  To 
leare  out  from  **  That,"  and  add  '•it  is  ex- 
pedient to  employ  in  Government  sitoaiicms 
non-oommissioned  otBoers  and  priTates  dis- 
charged from  the  Army  with  good  cbaraeCsr  " 
(Sir  Charles  Russell),  [193]  814  ;  Question, 
•'  That  the  words,  Ac.  r  »ft«r  ■!»<»*  debste, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 
Emphymeni  of  Old  Soldiers-^Corpe  cf  Ccm- 
missionaires,  Question,  Sir  Charles  RosseU  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  May  14,  Ci9^] 
246;  Question,  Sir  Harry  Vemey;  Answers. 
Sir  John  Pakington,  Lord  John  Manners 
July  2,  [193]  520 


Army  —  Fbrtifieations  —  Dockjfords 
I9aval  Arsenals 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  8,  To 
leave  out  from  **That,"  and  add  *'two  Mem- 
hers  of  this  House  and  another  Ciyil  En- 
gineer should  be  added  to  the  Committae 
appointed  to  consider  the  question  of  the 
Fortifications  for  the  defence  of  the  United 
Kingdom  and  of  the  Colonies,  and  that  ar- 
rangements shall  be  made  to  stop,  aa  &r  as 
possible,  all  fturther  outlay  until  that  Com- 
mittee shall  hare  reported  to  this  Houas" 
(Mr.  (yj5<j«nk?),[i9i]  2021 ;  Question, "  Thai 
the  words,  d^.  ;*'  after  debate,  Amendt^ 
withdrawn 

Another  Amendt.  To  leave  out  from  **  That" 
and  add  "  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
no  ftirther  outlay  on  the  Fortiflcations 
for  the  defence  of  the  United  Kingdom 
and  of  the  Colonies,  except  such  as  maj 
be  absolutely  necessary  under  existing  Con- 
tracts, or  to  complete  works  which  cannot 
be  suspended  without  serious  inconvenience, 
ought  to  be  incurred  until  the  Report  <^ 
the  Committee  recently  appointed  shall  have 
been  laid  before  this  House  "  (Mr.  ChUders), 
2049  ;  Question, "  That  the  words,  ^.,"  pot  ; 
A.93,  N.  48;  M.  45 

Army-'India  and  the  Colonies 

Select  Committee  appointed  "  to  inquire  into 
the  duties  performed  by  the  British  Army  in 
India  and  the  Colonies,  and  also  how  &r  it 
might  be  desirable  to  employ  certain  portions 
of  Her  Majesty's  Native  Indian  Army  in 
our  Colonial  and  Military  dependenoies,  or 
to  organise  a  force  of  Asiatic  Troops  for 
general  service  in  suitable  climates  "  ( JtfSifor 
Anson)  Mar  6,  [190]  1207 
And,  on  Mar  19,  Committee  nominated  as  fel- 
lows :  —  Viscount  Cranbome  (ChairmanX 
Major  Anson,  Mr.  Childers,  Sir  James  Fer- 

Sisson,  The'  Marquess  of  Hartington,  Mr. 
ayter.  Lord  William  Hay,  Colonel  Percy 
Herbert,  Mr.  Laing,  Colonel  North,  Sir  Henry 
Rawlinson,  Sir  William  Russell,  Sir  Hany 
Verney,  Captain  Vivian,  and  Major  Walko* 
Report  of  Select  Committee  April  3 

{ParfP.  No.  197) 

Armp-^  Military  Education 
Motion  for  an  Address,  '*  Praying  that  a  Royal 
Commission  composed  of  Military  and  Civilian 
Members  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  pre- 
sent state  of  Military  Education  in  this  Coun- 
try, and  more  especially  into  the  training  of 
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OftDdidaiefl  for  Commiuions  in  tbe  Army,  and 
into  the  constitution,  sjstem  of  Education, 
and  discipline  of  the  Royal  Military  Aoademy 
at  Woolwich,  and  of  the  Royal  Military  Col- 
lege at  Sandhurst,  as  well  as  into  the  rules 
and  regulations  under  which  Candidates  are 
admitted  into  those  Colleges  "  {Lard  Euitaee 
Cecil)  May  5,  [191]  1819  ;  after  short  debate, 
Motion  agreed  to 

Army — Military  JReserve  Funds 
Select  Committee  appointed,  ^  to  Inquire  into 
the  origin  of  the  Military  Reser?e  Funds, 
the  sources  from  which  they  are  derived,  and 
the  objects  to  which  they  are  applied  "  {Lord 
Eotkam)  Feb  17,  [190]  850 
And,  on  F€b   19,    Committee  nominated    as 
follows  :  —  Lord  Dotham  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Baxter,  Mr.    Childers,  Mr.    Goschen,    The 
Marquess    of   Hartington,    Colonel     Hogg, 
Colonel  North,  Major  O'Reilly,  General  Peel, 
Colonel  Edward  Somerset,  Mr.   Trevelyan, 
Sir  John  TroUope,  Captain  Yirian,  and  Mr. 
Percy  Wyndham 
Report  of  Select  Committee  May  22 

{Pari  P.  No.  298) 

Army  of  Resen^e 

Mo?ed,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  appoint  a  Royal  Com- 
mission to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  our 
Military  Organization,  in  so  far  as  it  relates 
to  the  establishment  of  a  sufficient  and  eco- 
nomical Army  of  Reserve,  and  the  means  it 
oflfors  of  speedy  and  efficient  expansion  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  war,  more  especially 
for  home  defence"  {Lord  Eleho)  June  28, 
[193]  1942 ;  after  long  debate,  Motion  with- 
drawn 

Question,  Major  Walker;  Answer,  Sir  John 
Pakington  May  19,  [193]  512 

Army  Reserve  <md  MUiiia  Reserve,  Question, 
Major  Walker  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 
May  19,  [193]  612 

Reserve  Forees^MUitia  ReyuloHons,  Question, 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington ;  Answer,  Sir 
John  Pakington  May  5,  [191 J  1787 

Reserved  Forces,  Oryanuation  of.  Question, 
Ix>rd  Truro ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Longford ; 
short  debate  thereon  July  17,  [193]  1360 
Regulations  for  Discipline  and  Payment 
of— (Por^.  P.  No.  821, 822) 

Army — Royal  Oun  Faetories 

Motion  for  a  Select  Committee  {Major  Anson) 
July  10,  [193]  1065 ;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  withdrawn 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  15,  To 
leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add  **a  Com- 
mittee of  Five  Members  be  appointed  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection  to  inquire  into  the 
following  allegations: — That  in  1864  the 
Royal  Gun  Factories,  on  being  applied  to 
by  the  Ordnance  Select  Committee  tor  Esti- 
mates for  cheaper  9-inch  guns  than  those 
that  were  being  made  at  that  time,  sent  in 
erroneous  comparative  Estimates,  on  the 
strength  of  which  the  Ordnance  Select  Com- 

YOJ4.  CXCIII.   [XSIKD  0SSIX8.]  [p(m4. 


Army — Royal  Oun  Factories^  ocni, 

mittee  decided  in  favour  of  the  gun  proposed 
by  the  Royal  Gun  Factories  ;  that  a  sample 
9-inch  gun  was  then  made  by  the  Royal 
Gun  Factories,  the  details  of  the  cost  of 
which,  on  being  compared  with  the  details  of 
the  cost  of  similar  guns  manufactured  two 
years  afterwards,  show  great  and  apparently 
inexplicable  discrepancies ;  and  that  like 
errors  have  been  made  by  the  Royal  Gun 
Factories  with  regard  to  the  comparative 
cost  of  new  wrought-iron  and  converted  guns, 
thereby  entailing  a  heavy  and  unnecessary 
expense  upon  the  country  "  {Major  Anson) 
July  15,  [193]  1254 ;  Question,  **  That  the 
words,  4c." 

Amendt.  to  add  the  words,  '*  That  Sir  John 
Pakington  and  Major  Anson  be  added  to  the 
Committee,  for  the  purpose  of  examining 
witnesses,  and  taking  part  in  the  proceedings, 
but  without  the  power  of  voting  '*  {Captain 
Vivian) ;  after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Another  Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That" 
and  add  '*a  Committee  of  Seven  Members 
be  appointed,  Ac.'*  {Major  Anson),  1260  ; 
Question,  "  That  the  words,  Ao"  negatived  ; 
words  added ;  main  Question,  as  amended, 
put,  and  agreed  to :  Committee  appointed 

And,  on  Jmy  18,  Committee  nominated  M 
follows :  —  Major  Anson  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Baggally,  Mr.  Baziey,  Mr.  Howes,  Mr. 
Laird,  Mr.  Samuda,  and  Mr.  Scourfield 

Report  of  Select  Committee  July  24 

{Pari.  P.  No.  459) 

Army  —  Sale  and  Pwrehoie  of  Com" 
missions 

Moved, "  That  the  Purchase  and  Sale  of  Mill- 
tary  Commissions  be  discontinued  after  a 
date  fixed  for  that  purpose"  {Mr.  Trevelyan) 
May  19,  [193]  514 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add 
'*  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  groimd 
of  complaint  against  the  operation  of  the 
Purchase  System  in  the  Army  would  be 
greatly  diminished,  and  the  efficiency  of  the 
Service  improved,  by  the  abolition  of  Pur- 
chase above  the  rank  of  Captain  in  the  Cavalry 
and  the  Infantry  of  the  Line"  {Captain 
Vivian) ;  Question,  **  That  the  words,  &o,  ;** 
after  long  debate,  Amendt.  and  Motion  with- 
drawn 

Army--- Soldiers^  Orphans 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  16,  To 
leave  out  from  '*  That,"  and  add  "an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  pray- 
ing that  She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to 
direct  that  an  Institution  shall  be  established 
to  receive  and  educate  the  Orphan  Daughters 
of  Non-commissioned  Officers  and  Soldiers  of 
our  Army"  {Colonel  North)  July  16,  [193] 
1261  ;  Question,  "That  the  words,  Ao.r 
after  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Army —  Warlike  Stores 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  6,  To 
leave  out  from  *'  That,"  and  add  '*  in  order 
to  ensure  economy  in  our  Expenditure  on 
Warlike  Stores,  it  if  advisable  to  have  an 
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annuiil  Stttement  laid  upon  tlie  Table  af  this 
House,  ehowing  the  quantity  and  Talue  of 
each  description  of  Stores  io  the  possession 
of  tiie  Troops,  or  in  the  Arsenals  and  Store- 
houses, the  quantity  issued  and  consumed 
during  each  year,  and  the  replacennent  in 
consequence  of  a  change  of  pattern  or  of 
the  ordinary  annual  consumption;  that  in 
order  to  prevent  the  manufacture  of  War- 
like Stores  becoming  a  mere  monopoly  in 
the  handri  of  the  Government  Establish- 
ments it  is  advisable  to  purchase  a  certain 
proportion  of  the  articles  required  for  Mili- 
tary purposes  from  the  private  trade ;  and  to 
ensure  accuracy  of  accounts,  economy  of  pro- 
duction, and  fair  comparison  of  Government 
-with  trade  prices,  the  Manufacturing  Depart- 
ments shall  be  treated  as  private  firms,  the 
Government  purchasing  the  articles  required 
at  remunerative  prices,  to  be  provided  from 
Army  and  other  Votes,  and  the  capital 
charges  of  the  Establishments  (whether  for 
buildings,  plant,  or  working  capital,)  being 
provided  by  advances  at  interest  made  by  the 
Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners  "  {Major 
Anscm)  July  6,  [193]  780  ;  Question,  "  Thai 
the  words,  Ao,;"  after  short  debate,  Ameodt. 
withdrawn 


Army — Wooden  HuUfor  Troops 

Motion  for  **  Copy  of  all  Correspondence 
between  Government  and  the  Medical  Men 
or  OflBcers  in  the  command  of  Regiments 
stationed  at  Aldershot,  Shomoliffe  and  Col- 
chester, as  to  the  impolicy  and  hardship 
of  keeping  in  Wooden  Huts,  during  this 
severe  winter,  old  rbeumatio  soldiers  from 
hot  climates  and  young  recruits"  {CoUmel 
French)  Feb  19,  [190]  982 ;  after  short  de- 
bate, Motion  agreed  to 


Army  Chaplaixifl  Bill  [hx.] 

( The  Earl  of  Longford) 
I  Presented  ;  read  1*  •  May  25         (No.  110) 
193]  Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2>" 
June  9, 1898 ;  after  short  debate,  BUI  read  2* 
.  Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself 
into  a  Committee*'  June  11,  1385;  afUr 
short  debate,  further  Debate  ai^oumed 
.  Adjourned  Debate  on  Motion,  '*That  the  House 
do  now  resolve  itself  into  a    Committee" 
June   1^,    1405;   alter  debate,  agreed  to; 
Committee 
Report  •  July  6  (No.  146) 

Rend  3**  July  7 
€.  Read  1**  •  July  8  [  Bill  225] 

Read  2- •  July  IS 
Committee  *  ;  Report  July  20 
Read8«*  July  21 
Royal  Assent  July  81        [31  A  32  Vich  0.  88] 


Art  Cfatalogue^PuHteoHon  of  the    Uhi- 
versal 
Question,  Mr.  Dillwyn  ;  Answer,  Lord  Robert 
Montagu  Mar  1>,  [190]  1218 


Artizans'  and  Labottt enC  I>trdHBgB  Bffi 

(m.  M'CuUayh  Terrene,  Mr.  KnmaM, 
Mr,  Locke) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  Nov  20  [BiU  I] 

Moved,    "  That   the  Bill  be  now  reid  J*" 
Mar  11.  [190]  1481 ;  after  short  debate,  BiU 
read2<' 
191]  Committee~R.p.  Jpril  1,  673 
.  Committee;  Report i>?rtf  21, 1063  [BiU 88] 
.  Considered  April  29, 1564 ;  after  short  debiie, 

Debate  adjourned 
.  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [S9th  AfrS^ 
**  That  the  Clause  (Act  not  to  apply  to  caw 
in  which  freeholder  has  successrully  inititoMi 
proceedings  and  carries  out  neoessarj  repain) 
(Sir  Frwicis  Goldamid)  be  now  read  J*" 
May  6,  1875 ;  after  short  debate,  Motioe 
and  clause  withdrawn 
.  Moved,  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  8«"  ()fr. 

MCtdlayh  Terrene)  May  8,  2060 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  Bill  be  "and  dH 
'*  re-committed,  for  the  purpose  of  amendiig 
the  Schedule  "  (Mr,  Ayrton) ;  after  short  de- 
bate,  Question,  "  That  the  words,  Ac.,"  J^ 
and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  3* 
I.  Read  l^*  (The  Lord  Chelmeford)  May  11    ^ 
192]  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  wad  J» 
May   26,    899;    after    short  debate,  Bill 
read  2»  (NcW) 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  SeM 
Committee  "  {Lerd  PoriioMm) ;  Motion  agwcd 
to ;  Bill  referred  to  a  Seleot  Committet 
And,  on   May   29,   Committee  Dominated  tf 
follows:— Ld.  Privy  Seal,  D.  Somenel,  D. 
Beaufort,    £.   Derby,    £.    Sbsfteibarr,  £• 
Oamarvon,  £.  Cadogan,  E.  Kimbertej,  L* 
Bp.   London,  L.    Sundridge,  L.  Foley,  ^ 
Portman,  L.  Chelmsford,  L.  Weatbory,  t 
Meredyth,  and  L.  Penrhyn 
.  Personal  Ezplanatioa  (Lord  Perimem))^^' 
946 
Report  of  Select  Committee  July  7 

{Pari.  P.  Wo.  2W-W8) 
Committee*  July  9 
Report  July  10,  [193]  984 
Read  8**  Jidy  18 
Royal  Assent  July  31  [31  A  32  Fttt.  0. 180] 

Arttuane'  and  Labourerif  DteeUinp  [St^ 

Duty] 
e.  Resolution  in  Committee  Jviy  16 
Resolution  reported  July  17 

Aehton,  Staleyhridye,   Birmingkem,  i^» 

Itiots  at 

19a]  Question,  Mr.  Magaire;   Answer,  Mr,". 

Hardy  May  25,  817  ;  Personal  Eiplanato*. 

.    Mr.  Newdegate  May  26,  927 ;  QaeatioB,Jtf- 

Whalley  ;    Answer,    Mr.    Gathoms  B»f^ 

.    May  29,  1042 ;  Question,  Mr.  WhaUfj;  A^ 

swer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy;  debate thew«» 

.    Ifay  29,  1085 

Aeneeeed  T(uee% 

Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence ;  Anitef» 
Mr.  Sclater-Booth  July  20,  [193]  1*JJ^.  . 

Appeal  Courts,  Observations,  Mr.  Trw* 
Reply,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  Mar  20,  [m 
2050;  Ju/y  14,  [193]  1199  ^     ^^ 

Collection  and  Payment  ef  Ratee,  Qoestiom  va. 
H.  B.  Sheridan ;  Answer,  The  ChsneeM 
of  the  Exchequer  July  9,  [193]  911 

i  f0i* 


ASS        AUS 


A$$*$itd  T<uee$—eoat. 


{  SESSION    1867-8  ) 
190—191 — 19a — 193. 


AUS 


AYR 


CoUeeUon  in  the  SwxOi  cf  London,  Qaestlon, 
Mr.  Thomas  Iloghes  ;  Answer,  Mr.  SoUter- 
Booth  July  17,  [193]  1367 


Assignees  of  Marine  Policies  Bin 

(Mr,  CandlUh,  Sir  C,  (yLoghlen,  Mr.  Norwood) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1°  •  ifoy  28  [BUI  U7] 

Read2«»/un«24 
Committee ;  Report  June  SO,  [193]  419 


Committee  *  {on  re-eomm) ;  Report  JtUu  2 
Considered  •  July  «  [Bill  208] 

Read3»»  /i*ly  7 


I  Read  \^^{Th«EaHDe  Qrey)Julyt  (No.225) 
Read2»»/tttyl4 

Committee*;  Report  July  16         (No.  260) 
Read  8»*  July  17 
Royal  Aisent  July  81     [81  d(  82  Viet,  0.  86] 


Attornbt  Gensbal,  The  (Sir  J,  B.  iKars- 

lake),  Andovsr 
'    Artifaps'  and   Labovrera*  DwelUngi,  Coniid. 

[191]  1666 
Bankniptoy  Act  Amendment,  2R.  [193]  1908 
Bankruptcy  Uw,  [190]  836,  088  ;  [iQi]  268 
Bristol  Wnt,  [193]  423  ;— Bleotion,  1746 
County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction),  2R. 

[190]  1829  ;  Comm.[i93]  170 
Court  of  Chancery  and  County  Courts,  [193] 

1711 
Ecolesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil, Comm.  [191]  1108  ;  cL  1,  1201 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practioes  at 

Elections,  Comm.  el.  6,  [193]  689 ;  d.  6, 

[193]  741,  742 ;   el.  7,   744 ;  el.   8,  746  ; 

ci.  17, 1018;   el.  87.  1174;    el.  48,  1177; 

add.  el.  1442  ;  Consid.  1648, 1676 
Expatriation,  Law  of,  [190]  2008,  2010 
Fenian  Convicts  at  Manchester,  [100]  127 
Fines  and  Fees  (Ireland),  2R.  [190]  1231 
Judicial  Patronage,  [193]  848 
Juries  "  De  Medietate  Lingua,"  [100]  1449 
Libel,  2R.  [191]  666  ;  Comm.  [193J  607  ;  eL  I, 

607  ;  el.  3,  608 
Life  Policies  Assurance,  2R.  [190]  966 
Lottery  Act,  [193]  390 
Married  Women's  Property,  2R.  [193]  1367 
Patent    OflSce  Inquiry,  Motion    for    Papers, 

[193] 1»32 
Payment  of  Hates — The  Compounding  System, 


[190]  1888 
»ubli 


Puolications,  Registration  of,  [193]  1611 
Rating  under  the  Representation  of  the  People 

Act,  [190]  167  ;— Personal  Rating,  616,  618 
Registration,  Comm.  cl.  20,  [193]  666 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Consid.  add.  el.  [193] 

1786,  1789,  1702 
Religions,  d^c.  Buildings  (Sites),  2R.  [191]  663 
Sea  Fisheries,  Lords  Ajnendts.  [iQ3]  1861 
Small  Pamphlets,  Exemption  of,  from  Security, 

[190]  1974 
Supply — Prosecutions,  [193]  406 
Totnes,  Ae.  Writs,  Leave,  [190^  622 
West  Indies,  Lords  Amendto.  [193]  1010 

Australia — Postal  Oommunicatian  with 
Question,  Mr.  Childers ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater* 
Booth /tffM  12,  [193]  1472 


Austria,    Commercial   IVeaty    with — Th$ 

Tariff 

Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster;  Answer,  Lord 

Stanley  May  21,  [193]  652  ;  Question,  Mr 

Layard  ;  Answer,  Mr.  E.  C.  Egerton  July  2, 

[193]  616 

Commercial  Convention — Papers  No.  [4033] 
Treaty  of  Navigation  ....    No.  [4066] 

Ayrton,  Mr.  A.  8.,  Tower  Ramlets 
Abyssinia — Foreign  OfBoe,  The,  [190]  626 
Army  E^stimates,  [190]  1937, 1038 

Land  Forces,  [191]  76 
Artisans'  and  Labourers'    Dwellinfrs,   Comm. 
el.  6,  [191]  674  ;  el.  28,  678  ;  add.  cl.  1064, 
1066 ;    Schedule,   Amendt.   1066 ;    Consid. 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  1665,  1667,  1669, 
1875  ;  Amendt.  1876,  1877,  1878  ;  3R.  2060 
Bristol  Writ,  [193]  421,  422 
Coal  Mines,  [193]  1082 
Compounding  u>r  Rates,  Res.  [190]  1006 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  [190] 

076  ;  Comm.  d.  4, 1418,  1410,  1420 
Consular  Courts  in  Turkey  and  Egypt,  [193] 

1063 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil, Comm.  [191] 1107 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Leave,  [190]  716 ;  Comm.  [191] 
316,  321  :  el.  1,  [193]  670 ;  d.  6.  600,  602 
193]  a.  6,   Amendt.    788,    740,    741  ;    cl.    10, 
.     Amendt.  749;   el.  U.  Amendt.  1003.  1000, 
.     1010,  1011,  1012,  1013,  1014  ;  el  17,  1017, 
.     1018,  1010  ;  cl.  37.  Amendt.   1178  ;  cl.  43, 
.     1177;    d.   46,   1182;   cl.  46,  1369;  <?/.  47, 
.     Amendt.    1371;    el.    64,    1378;    add.    el, 
.    Amendt.  1376,  1386,  1464,   1457;  Consid. 
.     1636  :  add.  cl.  1644.  1676,  1682 
Electric  Telegraphs,  [191]  706 ;   [193]  1231  ; 
2R.  1333.  1664.  1806,  1808;  Nomination  of 
Committee,    1978,   1980  ;    Comm.    cl.    16, 
Amendt.  [193]  1600, 1601, 1608  ;<?/.  24, 1604 
Established    Church  (Ireland),   Comm.    [191] 

1419,  1420  ;  Res.  1906,  1907,  1927 
Government  of  India   Act  Amendment,   2R. 
[193]  1698  ;   Comm.  cl.  1.  Amendt.    1886, 
1888,  1889,  1891  ;  cl.  2,  [193]  869 
Governor  General  of  India,  2R.  [193]  1601 
Honduras — Treaty  of  Guarantee,  jri9ol  146 
India—Bank  of  Bombay,  [191]  480,  2066 
Libel.  9R.  [191]  666  ;  Comm.  d.  3,  [193]  614 
Libel  (Ireland),  Comm.  [193]  471 
Local  Taxation,  [190]  1033 
London  Coal  and   Wine   Duties  Continuance, 
Comm.  [191]  200  ;  cl.  2.  Amendt.  202,  204 ; 
add.  el.  206  ;  Consid.  add.  el.  326,  327 
Marine  Mutiny.  Comm.  [191]  669 
Metropolis  Gas,  Res.  [190J 1080 
Metropolis  Subways,  2R.  [190]  1270 
MetropoIiUn   Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 
193]  164,  630.    1297,    1298,    1824,   1339,  1341, 
.     1342;  Preamble,   1617,    1627,  1628;  cl.  2, 
.     1636;    d.    3,    1640,    1641,    1748,    1769; 
.    Motion  for  Adjournment,  1763,  1770,  1771, 
.     1772,1776 
^  Metropolitan  Police,  [193]  926 
Metropolitan  Police  Funds,  2R.  Amendt.  [193] 

846 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amendment, 
Leave,  [190]   107;  2R.  168;  Comm.  cl.  1, 
409,  418:   Lords  Amendts.  662;   Amendtl^ 
664  ^ 

leottt. 


AYR       AYT         {aBNBRAL    INDEX) 

190 — 191 — 192 — 193« 


BAB        BAK 


Atbtow,  Mr.  A.  S.— eon*. 

Mine«,  Acoidenti  in,  [19*]  ^^^ 

Mines  Assessment,  Comm.  el.  1.  [193]  850 ; 

Amendt.  852,  853  ;  Gonsid.  1224 
Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  1724,  1746,  1801  ; 

[193]  917 
Munioipal  Corporations  (Metropolis),  2R.  [192] 

1739 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  [191]  1680 
Parliament  —  Private  Bill    Legislation,    Res. 

[190]  1807 
Petroleam,  Comm.  [192]  1619 
Postal — India,  China,  and  Japan  Mails,  [190] 
453,  456 
Service  with  the  United  States,  [190]  681, 
686 
Postal  Subsidies,  Res.  [190]  2012 
Post  Horse  and  Carriage  Licences  Duties,  Mo- 
tion for  a  Committee,  [191]  194 
Public   Schools,   Leave,  [190]  634 ;    2R.  753, 
763,  774,  1072  ;  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, 2052 ;  Re-comm.  [192]  1641 ;  el.  8, 
Amendt.  1650,  1656  ;  el  6,  Amendt.  1031 ; 
el  14,    1937;   ci.  16,  1939,  1940;    <^.   21, 
Amendt.  [193]  814,  815 ;  add.  cL  825,  827  ; 
Lords  Amendts.  1904 
Publications,  Registration  of,  [192]  1509 
Registration,  Comm.  <?/.  29,  [193]  566  ;  add,  el 

568,  570 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Comm.  el  17,  [193] 

1734  ;  add.  el  1735 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

add.  cl.  [192]  1802 
Supply— British  Embassy  Houses,  [191]  990, 
993 
Burlington  House,  [192]  397,  400 
Glasgow,  University  of,  [192]  401 
Metropolitan  Police,  [192]  503 
Royal  Palaces,  [191]  1009. 1010, 1011, 1013 
Volunteer  Corps,  [191]  272 
Supply  —  Proceedings  in,    Resolution,  [191] 

1025,  1466 
Thames  Embankment,  Ac.  Amendment,   2R. 

[192]  1219 
West  Lidies,  Lords  Amendts.  [193]  1918 


Baby  Farming 
Question,  The  Earl  of  Shaftesbury  ;  Answer, 
The  Duke  of  Marlborough  /«^  28,   [193J 
1896 
(See  Metropolis) 

Bagwall,  Mr.  C,  Whitby 
Coble,  Mr.,  Case  of,  [191]  1457 
Mines  Assessment,  2R.  [191]  1869 
Scientific  Instruction,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 
[191]  168 


ATTOtriy,  Mr.  R.  Sinclair,  Kirkcaldy 

Army  Estimates—Land  Forces,  [190  *^^ 

Military  Store  Department,  [193]  960 
EsUblished   Church    (Ireland),    Comm.    Res. 

[191]  1902,  1916,  1924;  InstrucUon,  [192] 

1185,1196 
Lake  Superior  and  the  Pacific,  Ac.,  Motion  for 

a  Commission,  [192]  1343 
Nova  Scotia — British   North   American  Con- 

federation,  Motion  for  an  Address,   [192] 

1637 
Passenger  Steamers,  Overloading  of.  [191]  450 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el  K,ri93]  1884 
RepresenUtion    of    the    People    (Scotland), 

Coram,  ci.  4,  [192]  854  ;  el  10,  985  ;  add.  cl 

1236 
Scotland  —  Burntisland  and  Granton  Ferry, 

[190]  1004 
Supply — Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  232 

British  Embassy  Houses,  [191]  987 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [191] 

1178 
West  Indies,  Lords  Amendts.  [193]  1020 


Bagwell,  Mr.  J.,  Clonmel 
Army— Cavalry  Enlistment,  [190]  1453 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Ras.  1, 

[191]  19i2 
Fenian  Convicts  at  Manchester,  [190]  ISI 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  211 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Aet  C«&- 

tinuanoe,  2R.  [190J  784  ;  Comm.  937  ;  add. 

cl  ib. 
Industrial  Schools  (Ireland),  Conim.e/.  11,  [191] 

221  ;  Amendt.  223 
Ireland— Habeas  Corpus  Act,  [191]  1784 
MiliUry  at  Elections  (Ireland),  2a.  Motion  Ibr 

Adjournment,  [192]  175  ;  [193]  410 
Mines,  Accidents  in,  [192]  1506 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Lcav«, 

[190]  1951 ;  Comm.  [192]  1574  ;  el.  10, 108i; 

add.  d  1779, 1802 ;  Consid.  1805 

Baillib,  Rt.  Hon.  H.  J.,  InvemesB-^Airw 
Army— Discharged  Soldiers,  EmplojineBt  0^ 

Res.  [193]  323 
Libel,  Comm.  d,  8,  [192]  617 
Peel  Sutue,  The,  Res.  [192]  21 4« 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  ComB. 

[192]  1580 
RepresenUtion    of    the     People     (SootUad)^ 

Comm.  el  4,  [192]  854 ;  cl.  8,  806  ;  ei.  11, 

995  ;  Amendt.  1004, 1005 
Sea  Fisheries,  Lords  Amendts.  [192]  lS6i9 

Baines,  Mr.  E.,  Leeds 

Charitable  Institutions,  Rating  of,  [190]  931 : 

[X93]  318 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  Oonam* 

cl  4,  [190]  1422 
Education— Revised  Code,  [192]  059 
Election   Petitions  and  Corrupt    Practieee  at 

Elections,  Comm.  add.  cL  [193]  1440, 1490 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  cl  6,  [193]  1613 
Registration,  2R.  [192]   1609  ;  Comm.    [193] 

570 
Scientific  Instruction,  Motion  for  a  Oommittas^ 

[191]  166 
Spain— Religious  Persecution  in,  [193]  1^78 


»S 


Bandon,  Earl  of 
Established  Churob  (Ireland),  3R.  [193] 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  i 
[193]  802 

Bank  Holidays  Bill  Anunded  TVOe—       ) 

Bank  Holidays  and  Billo  of  EzduuDgot 

Bill  ^ 

(Sir  Colman  CLoghlen,  Mr.  SUbcpooU) 
€.  Ordered ;  read  1°»  Nov  28  [BUI  15] 

Moved,  "That  the  BUI  be  now  rend  3»  * 
Feb  19,  [190]  941 ;  after  short  debate,  BSfi 
read  ^,  and  oommitted  to  a  S^eoi  Con* 
mitteo  , 

C<0oii<. 


BAN        BAN 


(  SESSION    1867-8) 
190—191—199—193. 


BAN        BAR 


Bank  HoUdayi  and  BiUi  ofEnehange  J5<tt— oont. 

And,  on  April  28,  Committoe  nominated  as 
follows: — Sir  Col  man  0'T/>ghIen  (0  hair- 
man).  Visconnt  Amberley,  Mr.  Bamett,  Mr, 
Stephen  Cave,  Mr.  Freshfleld,  Mr.  Goldney, 
Mr.  Gosohen,  Mr.  Graves,  Mr.  Hobbard,  Mr. 
Lusk,  Mr.  Panll,  Mr.  Pim,  Mr.  Rothschild, 
Mr.  Alderman  Salomons,  and  Mr.  Walde- 
graye- Leslie 

Report  of  Select  Committee  JwM  22  [Bill  180] 

Committee  *  (on  re-comm.) ;  Report  Jun$  26 

Considered  *  Jtme  20 

Read  3®  •  June  80 
/.  Read  1*  •  ( 7%<j  Marqueii  of  SaUibury)  JvXy  3 

Read  2*»  July  14  (No.  200) 

Order  for  Committee  discharged*  JvXy  21 

Bank  of  Bombay  Bill 

(Str  Stafford  Noriheole,  Sir  James  Ferguaon) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  •  June  17  [BiU  178] 

Rcad2o»/fm«22 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  20 

Considered  *  June  80 

Read  d^  *  June  80 
/.  Read  1*  •  ( The  Lord  Clinton)  July  2  (No.  108) 

Read2*» /ttZy6 

Committee*;  Report /u/y 7 

Read  8*  •  July  9 

Royal  Assent  July  16   [81  A  82  Viet.  0.  63] 

Bankruptcy  Bill  [h.l.]  ( The  Lord  Chaneellar) 
e,  Question,  Mr.  Moflktt ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 


(No.  81) 


General  Feb  20,  [190]  088 
l^^iforO 


I.  Presented ;  read 
Read  2*  •  Jfar  28 
Qoestlon,  Lord  Chelmsford ;  Answer,  The  Lord 

Chancellor  April  8,  [191]  803 
Committee;  Report;  BiU  recommitted  April 2i 

(No.  78) 
Order    for    Committee   discharged    May    11, 
[19»]8 

Bankruptcy  Act  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  MoffaU,  Mr,  Crawford,  Mr,  Ayrton, 
Mr,  Charles  Foreter) 

0,  Ordered ;  read  1«*  May  28  [Bill  U8] 

-  Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«  "  {Mr, 
MoffaU)  June  22,  [193]  1008  ;  BiU  read  2« 
Committee* — ^.9,  June  29 
Committee  * ;  Report  June  80 
Considered  *  July  1 
Read8«»/Wy2 
/.  Read  !>•  {The  Lord  Cranworth)  July  8 
193]  Moved,  <*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«" 
July  0,  866  ;  after  short  debate.  Bill  read  3* 
.  Committee— B.P.  July  14, 1188      (No.  208) 
•  Committee  July  17, 1868 
Report  •  July  20  (No.  270) 

Read8*»/ti/y21 
Royal  Assent  July  81      [81  A  82  Viet.  0. 104] 

Bankruptcy  Acts  Repeal  Bill  [b.l.] 

( The  Lord  Chancellor) 

1,  Presented  ;  read  I**  Mar  0  (No.  80) 
Moved,   <*That   the  BUI  be   now   read    3*" 

Mar  38,  [191]  1 ;  after  debate,  BUI  read  3* 
Committee ;  Report  April  34, 1217  (No.  74) 
BUI  re-oonunitted 
Order  Cnr  Committee  difohArg«d  Hoy  a,  [19a]  8 


Bankruptey  Law  Amendment 
Qnestion,  Mr.  Gosohen ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  Nov  28,  [190]  836 ;  Observations, 
Mr.  Moflktt ;  Reply,  The  Attorney  Creneral 
Jfar  26,  [191]  265 

Babclat,  Mr.  A.  C,  Taunton 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  [191]  08 
Mauritius— Fever  at  the,  [191]  660 

Babimg,  Hr.  T.,  JSuntingdon 
Bank  Holidays,  2R.  [190]  048 
India — Postal  Conununication  with  Penang, 

[102]  1100 
Mexico  —  Diplomatic    Relations   with,  [190] 

1007 
Sapply— Post  Ofllce  Packet  Service,  [193] 

887,  848 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  [191] 

1176 

Babkbtt,  Mr.  H.,  Woodstock 
Bank  Holidays,  2R.  [190]  051 
Cattle  Irom  Africa,  [103]  008 
Life  PoUcies  Nomination,  2R.  [190]  054 
PubUo  Schools,  Re-oomm.  add,  el,  [193]  826 

Bakbok,  Sir  H.  W.,  WaUrford  City 
Burials  flreland),  Comm.  d,  1,  [19a]  1882 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Irdand)  Act  Con* 

tinuance,  2R.  [190]  805 
Ireland— Royal  Residence  in,  Motion  for  an 
Address,  [192]  858  - 
University  of  Oublin,  [193I  1044 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  [193]  1570 
Parliament — Divisions  of  the  House,  Res.  [193] 

885 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el,  10,  [193]  1875 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  [190] 
600  ;  Comm.  el.  18,  [193]  1500, 1501 

Babbow,  Mr.  W.  H.,  XTbttinyhamshtre,  S. 
Commissions,  Permanent  Expenses  of.  Res. 

[191]  1204 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  [191]  1553 
Italy---Conference,  The  proposed,  [190]  512 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

add,  d,  [193]  1780 


Babrt,  Mr.  Serjeant  G.  R.,  Dtmgarvan 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  771 
Libel,  Comm.  d.  1,  [193]  606 
Military  at  Elections  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  173, 

1081;  [193]  418 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  2R. 

[191]   1056 ;   Comm.   ek  18,  [193]    1500  ; 

el.  36,  1507 ;  add,  d,  1768,  1770 ;  Consid. 

add.  d,  1003  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1006 

Babttblot,  Colonel  W.  B.,  Sussex,  W, 
Army — Discharged  Soldiers,  Employment  of, 

Rm.  [193]  810 
Army— Soldiers  Orphans,  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress. [193]  1364 
Army  Estimates — Military  Store  Department, 

[193]  WO 
Ooinpnltory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  3R.  [190] 
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Barttilot,  Colonel  W.  B.— eoftf. 
BoolMiMtioal  Oommistionen — Benofloo  of  Kil- 

Eleotrio  Tele|rraphfl,  Oomm.  cl  23,  [193]  1604 
Established  Church  ( Ireland),  Comm.  Motion 

for  Adjoamment,  [191]  U18  ;  Res.  1,  1466 
Marriage,  Law  of,  [190]  866 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Covm. 

[193]  158 
Portu^pU — Commercial  Treaty  with,  [190]  881 
Registration,  Comm.  [193]  561 
Supply— Volontaer  Coips,  [191]  868 

Bass,  Mr.  M.  T.,  Derhi/ 
Army — Malt  Liqaort  for  Troops  in  India,  [^92] 

15 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  potion  for  a  Cpm- 

mittee,  [192]  428 
Boundary,  Comm.  [192]  252,  261 
Bristol  Writ,  Amenck.  [193]  421,  677 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt    Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  add,  el.  [193]  1451, 1457 
Licences,  Res.  [191]  155, 158 

Batssov,  Sir  T.,  Dm>iM$ 

GUadstone,  Mr.,  and  the  East  Woroeitershlre 

Election,  [192]  1110,  1112 
Ireland—Presbytery  of  Antrim,  [191]  1581 

Bath,  lilarqaess  of 
CompuUory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  9R.  [191] 

1141 
Parliament — ^Business  of  the   House,  Report, 

[191I  568 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el.  9,  [192]  1624 
West  Indies,  2B.[i93]  707 


Bathuest,  Mr.  A.  A.,  Cireneester 

Army  Reserre,  Motion  fbr  a  Commission,  [192] 

1961 
Post  Office  —  London  Letter  Carriers,  [192] 

1853 


BattU  of  K6nigraH 

Question,   Mr.    Otway ;    Answer,    Sir    John 
Pakington /ttZy  10,  [193]  1000 

Baxter,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Montrose,  Sfo. 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1, 

[191}  1608 
Navy— Iron  Ballast  in  Dockyards,  [100]  1210 
Nova  Scotia— British   North   American  Con- 
federation, Motion    for  an   Address,  [192] 
1676 
Postal  Subsidies,  Res.  [190]  2010 
Postal — American  Mails,  [192]  842 

Treaty  with  the  United  States,  [190]  087, 
1685 ;  [192]  2132 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  [190] 
600  ;  Leave,  810  ;  [192]  846  ;  Comm.  Amendt. 
435  ;  el  3,  477 ;  et,  4.  853  ;  el  7,  858 ;  el  8, 
860  ;  Amendt.  870,  881,  883,  884,  801,  808; 
cl  0,  060.  081 ;  el  10,  088 
Scotland— Bridge  of  Dunkeld,  Tolls  on  the, 
[190]  885,  886 
Judicial  System,  [192]  2187 
Supply— Public  Buildings,  [192]  203 


Bazlbt,  Mr.  T.,  MmuJmier 

AdjouH,  Case  of,  Motion  for  Papers,  [193]  637 
Army— Fortifications,  Res.  [191]  2051 

Wimbledon  MeeUng,  [193]  1003 
Capital    Punishment  within   Prisons,    LeaTe, 

[190]  006 
Cotton  Statistics,  2R.  [191]  1874 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Coomi.  el  15,  [193]  1603; 

cl  22,  Amendt.  1604 
India — Bast  India  Refenue  AceoontSy  Oomm. 
[193]  1864 
Girls,  Sale  of,  [193]  1666 
India — Irrigation  Works,  Motion  for  Pap»«» 

[193] m 

MetropoliUn  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  [193]  1330,  1881 
Parliament  —  Ilouse   of  Commons'  Arraiig»-> 

ments  Committee,  [190]  500 
Railways,  Etevision  o^  [191]  35 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Comm.  add.  d.  [195] 

1735 
Representation    of    the    People    (SoMiaod)^ 

Comm.  d.  4,  [J92]  855 
RioU  at  Ashton,  Ao.  [192]  1008 
Scientific  Instruction,  Motion  for  a  ( 

[191]  167,  180 


Bbaoh,  t  Sir  M.  £.  Hicks-,  (Secretary  to 

the  Poor  Law  Commissioners),  G/Iou- 

cesUrthire,  E. 
Compound  Householder,  The,  [192]  246 
t  Compulsory    Church     Rates     Abolition,    9R. 

[190]  070  :  Comm.  cl  4, 1410 
f  Election  Petitions  and   Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Leave,  [190]  710 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1, 

Motion  for  Adiournment,  [191 J  1534, 1584 
Local  Rating,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [192] 

1402,  1408 
Metropolis — Lambeth  Workhouse,  Motion  for 

Papers,  [190]  2048 
Militiamen,  Families  o^  [192]  1475 
Mines   Assessment,  Comm.  d.  I,  [1913]  S48, 

852 
Poor  Law^Assessment,  [193]  1041 

Grafesend  Board  of  Guai^iians,  [191]  704 
Pauper  Idiots  and  Lunatics,  [190J  1887 
Poor  Relief,  Oomm.  el  3,  [193]  1421,  1422; 

1423  ;  d.  6,  1608  ;  d,  7.  1618  ;  H.  8.  1614 ; 

d.  10,  Amendt.  1871,  1876 ;  d.  18,  Amendt. 

1880,  1881  ;  d.  21,  ih. ;  cl  K,  1882  ;  add.  d. 

1885,  1886:  Oonsid.  1000 
Poor  Elelief  Assessment  Returns,  [192]  1470 
Rogers,  Dr.,   Medical  OtBoer  of  the  Strand 

Union,  [191]  262 
Vagrancy,  [193]  1108 


Bbach,  Mr.  W.  W.  B.,  Stmp^kur^  N. 
Schools  Inquiry  Commissions,  [193]  102 
Turnpike  Trusts,  2R.  [192]  1720 
Witnesses,  Expenses  of,  [193]  1810 


Bbauchamp,  Earl 
Boundary,  Comm.  el  4,  Amendt.  [193]  405, 

510,  513 
Ministerial    Explanation  y-^oMIc  Businsss, 

\^9i\  W        Digitized  by  VaOOQ 
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Beaumont,  Mf.  W eutirwth  U.,  I9di^mik' 
herland,  8. 
Boundaries  of  Boroogbs,  Comra.  [193]  488 
Boandary  GontiAisston,  [190]  788 
Election  Petitions  and   Corrnpt  Praetioes  at 

Elections,    Gomm.    add,    el,   [193]    1480  ; 

Amendt.  ib.  1451,  1452  ;  Oonsid.  1682, 1685; 

€uid.  el,  1679 ;  Amendt.  1681 
Metropolis— H^de  Park  ImproTements,  [193] 

716 
Mines  Assessment,  3R.  [iQi]  1879  ;  Comm. 

a,  1,  Amendt.  [193]  848,  852 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Comm.  add,  el,  [193] 

1735  ;  Consid.  Amendt.  1721 


Beecboft,  Mr.  0.  S.,  Zseds 

presentation    of     the 

Comm.  cL  8,  [193}  822 


Representation    of     the    People    (Scotland), 


Self,  JDr.y  Mr.  Rasiam^  and  otheri — see 
title— JSiw^  India,  Troops  and  VesnU 

Belgium,  RioU  in 
Question,  Mr.  Grant ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
April  3,  [191]  837 

Bblpbb,  Lord 
Regulation  of  RailwaTS,  Report,  d,  14,  [193] 
415 

BsNTiKCK,  Mr.  G.  GaveDdish,  Whitehaven 

Courts  of   Justice,    New,  [190]   732;    [193] 

2130,  2181 ;  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [103] 

838 

Disraeli's,  Mr.,  Speech  at  Merohftnt  Taylors' 

Hall,  [193]  2156 
Dogs,  Stray,ti93]  814 

Eoolesiastioal  Commissioners  Orders  in  Council, 

2R.  [191]  327 ;  Comm.  Amendt.  1125  ;  el,  1, 

1200 

Esublished  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191I 1872 

Knights  of  Windsor,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[193]  1278 
Ireland— Alleged  Seditious  Speaking,  [190] 

1682 
Metropolis  —  Burlington    House    Colonnade, 
[193]  1835 
St.  Mary  Somerset  Church,  [193]  2149 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amendment, 

Comm.  «;.  l,[i9o]4ll 
Honioipal     Corporations     ( Metropolis),    2R. 

Amendt.  [193]  1785 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Unirersities,  2R.  [193] 

448,  454 
Patent  Oifloe  Inquiry,  Motion  for  Papers,  [193] 

1929 
Public  Schools,  2R.  [190]  767 ;  Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee,  2052;    Re-comm.  el,  6, 
[193]  1927 ;  d,  21,  [193]  814 
Record  Publications,  lies.  [193]  168 
Supply  ^-Burlington  House,  [193]  897,  899 
Courts  of.  Justice,  New,  [193]  290 
National  Gallery  Enlargement,  [193]  898, 

1172 
Palmerston  Monument,  [193]  403 
Parliament,  Houses  of,  [193]  305,  811 
Public  Buildings,  [193]  294 
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Bbhtihok,  Mr.  6.  C^ecnt. 
Tancred's  Charity,  2R.  [191]  229 
United  States— Case  of  the  "  Springbok,"  [190] 

1812 ;  [191]  2002 
Library  Committee  of  Philadelphia,  [193]  1901 

Beresfobd,  Capt.  D.  W.  Pack-,  Carlow  Co, 
Army  Estimates— Full  and  Half  Pay,  [193] 

1280 
Army— Woolwich  Arsenal,  [191]  1455 
Ireland— Ranger  of  the  Curragh,  [193]  1754 

Berkeley,  Hon.  F.  H.  E.,  Bristol 
Bristol  Writ,  [193]  678 ;— Election,  1745 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt   Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  [191]  302;  Consid.  [193] 

1630 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

add,  el.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  [193]  1801, 

1802 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190]  1870 

Bills  of  Bxchaagil  aftd  PromiMory  Notes 

Bill  [■.!'.]  {The  Marqueee  of  Clanriearde) 
L  Presented ;  read  1^*  April  2  (No.  65) 

Bl4kb,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Wat&rford  City 
Ghand  Jury  Cess  (IreUnd),  2R.  [191]  211 
Ireland — Questions,  Ac. 

Dietary  of  County  Prisons,  [190]  1102 
Medical  Officer,  Mountjoy  ConYict  Prison, 

[190]  1102 
Searching  Suspicious  Persons,  [191]  468 
Ireland — Dietary  of  Workhouses,   Res.  [193] 

1020, 1024 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Conun. 


Royal  Palaces,  [191J  1005.  1009 
Science  And  Art;  [193]  1170, 1172 


lamtf 


[193]  1778 
liiiu 


Mfliury  at  Elections  (Irehmd),  2R.  [193]  415 
Parliament^  Motion  for  Adjournment^  [^93] 

1748 
Record  Puhlications,  Res.  [193]  167 
Regulation  of  Railirays,  Consid.  [193]  1786, 

1787 
Sea  FUheries,  Comm  el,  27,  [190]  1276, 1277 1 

Lords  AmehdU.  [193]  1868 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  2012,  2018, 

2020 

Board  of  Trade 
Cempvdeory  Pihtage,  Amendt.  on  Committee 
of  Supply  Mar  27,  To  leave  out  from  **  That," 
and  add  '*  an  humhle  Address  he  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  representing  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  measures  ought  to  be 
taken  for  the  early  abolition  of  Compulsory 
Pilotage,  with  due  regard  to  existing  in- 
terests, and  for  requiring  Pilotage  Autho- 
rities to  examine  and  license  all  competent 
persons  applying  to  them  for  the  purpose  of 

Qualifying  to  act  as  pilots"  (Mr,  CandUeh), 
191]  361 ;  Question,  **  That  the  words,  Ao. ;  ^' 
after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
Pastenger  Actt — Overioading  of  Paeunger 
Steamers,  Question,  Mr.  Sinclair  Aytoun ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Stephen  Care  Mar  27,  [>9i] 
4L50^ForeipH  TrantatlatUic  Steameri,  Quee- 
tion,  Mr.  Grares ;  Answer,  M«,  Addorlmr 
April  80,  1574         Digitized  by  GOOglC 
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Boaird  of  JVocU— ooat. 

Private  BtUi-^Board  of  Trade  BeporU, 
<^Mtioii,  Mr.  WaldegimTe-LatUe :  Antwsr, 
Mr.  Stepben  Cave  Apnl  8»  [191]  881 

BuU  of  the  Road  at  Sea,  QomUod,  Mr.  Hol- 
land ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen  CaYe  Ajfril  2, 
[191]  705  ;  June  25,  [193]  2136 

Bohhav-Gastkb,  Mr.  J.,  WineheHer 
Boundarj,  Comm.  [192]  278 
Election  Petitions  and  Cormpt  Practioet  at 

Elections,  Leafe,  [190]  726;   Oomm.el.  1, 

[193]  681  ;   add,  d.  [193]  1448;   Oonsid. 

add.  c/.  1647,  1684 
Electric  Telegraphs,  2R.  [192]  1809 
Parliament  —  Prif ate  BiU  LegisUtion,    Res. 

[190]  1810 
Sopply— Harbours  of  Refbge,  [191]  1002 

Boronehs  and  Bivisioiu  of  Conntiet) 

mur-Afterwardt  > 

Banndary  Bill  ) 

(Mr.  Seeretary  Gathame  Martfy,  Mr,  Chaneeilar 

cf  the  Emehequar,  Sir  Jaaiee  Fergueean) 

191]  tf.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  Secretary  QaJtkome 

Hardy)  Mar  24,  196  ;  BiU  ordered 

Read  10  •Ifar  26  [BUI  78] 

.  Question,  Mr.  Watkin ;  Answer^  Mr.  Gathome 

iiardy  April  2,  706 
.  MoTed,  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2«  "  (Mr, 
OaihKyme  Hardy)  Avril  20, 1014 
After  short  debate.  Moved,  <*  'i  hat  this  Hoose 
do  now  adjourn"  (Mr,  Serjeant  Chuelee); 
Motion  withdrawn  ;  main  Question  pat,  and 
agreed  to ;  Bill  read  3^ 
,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Hibbert ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne 

Hardy  May  5, 1786 
193]  Oommittee»B.p.  May  14,  248 
Committee — b.p.  June  8,  1257 
.Committee  June  11, 1404;  after  long  debate, 

BUI  reported  [BUI  165] 

Considered  *  June  18 
Read3«*./tm«22 
I  Read  1»*  (The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  June  28 

Read  2*  •  June  25  (No.  170) 

193]  Committee— B.P.  JiOy  2,  495 
.Committee;  Report  JWy  6,  710 
Read  8*  *  July  7 
Royal  Assent  July  18   [81  A  82  Viet,  o.  46] 

Boundariei  of  Boroughi  —  Boundary 
Oommtesian  -—  AiHttant  Boundary 
Commissioner  Bee  Bepreientation  of 
the  People  Act,  IS67 

BovBKB,  Colonel  J.,  JEveeham 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland}, 
Comm.  add,  el,  [193]  1245 

BoiTTBBiE,  Et.  Hon.  E.  P.,  Kihnamoch,  Sfe, 
Army  Estimates — Surreys,  [193]  964 
Couru  of  Justice,  New,  [193J  1897 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil, 2a.  [191]  827  ;  Comm.  1199 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Leaye,  [190]  717  ;   Comm.  [191] 
818  ;  el.  6,  [193]  882,  686,  692 ;  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  2191,  2196 


BovTBin,  Right  Hon.  E.  P.— «oii<. 
193]  722;  0{.6,742 ;  d,  10, 759;  el,  14, 1009. 1007. 
.  1008,  1012,  1015  ;  cL  15,  1016  ;  el.  17, 1018, 
.  1020, 1168, 1170  ;  el,  28,  t6. ;  d,  41,  Ameodt. 
.  1175;  add.  el,  1875,  1378;  Ameodt.  1888. 
.  1885,  1451,  1452  ;  Amendt.  1454  ;  Conaid. 
.  1617,  1626,  1648, 1676  1678,  1688 
Electric  Telegraphs,  2K.  [193]  1807  ;  NonednA- 

tion  of  Comm.  Amendt.  1078 
India — Irrigation  Works,  Motion  for  Paper*, 

[1031529 
Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland),    Comm. 

d.  28,  [193]  1529 
Marine  Mutiny,  Consid.  [191]  578 
Ministerial  Statement — Ke-construction  of  the 

Ministry. [190]  1120;  [191]  1726;  [i9a]684 
MuUny,  8R.  [i9i]571 

Parliament — B  usiness  of  the  House,  [1 93  ]  1759 
Parliament — DiTisions  of  the  lionse,  Kee.  [193] 

885 
ParUament  —  Prirate  BiU  LegisUtion,   Rei. 

[190]  884.  1811 
PosUl- West  India  MaU,  [193]  1669 
Promissory  Oaths,  Comm.  cL  8,  Amendt.  [193] 

857 
PubUc  Schools,  Lords  Amendts.  [193]  1905 
Registration,  Lea?e,  [193]  1403 ;  Cooun.  add. 

«/.[i93]568 
Registration  of  Voters  Act,  [193]  871,  879,  880 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  [190] 

1890 :   [191]  1885 ;  Comm.  eL  8,  Amendt. 

[193]    478,    484,    486,    684,    840  ;     d,    5, 

856 ;  d,  8,  872,  890 ;   d,  9,  Amendt.  978, 

980, 981, 982  ;  el.  10, 992  ;  ci.  11. 995  ;  e^  6. 

1010 ;  add,  d,  1286 ;  Lords  Amendu.  [193] 

919 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  [191]  1582 
Supply — Civil  Service  Estimates,  [193]  1010 

Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  [192]  2172 
West  Indies — Lords  Amendts.  [193]  1887 
Whitsuntide  Recess,  [193]  926 


BowEK,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Pembrokeshire 
Ireland — Royal   Residenoe  in.  Motion  for  an 

Address,  [193]  358 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190]  1869 

Bow,  English  Porcelain  at 
Question,  Mr.  Schreiber ;  Answer,  Lord  Robert 
Montagu  Mar  19,  [190]  1888 

BowTER,  Sir  G.,  Dundalk 
Abyssiniarl-Foreign  Ofilce,  The,  [190]  624 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  81 
Army— WarlUie  Stores,  Bes.  [193]  780 
Boundary,  Comm.  [193]  285 
Brougham,  Lord,  The  Late,  [193]  1881 
Burials  (Ireland),  Comm.  [193]  1881 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  2R.  [100] 

1182 
County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction).  2R. 

[190]  1829 
Couru  of  Justice,  New,  [190]  782  ;  [193]  1060 
Egypt—The  Viceroy  and  the  Society  d' Agrioole, 

[193]  1394 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  [191]  801 ;   d,  1,  [193] 

659;  «/.  37,  [193]  1174,  1175 
Established   Church   (Ireland),    Comnu  [191] 

1422, 1424 ;  Leave,  [193]  816  ;  Comm.  1195 
F^niaa  ConficU  »t  Maoohovtcr,  [190]  118 

lemk 


BOW        BRI 


BowTSB,  Sir  G.— «Mtf. 
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BRI        BRI 


India— Case  of  Sir  T.  J.  Metcalfe,  Motion  for 

a  Committee,  [191]  1280 
Ireland — Spirit  Licence  Daty,  [190]  481 
Ireland  —  State  of,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[190]  1487 
Lee  River  Conserrancjr,  Leare,  [190]  098 
Licences,  Res.  {191II59 
London  Coal  and   Wine  Daties  Continuance, 

Comm.  add.  el.  [191]  205 
Lottery  Act,  [193]  880 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amendment, 

Leave,  [190]  100 ;  2R.  171 ;  Comm.  cl.  1, 

Amendt.  408,418,414;  Lords  Amendt8.662 
Ministerial  Statement — He-construction  of  the 

Ministry,  [igo]  1125;  [191]  1745;  [192]  641 
Municipal  Corporations    (Metropolis),   Leave, 

[191]  1868 
Navy  Estimates — Wages,  [192]  01 
Navy — Greenwich  Hospital,  [193]  1401 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  [191]  1680 
Peerage  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  1564 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el,  6,  [193]  1611 
Postal — Communication  with  Malta,  [190]  801, 

1102, 1226 
Prison  Ministers  Act,  Res.  [193]  881 
Promissory  Oaths,  Comm.  el.  2,  [193]  856 
Public  Accounts,  Res.  [192]  119 
Registration  2R.  [192JI6I2;  8R.  [193]  721 
Registration  (Ireland),  Comm.  [103]  1488 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

add.  el.lipl  77S,  1180 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

[192]  468,  460 
Riots  at  Ashton,  Staleybridge,  Ao.  [192]  880 
Roman  Catholic  Prisoners,  [190]  549 
Sentences,  Remission  of.  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, O90J  570 
Supply— British  Embassy  Houses,  [191 1 087 

Learned  Societies,  Grants  to,  [192]  1182 

National  Gallery  Enlargement,  [192]  808, 
304 

Parliament,  Houses  of,  [192]  808,  810 

Post  Office  Packet  Service,  [193]  889,  844 

Royal  Palaces,  [191]  1010,  1012 

Royal  Parks,  Ao.  [192]  800 

Volunteer  Corps,  [191]  277 
UnitedStates— The"  Alabama''  Claims,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  [190]  1188 
Ways  and  Means—The  Abyssinian  Expedition, 
Res.  [190]  849 

Beadt,  Mr.  J.,  Leitrim  Co. 

Ireland  —  Imprisonment  of  Messrs.  Sullivan 
and  Pigott,  [191]  449 

Ireland — Royal  Residence  in,  Motion  for  an 
Address,  [192]  858 

"  Oliver  Twist,"  Play  of,  [191]  884 

Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Leave, 
[190]  1947  ;  2R.  [191]  1957;  Comm.  el.  18, 
[192]  1593;  add.  cl.  1770;  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 1801,  1802,  1804,  1805 ;  Consid. 
1802 

3ra»il,  War  tn — Mediation 
Question,  Mr.  Horsman ;   Answer,  Lord  Stan- 
ley Mar  27.  [191]  359 

Brbtt,  Sir  H.  B.,  see  Solicitor  General,  The 

Bbight,  Sir  C.  T.,  Greenwich 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Purchase  of  the,  [190]  800 
YOL.   OXCm,  [thIBD  8SBZS8.]  ' 


Bbight,  Mr.  Jacob,  Manchester 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  [192]  1998 
Ireland — State  of,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [190] 

1510 
Married  Women's  Property,  2R.  [192]  1860 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Conmi. 

[i<)3j  689,  1809 
Parliament,    Motion  for  Adjournment,  [193] 

1787.  1788 
Supply — University  of  Glasgow,  [192]  402 

Bbight,  Mr.  John,  Birmingham 

Army — Perth  Barracks,  [190]  880 

Barrett,  The  Convict,  [192]  882 

Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mission, [192]  427,  428,  481 

Boundary,  Comm.  [192]  268,  281 ;  Preamble, 
1278,1275;  el.  4,  1409,  1418 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Leave,  [190]  722 

Electric  Telcffraphs,  [192]  1281 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191] 
645,  720,  769;  Res.  1,  1640,  1908,  1982, 
1941 :  2R.  [192]  744 

Ireland — State  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [190] 
1602, 1642 

MinUterial  Stotement,[i9i]  1780, 1746, 1704  ; 
[192]  626 

Nova  Scotia — ^British  North  American  Con- 
federation, Motion  for  an  Address,  [192]  1658, 
1694 

Postal  Subsidies,  Res.  [190]  2020 

Ratepaying  Clauses,  [190]  1808 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
el.  8,  [192]  477,  485  ;  el.  8,  875 ;  el.  9,  966. 
971.  072,  980  ;  Schedule  A,  1252, 1254,  1250 

Briitol  Election 

Bristol,  Bepresentation  of,  Question,  Mr. 
Neville  -  GrenvlUe  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Powell 
ifar  27,  [1913350 

Petition  of  Electors  of  the  City  of  Bristol 
referred  to  the  General  Committee  of  Elec- 
tions May  12,  [192]  175 

And,  on  June  17.  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows : — Mr.  Howes  (Chairman),  Mr.  Basley, 
Mr.  Goldney,  Lord  George  J.  Manners,  Mr. 
R.  J.  More 

Report  of  the  Committee  '<  That  John  William 
Miles,  esquire,  is  not  duly  elected  a  Citizen 
to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the 
City  of  Bristol.  That  the  last  Election  for 
the  said  City  is  a  void  Election  " 

House  further  informed  that  the  Committee  had 
agreed  to  certain  Resolutions.  Minutes  of 
Evidence  to  be  laid  before  this  House  {Mr, 
Bowes)  June  25, 2180 

{Pari.  P.  Nos.  872,  872-1) 

Bristol  New  Writ 

Ordered,  That  the  Evidence  taken  before  the 
Bristol  Election  Committee  having  been  de- 
livered, Mr.  Speaker  do  not  issue  his  War- 
rant for  a  New  Writ  for  the  City  of  Bristol 
until  three  days'  Notice  of  a  Motion  for  the 
Writ  shall  have  expired  {Mr.  Bass)  July  18 

Moved,    "That    Mr.  Speaker  do    issue    his 
Warrant  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make 
out  a  new  Writ  ior  the  electing  of  a  Citizen 
to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the  T 
City  of  Bristol,  in  the  room  of  John  William   LC 
8  X  icont. 


Bfti         BRI  |dEl*«RAL    INDlSX) 

Bristol  EUetUm^I^ewUhtU-'^wni. 

Miles,  esqulrd,  whoM  Election  hu  been  de- 
termined to  be  Yoid"  (Ifr.  Noel)  June  IM), 

193]  430 

Amendk.  to  leare  ont  from  "  That/'  and  add 
'*  the  Writ  for  the  City  of  Bristol  be  not 
issaed  till  seYen  days    After  the    etidenoe 
Uken    befbre    the    Select   Committee   on 
the    Bristol    Election    Petition    has    been 
printed"  {Mr.  Bass);  Question,  "That  the 
words,  dec. ; "  Mo? ed,  '*  That  the  debate  be 
now  adjoamed  "  (Mr,  Labouehere) 
Moved,  <'  That  the  Report  of  the  Bristol  Elec- 
tion Committee  be  read"  (Jlfr.  Ayrton) 
Report  [25th  June]  read ;  i^r  short  debate, 
debate  adjourned  till  Thursday 
•  Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  War- 
rant to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make  out 
a  new  Writ  for  the  electing  of  a  Citixen  to 
serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the  City 
of  Bristol,  in  the  room  of  John  Willitm 
Miles,  esquire,  whose  Election  has  been  de- 
termined to  be  Toid"  {Mr,  NeviUe-Oretwille) 
Jtdy  3,  6Y6 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add 
*'no  Writ  be  issued  for  the  City  of  Bristol 
until  seven  days  after  the  evidence  taken 
before  the  Election  Committee  for  that  city 
shall  have  been  in  the  hands  of  Members" 
{Mr.  Bass)  :   Question,   •*  That  the  words, 
Ac. ;"  after  short  debate,  Amendt.  and  Mo- 
tion withdrawn 
.  Question,  Mr.  Serjeant  Gaselee  ;  Answer,  The 
Solicitor  General  July  10,  1275 ;  Observa- 
tions,   Mr.    Neate;    Keply,   The    Attorney 
.      General  July  24, 1744 

British  Guiana 
Clerqy  Act  of,  Question,  Mr.  Candlish ;  Answer, 
mV.  Adderley  JvXy  27,  [193]  1819 

Sritish  Jduseutn-^ Institutions  of  Soimee 

and  Art — Administration  of 
Question,  Mr.  Layard  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 

of  the  Exchequer  Nov  25,  [190]  168 
British  Museum — SouUi  Kenstrwton  Museum. 

Observaiions,  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr.  Beresford 

Hope;  Reply,  Mr.  Disraeli  idar  27,  [191] 

OQQ 

Accounts— (Par?.  JP.  No.  254) 
(See  Supply) 

British  North  Ammca^Lake  Supmor 
and  the  Paeifto^  Sco. 
Moved,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  issue  a  Royal  Com- 
mission to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the 
capability  for  settlement  and  the  best  means 
of  settling  Her  Majesty's  Territory  lying 
between  Lake  Superior  and  the  Paoifie,  es- 
pecially as  to  the  provision  for  Telegraphic 
and  other  Communication  through  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Dominions  from  the  Atlantic  to  the 
Pacific  Ocean  "  (Sir  Eorry  Venney)  June  9, 
[193]  1886  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  with- 
drawn 

■     Despatches— (ParZ.  P.  No.  [4086] 
(See  title— ATova  Scotia) 


fiCtO        KRU 


Bbomlkt,  Mr.  W.  BATrarpofit-  WanaUk- 
shire,  N. 
Boundary,  Comm.  d.  4,  [19?]  142« 
County  FinanoUl  Boards,  SRjXj^i]  1W8 


MetropoUtan  Streets  Act  (1807)  AmeodfMBt* 

Comm.  el.  1,  [190]  412 
Peel  Statue,  The,  Res.  [19a]  2146 
Public  Schools,  Re-oomm.  61.  16,  [19a]  1W6 

Brougham,  Lord,  The  Late 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adtioois* 
{Mr.  Roebuck)  Jukf  27.  [193]  1829 ;  after 
short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Bronghty  Ferry  Prorisioiiftl  Ordor  Oon- 
flrmation  Bin 

( The  Lord  AdvoecUe,  Mr.  Secretary  Gathome 
Hardy,  Sir  James  Fergusscn) 
c.BiU  ordered*  ^fnn2  21 

Read  P  •  April  22  [Bill  90] 

KesAV^^AprUiS 

Committee  * ;  Report  April  97 

Read8«*  April  2S 
I.  Read  l^^ {lie  Lord CHtUot^)  AprU  80  (No. 86) 

Read2**  MayS 

Committee*  J  Report  May  11 

Read  8»*  May  12 

Royal  Assent  May  29 

Bbowne,  Lord  J.  T.,  Ma^fo  Co. 
Burials  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  1,  Amradt.  [19a] 

1881 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Coom. 

cl  8.  ti9»]  I W4  ;  d.  18, 16»6, 1699  ;  odd.  d. 

1779, 1780, 1727 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Goaun. 

ei.  8,  [19a]  476,  478 

BBOWNtow,  Earl 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speeob,  [190]  6 

Bbxtob,  Right   Hon.  Lord  E.  A.  C.  B., 

Marlborough 
Richmond  Green  and  Hyde  Park,  [190]  1228 

Bbucb,  Rt.  Hon.  H.  A.,  M^thyr  TydvH 
Artisans'  and   Labourers'  Dwellings,  Conrid. 

[191]  1667 
Boundary,  Comm.  el.  4,  [19a]  1426,  U40 
Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  1080 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  [191]  1550 
Education— Revised  Code,  [i9jj  052 
Education,  Technical— Mr.  Wfaitw<Mrth'f  Kn- 

dowment,  [191]  609 
Elementary   Education,   Leave,  [190]    1816; 

2R.  [193]  1988, 1995 
Infectious  diseases.   Motion  for  an  Address, 

[191]  2011 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  BAarket^  Comm. 

[193]  1295,  1819 
Mines,  Accidents  in,  [191]  1498 
Mines    Assessment,  2R.  [191]  1868;  Comm. 

el  1.  L>93]  S^'  ®*^»  ^^  ••  ^•*^-  ^^^ 
Sale  of  Poisons,  Ac.  Comm.  add.  rf.  [193]  !>!• 
Scientific  Instruction,  Motion  for  a  Oommittee, 

[191]  180, 181 
Supply— Education,  Poblle,  [193]  1189,  1148, 
1160, 1161 
Science  and  Art,  [193]  1 170         j 
Tanored'i  Charitjr,  2R.  {191)  »W  ^IC 
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[193] 


Bbuoe,  Sir  H.  H.,  CoUratne 
Burials  (Ireland),  Comm.  add.  d,  [19a]  1384 
Established  Cbaroh  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  616 
Grand  Jury  Oess  (Ireland),  2R.  [loi]  210 
Ireland— Troops  in  the  North  of,  [193]  1287 
Registration  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  34, 

1510 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  2R. 

[191]  1957  ;  Comm.  [19a]  1578. 1805 
Supply — Nonconforming,  4o.  Ministers,  [19a] 

2168 

Bruce,   Mr.  C.   L.   CumcDfCh,   £l^in   Sf 
Nairnshire 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
cl  4,  [19a]  854;  d.  8,  864;  d,  10,  984; 
c/.  11,  996 

Brusn,  Mr.  H.,  Garlow  Co. 
India — Bonus  Committee,  The,  [191]  261 
Ireland — State  of.   Motion  for  a  Committee, 
[190]  1730 

Bbtan,  Mr.  Q.  L.,  Kilkenny  Co. 

Army— Majors  in  Cavalry   Regiments,  [190] 
648 

'^  JBubuUna,*'    Explonan   of  the,    in   the 
Meney 
Question,  Mr.  Vance ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
Dee  2,  [190]  518 

BuooLiiJCH,  Pake  of 

Foreshores,  Motion  for  Papers,  [193]   1550, 
1552 


BucKiNOHAM  AKD  Ghandos,  Duke  of  (Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies) 
Army  Chaplains,  Comm.  [19a]  1393 
Canada— Assassination  of  i 


Compul 
1113 


D'Arcy  M'Gee, 
Chorch  Rates  AboUtion,  2R.  [191] 


[i^f]  1109 
ilsory  " 

Cotton  Statistics,  Comm.  [19^]  918 
-       "        sndHel 


Gambling  in  Hoig  Kong  and  Heligoland,  [190] 

523 
Hudson's  Bay  Company,  2R.  [193]  1101 
New  Forest— Deer  Remoyal,  Ac.  Act,  Motion 

for  a  Commission,  [19a]  696 
Newfoundland— Grants  of  Land   on   French 


Coast,  [19a]  706,  707 
"      '    -Motion  for 

-Business  of  the  House,  [i^     

South  Africa— Motion  for  a  Paper,  [193]  590 


Nofa  Scotia— Motion  for  an  Address,  [193]  690 
Parliament— Business  oftheHouse,[i9i1  1682 


Victoria— Appropriation  Act,  Motion    tor  an 

Address,  [190]  1108  ;  [191]  1967.  1976,  1977 

West  Indies,  2K.  [193]  784,  799  ;  Comm.  1101 

"BuLhRVL,  Sir  £.  M.,  Stafbrdshire,  If. 
Electors,  Registration  of,  [191]  1458 


Burial  SocietUi— Frauds  upon 

^estion,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor;    Answer,  Mr. 
Gathome  Hardy  Mny  26,  Ci9a]  920  . 


Bnrialfl  dreland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Mon$elh  Mr.  Sullivan) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  i^^  Nov  26  [Bill  51 

Moved,  "That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2*"'  (Mr. 

Mentell)  April  22,  [191]  1067 
Amendt.  to  lea? e  out  "  now,"  and  add  *'  upon 
this    day    six    months"    {Colonel    WilUam 
Stuart) ;  Question, "  That  •  now,'  So. ;"  A.  74, 
N.  51;  M.23;  Bill  read  2^ 
Order  for  Committee  read  ;    Mofed,  "  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair"  (Mr. 
MoneeU)  June  10,  [19a]  1378 ;  after  short 
.  debate,  agreed  to ;  Committee — b.p. 
Committee  *  ;  Report  June  30        [Bill  204] 
Considered  *  July  2 
Read3»*  Jtdy  S 
I.  Read  1*»  (7%«  Earl  of  Sxmberley)  July  6 
193]  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»" 
July  13, 1093  ;  Bill  read  2*        rNo.  212) 
Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  {**  Bill ")  and  insert 
(*'  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  "  ( The 
Arehbishep  of  Armagh);  after   short   de- 
bate, Amendt.  withdrawn;  original  Motion 
agreed  to 
.  Committee  July  17, 1361 
.  Report  July  20, 1473  (No.  269) 

R6ad3»*/u/y21 
e.  Lords  Amendts.  [Bill  251] 

Royal  Assent  July  31    [31  S  32  Vict.  c.  103] 

Burials  (Ireland)  Bill — Mr.  Monsell  and 
the  Bean  of  Cork 
Explanation,  Mr.  Monsell  April  26,  [191]  1454 

BiTBRELL,  Sir  P.,  New  Shoreham 
Foreign  Office  and  their  Agents  Abroad,  [190] 

631 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

cl  3,  [193]  1772 

BuTLEB,  Mr.  C.  S.,  lower  Samlets 
Abyssinia — Postage  from,  [190]  1115 
Customs— Examining  Officers,  [19a]  2135 

Butler- Johnstone,   Mr.  H.   A.,   Canter* 


Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  88 
Ireland— State  of.  Motion  for  a   Committee, 
[190]  1697 

Buxton,  Sir  T.  F.,  £iny*s  Lynn 
Navy  Estimates^ Wages,  [19a]  91 
Slave  Trade— Zanstbar,  [191]  1578 
Supply — Volunteer  Corps,  [191]  283 

Buxton,  Mr.  C,  Surrey,  E. 
Army — Alleged  Flogging  of  Mule  Drivers  in 
Abyssinia,  [191]  834 
March  of  Troops  from  Aldershot  to  Sand- 
hurst, [193]  1828 
Brougham,  Lord,  The  Late,  [193]  1832 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  Comm* 

[191]  1039 
Established    Church  (IreUnd),  CoMi*  [191] 

Digitized  by  VJ^. 
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CAN       CAN 


BiTXTOir,  Mr.  C^— «on<. 

Expatriation,  Law  of,  [190]  1999 

Libel,  Comm.  [192]  603 

Metropolis — Westminster  Improvements,  [190] 

1977 
Statistical  Abstracts,  Annual,  [190]  1977 

Cairns,  Lord  (see  Chancellor,  The  Lord)  i 


Caicbeidgb,  Duke  of  (Field  Marshal  Com-  i 

manding- in-Chief)  I 

Abjssinia— Return  of  the  Army,  [192]  1812       I 

Vote  of  Thanks,  [  1 93]  482 
Army— Volunteer  Review  at  Windsor,  [193] 
994 
War  Office  ^Department  of  Control,  [193] 
1240 
Marine  Mutiny,  2B.  [191]  683 

Camotb,  Lord 
London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Railway, 

3R.  [193]  355 
Railway  Bills— Increase  of  Rates,  [193]  1070 

Campbell,  Lord 

Canning  Statue,  The,  [193]  1460,  1664 
Crete — Insurrection  iu.  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[191]  803 
Metropolis— Special  Constables,  Motion  for  a 

Return,  [190]  1880 
Nova    Scotia,    [192]  1749 ;   Motion    for   an 

Address,  [193J  679,  709 

Cahpb&down,  Earl  of 
University  Teste,  [192]  1024 

Canada 
Alleged  Flogging  in  a  Prison,  Question,  Mr. 

Rearden;  Answer,  Mr.  Adderloy  June  17, 

[192]  1698 
lyAreyJkfGee,  Mr,,  AstasiinaUon  of,  Question, 

The  Earl  of  Carnarvon  ;  Answer,  The  Duke 

of  Buckingham  April  23,  [191]  1108 


Candlish,  Mr.  J.,  Sunderland 
Army — Control  Department,  Motion  for  Patters, 

[193]  1274 
Artizans'   and   Labourers'  Dwellings,   Conun. 
cL  8,  Amendt.  [191]  675  ;  el,  11,  ib.  ;  cl.  14, 
Amendt.  ib,,  676 ;  Consid.  1567  ;  Schedule, 
1877 
Assignees  of  Marine  Policies,  Comm.  [193]  410 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Comm.  [192]  433 
Boundary,  2R.  [191]  1014 
British  Guiana— Clergy  Act,  [193]  1819 
Burials  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  1,  [192]  1382 
Canongate  Annuity  Tax,  2R.  [191]  1098 
Capital  Punishment  within    Prisons,.  Comm. 

el.  4,  [191]  1060 
Cattle  Trade,  Foreign,  [193]  1755 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

add,el.[igo]  1427,  1428 
Election  Petitions    and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,   Comm.  cl.   46,  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment,  [193]    1185;    Consid.  add,  d. 
1680;  8R.  1^24 

com. 


Cahbush,  Mr.  J.— eoirt. 

Electric  Telegraphs,  Comm.  eL  15,  [193]  1«W 
Industrial  Schools  (Ireland),  Comm.  el  11, 

[191]  222,  223 
Jamaica-  Clergy  Act.  [193]  1820 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  GoDtinoioeQ, 

Comm.  Amendt.  [191]  196 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts,  [19a]  185J 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Mariiet,  Comm. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  [193]  1348,  1843; 

Preamble,  1521 ;  el.  3, 1768 
Metropolitan  Streeto  Act  (1867)  AmendneBt, 

Comm.cj/.  1,  [i9o]413 
Mines  Assessment,  2R.  [191]  1869 
Nafy  Estimates— Nayal  Stores,  [193]  1145 
Nary— Greenwich  Hospital,  [193]  1^ 
Nayy— Iron-clad  Fleet,  Res.  [193]  UM 
Parliament— Statue  of  Oliyer  Cromwell.  [190] 

1450, 1451 
Pilotage,  Compulsory,  Res.  [191]  861, 878, 887 
Poor  Law,  [190]  164 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  d.  10,  [193]  1878 ;  d.  81, 

Amendt.  1881 ;  add.  d.  1885 
Poor  Relief  Assessment  Returns,  [192]  1471 
Postal— Cape  Mail,  [102]  923 
Registration,  3R.  [193]  720  ^ 

Regulation  of  Railways,  Comm.  d  I8,[i93j 

1733  ^ 

Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  0»>- 

d.  18,  [192]  1594 
Representation  of  the  People  (SootUnd),CoBii. 

el.  8,  [192]  858  ;  Schedule  A,  1254 
Rivers,  Pollution  of.  [190]  1072 
Spain— Case  of  the  •*  Tornado,"  [193I 18W 
Stamper,  Case  of,  and  the  OfentmciSvam- 


Und,  [193]  904,  905 
upply — British  Embassy  Houses,  [191]  w 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  [191]  1000,  lOOJ 


Nonconforming,  Ao.  Ministers,  [iQ»]8l88 
Portpatriok  Railway  Company  (3omp«» 

tion,  [19331211 
Post  Office  Packet  Serrice,  [193]  840 
Science  and  Art,  [192J 1171 
Works,  Buildings,  Ao.  [191]  296 
Supply — GoYemment   Prts<Mis,  [193]  IW' 

Amendt.  1107,1108 
Supply — Public  Buildings,  Amendt.  [ip]  '^ 

Canongate  Annuity  Tax  Bill 

(Jfr.  McLaren,  Hr.  Dwdop,  Mr.  B(am) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  l**  •  Mar  1 1  P»H5fl. 

Moved,  "That  the  BiU  be  now  read  «•  {* 

McLaren)  April  22,  [191]  1087 
Amendt.  to  leare  out  "  now,"  and  sdd  "^ 

this  day  sU  months"  (7i^Xo«ii*«<*'; 

after  debate.  Question,  •'That  *  now 'Ac., 

A.  59,  N.  86  ;   M.  27 ;   Diyision  List,  h^ 

and  Noes,  1107 
Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  sgttM  v> 

Bill  put  off  for  six  months 

Caitterbttbt,  Archbishop  of 
Army  Chaplains,  Comm.  [192]  1385  . 

Compulsory  Church  Rates  AboUtion,  S&-  W\ 

1123;  Comm.  [193]  600 
Education,  2R.  [191]  1309  ,  ^^^ 

Established  Church  (Ireland).  2R.  b^AJ^j 
Ritual  Commission,  [190]  1880  ,^Beponi  • 

the,  [192]  333  -  ^ 

Uniformity  of  Public  Worship,  2R.  [i93J  ^ 

^•^         Digitized  by 
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Cape  of  Good  Hope-'  The  Basuto  Terri- 
tory 
Questioo,  Mr.  Miller ;  Answer,  Mr.  Adderley 
Mar  20,  [190]  1975  ;  Qaestion,  Mr.  Cardwell  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Adderley  May  12,  [193]  114 

Capital  Pmdshment  within  Prisons  Bill 

{Mr.  StcreUxry  OaJthome  Bardy,  Mr.  Wdlpole, 

Mr,  Attorney  Oeneral) 
190]  e.  Question,    Mr.  Hibbert ;    Answer,    Mr. 

Gathome  Hardy  Nov  26, 176 
.  Motion  for  LeaYe  (i/r.  Qaihome  Hardy)  Feb  20, 
1127 
Bill  ordered,  after  debate  ;  read  l^       [Bill  36] 
.  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«"  {Mr, 

Gathome  Hardy)  Mar  5,  1127 
Amendt.  to  leare  out  "  now,"  and  add  **  upon 
this  day  six  months"  {Mr.  Serjeant  Oateiee) 
On  Qaestion,  "  That  '  now'  Ac, ;"  A.  181,  N. 
25  ;  M.  156  ;  Bill  read  2« 
191]  Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  "  That 
Mr.    Speaker   do   now  leave   the    Chair" 
April  21,  1033 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That "  and  add 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  lloose,  it  is  expedient, 
instead  of  carrying  out  the  punishment  of 
death  within  prisons,  that  Capital  Punish- 
ment should  be  abolished"  {Mr,  Gilpin); 
after  debate,   Qaestion,  "That  the  words, 
Ac. ;"  A.  127,  N.  23 ;  M.  104 
.  Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker,  d(o.,"  put, 
and  agreed  to ;  Committee ;  Report,  1055 
Considered  •  April  27 
Read  3«»  •  April  28 
I,  Read  1**  {The  Duke  of  Richmond)  April  30 
.  Moved,  «* That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^"  (The 
Duke  of  Richmond)  May  7, 1879 ;  after  short 
debate.  Bill  read  2*  (No.  83) 

Conomittee  * ;  Report  May  8 
lUadd'jIfay  ll,[i93]U 
Amendt.  *'  To  provide  that  all  prisoners  who 
might  be  within  the  walls  of  the  prison  at 
the  time  when  an  execution  took  place,  should 
be  present  when  the  punishment  was  in- 
flicted "  (The   Lord  Havensworth) ;    after 
short  debate,  Amendt.  negatived  ;  Bill  passed 
Royal  Assent  May  29  [31  Viet,  0.  24] 

Captain  Fim*8  EUotoral  Address 
Question,  Mr.  Neate ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry 
Lennox  July  20,  [193]  1480 

CARDieAK,  Earl  of 
Army— Shrapnel  Shell,  [190]  1147 

Cabdwell,  Eight  Hon.  E.,    Oxford  City 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [191]  93 
Boundary,  Comm.  [193]  281 
Cape  of  Good  Hope— Basuto  Land,  [19a]  114 
Ceylon — AfEairs  of,  [190]  2031 
East  Worcestershire  Election,  [193]  1120 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Conn* 

cil,[i9i]1200 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  e/,  5,  [193]  2196 ;  el.  46, 

[193]  1369;  add.  el.  1378 
Esublished  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  888 
Fines  and  Fees  (Ireland),  2R.  [190]  1233 
Lake  Superior  and  the  Pacific,  Ac.,  Motion  for 

a  Commiidion,  [193]  1350 


Oasdwbll,  Right  Hon.  E. — cont, 

Ministerhd  Statement,  [191]  1745,  1799 

Navy  Estimates — Coast  Guard  Service,  [193] 
541 

Nova  Scotia — British  North  American  Con- 
federation, Motion  for  an  Address,  [193] 
1688 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  [191]  1680 
Dissolution  of,  [192]  1076 
Peel  Statue,  The,  [193]  2142,  2144 

Parliament  —  Private  Bill  Legislation,  Res. 
[190]  1806 

Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Consid. 
add.  el.  [193]  1905 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
<;{.8,  [i93]885;  cl.  9,  970 

West  Indies,  Lords  Amendts.  [193]  1887 

Caulislb,  Bishop  of 

Army  Chaplains,  2R.  [193]  1300 
Gompulsoiy    Church     Rates    Abolition,   2R. 

[191]  1141 ;  Comm.  [193]  606 
Consecration  of  Churchyards  Act  Amendment^ 

2R.  [193]  508 
Uniformity  of  Public   Worship,  2R.  [193]  886 

Cabnabyon,  Earl  of 
Abyssinian  Expedition— Vote  of  Thanks,  [193] 

490 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  26 
Army  Chaplains,  Comm.  [192]  1392 
Canada — Assassination  of  Mr.  D'Arcy  M<Gee, 

[191]  1108 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  9R.  [191] 

1127 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [192]  1845 
Esublished  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  2,  23, 

262,  288 
Newfoundland — Grants  of  Land   on   French 

Coast,  [193]  700 
Nova  Scotia,  [193]  1749 ;  Motion  for  an  Ad^ 

<*«^w.  ['93]  ^94 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Report^ 
[191]  562;  Res.  695 
Construction  of  the  House,  Re^appointment 
of  Commission,  [193]  510 
Poor  Relief,  Conun.  cl,  9,  [193]  1623, 1627 
South  Africa,  Motion  for  a  Paper,  [193]  587 
Union  Workhouses  and  Infirmaries,  Motion  for 

Papers,  [i 90]  323 
University  Tests,  [103]  1017 
Vagrants--Guildfora  Union,  Motion  for  Cor- 
respondence, [193]  95,  100,  102 
Victoria — Appropriation  Act,  [191]  1979 
West  Indies,  2R.  [193]  786,  797 

Cabitegib,  Hon.  C,  Forfarshire 
Agriculture,  Motion  for  a  Commission,  [193] 

587 
Court  of  Session  (Scotland),  2R.  [193]  1521 
Money  Orders  and  Stamped  Receipts,  [19a] 

2134 
Navy— Chaplains,  [193]  1557 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Consid, 

add,  el.  [193]  1445 
Scotland— Law  of  Hypothec,  [190]  1149 


Carriers^  Ad,  Oenerdl 
(Question,  Mr.  Carter;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
0aT6  June  25,  [19a]  2131  ^ 
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Cabtek«  Mr.  S.,  Covmtrp 
Estoblitbed  Church   (IreUod),  Comm.  [191] 

«22 
General  Carriers'  Act,  [192]  2131 

Coitley  Mr.,  Case  of 
QaestioD,  Mr.  J.  Stuart  Mill ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Oathome  flardj  JtUj/  27,  [193]  1826 

CASTLSBOflSE,  Bight  Hon.  Vifooant,  JTerrp 
Co. 
Ireland — State  of,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [190] 
1732 

OaUle  PUgue 
Africa,  CaUle  from,  (^aestioo,  Mr.  Barnett ; 

Answer,  Lord  Robert  Montagu  July  0,  [193] 

908 
Auitria,  Rinderpest  in,  Question,  Mr.  Mofl^t ; 

Answer,  Lord  Stanley  July  3,  [193]  609 
Cattle  Plague  Reports,  QuesiioD,  Mr.   Evans  ; 

Answer,  Lord  Robert  Montagu  ifor  10,  [190] 

1287  ;  Question,  Mr.   Read ;  Answer,  Lord 

Robert  Montagu  April  30,  [191]  1578 
Cattle   Plague    Compensation,   Question,  Mr. 

Read  ;     Answer,     Lord     Robert    Montagu 

July  16.  [103]  1288 
Fairs,  Sale  of  Cattle  at,  Question,  Mr.  Hodg- 

kinson  ;    Answer,    Lord    Robert    Montagu 

Nov  21,  [190]  105 
Ftreign  Cattle,  Importation  of.  Question,  Mr., 

Selwin  -  Ibbetson  ;    Answer,    Lord    Robert 
190]  MonUgu  Nov  28,  335  ;  Observations,  Lord 

Robert    Montagu  ;     Reply,    Mr.    Horsfall 
i^i"]  April    23,    1149;   Question,    Mr.    Russell 

Gurney  ;  Answer,    Lord    Robert    Montagu 
i^2\  May   11,    18;    Question,    Mr.    Corranoe  ; 

Answer,  Lord   Robert    Montagu  May   12, 
.     115;  Questions,    Sir   Robert  Collier;  An- 
swers,   Lord    Robert    Montagu    Maiy    18, 
.     424 ;  Question,  Mr.  Horsfidl ;  Answer,  Lord 
.     Robert  Montagu  June  18,  1758 ;  Question, 

Mr.  Norwood  ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley ;  short 
193]  debate  thereon  July  16,  1284  ;  Observations, 

Mr.  Headlam  ;  Reply,  Lord  Robert  Monta^; 
.    short  debate  thereon  July  24, 1740 — Foreign 

Sheep,  Question,  Mr.  Gilpin  ;  Answer,  Lord 
.    Robert  MonUfu  July  16, 1287 
Foreign  Cattle  Sfarket,  Question,  Mr.  Shaw- 

LeJevre;    Answer,    The  Chanoellor  of  the 

Exchequer  June  11,  [193]  1395 
Legislaiim,  Question,  Mr.  Read  ;  Answer,  Lord 

Robert  Montagu  Nov  20,  [190]  92 
Outbreak   in    BerwioksMre,     Question,    Mr. 

M 'Lagan;  Answer,  Lord  Robert  Montagu 

Nov  29,  [190]  419— In  Norfolk,  Question, 

Colonel  North ;  Answer,  Lord  lUbert  Montagu 

Mar  9, 1226 
(hUbreak  on  the  Continent,  Question,  Mr.  Lid- 
dell  ;  Answer,  Lord  Robert  Montagu  Jtdy  24, 


[193]  .ni6 
^ehleswu 


SehUsvoip'Holstein,  SmaUpox  among  Sheep  in. 
Question,  Colonel  North  ;  Answer,  Lord 
Robert  MonUgu  July  27,  [193]  1828 
Zurich  Veterinary  College,  Question,  Sir  J. 
Clarke  Jervoise ;  Answer,  Lord  Robert 
Montagu  June  18,  [193]  1755  ;  Question,  Sir 
J.  Clarke  Jervoise;  Answer,  Lord  SUnley 
June  22, 1852 

Pari.  Papers — 
Petitions  and  Memorials    ....     180 
Orders  of  Council  in  force     ...    451 


Cati,  £t.  Hon.  S.  (Pftymaster  of  die 
Forces  and  Vice  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade),  New  Shorekm 

Admiralty  Jnrisdietion,  [190]  176 

Alkali  Act  (1863)   Perpeluafion,  3B.  [191] 

1206 
Assignees  of  Marine  Policies,  Gomm.  [193] 

410 
Bank  Holidays,  2R.  [190]  944 
Board  of  Trade— PriTate  Bills.  [191]  881 
Carriage  of  Parcels  by  Railway,  [191]  liU, 

1334 
Cattle,  Importation  of,  [192]  115 
Ceylon— Great  Basses  Lighthouse,  [193]  309 
Circular  Delivery  Compaaj  and  the  Oomnif- 

sionaires,  [193]  1200 
Commerce,  Chambers  of,  [190]  606 

IVibunals  of,  [190]  605 
County  Courts  (Admiralty  JarisdietioB),  )R. 

[190]  1828  ;  Comm.  [193]  164 
Deal  Boatmen,  Charges  by,  [190]  1115 
Electric  Telegraphs,  [193]  1564 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Bii.  1> 

[191]  1604 
Foreshores  and  Bed  of  the  Sea,  [190]  419 
"Garonne,"  Loss  of  the,  [19a]  1W3;  [i^l 

871 
General  Carriers'  Act,  [192]  2131 
International  Monetary  Conference,  [190]  Ml 
Ireland— Dannfs  Rook,  Cork  Harbosr,  [190] 
794  ^    , 

Irish  Ordnance  Map,  Rerision  of  tb6,[i90j 
1451 
Lee  River  Conservancy,  Leave,  [190]  997 
Mercantile  Biarine,  [190]  586 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts,  [193^  513, 18MI 
Merchant  Shipping  Consolidauoo, [19'!^ 
Merchant  Ships,  Overloading  of,  [193]  *^,^ 
Metropolis— Thames  Embankmeot,  [19^]/^ 
Navy  Estimates— Ooatt  Guard  Serrioe,  [i93J 

548  ,-^ 

Oyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries,  Le»^»  C'^^J,  J, 
Passenger  Steamers,  Overloading  of.  [i9JJ  *** 
Pilotage,  Compulsory,  Res.  [191]  371 
Parliament— Private  BiU   Legislation,  wj 

[190]  879,   1809 ;  —  Standing   Order  Wi 

Repeal,  [191]  143;  ExpUnation.  «J1»  »• 
Railway  Engines,  Fires  from,  [193]  ^^  „ 
RaUways  and  Joint  Stock  Companiei,  Les", 

[190]  1280;  2R.  [191]  1539  .    , 

Railways  (Extension  of  Time),  !>»▼•.  I'^^J 

Railwsys  (Guards*  and  Passengers'  Cmmm 
cation),  2R.  [191]  206  ,  ,-fti. 

Regulation  of  Railways,  2R.  [W  {JJ!' 
Comm.  d.  13,  [193]  1733;  A  lj»  "J^' 
add,  cl.  1735,  iVse;  Consid.  1782,  m 
1790,1792  ^     ,^ 

Ribbons,  Importation  of  Foreign,  Wi^^ 

Rule  of  the  Road  at  Sea,  [191]  705 ;  L'^-J 
^136  «^ 

Second  —  Burntisland  and  Granton  rsn/, 
[190]  1004 

Sea,  CoUidons  at,  [190]  642  ^j^a. 

Sea    Fisheries,    Leave,   [190]  If*  •  ^ 
1271,    1274;    el.  6,   1276;  'f-  ^^.'JJ 
Lords  Amendts.  [192]  1859, 1^',^!^. 

South  Eastern,  Ac.  Hailwsy,  Urds  hm0^ 

Stothtical  Abstracts,  Annual,  [^9^'\^^'^ 
Storm  Warnings,  [100]  145      .     .  qa« 


Sugar,  Refining  of,  at  OoXo^t  I 
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Oati,  Higbt  Hon.  S.— <$09tf. 

Supply— Board  of  Trade,  [193]  1204, 1200 
Harbours  ofRefuge,  [191 1 1000 
LighthottMs  Abroad,  [191]  1008, 1004 
Thames,  Navigation  of  the  —  Main  Drainage 
Outfall,  [190]  100,  106 
Obstruotiona  in  the,  [191]  1577 
Trent  Valley  Railway,  Aooidenta  on  the,  [190] 

782 
height!  and  Measures  ( Metric  System),  LeaTO, 

[190]  1074  ;  2R.  [19a]  204;  [193]  1027 
Wreck  Registers,  [190]  507,  1687 


Cave,  Mr.  T.,  Barrutaple 
Election  Petitions  and  Cormpt  .Practices  at 
Elections,  Comm.  c/.  5,  Motion  for  Ai^onm- 
ment,  [19*]  3188 
Electric  Telegraphs,  2R.  [192]  1818 
Postal — India,  China,  and  Japan  Mails,  Res. 
[190]  468 
West  India  Mail  Packet  SUtion,  [190]  666 
Postal  Subsidies,  Res.  [190]  2019 
Sale  of  Poisons,  ^.    Comm.  add,  el,  [193] 
1218 


Oatskoishi  Lord  £.,  Smtex,  K 
Established  Ohuroh  (Ireland),  Oomm.  Res.  1, 
[191]  1611 


CAVEin)i8H,  Lord  F.  C,  Yorkihire,  IF,  R.I^. 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  [193]  2008 

Cavendish,- Lord  G.  H.,  I>erhyihire,  IT. 
Mines  Assessment,  2R.  [191]  1869;   Comm. 

cl  1,  [193]  851 ;  Consid.  1224 
Turnpike  Trusts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  [X91] 

9017 

CwjiL,  Lord  E.  H.  B.  G.,  £8iex,  8. 
Army — Curragh  Camp,  [  1 90Y1 68 
Army— Military  Education,  Res,  [191]  1819 
ConUgious  Diseases  Act,  [190]  797 
Main  Drainage— Inhabitants  of  Barking,  [19a] 
954, 1858 
Sewage  Obstructions  in  the  Rirer,  [190] 
1220 
New  Zealand,  Forces  in,  [193]  642 
Poor  Laws — Pauper  Idiots  and  Lunatics,  [190] 

1887 
Weights  and  Measures,  False,  Commission  on, 
[191]  467 

Ceylon 
Afain  of,  Observations,  Mr.  Gorst;  debate 
thereon  Mar  20,  [190]  2012  ;  Question,  Mr. 

r,  Mr. 
1477 


Gk>rst ;  Answer,  Mr.  Adderley  July  20,  [193] 


CoHdiiion  of,  Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply 
April  20,  To  leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add 
<*a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  in4|uire 
into  the  condition  of  Ceylon  and  the  action  of 
ito  Goyernment"  (Mr,  Watkin),  [101]  971 ; 
after  short  debate,  Question,  **  That  the  words, 
Ac.,"  put,  and  agreed  to 

Crops  in,  Question,  Mr.  Watkin ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Adderley  Jun4  18,  [192]  1755 


Ctfy^oti— oont. 
LidUkoHBe  6n  the  Oreai  Bas$6$,  Question,  Mr. 
Hanbury-Tracy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen  Cave 
JuM  29,  [193I8O9 
Unatahorized  i\iblicatien  of  a  Detpaieh, 
Question,  Mr.  Watkin ;  Answer,  Mr.  Adder- 
ley  May  29,  [193]  1041 

Papers  rcUting  to^Parl,  P.  No.  89) 

Chahbebs,  Mr.  M.,  Devonpo^t 
Army— Clerks  in  the  Engineer  Department, 

[193]  1125 
Army— Military  Education,  Res.  [191]  1886 
Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  1082 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  Comm. « ^.  , 

[191]  1058  ;  el.  4,  1061 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [193]  288,  868,  1049, 

2131 ;  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [193]  839 
Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes  Court,  2R. 

[191]  1874 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Comm.  el,  6,  [193]  743 ;  el.  8, 
747 ;  el,  14, 1007;  d,  17,  1019,  1169 ;  c^26, 
1171 ;  rf.  46,  1871 ;  cl.  47, 1872;  add.  el, 
1877 ;  Amendt.  1381 
Fenian  Convicts  at  Manchester,  [190]  128 
Na?y  Estimates— Dockyards  and  Naval  Yards, 
[193]  560 
Naval  Stores.  [193]  1144, 1147 
Wages,  riga]  M 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  d.  10,  [193]  1879 
Publications,  Registration  of,  [193]  1514 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

d,  18,  [193] 1592 
Revenue  Officers  Disabilities  Removal,  Comm. 

[193]  401 
Sale  of  Poisons,  4o.  Comm.  d,  17,  [193]  1217 
Supply— British  Museum,  [193]  881 
Post  Office,  [193]  832 
Public  Buildings,  [193]  294 
Royal  Parks,  dra.  [193]  298,  800 
University  of  London  Buildings,  [193]' 895 
Vancouver's  Island  and  British  Columbia,  [193] 
1142 

Chahbebs,  Mr.  T.,  MaryUbone 

Artisans'    and    Labourers'  Dwellings,   Comm. 

d,  6,  [191]  678  ;  el.  35,  Amendt.  678 
Cab  Fares,  [190]  1898 
Libel,  Comm.  [193]  594 ;  el,  1,  605, 606  ;  el.  8, 

611 
Metropolis — Regent's  Park — ^The  Ornamental 

Water,  [100]  145 
Poor   Relief  Comm.  d,  8,  [193]  1422;  d,  4, 

1605 ;   el,  6,  Amendt.  1607  ;   d,  8,  1614 ; 

d.  10,  1872,  1876,   1878  ;    el.    11,   1879  ; 

d.  18,  1881;  el.  K,  Amendt.  1882, 1884 


Chakcellob,  The    Lobd   (Lord  Chslms* 
foed) 
Boundary,  Comm.  el,  4,  [f93l50],  508 
Court  of  Appeal  Chancery  (Despatch  of  Bust- 

ness)  Amendment,  1R.  [190]  1035 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil, IH.  [190]  1208 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  [190]  1099 

Opening  of  the  Session,  [190]  1 
Promissory  Oaths,   1 R.  [190]  689 ;  2R.  851, 

856, 858  ^  T 

Sales  of  Rewsions,  2R,  [190]  (^OOQIC 


OHA       OHA         (OBNBRAL    INDBX) 

i9»— I9i^i9»-*i93. 


OHA        OHA 


Chavoiixob,  The  Lobd  (Lord  Oimrs) 
Abjttiniii,  Armj  of— Vote  of  Tluuiki,  [193] 

1459 
Army  Chaplaini,  Comm.  [192]  1887, 1899 
Baokruptoj  Aet  AmondmaDt,  SR.  [193]  8M  ; 

Comm.  lieo,  1161  ;  cl.  l,  AmmiA,  ib, 
Bankruptcj  AcU   Repeal,  3R.  [191]  1,  80, 

808 ;  Comm.  1917,  1319,  1990 ;  Withdnwia 


of  BUI,  [192]  6 
'  '     (Ireland), 
H75 


Bnrialt 


Report,  d.  4,  [193]  1474, 

Ck>mpuIsor7  Ohuroh  Rates  Abolition,  9R.  [191] 

1186  ;  Comm.  [193]  607,  601 ;  cl,  9,  Amendt. 

600 :  Report,  el  7, 897  ;  el  8,  901,  909, 908 ; 

8R.1100 
County  Ooortf  (Admiraltj  Jariidiotion),  9R. 

[192]  1668,  1654 
ConrU  of  Jnstioe,  New,  [192]  106, 1888,  1846, 

1848;  [193]  1986 
Coarti  of  Juatioiarj    (Scotland),    9R.    [193] 

1168 
Ecoletiastical  Comminionen  Orden  in  Coonoil, 

8R.  [190]  1677, 1678 
Ecolesiattical  Titles  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, Motion  for  a  Committee,  [191]  959 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  2R.    [193]    1808,    1807,    1808; 

Comm.  el,  94,  1894 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland)— The  Resolutions, 

[191]  1446  ;  [192]  1749 
•  EsUblUbed  Church  (Ireland),  9R.  [193]  248, 

969,  988,  989 
Foreshore  and  Bed  of  the  Sea,  [192]  1881  ; 

[193]  1W3 
Ireland — Quarter  Sessions  Courts,  [190]  1794 
Judgments  Extension,  9R.  [193]  867 
Larceny  and  Embeszlement,  9R.  [193]  1864 
Liquidation,  9R.  [193]  866 
Lodger's  Property  Protection,  9R.  [193]  977 
Ministerial    Explanation  —  Public    Business, 


[103]  580 
finfster] 


Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  1687,  1689 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [191] 
699 
Prorogation  of,  [103]  1937, 1940 
Promissory  Oaths,  Commons  Amendts.  [193] 

1997,  1988 
Public  Schools,  Comm.  d,  18,  [193]  1655, 1656; 

el.  16, 1669  ;  Report,  1701, 1707 
Reform  Act,  1867 — Ratepaying  Clauses,  [190] 

1565 
Registration,  9R.  [193]  808 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Comm.  el,  5,  Amendt« 

[192]  1 1  d.\9,}3;  add,  cl.  490,  491 
Religious, dfc.  Buildings  (Sites),  9R.  [192]  385 ; 

Comm.  cl.  9, 1749 
Representation  of  the  People  ( Scotland),  Comm. 

cl.  37,  [193]  864  ;  Amendt.  865 ;  Commons 

Amendts.  976 
Revenue  Officers  Disabilities  Remo?al,  3R. 

[193]  1080,  1089 
Ritual,  Reports  of  the  Commission  on,  [192] 

887 
Sale  of  Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Act  Amend- 
ment, Report,  add,  r^.  [192]  1680 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  Cfomm.  d,  5,  [192]  388, 

389,  341  ;  Re-comm.  917 
South   Coast   Railways,   Conmions    Amendts. 

[193]  1547 
Uniformity  of  Public  Worship^  3R.  [193]  879 
United  SUtes— The  "  Alabama  "  Claims,  Mo- 
tion for  Papers,  [191]  342,  849 


Chajtosllob,  The  Lord-— coitf. 
University  Elections  (Voting  Papers).  3R.  [193] 

989 
Yictoria^Appropriation  Act,  [191]  1987.  1994, 

9000 
West  Indies,  9R.  [193]  795 

Chivcellob  of  the    ExoEBaxTSR    (Bigbt 
Hon.  B.  Disraeli),  Buek%nghamMhir€ 
Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  988,  989 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speeoh,  [190]  79 
British  Museum,  [190]  166 
Compound  Householder,  The,  [190]  780,  796, 

886 
Education,  [100]  741 
Election   Petitions  and  Corrupt    Practices  at 


Elections,  Leare,  [190]  698,  798 

"on  of  th< 
690 


Etepresentation 


ie  People  (Ireland),  [190] 


Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  [190] 

690 ;  Leare,  849 
Supply— Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  181, 194, 

808 

(see  DiSBAXLi,  Eight  Hon.  B.) 


Chancbllob  of   the   Exchequer    (Bight 
Hon.   0.    W.    Hunt),  Northampton- 
shire, N, 
Abyssinian  Expedition  —  Expenditure,  [190] 

1684 
Charitable    Institutions  —  Exemption    from 

Rating,  [193]  318 
Coinage— Half-crowns,  [192]  1860 
Commissions,  Permanent    Expenses  oi,  Res. 

[191]  1994 
Court  of  Chancery  —  Salaries  and  Expensct, 

[191]  700 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [192]  864  ;  [193]  1665 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practicea  at 
Elections,  Comm.  d,  6,  [192]  686,  9198, 
9196 ;  d,  6,  [193]  789 ;  d,  8,  746 ;  el,  17, 
1019;  d,  46,  1189,  1188;  add,  cl.  1459; 
Consid.  1691,  1699, 1684,  1688 
Electric  Telegraphs,  LeaTC,  [191]  678,  681, 
706;   [192]  664,   1981;   9R.    1301,   1567, 
1806, 1807, 1809  ;  Nomination  of  Commitlae, 
Instruction,  1978,  1979,  1980 ;  [193]  790 ; 
Comm.  1567,  1585, 1586,  1590;  eL  4,  1598. 
1600 ;  cl,  15, 1601, 1609,  1608  ;  d,  99, 1604; 
Consid.  1651 
Financial  Statement,  The,  [190]  1899 
Fines  and  Fees  (Ireland).  9R.  [190]  1997, 1939 
Foreign  Cattle  Market,  [192]  1895 
Income  Tax  Commissioners,  [193]  1774,  1775 
Ireland — Compulsory  Presentments,  [193]  898 
Railways,  [192]  1759  ;  [193]  847 
Records,  [193]  717 
Royal  Irish  Academy,  [193]  1900 
Licences,  Res.  [191]  158 
Metropolis—Clerkenwell  Explosion,  [192]  1998 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  CkMnm. 
[193]  1990,  1315,  1317,  1885,  1887;  ««.  9, 
1539,  1533  ;  cl,  8,  1539,  1540,  1541,  1549, 
1679,  1678,  1748,  1756.  1758,  1764,  1766. 
1768,  1769.  1771, 1779, 1778, 1780 
Mortgages,  Taxation  of,  [i93]1944 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Bouse,  [191]  1680 
DissoluUon,  The,  [192]  1199,  1180, 1993 
Public   Petitions  —  Breach  of  Prinlege, 
[192]  1751  ^ 

imt. 


CHA        OHB 


(SBSSIOK    1867*8} 
190— 191— 191—193. 


OHB 


OHI 


OoAiroiLLOB  of  the  Exonqvis— «oii<. 

Portpatriok  and  Belfast,  Ae.  Railway,  3R. 
[193]  781 

Postal  Subsidies,  Res.  [190]  2017 

Post  Hone  and  Carriage  Lioenoes  Duties,  Mo- 
tion for  a  Committee,  [191]  104 

Post  Office  and  ClronUur  Delivery  Company, 


[193]  1922 
^blio  / 


Public  Accounts,  Res.  [192]  128 

Public  Health,  Ac, — Department  0^  Res.  [193] 

1190 
Rates,  Collection  and  Payment  of,  [193]  911 
Representation    of    the    People    (Scotland), 
Comm.  cl.  8,  [192]  884 ;  d.  0, 1242,  1248 ; 
Lords  Amendts.  Amendt.  [193]  919 
Reyenue  Officers  Disabilities  Removal,  Comm. 
[192]  1586,  1588  ;  [193]  889  ;  Amendt.  890, 
891 
Stamp  Duty  on   the  Transfer  of   Debenture 

Stock,  [192]  1227 
Supply — British  Embassy  Houses,  [191]  988, 
990  994  996 
CiTil  Service  Estimates,  [190]  1798;  [192] 

1010 
Compensation— Explosion  at  Clerkenwell, 

[193]  1212 
County  Courts,  [192]  502 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [192]  291 
Government  Prisons,  [192]  1106, 1107 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  [  1 9 1 1 1 002 
Metropolitan  Police,  [192]  504 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  [192]  1174;  Re- 
port, 1605 
Mission  House,  Teheran,  [191]  999 
Post  Office,  [193]  884 
Prosecutions,  [192]  496,  498 
Royal  Palaces,  [191]  1011 
Scottish  Universities,  Grants  to,  [192]  1184 
Superannuation,  [192]  1178 
Supply,  Proceedings  in.  Resolution,  [191]  1029, 

1081,  1464 
Thames   Embankment,  Ao.  Amendment,  2R. 

[192] 1212, 1215 
Valuation  (Ireland),  [192]  2186 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [191] 
1149,  1178,  1190;   Comm.  Res.  1,     1751, 
1770,  1772  ;  Res.  2, 1774 

(see  Hunt,  Mr.  G.  W.,  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury) 

Cfharitahle  ImtiiutioM,  Tawaiion  of 
Question,  Mr.  Baines  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt 
Nov  28,  [190]  881  :  Question,  Mr.  Hadfleld ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  Mai/  4,  [191]  1698  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Baines ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  June  29,  [193]  818 

Chietham,  Mr.  J..  Salford 

Boundary,  Comm.  Schedule,  [192]  1448 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  [193]  1841 
Turkey  and  Egypt,  Consular  Courts  in,  [193] 

1052 

Chblksfobd,  Lord  (see  also  Chakcellor, 
the  Lord) 
Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,  2R.  [192] 

809,  907  ;  Report,  [193]  984 
Bankruptcy  Act  Amendment,  Comm.  d.  1,  Mo- 
tion for  adjournment,  [193]  1162,  1868 

VOL.  CXCIII.  [third  8BRIB8.]  Icont. 


Ohslmsforb,  Lord-^-^on^. 
Bankruptcy  Acts  Repeal,  2R.  [191]  26,  802, 

808 
County  Courts  (Admiralty   Jurisdiction),  2R. 

[192]  1554 
Judgments  Extension,  2R.  [193]  867 


Larceny  and  Embezzlement,  2R.  [193]  1864 

■  o^[i93j    "" 
ness  < 
Amendt.  [191]  696 


Marriage  Laws  Commission,  [193]  1090 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House,  Res. 


Religious,  Ao,  Buildings  (Sites),  2R.  [192]  235   ' 
West  Indies,  2R.  [193]  797,  798 

Chichestjbe,  Earl  of 
Public  Schools.  2R.  [193]  1471 
South  Coast  Railways,  2R.  [192]  1456 

Childbbs,  Mr.  H.  0.  E.,  PonUfraet 
Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  428 ; — Expendi- 
ture, 1684 
Army^Questions,  Ac. 

Conveyance  of  Troops— War  Department 

and  India  Office,  [190]  9Z%,  420 
Non-purchase  Corps,  Report  of  Select  Com- 
mittee, [190]  ZS6  ;  [192]  1855 
Retirements  from  the  Royal  Artillery,  Ao. 
[190]  1214 
Army — Control  Department,  Motion  for  Papers, 

[193]  1269 
Army— Controller  in  Chief,  Res.  [193]  944 
Army— Fortifications,  Res.  [191]  2047 
Army  Estimates  —  Full  and  Half  Pay,  [193] 
1278,  1280 
Land  Forces,  [191]  77,  79  ;  [193]  521 
Surreys,  [193]  062 
Art  Catalogue,  Publication  of  the,  [190]  1219 
Australia — Postal  Communication,  [192]  1472 
Ceylon— Condition  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[191]  979 
CiTil  Serrice  Estimates,  [191]  880 
Commissions,   Permanent   Expenses  of,   Res. 

[191]  1284 
County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction),  Comm. 

[19a]  170 
Court  of  Chanoery  —  Salaries  and  Expenses, 

[191]  700 
Court  of  Session  (Scotland),  2R.  [192]  1524 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[193]  888 
Diplomatic  Serrice,  [192]  986,  987 
Election  Petitions  and   Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Comm.  el.  5,  [192]  2181  ;  add,  d, 
[193]  1458  ;  Consid.  1642 
Electric  Telegraphs,  [192]  1567;  2R.   1806; 
Nomination  of  Committee,    1980 ;    Comm. 
d.  4,  Amendt.  [193]  1596  ;  d.  15,  1608 
Fines  and  Fees  (Ireland),  2R.  [190]  1282 
GoTcmment  of  India  Act  Amendment,  2R. 

[192I 1599 
Income  Tax,  Comm.  d.  2,  [190]  521 
Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland)  Fees,  [191] 

880 ;  Comm.  d,  28,  [192]  1528 
Metropolis—Guardians  of  St.  Luke's  Parish, 
[1901  650 
Hyde  Park— Ride  in  Rotten  Row,  [193]  872 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amendment, 

Lords  Amendts.  [190]  661 
Middlesex  Registry  Office,  [191]  1146 
Ministerial  Statement,  [191 J  1726 
Mutiny,  Comm.  eL  67,  [191]  825 
Nary — Dockyard  Commission,  [190]  1595  j 

Greenwich  Hospital,  [193]  1403  QQ IC 

8  T  [iSOfrt.^ 


CHI        CHI 


190—191—192—193. 


CHI 


CHU 


CmLDWM,  Mr.  H.  C.  E. — eont 
NaT/- Adminlty  Monies  and  Aoeounti,  Mo- 
tion for  a  ConunUtee,  [190]  9 Iff 
Na?y— Dookytrdi.  Royal.  Rea.  [190]  2044 
Na?y— Ironclad  Fleet,  Re^.  [1931 1189 
Nafj — Wooden   Sbipa,   Motion  for  Retarna, 
[190I  19M 


NaTT  Estimatea,  [191]  147 
Coaat  Guard  SerVloe.  [it 
Dookyarda  and  Naval  Yard's,  [193]  559 


£193]  540 


Greenwich  Hospital,  Ac.  [193]  1156 
Medicinea,  dec.  [193]  1155 
Men  and  Boys,  [190]  1938 
NavalStores,  [193]  1147 
Officers,  Salaries  of,  [193]  587 
Wages,  Amcndt  [192]  70,  79,  81.  92 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  [191]  1681 

Disaolation,  The.  [193]  1126,  1129,  1228 
Portpatrick  and  Belfast,  4c.  Railway,  2R.[i93] 

782 
Postal — India,  Ohina,  and  Japan  Mails,  Res. 
,   [1901468,471,472 
Post  Office— Case  of  A.  J.  Duflfy,  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  [191]  1298 
Public  Accounts,  Kes.  [193]  182 
Representation  or  the  People  (Scotland),  Oomm. 

[193]  447 
Stamp  Duty  on   the  Transfer  of  Debenture 

Stock.  [193]  1227 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  [193]  1208 

British  Embassy  Houses,  [191]  989,  991, 

992,  994,  996 
Cifil  Serrice  Estimates,  [190]  1798 ;  [193] 

1185 
Common  Law  Courts  (Ireland),  [102]  1104 
Consular    Establishments    Abroad,    [192] 

2171 
Conyict    Establishments   (Colonies),  [193] 

504,  505 
Flax,  CuUiTation  of  (Ireland).  [192]  1175 
GoYemment    Prisons,   [193]   1105,   1106; 

Report,  1176,  1602.  1609 
Harbours  of  Refuge.  fi9i]  1001 
Home  Office,  [193]  1202 
Lighthouses  Abroad^  [191]  1008 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  [19^]  11^4 
Mission  Hpuse,  Teheran,  [191]  999 
Port|)atribk  Railway  Company  Compenia- 

tion,  [193]  1211 
Post  Office  Packet  Service,  £193]  845 
Prosecutions,  [193]  495,  496,  499 
Hoyal  Palfaoes,  [191]  1004,  1006 
Scottish  Universities,  Grants  to,  [192]  1184 
Works,  Buildings,  ^.  [191]  286,  292,  294, 
295 
ly.  Proceedings  in.  Resolution,  [191]  IO8O, 

Valuation  of  Property,  [190]  602 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  [191] 
1182;  Comm.  Res.  1,  1767, 1769 

diildren,  iso.  ProtectioxL  Bill  [h.l.] 

[The  Marguea  Townihend) 
I  Preaented  ;  read  !••  June  29  (No.  187) 

Bill  withdrawn* /ttZy  10 

Cfhina 
Ambatiodor  from — ifr,  Burlinghame,  Ques- 
tion, Colonel  Sykea ;  Answer,  Mr.  E.  C. 
Egerton  jFV6  1 7,  {190]  799— Hr . /.  K  Broiwi, 
Question, Mr.  Osborne ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
Mar  9,  1224 


SuppI 
iOi 


C^tna— cent. 

Treaiy  of  Tien-Uin,  i^desttoA,  Mr.  Olblini; 
Answer,  Lord  Stanley  Mar  6.  [196]  lltf  ; 
Question.  Colonel  Sykes;  Answer,  loni 
Stanley  AprU  23,  [191]  1147;  MSI, 
[»93]  1»47  , 

Memorial  respecting-^l'aH.  P.  [3998] 

Cholera  in  the  ifediterranean 
Question,  Sir  J.  Clarke  Jervoiie ;  Aniwsr.Lori 
Stanley  April  2,  [191]  708 

Church  of  England 

Church  Rout  Bille,  Question,  Mr.  HadfleU; 

Answer,   Lord  Stanley  Dec  f,  [190]  m; 

Question,  Mr.  Gilpin  ;  Answer,  Mr.Gathom 

Hardy  Dee  8,  544 

Colonial  Bithcpt,    Qtiestion,   Mr.  GladiOiBe; 

Answer,  Mr.  Adderley.i%  12,ri9alUl 
Dioceee  of  Seditbwry^Charge  ef  ^  Bithtfi 
Saliehury,  Petitions  presented  (Ufrd  Ftrt- 
man)  Nov  22,  [190]  130 
Fees  on  Ordinations,   Question,  Mr.  Monk; 
Answer,  Mr.  SelaterBooth  Jufy31,m 
1822 
Ritual  Commisiien,  Second  Rmrt 

Fori  P.  m^] 
Ritual  CommiisioH,  Beeemmendaiumt  of  *«, 
QuesUoD,    Mr.   Monk ;    Answer,  Mr  G*. 
190]  thome  Hardy  Nov  25,  mSeeand  Bepsrt, 
Qaestion^  Observations,  Urd  Tannum ;  An- 
swer, The  ArchbUhop  of  Canterbury  ^«r  IP, 
.     1877 ;  Question,    Mr.  Waldegrsfevwsiw; 
Answer,   Mr.    Gathome    Hardy  ^  ". 
193]  112  — iZoyoi  Cimmiseion---  LeMMm» 
the  ReporU,  Question,  The  Eatl  of  ShiJte- 
bury;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  KaloealwiiJ. 
.    debate  thereon  Mom  15, 832        ^     .  p^ 
UnivertibiM  and  the  SeUMihed  Ch/^^. 
tition   presented  (2^  BUiiop  0/  iiWMW/ 
ifor  19,  [190]  1872  ,  ,    .^-^ 

See  EsMithed  Church  (IrtMh-^^ 
Afriea^Cotueerajtion  0/  BuMp* 

Chiirch  Bates  Abolitioli  Bill  , 

{31r,  BardcaetU,  ifr.  Baiwt,  Mr,  0^) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Z>«<?  3  1?*^  *^J 

Bill  withdrawn  •/Miy  21 

Church  Bates  Cenunutation  Bill 

(Mr.Newdegaie,ColwelBMxri) 

9.  Ordered ;  read  !•  •  iViw  27  W/fc 

Moved, "  Thut  the  BiU  be  now  readj'  ^ 

NewdegaU)  April  29,  [19O IW  J  ««*  "^ 

debate.  Motion  withdrawn 
Bill  withdrawn  *  Jvly  29 

Church  Bates  B^gnlatlon  Bill 

( Jff .  Bvhhard,  Mr,  Bmff<^  ^W 

tf.  Ordered  ;  read  V  Dee  3  R'' (i. 

Moved,  «  That  the  BUI  be  now  retd  i-    v 
Hubbard)  Mar  11,  [190]  1308 

Amendt.  to  leave  ont  "now,'  »nf  ""J,,  /Jfr. 
Wednesday  the  8th  day  of^P^^^S  'now/ 
BardeaMle),  1407 ;  Question,  *J^  ^^ 
Ac. ;"  after  short  debate.  Am*"**'  *^ 
tion  withdrawn ;  2R*  dektrea 

BiU  withdrawn  •  Julf  29      ,  „^^  Aielilf(f^ 
(See  Cemptdmy  Chur^  B^  ^r^ 

^*'^^  Digitized  by  Google 
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CLA 


CLP 


Circular  Delivery  C^npmy  an4  tM  Com- 
missumaUre^ 
(^uesiioD,   Mr.  Wild;    Aoawer,  Nr.  S^phen 
Cave  July  14,  [193]  120Q 

Cily  of  LoncloiL  Gas  ^-^ formerly  \ 
Hetro^lifl^asm  f 

{Mr,  Morrison,  Mr.  Loeke,  ifr.  Qor^t) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Ifor  ff  [Bill  491 

Moved,  «  Tbat  the  BUI  be  now  read  2^  "  {Mr. 

Marrieon)  April  2,  [191]  798 ;   after  ihort 

debate,  BUI  read  S^ 
Committee^;  Report -4i7rt7 S  [BUI  86] 

Re-committed  to  the  Seieot  Oommittee  on  the 

Metropolis  Gat  BilU 
Report*  1/ay  13  [BiU  115] 

Committee  {on  re-eomm.)^ — b.p.  J^jray  18 
Oommittee  (on  re-camm.)  •  ;  Report  May  19 
Considered  *  May  20 
ReadS«*ifay21 
I  Read  1*»   (The   Lord   Stanley  of  AlderUy) 

May  22  (No.  109) 

Read  2*  *  J%me  8 

Committee  •  June  26  (No.  168) 

Report  *  June  26 
Readd**/Mii«29 
Royal  Attent  Jt^  13   [31  ^  32  Viet.  0.  o:^^.] 

Clavoabty,  Earl  of 
EsUblished  Oharoh  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  239 
Regulation  of  Railwmjf ,  Report,  eU  ' 


412,  416;  eU   16,  Amendt.  418 
421 ;  3R.  708 


;^<l^."^ 


CiAKBicABDBi  Marquess  of 
Brecon  and  Neath  Railway — Accident  on  the, 

[191]  1879,  1881 
Burials  (Ireland),  Oomm.  add,  el,  [1^3]  19^2 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  in  Great  BriUin  and  Ire- 
land, Motion  for  a  Committee,  [191]  248, 260 
France— Coasting  Trade  0^  Address  for  a  Paper, 

[193]  WO.  981 
Ireland— Quarter  Sessions  Courts,  [190]  1794 
Marriage  Laws  Commission,  [193]  1090 
Nova  Scotia— Motion  for  an  Address,  [193] 

706 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Report, 

[191]  669;  Res.  693,694 
Parliament  —  Petitions,  Public,  Motion  for  a 

Select  Oommittee,  [191]  690 
Railway  BUls— Increase  of  Rates,  Res.  [193] 

1074 
Railways  (Ireland),  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[190]  1209 
Regulation  of  Railways,  2R.  [190]  1968 ;  Oomm. 

el.  16,  [192]  9;   <a.    19,   Amendt.   12,  13; 

Report,  otfcie^  417 
Representation  of  the  People  (belaad),  Oomm. 

[193]  800 
Sale  of  Poisons  and  Phanna^,  Oomm.  [192] 

1666  ;  3R.  1748 
Sea  Fiaheriea  (Ireland),  Oomm.  el,  &,  [192] 

237.  239,  242  ;  R^comm.  916 
South  Eastern  and  London,  Brighton,  and 

South     Coast    RaUw«y    Companies,    2R. 

Amendt.  [192]  1448,  1462 ;  3K.  [193]  363, 

862 
Tonure  (Ireland),  IR.  [190]  1039,  1108;  2R. 

iii^  1447, 1446 


Cla&endon.  Earl  of 
Clerks  of  the  Peace  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  1162 
Estoblished  Church  (Ireland),  IB.  [192]  1741  ; 

2R.  2079 
Public  Schools,  Address  for  Papers,  [192]  1646 
PobUc  Schools,  2R.  [193]  1468 

CJlat,  Mr.  J.,  Kingston-on-Hull 
Cattle  Trade,  Foreign,  [193]  1766 
Election   Petitions  and   (forrupt  Practices  at  ' 

Elections,  Oomm.  cl.  6,  [193]  743;  d,  10, 

760;    el.  46,   1178,  1183;  add.  el,  1464, 

1466 ;  Consid.  1637 
Established    Church    (Ireland),   Oonun.    Res. 

[1Q1I 1923 
Land   Writs  Registration  (Scotland),  C^mm. 

d.  23,  [192]  1629 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Oomm. 

[193]  1818 
Parliament — Dissolution  of,  [192]  1081 
Regulation  of  BaUways,  Comm.  add,  el,  [193] 

1787;  Consid.  1786 
Revenue  Officers  Disabilitiet  Remo?al,  Oomm. 

[192]  1637;  [193]  399 
St.  Petersburg,  British  Factory  at,  [193]  1666, 

1824 
Supply— Foreign  Office,  New,  [192]  313 
Parliament,  Houses  0^  [192]  306 
Prosecutions,  [192]  600 

Olerkenufell  Prison 

AUaekonihe — ITie  Conviel  Barrett,  Question, 
Mr.  Bright;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy 
May  26,  [192]  832 

ClerkenweU  Explosion  Compensations,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Neate  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  June  23,  [192I  1923 

Special  Constables,  Motion  for  **  Return  of  the 
Number  of  Special  Constables  who  have  re- 
spectively enrolled  themselves  in  the  different 
Parishes  of  the  Metropolis  after  the  explosion 
in  ClerkenweU  "  ( The  Lord  Campbell)  Mar  19, 
[190]  1880 ;  Motion  agreed  to 

&0tkM  of  tke  Peace,  k^  (Irelaiid)  BiU 

(Th$  Earl  of  Mayo,  Mr,  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  June  26  [BiU  194] 

Read2«»Jii/yl 
Committee*;  Report /tify  2 
Considered  *  July  3 
Read  3<'*  July  6 
I.  lUad  I*  •{The  Earl  of  Devon)  July  7  (No.  284) 
Moved,    '*That   the  BiU  be   now  read   2>" 
^  14,  [193]   1162;    aaer  short  debate, 
Bilfread  2*  (No.  261) 

Oommittee  *  July  16 
Report  •/ttiv  17 
Read3«*/Miy23 
Royal  Assent  July  31    [31  A  32  Via,  0.  98] 

Glbtelakd,  Duke  of 

East  London  Museum  Site,  Report,  [190]  861 
London,  Brighton,  ^  Railways,  3R.  [191]  362 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House,  K^rt, 

[191]  660;  Res.  692 
Poor  ReUef,  dR.  add,  cl.  [192]  1912 
Railway  BUlt— Increase  of  Rates,  Res.  [193] 

1074 
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CLITXLAIfD,  Duka  of— «Oft<. 

ReguUtioD  of  Railwaji,  Report,  add.  d,  [192] 
419 

Vftgraooy — Guildford  Union,  Motion  for  Cor- 
respondence, [191]  104 

Wert  Indiee,  2R.  [193]  799 

CLnrroN,  Lord  A.  P.,  Newark 
IreUnd— State  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee, 
Amendt.  [190]  ISSO 

GLnrroN,  Lord  (Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India) 
Metropolif — Special  Conitables,  Motion  for  a 

Return,  [190]  1888 
MetropoliUn  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amendment, 

2R.  [190]  538 
Scotland— County  and  Burgh  Police,  Motion 

for  a  Committee,  [192]  8 
Thames  Embankment,  Ac.  2R.  [192]  1917 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  Comm.  [193]  1549 
Unirersity  Elections  (Voting  Papers),  3R.  [193] 

981,  982 

Clivb,  Mr.  G.,  Hertford  City 

County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  [191]  1552 
Established  Church  (Ireland),    Comm.  [191] 
.     752 
Ireland — Irish  Church  Commission,  [190]  1457 ; 

[i?3]  824 
Medico-Legal  Inquiries,  [193]  609 
Turnpike  Trusts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  [191] 

2012 
Turnpike  Trusto,  2R.  [192]  1722 

Coal  Fields  of  Gfreat  Britain 
Question,  Mr.  Henderson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ga- 
thome  Hardy  Nov  28,  [190]  382 

Coal  Mines —  The  Committee  on 
Question,  Mr.  Greene  :    Answer,  Mr.  Ayrton  ; 

short  debate  thereon  May  29,  [192]  1081 
CocU  Mines  Regulation,  Question,  Mr.  Neate ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  Feb  18,  [190] 

941 

ObSfo,  Mr,,  Case  of 
Question,  Mr.  Bagnall ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater- 
Booth  April  28,  [191]  1457 

CocHBAKE,  Mr.  A.  B.  R.  W.Baillie,  JSbnitan 
Abyssinia — Batta  to  the  Army,  [192]  1756 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [19a]  868,  1045 
Crete — Insurrection  in.  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[191]  1248,  1255 
Disraeli's,  Mr.,  Speech  at  Merchant  Taylors' 

Hall,  [192]  2158,  2161 
Bstablished  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  519 
Navy— Greenwich  Hospital,  [192]  719,  1185  ; 

[193]  1887 
Parliament — Public  Business,  [193]  1421 
Peel  SUtue,  The,  [192]  2144 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  2R. 

[190]  1285;   Comm.  [192]  449;  cl,3,  486; 

cl  12, 1006 
«*St.  Abbe,"  SunriTors  of  the,  [191]  260 
Supply— Houses  of  Parliament,  [192]  805 
Turkey— Annexation  of  Epirus  and  Thessaly 

to  Greece,  [190]  828 
West  Indies— Hurricane  in  the,  [190]  421 


CoGAK,  Right  Hon.  W.  H.  F.,  :K%ldar0  Co. 

Curragh  of  Kildare,  2R.  [102]  1620 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Conam.  Res.  [191 J 

1920;  Comm.  [192]  1195 
Ireland--Alleged   Seditious    Speaking,    ['94 

1681 
Workhouses,  Dietary  in,  [193]  1482 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle    MariLet»  Coaun. 

[193]  639 
Parliament,  Dissolution  of,  [192]  1074,  1075 
Registration  (Ireland),  Comm.  [193]  1494 
Representation  of  the  People  (IreLand),  [190] 

1204  ;  Consid.  add,  el,  [192]  1902 

Coinage — Half-  Crowns 
(Question,  Sir  Frederick    Heygate  ;     Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Jume  22, 

[192J  1849 
Account  of,  1858  to  1867— (i'«»*'-  F-  No.  340) 

CoLCHESTEB,  Lord 
Boundary,  Report,  [193]  713 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  SR.  [191] 
1181 

Cole,  Hon.  J.  Lowry,  JEnniskHlen 
Burials  (Ireland),  Comm.  add.  el.  [19a]  1884 

Coj«EBBOOKE,  Sir  T.  £.,  Lanarkshire 
Court  of   Session    (Scotland),    LeaTe,   [190] 

1090  ;  2R.  [192]  1520 
Government  of  India  Act  Amendment,  [192] 

1567  ;  Comm.  el,  1, 1889 
Qovemor  Greneral  of  India,  2R.  [192]  1602 
Representation    of    the    People    (Scotland), 
Leaye,  [lOo]  886 
192]  Comm.  el,  3,  849  ;  el.  4,  Amendt.  852,  854, 
.    855 ;  cL  5,  Amendt.  856 ;  el,  8, 893 ;  e^.  9. 077, 
.    978.979;  c/.  10,  988;   d.  12,   1006,  1007; 
.     <a.  51, 1009;   el,  41,  1233;  add.  cl,  1237; 
.     Schedule  A,  1251,  1254 
Scotland — Judicial  Statistics,  [190]  988 
Supply — Register  House  (Edinbni^),  Report, 
[192]  1176 
Volunteer  Corps,  [191]  274 

GoLEBiDGE,  Mr.  J.  D.,  Exeter 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Ck>mm.  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  [191]  797,  837,  850 
Foreshores  and  Bed  of  the  Sea,  [190]  419 
Libel,  Comm.  [192]  600 
Oxford  and  (Cambridge    Universities,  Leave^ 

[xoo]  926;  2R.[i9a]  209  ;  [193]  469 
Sea  Fisheries,  Lords  Amendts.  [192]  1862 

CoLUER,  Sir  R.  P.,  Plymouth 

Army — Conveyance  of  IVoops,  [190]  510 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Conun.  [192]  433 
Boundary,  Comm.  [192V285 
Cattle,  Importation  of  Foreign,  [192]  424 
Darling,  Sir  C,  [192]  1397 
Election  Petitions  and   Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Leave,  [190]  707;  Comm.  d.  1, 
[192]  662 ;   d,  5,  2192 ;  [193]  728,   738 ; 
d.  6,  748 ;  el,  7,  745 ;  d,  14,  1001,  1007, 
1014  ;  add.  el  1386  ;  Consid.  1630 
ExpatHation,  Law  o^  [190]  1994 
India— ClfUian  Judges  (Bombay),  [191]  1460 
Libel,  2R.  [190I 312 ;  [191]  664 ;  Comm.  d.^ 
[192]  608, 617  « 
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CoLLiBB,  Sir  R.  P. — eont. 

Mines   Assesflment,    Consid.    Amendt.    [193] 

1220 
MiDisterial  Statement,  [191]  1741 
Parliamentarj  Boroughs^  Payment  of  Rates, 

[190]  446 
Registration,  Comm.  add,  el.  [193]  569,  570 
Registration  of  Voters  Act,  [192]  882 
Stamper,  Case  of,  and  the  Orerseers  of  Sun- 
derland, [193]  907 

Colliers  in  the  Wigan  District,  Strike  of 
Question,  Major  Anson ;  Answer,  Sir  James 

Fergusson  April  24,  [loi]  1224 
Riots  in  Lancashire  <ma  Stc^ordshire,  Qnes- 
tion.   The  Earl  of  Licbfleld  ;  Answer,  The 
Earl  of  Malmesbury  April  24,  [191]  1221 

Colliery  Accidents 
Obsenrations,  Mr.  Greene  April  28,  [191]  1464 
MoTed,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  that  She  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  issue  a  Royal  Ck>mmission  to  in- 
quire into  Colliery  Accidents  "  {Mr,  Oteene) 
May  26,  [19a]  939  ;  after  short  debate,  House 
counted  out 

Colliery    Prosecution-^ Dismissal  of  In- 
spectors' Summons 
Question,  Mr.  Locke ;   Answer,  Mr.  Gathome 
Hardy  June  15,  [192]  1558 

Colonial  Goyemors' Pensions  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill  {Mr.  Dodson,  Mr,  SdaUr-Booth) 

e.  Resolution  in  Committee  *  June  25 

Resolution  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  June  26 
Read  1«  •  June  29  [Bill  202] 

Read  2o*  June  80 
Committee  *  ;  Report  July  9 
Read8«»»  July  10 

I,  Read  1*»  {The  Duke  of    Buckingham   and 
Chandos)  July  10  (No.  239) 

Read  2*  * ;  Committee  negatived  July  28 
Reads**  July  2^ 
Royal  Assent  July  31   [31  db  32  Viet,  0.  128] 

Colonial  Shipping  Bill 

{Mr,  SUphen  Cave,  Mr,  AddeHey) 
0,  Resolution  in  Committee ;  Resolution  reported; 
Bill  ordered  ;  read  !<>  *  Jidy  14  [BiU  236] 
Read2«*  Jti/y  16 
Committee  *  ;  Report  July  17 
Read  30  •  Julyl8 
k  Read  1* •   {The  Duke  of  Buckingham  and 
Chandos)  July  20  (No.  274) 

Read  2**  July  21 
Committee*  July  23 
Report* /«<;y  24 
Reads**  Juiy  28 
Royal  Assent  July  31   [31  A  32  Viet,  c.  129] 

C0LON8AY,  Lord 
Registration  of  Writs  (Scotland),  2R.  [190] 
1147 

CoLYiLLB,  Lord 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Report,  el,  14,  [19a] 
413, 415 


Commerce,  Chambers  of —  Companies  dot 
1867 
Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster;  Ajiswer,  Mr.  S. 
Caye  Dee  5,  [190]  606 

Commerce,  Tribunals  of 
Question,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster ;  Answer,  Mr.  S. 
Caye  Dee  5,  [190]  605 

Commissionaires,  Corps  of — Employment 
in  Civil  Dep(»rtmenis 
Question,  Sir  Charles  Russell;   Answer,  Mr. 
Solater-Booth  May  14,  [193]  246 

Commissions,  Permanent  Expenses  of 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  AprU  24, 
To  leaye  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  '<  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  the  expenses  of  the 
Copyhold,  Inolosure,  and  Tithe  Commission, 
Inclosure  and  Drainage  Acts,  and  Charity 
Commission,  ought  not  to  be  borne  by  the 
publio"  {Mr,  Goldneu),  [191]  1280;  after 
debate,  Question,  "  That  the  words,  iko.;" 
A.  104,  N.  105;  M.  1 ;  Question,  «'That 
those  words  be  there  added;"  A.  106,  N. 
105 ;  M.  1 ;  words  added ;  main  Question, 
as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to 

Companies  Amendment  Act,  1867 
Question,  Mr.  Grayes ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 
General  Dee  5,  [190]  605 

CompnlBory  Church  Bates  Abolition  Bill 

(Mr.  Gladstone,  Sir  O,  Orey,  Sir  R.  Palmer) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Nov  28  [BiU  131 

190]  Moyed,  "That   the  Bill  be  now  read   2^" 
{Mr.  Gladstone)  Feb  19,  957  ;    after  long 
debate,  Bill  read  2« 
.  Committee  ;  Report  Mar  11,  1415     [Bill  59] 
.  Considered  Mar  17,  1830 
Amendt.  to  leaye  out  "  to  yote  upon  any  ques- 
tion as  to  making  any  such  yoluntary  rate, 
or"  {Mr,  Henley) ;  after  short  debate.  Ques- 
tion, *'  That  the  words,  Ae."  agreed  to 
.  Question,  Mr.  Walpole ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 

Mar  20,  1083 
.  Re-oorom.  in  respect  of  Amendments  to  be 
proposed  to  Clauses  A  and  C  Mar  20,  2053 
Report  Mar  20  [BiU  72] 

191]  Question,   Mr.   Newdegate  ;   Answer,  Mr, 

Gladstone  Mar  23,  30 
.  3R.  deferred,  after  short  debate  Mar  23, 101 
.  Moyed,  "  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  3<' "  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  Mar  24, 206 
After  short  debate.  Moyed,  «  That  this  House 
do  now  adjourn ''  {Mr.  Newdegate)  put,  and 
negatiyed  ;  Question  again  proposed 
Moyed,  **  That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned  *' 

(Mr.Schreiber) ;  A.  28,  N.  131 ;  ML  103 
After  further  short  debate,  original  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to ;  BUI  read  3* 
I  Read  1*  *  ( n«  Earl  RusseU)  Mar  26  (No.  55) 
Moyed,    "  That    the  BiU  be    now    read  2*'* 
April  23,  1108 ;  after  debate,  BUI  read  2« 
.  Statement  {Earl  RusseU)  AprU  24, 1217 
.  Moyed,  "  That  the  House  do  now  resolye  itself 
into  a  Committeeon  the  said  BUI"  AprilSOp 
1570 

leont. 


OOM        CON        (QBNBRAL    IND^X)        OON        OQH 


Compulsory  Church  Bates  JboUtim  BiU-^-ooni, 
After  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn;   Bill 

referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
And,  on  May  1,  Committee  nominated  aa 
foUowi : — Ld.  Chanoellor,  L.  Abp.  Tork, 
Ld.  PriTj  Seal,  D.  Somenet,  D.  Rich- 
mond, D.  Budunriiam  and  Chandot,  B. 
Shaftesbiirj,  E.  Camarron,  £.  Romnejr, 
E.  Beaachamp,  E.  Rnuell,  E.  Kimberlej, 
V.  Halifiix,  L.  Bp.  London,  L.  Bp.  Oxford, 
L.  Bp.  Carlisle,  L.  Delamere,  L.  Stanley  of 
Alderiej,  and  L.  Westbary 
Report  of  Select  Oommittae  Jtme  12 

(Pari  P.  No.  14a) 
Bill  as  amended  (No.  U4) 

193]  Moved,  '*That  the  House  do  now  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee  "  July  8,  094  ;  after 
short  debate.  Committee 
.  Report  My  9,  89«  (No.  311) 

.  Read  8*  July  18, 1098 
Moved,  That  the  Bill  do  pass  :   alter  short 
debate,  on  Question  ?  resolved  in  the  afiSr- 
mative ;  Bill  passed 
€,  Lords  Amendts.  considered  July  94, 19f  8 ;  after 
short    debate,   Lords    Amendts.    agreed    to 
[Special  Entry] ;  rA>rds  Amendts.  (No.  282) 
I.  Royal  Assent  Jtdy  81    [81  A  82  Vict,  c.  109] 

CoiTOLLT,  Mr.  T.,  Donegal  Co, 
Ireland—State  of,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[190]  1722 
Ministerial    SUt«mtnt,  [191]   1712;    Motion 

lor  A^joonuMQt,  1717, 1719 

Consecration  and  Ordination  F$es 
Question,  Mr.  Monk ;   Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth  ^pn7  27,  [191]  1882 

Coiuieorittion  of  drarchyards  Act  (1867) 
Amendment  3iU  [h.l.] 

( The  Lord  Bishop  of  Oseford^ 
L  Presented  ;  read  !*•  Feb  17  (No.  16) 

Moved,  '*  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2**'  May  19. 

[19a]  507  :  after  short  debate,  Bill  read  2* 
Committee  ;  Report  May  26, 897  (No.  124) 
Read8**iray28 
Commons  Amendts.  (No.  147) 

0,  Read  10  •  June  4  [BiU  l52] 
Read  2«»  •  June  8 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  10 
Considered  *  June  11 
Read8°*/M»«12 
.    Royal  Assent  July  18    [81  A  82  Via.  o.  47] 

Consolidated  Account — Charges  on  ike 
Question,  Mr.  Thomson  Hankey ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Sclater-Booth  Mar  9,  [190]  1291 

Consolidated  Fund  (£2,000,000)  BiU 

(Mr.  Dodson,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Excheg^mr, 

Mr.  Bunt) 
c.  Resolution  in  Ways  and  Means  [Nov  28]  re- 
ported ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  1»*  Nov  29 
Read2««  NovZO 
Committee  *  ;  Report  Dee  2 
Read  S"*  Dec  8 

1.  Read  !*•  {The  Earl  «f  Dferhy)  Dee 8 
Read  2«* ;  Committee  negatived  Dee  6 
Beads**  DecQ 

Royal  Assent  Dee  7  [81  VkL^,  1] 


ConioHdAted  Fund  (£902,398,  ia«.  9jL)  ]^ 

(Bfr.  Difdson,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  £axhequar, 

Mr.  Sclater-Booth) 
e.ResolnUon  in  Ways  and  Means  [Mar  17]  re- 
ported ;  Bill  ordered ;  rsad  !•  •  Mar  18 

Read2o*  Mar  19 

Committee*;  Report  Har  20 

Read8«*  MariZ 
I.  Readl«*(7%tf  Lord Frivy  Seal)  Mar^ 

Read2«*  Mar  2^ 

CommiUee*;  Report  ifor  27 

Read  8*  •Ifor  ^8 

Royal  Assent  M^r  80  [81  VteL  c  10] 

ConBoUdated  Fqnd:  (£6,000,000)  Bm 

(Mr,  Dodscn,  Mr.  ChanceUor  of  the  Eaoekeqiser^ 

Mr.  Selater-Booth 
e.  Resolution  in  Ways  and  Mea^s  [Jfabr  S|]  im- 
ported ;  BiU  ordered ;  read  l^*  Mar  24 

Read  2*  •  Mar  25 

Committee^;  Report  Ifor  ^6 

Read3«*Jfar27 
/.  Read  !*•  (The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  Mar  80 

Bead  2**  ;  Copamlttee  nagatU^d  Mar  31 

Read  8'»*Ji>r^ 

Royal  Assent  April  8  [81  Viet.  e.  18] 

ConioUdAted  Fond  (£17,600,000)  Bffl 

{Mr.  Dodson,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Etxheguer, 

Mr.  Sclater-Booth) 
e.  Resolution  in  Ways  and  Means  [May  15]  re- 
ported ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  P*  miy  18 

Read2o*ifiiyl9 

Committee*;  Report  i£^  20 

Read  8«*lfay  21 
I.  Read  \^*  {The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  May  22 

Read  2*  * ;  Committee  negatived  May  25 

Read  8*  •ifay  26 

Royal  Assent  May  29  \ZX  VieL  o.  1«] 


Confl^dfttied  Fond  ( AppronriiMaoii)  BUI 

{Mr.  Dodson,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Kxcheguer, 

Mr.  Selater-Booth) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !*••  July  17 

Read2o*7ti/yl8 

Committee*;  Report  July  29 

Read8»*  July2\ 
I.  B^dl**  {The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  July  21 

Read2**  JuZy28 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  84 

Read  8*  *  July  28 

Royal  Assent /%  81    [81  4  82  Fw^  o.  85] 

ConBular  ][arria.ge8  BiU 

{Sir  J.  Fergusson,  Mr.  Secretary  Gathome  Mardy) 

e.  Ordered  ;  vead  l^  *  June  24  [BiU  188] 

Read  2^  *  June  25 

Committee*  ;  Report  Jtme  26 

Considered  *  June  29 

Read8'>*  June^O 
I.  Read  1>*  {The  Lord  CUnton)  July  2 

Read2** /t«Zy9  (No.  198) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  10 

Read8«*/t<2y  14 

R4,y»l  Assent  Hi|flzecf?J  *  ««  ^-  «•  «^J 


-Ob*      b6te 


(SlJSSIOl^   H6f.&) 

19b— i9i«^i94-^f0S. 


COR        bOT 


Cantagtoui  bUeasii  let,  l^BB 

190]  Question,  Lohl  feufttooe  Cecil ;  Answer,  Sir 

John  Pakington  Peb  17,  797 ;  Question,  Mr. 

WaldegraTe-Leslie ;    Answer,  Lord    Robert 

.     MonUgu  Mar  10,  1286;   Question,  Major 

DiclLSon  ;  Answer,  Sir  J.  Pakington  Mar  17, 

.     1813  ;    Question,   Sir  J.  Clarke  Jervoise ; 

Answer,   Lord    Robert    Montagu  Mar  19, 

.     1889  ;  Question.  Viscount  Uiford  ;  Answer, 

The   Duke  of  MaHborough;    shdrt  debate 

192]  thereon  May  10,    324;    Question,    Sir   J. 

Clarke    Jenroise;    Answer,    Mr.  Gathorne 

.     Hardy  Jfay  18,  425 

Moved,  '<  That  a  Select  Conunittee  be  appointed 
to  consider  the  Contagious  Diseases  Act, 
1866;"  Motion  agreed  to 
And.  on  May  19,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows:— D.  Somerset,  D.  ClcTeland,  E. 
Devon,  E.  De  Grey,  V.  Lifford,  V.  Temple- 
town.  L.  Silchesier,  L.  Clandeboye,  and  L. 
PenrhTD 
Report  of  Seleet  Committee  3i6ty  t% 

{PaH.  P.  No.  118) 


Contagions  Diseases  Act  (1866)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

(Sir  John  PaJeingtan,  Lord  Bemry  Lofmoso) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  •  June  25  [Bill  198] 

Read  2<'  *  June  29 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  6 

Read3o»/tt^7 
;.  Bead  !•*  (The  Earl  of  Longford)  JiUy  9 

Read  2*^  July  16  (No.  929) 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  17 

Read8**/w^y20 

Rojal  Assent  July  81     [SI  A  82  Vict.  c.  80] 

Ckmtagions  Diseases  Act  (1866)  Amend- 
ment Bill  [H.L.] 

(^The  Marquess  Townshend) 
I  Presented ;  read  !••  June  29         (^o.  185) 
Bill  withdrawn  •/tiZy  10 


Coolie  EmufraHon 
Questipn,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster ;  Answer,  Lord 
Stanley  June  25,  [192]  2182 


CoEE.  Earl  of 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  66 
Sea  Fisheries,  2R.  [191]  466 

Coronatiot^  Oath 
Moved,  That  in  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for  a  Copy  of  the  Oath  taken 
by  Her  Majesty  at  Her  Coronation :  Agreed 
to  ( The  Lord  Redesdale)  July  17,  [193J 1845 
Copies  of— <AwZ.  P.  191,  191 1) 


Corporation  of  London  Bill 

(Mr,  MiU,  Mr,  TKbmoM  Hughes,  Mr.  Tomline, 
Mr.  Buxton,  Mr,  Layard) 
0,  OtdettA*  May  6 

Read  1°  *  and  referred  to  the  Ezamintrs  of 
Petitions  for  Prifate  Bills  [Bill  106] 


CoERAiTOB,  Mr.  p.  S.,  Sujfhti,  i. 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  91 
Cattle,  Importation  of,  [}9}]  115 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  add.  cL  [193]  1445,  1449 ; 

bonsid.  1682;  SR.  1780 

*  Ireland — State  of,  Motion  for  a   Committee, 

[190]  1477 
Local  Charges  on  Real  Property,  Res.  [191] 

148 
Local  Rating,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [192] 

1488, 1498 

*  Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[193]  611 
Mines  Assessment,  2R.  [191]  1870;    Comm. 

«M.  [193]  850 
Registration,  Comm.  cl.  6,  ri93]*566 
Turnpike  Trusts,  2R.  [193]  I7I8 


CoRRT,  Bight  Hon.  H.  T,  L.  (First  lord 
of  the  Admiraltj)^  Tyrone  Co. 
Abyssinian  Expedition — Return  of  Merchant 

Ships.  [100]  420 
Admiralty  Monibs  and  Accounts,  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  [190]  902,  907,  928 
Army— Conveyance  of  Troops — Tftt  Depart- 
ment and  India  Office,  [190]  887 
India — Telegraphic  Communication,  [191]  1459 
Maguire,  CouTict,  Case  of,  [190]  107 
Marine  Mutiny,  2R.  [191]  99 
Navy — (^estions,  Ac. 

Dockyards,  Iron  Ballast  in,  [190]  1290 

F.  6.  CapUins'  Reserved  List,  [192]  1228 

Flogging  on  board  the  *'  Favourite,"  Li9i]87 

"  Olatton"  and  <«  Hotspur,"  The,  [191]  652 

Greenwich  Hospital,  [193]  1184,  1185 

Iron-clad  Fleet,  [191]  82 

Naval  Chaplains,  [T90]  586 

Naval  Commissions,  [190]  1680 

Naval  ConrU  Martial,  [190]  1225 

Retired  Officers,  [101]  1698 

Sheathing  Iron    Vessels   (Ci^tain  Rouz), 

[190]  880 
Training  Ship  «  Chichester,"  [190]  542 
Navy— Royal  Dockyards,  Res.  [190]  2088 
Navy— Wooden   Ships,   Motion   for  Returns, 

[190I  1958 
Navy  Estimates — Men  and  Boys,  [190]  1988, 
1989 
Wages,  [loa]  19.  84,  75,  79,  87 
Poetal— Haliiaz,  Bermuda,  and  St.  Thomas 

Mails.  Res.  [190]  684 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Ret.  1,  [191]  1760, 
1768 


Cotton  Stftti8ti08  BiU 

(ifr.  BoMley,  Mr.  Milner  Oibson,  Mr.  HortfM, 
Mr.  Waikin,  Mr.  Cheetham) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  April  27  [Bill  96] 

Read  2o,  after  short  debate  May  6,  [191]  1874 

Committee* ;  Report  May  18 

Considered  *  May  15 

Read  8«*  3^  18 
I.  Read  I**  {The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  May  19 

Moved,    "That   the  Bill   be    now  read   2*" 
May  22,  [1931  709 

After  short   debate,    Amendt.  to   leave   oat 
{**  now  ")  and  insert  ("this  Day  Six  Mentha") 


GOT        OOn        (OBNBBAL    INDBX) 

I  )|0*— 1 91— 1 91— 1 93. 


OOU        OOU 


Cbitm  Siatistiei  Bm-'ocni. 

On  Qnettion,  That  (*'dow")  die.;  Coot.  IS, 
Not-Cont.  6  ;  M.  7 ;  List  of  Coot,  and  Not- 
Cont.  710  ;  Bill  read  2*  (No.  102) 

Committee  Ma^  26,  918  (No.  126) 

Report*  May  28  (No.  188) 

Read  8** /im^  8 

Royal  Assent  Jtme  20       [814  82  Vict,  0.  88] 

County  and  Burgh  Police  {Scotland) 
Moved, "  That  a  Select  (Committee  be  appointed 

to  inquire  into  the  County  and  Burgh  Polioe 

Systems  of  Scotland  "  ( The  Earl  of  Minto) 

May  11,  [193]  I ;  after  short  debate.  Motion 

agreed  to 
And,  on  May  18,  Committee  nominated  as 

follows :  —  £.  Donoaster,    £.    Morton,    E. 

Lauderdale,    £.     Airlie,    E.    Strange,    £. 

Mlnto,    E.    Morley,    E.    Camperdown,   E. 

Innes,  L.  Clinton,  L.  Elphinstone,  L.  Fanmore, 

L.  Ozenfbord,  L.  Lyveden,  L.  Penrhjn,  and 

L.  Colonsay 
Report  of  Select  Committee  May  22 

(PorZ.  P.  No.  112) 

CoimiT  Coxurts  (Admirally  Jnrifldiction) 

{Mr.  Norwood^  Mr,  Headlam,  Mr,  Candlish) 
e,  (Question,  Mr.  Norwood ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
Cave  Nw  26,  [190]  175 

Ordered ;  read  l'>'^Feb  18  [Bill  831 

Moved,  <'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«  "  {Mr, 
Norwood)  Mar  17, 1828  ;  after  short  debate, 
BUI  read  2« 

Committee* ;  Report  April  24 

Order  for  Committee  {on  ro^comm,)  read; 
Moved,  *'  That  Mr.  SpcuEtker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair"  Jfay  12, [191]  161 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  horn  ''That,"  and  add 
**  this  House  will,  upon  this  daj  ^  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee"  (Mr, 
Oortf) ;  after  short  debate,  (Question,  "  That 
the  words,  d(C  ;  "  pat,  and  agreed  to ;  main 
Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker,  dEC."  agreed  to 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  12         [Bill  94] 

Considered*  May  19 

Read  8°  *  May  20 
I.  Read  1»*  {pie  Earl  GramiUe)  May  22 

Moved,  "That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2*" 
June  18,  1088;  after  short  debate.  Bill 
read  2*  (No.  108) 

Committee  *  July  6 

Report  •  July  7  (No.  219) 

Read8»*/tify9 

Royal  Assent  July  81    [81  A  82  Viet.  0,  71] 

County  Financial  Boards  (No.  1)  Bill 

{Sir  William  Gailwey,  Mr,  Hartley) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  Mar  6,  [190]  1206  [BiU  81] 
Bill  withdrawn  •  July  1 

County  Financial  Boards  (No.  2)  Bill 

{Mr.  Wyld,  Mr,  Hodghinson) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*>  *  Mar  6  [BiU  821 

Moved,  •*  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2o  "  {Sir, 

Wyld)  April  29,  [191]  1542 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  **  a 
Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  present  mode  of  conducting  the  Financial 
Arrangements  of  the  Counties  in  England 
and  Wales,  and  whether  anj  alteration  ought 

leont. 


Comtly  Financial  Boardt  {No,  2)  Bttt—wmt. 
to  be  made  either  in  the  penons  bj  whom 
or  the  manner  in  which  such  arrangements 
are  now  conducted  "  ( The  Judge  AdvocaU), 
1558  ;  after  short  debate.  Question,  "  That 
the  words,  d(C. ; "  A.  46,  N.  154;  M.  106; 
words  added 

Question,  Sir  WUliam  Gallwej  ;  An«wor,  Mr. 
Oathome  Hardy  May  4,  [191]  1694 

And,  on  May  11,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows:  — Colonel  Wilson  Patten  (Chaow 
man),  Mr.  Bruce,  Lord  Edward  Cavendidi, 
Mr.  CUve,  Mr.  Dent,  Admiral  Dnneombe, 
Sir  WUliam  Gailwey,  Mr.  Heneage,  Lord 
Henley,  Mr.  Henniker-Major,  Mr.  Hibber^ 
Mr.  Hodgkinson,  Mr.  KaTanagh,  Mr. 
KendaU,  Mr.  NeviUe-GrenviUe,  l£>.  Read, 
Mr.  Scourfield,  and  Mr.  Wyld 

Report  of  Select  Committee  July  18 

{Pari,  P.  No.  421) 

County  Oeneral  Assessment  (ScotUuid} 

BiU        [TheLordAdvoeaU,  Mr. Secretly 
Oathome  Bardy,  Sir  James  FerguMaon) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>*  April  2  [BiU  84] 

Read2»*  May  2^ 

Ck>mmittee  *  ;  Report  June  15        [BiU  172] 

RoHsomm  * ;  Report  June  22 

Read  80  *  June  29 
I.  Read  I**  {TheLordCUnUm)  June9(i(Ko.\90) 

Read  2**  July  ^ 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  7 

Read8»*  July^ 

Royal  Assent  July  81    [81  A  82  Viet,  e.  82] 

Court  of  Appeal  Chancery  (Despatch  of 
Business)  Amendment  Bill  [hj..] 

( The  Lord  St,  Leonards) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  1*,  after  short  debate  #V6  94, 
[190]  1088  (No.  20) 

Read2'*l£xr5 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Moor  10 

Read8«*  ifor  12 
6.  Read  10*  ifar  18  [BiU  681 

Read2«*  ifor  20 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  24 

Read8<>*  ifor  26 
I.  Royal  Assent  Mar  80  [81  Viet,  c  12] 

Court  of  Chancery  and  County  CourU 
Question,  Mr.  Hardcastle;   Answer,  The  At- 
torney General  July  24,  [193]  1711 

Court  of   Chancery -^SaUmes   and    Sx- 
pensec 
Question,  Mr.  Childers ;   Answer,  The  (^haa- 
ceUor  of  the  Exchequer  April  2,  [191]  700 

Conrt  of  Jostidary  (Scotland)  Bill 

( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mir,  Secretary  Gathome 

Bardy,  Mr.  Attorney  Oeneral) 

€,  Motion  for  Leave  (The  Lord  Advocate)  1^5^ 


[190]  1094 
)U1  orde 


BUI  ordered,  after  debate  ;  read  !<>  [BiU  46] 
Read  20*  Jun^  12 

Committee* ;  Report  June  15        [BiU  174] 
Committee  *  {on  re-eomm.) ; ,  Report  July  6 
Considered*  July  1 

Read  8* * /f«/y  8  (^ ^r^r^lr^ 

Digitized  by  VjOO^|g|^ 


oou      oou 


{SBSSION    1867-8) 
190—191—193 — 193, 


OOU 


oow 


Cwrt  afJuitieiary  {SeoOand)  BiU-^cont, 
I  Read  !••  (The  Lord  Chancdlar)  July  9 

Moved,    "That  the  BUI    be  now  read    2»" 
July  14,  [103!  1168 ;  BUI  read  2»  (No.  232) 

Committee  *  July  16 

Report*  July  17 

B«add»*  July  20 

Rojal  Auent  July  81    [81  db  32  Viet,  e.  98] 

Court  of  Session  (ScotUnd)  Bill 

( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Secretary  Oathome 

Eardyf  Mr.  Attorney  Oeneral) 

€.  Motion  for  Leave  ( The  Lord  Advocate)  Feb  24, 

[190]  1081 
BiU  ordered,  after  debate  ;  read  1«   [BiU  45] 
Moved,   **  That  the    BUI    be    now   read  2^" 

June  12,  [192]  1516;    after  short  debate, 

BiU  read  2o 
Committee* ;  Report  June  15        [BiU  178] 
Committee*  {on  re-comm.) ;  Report  July  7 
Committee*  (on  re-comm.) ;  Report  Jiiy  10 
Read  8«  •  7w/y  18  [BiU  214] 

I.  B.9tA\*^^(,The  Lord  ChaneeUtn^)  July  13 
Rcad2»*  Julyn  (No.  246) 

Committee  *  July  20 

Report  •  July  21  (No.  275) 

Read8«*  /ti/y  28 
Rojal  Assent  July  81  [81  A  82  Viet.  0. 100] 


Court  of  Seeiion  {Scotland)  [Salarm] 
0.  Resolution  in  Committee  June  80 
Resolution  reported  July  1 


Courts  of  Chanceiy  and  Ezcheqner  (Ire- 
land) Fee  Funds  BiU      (iTr.  Sclater^ 

Boothy  Mr.  C/tancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  l**  *  May  28  [BiU  146] 

Read2o*/iin«d 

Committee  * — b.p.  June  11 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  12 

Considered  *  June  18 

Read8'>*  June  22 
L  Read  l^^^The  Lord  Clinton)  June  28  (No.  171) 

Read  2**  July  20 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  21 

Bead  3*  *  July  28 

Rojal  Assent  July  81    [81  A  32  Viet.  0.  88] 


Courti  of  Justice,  The  New 

190]  Question,  Mr.  Beresfbrd  Hope ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Hunt  Nov  29,  417;  Questions,  Mr. 
Bentinok,   Sir  (George  Bowjer  ;    Answers, 

.  Mr.  Hunt  Feb  14,  732  ;  Observations, 
Lord  Denman  ;     Replj,  The   Lord    Chan- 

192]  cellor  May  12,  105  ;  Observations,  Mr. 
Alderman  Lawrence ;  short  debate  thereon 
May  14,  287  ;  Observations,  Mr.  Denman  ; 
Reply,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer; 
short  debate  thereon  May  15, 362  ;  Question, 
Mr.    Pease;    Answer,    Mr.    3oUter-Booth 

.  May  21,  653;  Observations,  Mr.  Baillie 
Cochrane;   Reply,  Mr.  Cowper;    short  de- 

.      bate  thereon  May  29, 1045 

193]  Appointment  of  Architects,  Amendt.  on  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  June  29,  To  leave  out  from 
'*  That,"  and  add  *'  a  Select  Committee  be 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  recent  appoint- 

YOL,   OXOm.  [XHZBD  SIBIBI.]  iw4. 


CourU  of  Justice,  The  iVeio— oont. 

roent  of  Architects  for  the  New  Public 
fiuUdings  in  the  Metropolis  "  (Mr.  Ooldemid), 
824  ;  after  debate,  Question,  *•  That  the 
words,  Ae. ; "  A.  90,  N.  45 ;  M.  45 
Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence ;  Answer^ 
Lord  John  Manners  July  16, 1281 ;  Question, 
Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
ceUor  of  the  Exchequer  July  28,  1665 ; 
Question,  Lord  Denman  ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Chancellor /M^y  80, 1984 

191]  National  Oallery,  Question,  Viscount 
Hardinge ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Malmesburj 

.  May  12,  98  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Goldsmid,  Mr. 
Bouverie ;      Answers,    Mr.     Sclater- Booth 

.  June  11,  1896;  Question,  Mr.  Waldegrave- 
Leslie  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Bootb  June  15, 
1568 ;  Question,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Chancellor  ;  short  debate 
thereon  June  19,  1884  ;  Questions,  Mr, 
Bentinck,  Mr.  Layard,  Mr.  M.  Chambers; 
Answers,  Mr.  Sdater-Booth,  Lord  John 
Manners  Juns  25,  2180 

Pari.  Papers- 
Papers    No.  889 

Memorial  relating  to      .    .     .  No.  881 

Courts  of  Law  (Scotland)  [Fees,  AcO  BOl 

(Mr.  Dodion,  The  Lord  Advocate^  Sir  Cfraham 

Montgomery) 
e.  Resolution  in  Committee  May  28 

Resolution  reported ;  BUI  ordered  *  May  29 

Read  1«  *  June  8  [BUI  158] 

Rcad2<»»7ttfwl5 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  25 

Read8''*/un«29 
U  Read  1* *  (The  Lord  CHnton)  June  80 

Read2**/u/y6  (No.  189) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  7 

Read8»*/ii/y9 

Royal  Assent  July  18    [81  A  32  Vict.  0.  58i} 

Cof>entry  Election  Petition 
On  Mar  10,  Committee  nominated  on  Petition 
presented  July  81,  1867,  as  foUows  :— 
Sir  PhiUp  Grey  Egerton  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Corrance,  Mr.  Greenall,  Mr.  Hodgson,  and 
Mr.  PoUard-Urquhart 
House  informed,  that  the  Committee  had  deter* 
mined.  That  Henry  Mather  Jackson,  esquire, 
is  not  duly  elected  a  Citizen  to  serve  in  this 
present  Parliament  for  the  City  of  Coventry. 
That  the  last  Election  for  the  said  City  is  a 
void  Election.  And  the  said  Determina- 
tions were  ordered  to  be  entered  in  the 
Journals  of  this  Bouse.  House  further  in« 
formed  that  the  Committee  had  agreed  to 
certain  Resolutions  Mar  16,  [191]  1679 
Minutes  of  Efidence— (Par/.  P.  No.  165) 


CowEK,  Mr.  J.,  NewcaetU'upon-Tyne 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  [193]  1840, 1841 ; 
cl.  3,  1770,  1778 

CowPEB,  Earl 
Parliament— Business  of  the  HooM,  Re0.  [191] 
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CowPBR,  BigBl  tton.  ir,  "p.,  JBC&riford 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [^92]  867,  1049 
Established  Church  (trel&nd),  Ooinm.  Res.  1, 

[191]  I6OI 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuanoe, 

Comm.  et  %  [iqiJ  i02 
Metropolis— Barlinrtbn  House,  [191]  467 

Hjde  Park— Ride  in  Rotten  Row, [193] 371 
Parliament,  Houses  of— Frescoes,  [193]  812 
Induration  of  Decaying  Stone,  n93J 


1105 


98 


Supply— Burlington  House,  [192]  \ 
Public  Offlees  Site,  [192]  891 
Uniyersity  of  London  Buildings,  [192]  895 

CttAKBORirB,  Right  Hon.  Viscount,  (See 
Also  Salisbitbt,  Marquess  6f)  Stam- 
ford 

Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2ft.  [190] 
068 

East  India,  Troops  and  Vessels  (Abyssinian 
Expedition),  Res.  [190]  866,  404 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  LeaTC,  [190]  711 

Established  Church    (Ireland),  Comm.  [191] 
532,  708 

India— Sindh  Railway,  [190]  1981 
Systems  of  Government,  ['9']  ^^^ 

Parliament  —  House  of  Commons'   Arrange- 
ments, Motion  for  a  Committee,  [100]  9$4 

Parliament  —  Private  Bill  Legislation,   Res. 
[190]  1801 

Tancred's  Charity,  2R.  [191]  280,  281 

CbawWobth,  Lord 
Bankruptcy  Act  Amendment,  2R.  [1^^666  ; 

Comm.  1160;  eh  1, 1162,  1864 
Bankruptcy  Acts  Repeal,  Comm.  [191]  1218 
Burials  (Irtland),  Report,  el.  4,  [193]  1474 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  2R.  [191] 

1879 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [192]  1844 
Religious,  Ac.  Buildings   (Sites),   2R.  [192] 

288  ;  Comm.  el.  2,  1742 

CiiAUPURD,  Mr.  B.  H.  J.,  Ayt^  Sfo. 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Comm.  [19a]  1011 
Canongate  Annuity  Tat,  2tt.  [191]  1106 
Court  of  Session  (Scotland),  2 R.  [192]  1524 
Election  Petitions  arid   Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections.  Comm.  Mbtibn  for  Adjournment, 
[191]  821;  c/.  5,  [192]  2178 
Exemption  o^  Small  FiimphletS  from  Security, 

[190]  1974 
Hardwicke,  Earl  of,  afad  the  Cambridge  Regis- 
tration, [190]  1975 
Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland),  Cdmm. 

el.  1,  [192]  1526 
Libel,  Comm.  el.  1,  [192]  606,  607  ;  el.  8, 617 
Publications,  Registration  of,  [192]  1515 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Leave, 
[190]  846  ;  2R.  1268  ;  [19O  829,  2005 
192]  Comm.  d.    8,   Amendt.   840,  841 ;   el.   4, 
.     Amendt.  854,  856 ;  el.  5,  857  ;  el.  9,  981 ; 
.    el  10,  982,  988  ;  Amendt.  986,  991 ;  el.  11, 
.    995 ;   el.    12,  1008  ;   el.    15,  Amepdt.  ib.  ; 
i    el.  6,  Motion  ft>r  Adjournment,  1010  ;  el.  41, 
.     1284;    add.    el.   1285,    1286,    1287,    1246; 
.     Schedule  A,  1252 ;  Consid.  add.  el.  1445,  1446 
Scotland— Education,  [190]  1591 
Sea  Fisheries,  Lords  AmendU.  [192]  1868 
Supply — Register  House  (Edinburgh),  Report, 
[192]  1176 
University  of  Glasgow,  [192]  403 


Crawford,  lir.  E.  "W.,  Ijmdoh 
Abyssinia — Telegraphic  Oommunleatioii,  [190] 

106 
Artikans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,  OoheU. 

Schedule,  [191]  1877 
Election  Petitions  and  Corropt  Praotie«t  at 

Elections,  Consid.  add.  d.  [193]  1682 
Electric  Telegraphs,  2R.  [192]  1814, 1896 
India—Finanoe,  [i^]  1982 
India — Telegraphic  Commnnioation,   Motion 

for  Papers,  [193]  162 
Inland  Revenue,  Report  on,  [190]  739 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties,  Consid.  add,  ek 

[191]  827 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  ComsL 

Preamble,  [193]  1514, 1516 ;  el  8,  MoUoa 
.  for  Adjournment,  1543 
Metropolitan  Tramways,  2R.  [190]  1112 
Ministerial  Stotement,  [191JI 1728, 1818 
Postal— Eastern  Mail  Service^  [191]  258 
Postal  Service,  [192]  816,  1476 
Sugar,  Refining  of,  at  Cologne,  [193]  805 
Supply— Post  Office  Packet  Servioe,  [193]  885, 
886,945 
Public  Buildings,  [102]  294  . 
Thames,  Navigation  of  the — Main    Drsdnagt 

Out&U,  L190]  105,  106 

Orehorkb,  Iiorcl,  Monaghdn  C6. 
Military  at  Elections  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  417 

Criminal  Law 
Bell,  Jame$,  Ca$e  of,  (^ueation,  Mr.  AMeniiaxi 

Lusk ;  Answer,  Mr.  Qathome  Hardy  Juty  24, 

[193] 1718 
Ca^tU^  Mt.,  Coie  of,  Qoestion^  Mr.  J.  Stuart 

Mill ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Rardy  Jitfy  27, 

[193]  1826 
CUrkenweU  Expiation,  Comp€n$aiions,  (^nw- 

tion,  Mr.  Neate;   Answer,  The  ChanceUw 

of  the  Exchequer  June  28,  [192]  1928 
(See  Supply) 
CUrkinweU  BktploHcmr-Tfu  ConvUt  Bearr^ 

Question,  Mr.  Rearden  ;   Answer,   BIr.   O. 

Hardy  April  8,  [191]  1579  ;    ^uestiom  Mr. 

Bright ;     Answer,    Mr.    Gathome    Hardy 

May  25,  [192]  882 
Coldbath  Fieldi  iVifon,  Dtdihi  in,  Quettioo, 

Mr.  M'CuUaffh  Torrens ;   Answer,  Mr.  O. 

Hardy  July  81,  [19^ 


J  1945 
Commiitali  \Sedilixnd),  Question,  Sir  Robert 

Anstruther  ;   Answer,  The  Lord  Advoeatd 

June  80,  [193]  869 
Devises  QaxA,  Question,  Mr.  Marsh ;  Answw, 

Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  j4on7  28,  [191]  1455 
FeathersUmhaMgh,  Mr.,  Mwrdsr  of,  Qoestioci* 

Mr.  Eykyn;   Answer,  The  Eari  of  Mayo 

April  28,  [191]  1459 
Imprisonment  for  Costs  on  a  dismissed  Chasm^ 

Question,  Mr.  J.  Stuart  Mill ;   Answer,  Mr, 

Gathome  Hardy  Jtdy  21,  [193]  1558 
Johnston,  Mr.,  Case  of,  Question,  Colonel  Forde; 

Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  80,  [191] 

469 
Juries  *<  De  Medietate  Lingum,**  Question.  Mr. 

Gregory;   Answer.   The  AtUMney  General 

Mar  12,  [190]  1449 
Leominster  Magistrates,  Question,  Mr,  P.  A. 

Taylor ;    Answer,    Mr.    Gathome    Hardy 

June29,  [193] 804 
Military  Prisons,  Question,  Mr.  D.  GrifllUi ; 

Aoswfr,  Sir  John  Pakiogtta  Mbit  93,  EtfUM 


QJfl        CUS 


CUS        P5& 


Criminal  Xotv— oont. 

Millar,  The  Convict  (VicUyria),  QaestioD^  Mr. 

J^urat;    Answer,   Mr.    Adderley  A^l  dO, 

[loi]  1576 
Portland  Cmviet  Prison,  QaestioD,  Captain 

Vivian  ;     Answer,    Mr-    Gatbome    Hardy 

Nov  26.  [loo]  179 
Roman    Cathohe   Prisoners  —  Tothill  Fields 

Hof4se  of  Correction,  Observations,  Mr.  Ma- 

gnire  Dec  3»  [190]  547  ;  short  debate  thereon 
Sentences,  Remission  of—See  that  title 
(See  Ireland) 

Ckosslet,  Sir  F.,  Tarkshire,  IT.jB,— iV. 
Boundary,  Oomm.  [193]  373 ;  Preamble,  1989  ; 
Schedule,  1443 

CurraghofEldweBill  (TheEariofMii^p, 

Mr.  Auiniey  OentraXJfor  Ireland) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  May  21  FBiU  134] 

Moved,  "  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2«  "  ( The 
Earl  ofMoMo)  June  15,  [192]  1620 

After  short  oebate.  Moved,  **  That  the  debate 
be  now  adjourned  "  (LordOfhoFitzOeraid) ; 
Motion  withdrawn 

Bill  read  ^,  and  oommitted  to  a  Select  Oom- 
mittee  of  Eleven  Members,  Six  to  be  nomi- 
nated b/  the  House  and  Five  bj  the  Com- 
mittee df  Selection 

Committee  nominated  as  follows : — ^The  Earl  of 
M[ajo  (Chairman),  Sir  Robert  Anstruther, 
Mr,  W.  Cogan,  General  Dunne,  Lord  Otho 
FitzGerald,  Sir  Graham  Montgomery,  Sir 
^ohn  Neold,  Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen,  Lord 
Proby,  Mr.  Stopford,  Colonel  Stuart  (Car- 
diff), and  Mr.  Sturt  (Dorset) 

Report  of  Select  Commiitee  June  25  [^111 192] 

Committee*  {on  re^omm,) ;  Report  June  29 

Read  d<»*  June  SO 
I,  Read  1**  (Th4  Duke  of  Richmond)  July  2 

Read  2**/ttty9  (No.  195) 

Report  •7ti/y  10 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  18 

Read  8**/M/y  14 

Royal  Assent  July  16    [31  <k  82  Vict.  c.  60] 

Customs 
Appointments  in  the  Customs,  frc,  Question, 

Mr.  A.  Russell  ;    Answer,    Mr.    Gathome 

Hardy  July  10,  [193]  1286 
Clerks  in  the  Customs  Department,  Question, 

Mr.  O'Beime;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater- Booth 

/tuM  29,  [193]  303 
Cohle,  Mr. J  Case  of.  Question,  ^r.  Bagnall ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- Booth  April  28,  [191] 

1457 
Customs    Offers,    Orievanees   of^-Repcrt  of 

Commissxon,  Question,  Mr.  Graves ;  Answer, 

Mr.   Sclater-Booth  April  28,  [191]  1455  ; 

July  18,  [193]  1426 
Exantining    Cheers,    Question,    Mr.  Butler ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  June  25,  [192] 

2185 
JStetra  Clerks,  Question,  Mr.  H.  B.  Sheridan ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  May  22,  [193] 

713 ;    Observations,   Mr.    H.   B.  Sheridan ; 

Reply,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  July   17,   [193] 

1407 
Outdoor  Officers  of.  Question,  Mr.  Locke  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Sclater-Booth  May  19,  [193]  513 
(See  Ireland) 


Customs  and  Inoome.  Tax  |H11 

(Mr.  Dodson,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Ex^^equer) 
c.  drdered  •  May  6 

Readio*  JfoyS  [Bill  108] 

Read  2<»*  May  II 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  13 

Read  9^  •  May  14 
I.  Read  I**  {The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  May  15 

Read  2**  ;  Committee  negatived  May  18 

Read  3**  May  19  (No.  100) 

Royal  Assent  ifay  29  [81  Vict,  0.  28] 

Dalolish,  Mr.  E.,  Glasgow 

Navy— Royal  Dockyards,  Ke8.[i9o]  2044 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
el.  3,  [19a]  480,  518  ;  d.  5.  857 ;  cl.  8,  883, 
894;  cl.  9,   963,  978;  Schedule   A,   1252; 
Consid.  add.  el.  1446 
Supply— University  of  Glasgow,  [193]  401 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.  1,  [191]  1766 

Dalhoitsib,  Earl  of 

Scotland— County  and  Burgh  Police,  Motion 
for  a  Committee,  [193]  8 

Daiiii])e  Works  Loan  ^SUl 

{Mr.  Dodson,  Lord  Stanley,  Mr.  SckUer-Booth) 

0.  Resolution  in  Committee  July  9 
Resolution  reported;   BUI  ordered;  read  V* 

July  10  [Bill  227] 

Read  2^  •  July  13 
Committee*  ;  Report  July  17 
Read  3»*  July  18 

1,  Read  1*  •  (The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  July  20 
Read  2*  •  July  27  (No.  272) 
Committee  * ;  Report  July  28 

Read  3**  Jtdy29 

tCojtA  Assent  July  81  [31  A  32  Vict.  0.  126] 

Datekpobi-Bbomlex  see  Bbohlet 

Dawson,  Mr.  R.  Peel,  Londonderry  Co. 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  605 
Industrial  Schools  (Ireknd),  Comm.  [191]  217 
Ireland— Small  Debts  Recovery,  [190]  1679 
Representation  of  the   People  (Ireland),  2R. 

[191]  1952  ;  Comm.  cL  18,  [193]  1595 
Supply— Nonconforming,  Ae.  Ministers,  [193] 

2167 

Deal  Boatmen — Charges  by  the 
Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Lu^ ;   Answer,  Mr 
Stephen  Cave  ifctr  5^  [190]  1115 

De  Gbbt  and  Ripon,  Earl 

Army  ChapKiins,  2R.  [193]  1299  ;  Comm.  1467 
Army — (Questions,  &o, 

Orgnnisation  of  the  Reserved  Forces,  [193] 

1857 
Volunteer  Review  at  Windsor,  [193]  996 
War  Office — Department  of  Control,  [193] 
1283 
Explosive  Materials  in  War,  [193]  1664 
Marine  Mutiny,  2R.  [191]  687 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House^  Report, 

[191]  567 
Publio   Schools,  Comm.  cl.  13,  [193]  1656  ; 

Report,  1704 
Ritual,  Report  of  the  CommisQlon  on,  [193] 
*  338,310  r^^^r^T^ 
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DEO        DEB        (  G  E  H  E  B  A 

Di  GwET,  Hon.  T.,  ^iw/oar,  IF.  I 

M«tropo1iUa  Foreign  CaUle  Motet,  Coaun. 
[193]  1340;  e/.  3,1 7«7  I 

I 
Di  La  Von,  Mr.  E.,  TTaUrfard  Co.  j 

JreUiid— State  of.  Motion  inr  »  Coouuttee, 
[190]  1730  * 

DnrBiGH,  Earl  of 
Abjrtdniiui  Expedition,  Rm.  [190]  590 
Creio— iDsnrreetion  in,  Motion  for  an  Addreee, 

[191]  818 
Maiatlwi— BlockiMlo  of,  [193]  13«.  1301 

Djsmjmov,  Kght  Hon.  J.  E.,  see  SpKiint, 
The 

DxnAV,  Lord 
Compolsorj  Church  Bataf  AboUtUm,  Report, 

^'  7.  [193]  898 
CoorU  o(  Jostioe,  New,  [193]  105 ;  [193]  1034, 

Poblio  Schoolf,  Beport,  [193]  1709 
Regietnuion  (Ireland),  3R.  [193]  1900 
RepretenUtion  of  the  People  (Scotland).  Comm. 

«^- «.  ['93]  365 
Uniformltj  of  Public  Wonhip,  2R.  [193]  896 
Wett  Indies,  2E.  [193]  799 

Bexmav,  Hon.  G.,  Tiverton 

Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  Comm. 
c/.  3,  [191]  1057;  c/.  4,  1061 

Courts  of  Justice,  New.  [192]  362 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Conun.  el,  1,  [192]  657;  Motion 
for  Adjournment,  658.  667,  680,  682  ;  el,  5, 
2178,  2192,  2193;  cl.  7,  [193J  745  ;  el  10, 
750 

EsUblished  Church  (IreUnd),  Comm.  Res.  1. 
[191]  1496 

Life  Policies  Nomination,  2R.  [190]  956 

Married  Women's  Propertj,  2R.  [192]  1372 

Mines  Asfiessment,  2R.  [lOil  1868 ;  Consid. 
[103]  1223 

Public  Schools,  Lords  Amendts.  [193]  1907 

Registration,  2R.  [192]  1616 

Stamper,  Case  of,  and  the  Orerseers  of  Sun- 
derland, [193] 908 

Supply— Burlington  House,  [192]  399 


L    INDEX)         DER        DIL 
-i9»— 193. 

PaMw,  Eaftof   eomL 

f  Compulmy  ClmrA  Rates  AhoGOom^  9R.  Tmi: 
1124  ;  CoBun.  [193]  600,  602  ;  SR.  1M6 
Crete—  Insui  1  eetion  in.  [19c]  314 
fEsUblisfaed   Cbvcfa   (Ireland)^  TW    ITrsrie 

tioos,  [191]  1303,  1425.  1434.  14«7.  I44f 
f  EsUUtsfaed  Chordi  (IrelaDd).  2R.  £102:  2t9L 
2106,  2116 ;  [193]  177. 295,  295 
Ineome  Tax,  2R.  [190]  598 

Ireland— Proceisions,  Address  for  Papen.  riool 
531  -r— i^^J 

Italy— The  Roman  QoeetiOB,  [190]  600,  6«1 
Metropolitaa  Streets  Act  (18tf7) 
Report,  oM.  d.  [190]  575,  578 
f  Miaisterial     Ezpiaaataon  —  Publie 
[193]  384 
Paritameot— Adjomnment  for  tha  ffnrws^  [190] 

t  Public  Schools.  2R.  [193]  1461 

Totnes,  Ac.  Writs,  2R.  [190]  573 
f  Uniformity  of  Publie  Worship.  2R^  Prvrieai 
"— ^"  "193]  894 

:iections    (Voting    Papen),    2R- 


Queetion,  [193]  894 
El< 


f  University 

[193]  »81 
f  Whitsuntide  Reeew    State  of  PnUie  AAoi. 

[192]  1032 


Dent,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Scarborough 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  AboUtion,  Comm. 

a  5,  [190]  1423,  1424 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[193]  152;  Preamble,  1518 
Supply— Volunteer  Corps,  [191]  272 
Tancred's  Charity,  2R.  [i9i]231 

Behby,  t    Earl    of  (First    Lord  of    the 
Treasury) 
Abyssinia— Expedition  to,  Res.  [lOo]  578,  594 
Papers.  [100]  156,  157 
f  Vote  of  Tbanks,  [193]  490 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  85,  42, 


Be  Bob,  Lord 
Abyssinian  Expedition,  Rm.  [190]  588 

BsTOK,  Earl  of  (  f  Chancellor  of  the  Daciij 
of  I^ncaster,  afierwards  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  the  Poor  Law  Board) 
Clerks  of  the  Peace  (Ireland).  2R.  [193]  1163 
Poor  Relief,    2R.    [191]  138;    Comm.  467; 
el.  5,  Amendt.  [192]  947  ;  d.  22,  948 ;  cL  9, 
1622,  1623,  1626;  Report,  1743.  1744;  SB. 
add.  el,  1911 
Poor,  Relief  of  the.  Address  fcnr  a  Commissioii, 
[192]  1464 
f  Public  Schools,  Comm.  el.  13,  [193]  1658 
f  Reform  Act,  1867— Ratepaying  Clausea,  [190] 
1588 
Scotland— Motion  for  a  Paper,  [192]  920 
Scotland  —  Poor  AssMsment,  Motion  for  Re- 
turns, [191]  332 
f  Union  Workhouses  and  Infirmaries,  Motion  for 
Papers,  [190]  315,  827 
Vagrancy— Chiildford  Union,  Motion  for  Corra- 
spondenoe,  [192]  97 


f  Alkali  Act  Continuance,  2R.  [192]  509 

9lT''  ^^  L»*>o»^"'  DweUings,  2R.  [193] 

[colli. 


Bevowshike,  Buke  of 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Comm.el.  14.  [192]  8  ; 
el.  15,  ib. ;    el.  16,  Amendt.  9,  10 ;   cL  28, 
Amendt.  13 
University  Tests,  [192]  1020 

B10K8OK,  Major  A.  G.,  JDover 
Army— Artillery  Practice  at  Dover,  [193]  719 

Contagious  Diseases  Act,  [190]  1813 
County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction),  Comm. 
[192]  168 

BiLLwrw,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swansea 

Art  Catalogue,  Publication  of  the,  [190]  1218 
Boundary  Commission,  [190]  1218 
Established   Church  (Ireland),   Comm.  [191] 

Libel,  Conmi.  [192]  603  t 

MiUtiamen,  FamiUes  of,  [193]  147505l€ 

^cont. 
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BIS 


DiLLWTN,  Mr.  L.  L.— «<m<. 

Parliament — Pablio  Business,  [193]  1419 
Public  Accounts,  Res.  [192]  116,  134,  186 
Supply — Chapter   House,   Westminster,  [192] 
896   • 
Nonconforming,  Ac,  Ministers,  [192]  2168 
Royal  Palaces,  [191]  1008 
Science  and  Art,  [192]  1162,  1169 
Sheriff  Court  Houses  (Scotland),  [192]  400 
University  of  Glasgow,  [192]  401 
Volunteer  Corps,  [191]  277 

DmsDALE,  Mr.  R.,  ITert/ord 

India  —  Retirement  of  Field  OAoert  of  the 
Indian  Army,  [191]  880 

Diplomatic  Service — Votes  far 
Moved,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  all 
sums  required  to  defray  the  expenses  of  the 
Diplomatic  Service  ought  to  be  annually  voted 
by  Parliament,  and  that  Estimates  of  all  such 
sums  ought  to  be  submitted  in  a  form  that 
will  admit  of  their  eflfisctual  supervision  and 
control  by  this  House"  {Mr.  Labouchere) 
May  26,  [192]  927 ;  aaer  short  debate,  A.  76, 
N.72;  M.4 

DiSBAELi,  Right  Hod.  B.  (Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer :  afl^rwarda  First  Lord 

of  the  Treasury),  Buckinghamshire 
Ohanobllob  of  the  Exchsques. 
Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  088,  980 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  72 
British  Museum,  [190]  166 
Compound  Householder,  The,  [190]  780,  706, 

886 
Education,  [190]  741 
Election   Petitions  and  Corrupt    Practices  at 

Elections,  Leave,  [190]  608,  728 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  [190] 

690 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  [190] 

690  ;  Leave,  842 
Supply— Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  181, 194, 

803 

FiBST  Lord  of  the  Tbeabubt. 
Abyssinian  Expedition,  [191]  1887 
Despatches,  The,  [192]  1665 
Vote  of  Thanks,  [193]  522 
Army — Control  Department,  Motion  for  Papers, 

[193]  1273,  1274 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Comm.  [192]  482 
Boundary,  Comm.  [192]  255,  275,  278,  279 ; 

Preamble,  1288. 1287, 1298, 1444 
Boundary  Commission,    fiQi]    146 ;    Report, 

[ip2]  1181  ;— Amended  Plans,  1280 
Briush  Museum,  [191]  898 
Brougham,  Lord,  The  Late,  [193]  1888 
Charitable  Institutions,  Taxation  of,  [191]  1608 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  [191]  880 
Compound  Householder,  The,  [191]  1785 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  [192]  1040 ; 

[193J52O 
Derby  Day — Adjournment,  [192]  925 
Ecclesiastical  Titles,  [192]  1866 
Edinburgh,  Doke  0^  Address  to  H«r  Migesty, 

ii9i]  1884 
inburgh,  Duke  of.  Attempted  Assusination 
Qt,  [19a]  1280 


DiSRAXU,  Right  Hon.  B.— conf. 

Eiectments  Suspension  (Ireland),  [193]  ^10 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  2R.  [190]  1141 ;   Comm.  Motion 
for  Adjournment,  [191]  821,  702  ;  cl.l,  [192] 
677,  678,  682  ;  ci.  5,  602,  2188,  2192,  2197 
193]  787;    d.   10,   757,    759,    760,   915,  917; 
.    cl.    14,   Amendt.  1001,    1002,    1003,    1007, 
.     1008,  1012  ;  cl  17, 1019, 1020  ;  cl,  26,  1171; 
.    cl  45,  1184;  cL  46,  1371;   el  47,   1378; 
.    el  54. 1874  ;  add,  cl  1375,  1876, 1382,  1887, 
.     1444,  1457 ;  Consid.  1615, 1617.  1634, 1686. 
.     1647,  1649,  1650,  1675, 1686;  8R.  1717 
Established  Church  (Ireland)— The  Resolutions, 

[191]  88,  85 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  608, 
707,893,920.081,1418,1420,1462;  Res.  1, 
1667, 1679 ;  Ree.  8, 1901, 1029,  1986,  1940, 
1941, 1946  ;  [192]  512 ;  2R.  787,  801,  1048 
Eyre,  Ex-Governor,  Prosecution  of,  [192]  888, 

1334, 1885,  1471 
Fines  and  Fees  (Ireland),  2R.  [190]  1288 
Gladstone,  Mr.,  and  the  East  Worcestershire 

Election,  ([192]  1110,  1117,  1118 
Hardwicke,  Earl  of,  and  the  Cambridge  Regis- 
tration, [190]  1976 
Ireland — Questions,  Ao, 
Cnllen,  Cardinal,  [192]  16 
Railways,  [192]  712 
Royal  Irish  Academy,  [193]  1201 
University  of  Dublin,  [192]  1044 
Ireland — Royal  Residence  in.  Motion  for  an 

Address,  [192]  859 
Ireland — State  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[190]  1771 
Ireland—University    Education,  [192]  1042  ; 

Res.  [193]  1064 
Member  for  Thetford— Titles  of  Dignity,  [191] 

882 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market^  Comm. 
-     [193]  154,  1308,   1327,   1380,   1331,   1839, 
1840;   Preamble,  1515,  1516;  cl  3,  1587, 
1772 
Ministerial  Statement — Re-construction  of  the 
Ministry,  [190]  1116;  [191] 826, 1694,  1711, 
1742,  1745,  1746.  1793,  1794,  1814, 1819  ; 
[192]  619;  [193]  915,  917 
Musio,  Eloyal  Academy  of,  [192]  1758 
Napier,  Sir  R.,  Message  from  the  Queen,  [193] 

915  ;  Res.  1066  ;~Pension  to,  1948 
Navy  Estimates— Dockyards  and  Naval  Tards, 
[193]  560 
Greenwich  Hospital,  Ae.  [193]  1156 
New  Zealand — Forces  in,  [193]  648 
Parliament — Questions,  Ac. 

Adjournment,  Motion  for,  [193]  1738 
Arrangement  of  Business,  [191]  264 
Dissolution  of,  [192]  1065,  1076 
Easter  Vacation,  (190]  1892 ;  [191]  826 


i494 
onse.  Res.  [193] 


»» L190] 
General  Election,  [192I  925 
Progress  of  Business,  [192]  4 
Parliament— Divisions  ol  the  Ho 

886 

Parliament— Public  Business,  [192]  1180 ;  Res. 
1567,  1570,  1571,  1758,  1760, 1761;  [193] 
1420 
Parliament — Rules  of  the  House,  Res.  [193] 

1080 
Princess  of  Wales,  Addrem  to  the  Qaeen,  [193] 

918 
Registration  of  Electors,  [191]  1458 
R^tration   (Ireland),  Comm.   [193]    1498 ; 

J.  34, 1502, 1506  (^rM^n]o 

^  '  Digitized  by  VaOJjy  IC 
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DifBABU,  Right  Bon.  B. — conU 

Eegistration— Small  Tenements  Act,  [102]  1228 

ftepresenlation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  [190] 

1109,   1892;    Comm.   [192]  1581;    cl.  10, 

1586, 1597,  1762  ;  add.  el.  1801,  1802, 1804 ; 

Consid.  add.  cl  1902,  1904 

Representation  of  the  People  (SootUnd),*[i9o] 

1890;  [191J829,  1885,  2005 

192318,  19,  340;  Coram.  451  ;  cl.  3,  Motion  for 

.     Adjournment,  484,  513,  619  ;  cl.  8,  867,  889, 

.    890,  892,  893,  894,  895,  955 ;  cL  9,  960, 

.    972  ;  cl  11,  997  ;  cl.  20, 1009  ;  cl.  6, 1010  ; 

.    add.  el.  1246,  1249,  1567 

Revenne  Officers  Disabilities  Removal,  [192] 

1565 
Roman  Oatholic  Oath,  [191]  1582 
Speech  at  Merchant  Taylors'  Hall,  [192]  2153 
Stamper,  Case  ot  and  the  OTerseers  of  Sunder- 
land, [193]  905,  906 
Suppl/^Establishments  of  China,  Japan,  and 
Siam,  [193]  669 
Full  and  Half  Pay.  ri93]  1213 
Household  of  Lord  Lieutenant,  [193]  1207 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  [192]  1174 
Portpatriok  Railway  Company,  [193]  1211 
Post  Office  Packet  Senrioe,  [193J  836 
Report,  [193]  1368 

Salaries  of  GoTemors  of  Colonies,  [193]  675 
University  of  Glasgow,  [192]  402 
Supply,    Proceedings    in.    Resolution,    [191] 

1032 
Windsor,  Volunteer  Review  at,  [192]  1566 
Whitsuntide  Recess,  [192]  927 

District  Church  Tithes  Act  Amendment 

Bill  [H.L.]    ( Tha  Lord  Bishop  of  Oxford) 
L  Presented  ;  read  1*»  Julv  9  (No.  236) 

Read2** /uivl3 

Committee  July  14,  [193]  1163 

Report*  /uZy  16  (No.  251) 

Read3»»  July  17 
e.  Read  1**  •  July  20  [BiU  246] 

Bead2o»/ti/y23 

Committee* — b.p.  Jtdy  24 

Committee;    Report;    Considered;    read    3° 
/ti/y  28,  1917 

Royal  Assent  July  31  [31  A  82  Vict.  c.  117] 

IHvorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes  Court 
Bill 

{Mr.  C.  FoTiter,  Mr.  Bcadlam,  Mr.  Karslake) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»*  Jfor  6  [Bill  501 

Moved,  "  That  the  BiU  he  now  read  2o  "  (Mr. 
C.  Forster)  May  6,  [191]  1873  ;  after  short 
dehate,  BiU  read  2^ 
Committee  * ;  Report  May  18 
Re-comm.  • ;  Report  May  22         [BUI  119] 
Read  3«»*ifay  25 
I  Read  !••  (The  Lord  Wetibury)  May  26] 
Read  2**  July  14  (No.  123) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  16 
Read  3*  •  July  \7 
Royal  Assent  July  31    [31  A  32  Viet.  0.  77] 

Bixoir,  Mr.  Q.,  Birmingham 
Adulteration  of  Food  or  Drink  Act  Amend- 
'  ment,  Leave,  [192]  1351 
Compounding  for  Rates,  Res.  [100]  1909, 1912 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt '  Practices  at 
i:iections,  3R.  [193]  17I6. 

leofU. 


Dizov,  Mr.  G. — eotU. 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  [192]  1989,  1992 
Registration,  Comm.  add,  d.  [193]  566 
Regulation  of  RaUways,  Conmi.  cf.  13,  Amendt. 

[193]  1783 
Scientific  Instruction,  Motion  lor  a  CommiUae, 

[191]  165 

Documentary  Svidence  Bill 

(Sir  Jama  Fergutson,  Mr.  Secretary  O.  Bardy) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  V  •  April  27  [BiR  97] 

Read  2«*  .^7  30 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  7 

Read3«*Jlto8 
I.  Read  1**  (The  Lord CUnUm) Mini  11  (No. 99) 

Read  2*  •ifoj^  22 

Committee*  ifo^  26 

Report  *  May  28 

Read3»*ifay29 

Royal  Assent  June  25    [31  ds  39  Viet,  0.  37] 

D0D8OK,  Mr,  J.  0.  (Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means),  Sussex,  E. 
Boundary,  Comm.  Preamhle,  [192]  1275 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practioea  at 

Elections,  Comm.  cl.   1,  [192]  668,  6^  ; 

el'  1*.  [193]  1014;  el.  17. 1168, 1169  ;  add. 

d.  1452 ;  Consid.  add.  cl.  1681 
Estahlished   Church  (Ireland),  Comm.    [loij 

1400 ;  Res.  1908, 1913, 1924, 1935, 1981 
Libel,  Comm.  d.  3,  ^192]  614 
Metropolitan    Foreign    Cattle    Market,   [192] 

1180;  Comm.  cl.  2,  [193]  1532;  d,  3,  1764, 

1766 
Navy  Estimates— Wages,  [192]  83 
*  Parliament  —  Private    Bill   Legislation,    Rm. 
[190]  862,  884,  1808,  1810, 1811 
Standing  Order  No.  131  Repeal,  [191]  139 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  d.  3,  [193]  1424 ;  cl.  10, 

1875 
Registration,  2R.  [192I 1617 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

d.  26,  [19a]  1597 ;  add.  el  1771, 1777, 1801, 

1802 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el.  8,  [192]  858,  860,  875,  884,  885  ;  ei.  9. 

959,  971,  981 ;  d.  11, 1005 ;  add.  cL  1243, 

1247,  1250 
Supply — ^British  Embassy  Houses,  [191]  984 

Foreign  Office,  New,  [192]  313 

National  Gallery  Enlargement,  [192]  393 

Royal  Palaces;  [191]  lOOY,  1009, 1012 

Dogs,  St^-ay 
Question,  Mr.  ^ntinck ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorn* 
Hardy  June  99,  [193]  314 

Drainage  and  Imnroyement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Snppleinental  Bill 

{ABr.  Hunt,  The  Earl  of  Mayo) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !••  Nov  22  [BOl  41 

Read2o*iV^25 

Committee  * ;  Report  Nov  26 

Rcad3«»  Nov  27 
I.  Read  l^^  {The  Duke  of  Riehmond)  Nov  28 

Read2**2>dc4  (No.  3) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Dec  5 

Read  ^^  Dec^ 

Royal  Aasont />M  7  [31  Pfc^.o.3] 
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Brainage  and  ImptoYdmeiii  of  £^d* 
(Ireland)  Snp^leniental  (No.  i)  Bill 

{Mr.  SclaUr-Booth,  the  Earl  of  Mayo) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l^  *  June  25  [Bill  190] 

Head  2°  *  June  26 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  90 

Eeiid3*f/t%2 
I  Read  !••  (TAe  JSarl  of  Devon)  JtOv  8 

Read2«»  Jt«^13  (No.  207) 

Committee*^ :  Report  /m/j^  14 

Reads**  July  16 

Royal  Assent  Juljf  81  [81  ds  82  Viet,  o.  101] 


Drainage  and  Improvenient  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Supplemental  (No.  3)  Bill 

{Mr.  SeUUer-Booth,  Hie  EaH  of  Mayo) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  July  10  [BUI  229] 

Read  2^  •  July  18 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  14 

Reads***  JWy  15 
I.  Head  1*  *  ( The  Earl  of  Devon)  July  16 

Head  2»  •  /M/y  23  (No.  255) 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  24 

Reads'*  July  27 

tiojBl  Assent  July  31  [81  <fe  82  Ftcf.  o.  157] 

Drainage   and  Improveihent  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Supplemental  (No.  4)  Bill 

{Mr.  Sdaier-Booth,  The  Earl  of  Mayo) 

0.  Ordered  ;  read  l""*  July  14  [BUI  235] 
Read2«*  July  15 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  17 
R^ad  SO*  July  18 
/.  Read  1»  *  {The  Earl  of  Devon)  July  20 
Read2**JWy24  (No.  278) 

Committee*;  Report /te/y  27 
Read  3*  *  July  28 
Rojal  Assent  July  81  [81  &  82  Ftcf.  o.  158] 

Drainage  Provisional  Order  Confrmation 

Bill  {Sir  J.  Feryuison,  Ah-.  See.  O,  Hardy) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«>  *  June  11  [BiU  169] 

Read2''*/tmtf  12 
Committee* ;  Report  June  15 
Read3<»*/ttn<Jl6 

1.  Read  1»*  (The  Lord  Clinton)  June  18 
Read  2*  *  June  29  (No.  158) 
Committee  *  ;  RepoH  June  80 

Read  8*  •  July  2 

Royal  Assent  July  18    [31  A  82  Viet,  c.  88] 


Dv  Cank,    Mr,  C.  (Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty), Uesex,  iV. 

NaTy--CoalfDg  H.M.  Ships,  [193]  1481 
Greenwich  Hospital,  [193]  1396 

Navy  Estimates^Naval  Stores,  [193]  1147 
New  Worlts,^.  [193]  1155 
Salaries  of  Officers,  [193]  537 

Duchy  of  Cornwall  Amendment  Bill  [hx.] 

( The  Lord  Portman) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  1»  *  Jf ay  11  (No.  94) 

Read  2*  *ifay  14 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  19       (No.  107) 
Read  8«*jray  22 


K    18iit-fe}        DUO        fltt» 
-i^i-i9i. 

Duehy  of  ComwaU  Amendment  Bitl  [h.l.]— oont. 

c.  ftead  1<»*  Ikay  22  [BUI  186] 

Read  20  *3fay  28 
Committee  *  ;  Report  May  29 
Re-comm.*  ;  tteport  June  11 
Considered*  June  12 
Read  8«*  June  1^ 
Rojal  Assent  Jtme  25     [81  A  82  Vicl.  c.  35] 

Dudley-^Ineome  Tax  in 
Qaestlon,  Mr.  H.  B.  Sheridan;   Answer,  Mr. 
Hont  Nw  26,  [190]  176 

Duff,  ]tfr.,M.  E.  Orant,  Elgin,  Ac. 
Disraeli's,  Mr.,  Speech  at  Merchant  Tajloraf 

Hall,  [192]  2150 
India — Bombay,  Edncational  Serrice  in,  [19a] 
4?6  ,  . 

East  India  RidvenuO  Aocoonts,  Comm.  [193] 
1861    , 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Unirersities,  2R.  [193] 

428 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Coram. 

el.  8,  [193]  888;  eh  10,  990  ;  a4d,  cL  1250 
Scotland— Middle  Class  Schools,  [193]  644 
Stone,  Police  Sergeant,  Case  of,  [193]  1482 
Turkey— Vice  Consul  at  Crete,  [190]  1116 

DiTFP,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Banffshire 
Metropolis  Subways,  2R.  [190]  1279 
Metropolitan  Foreign  .Cattle  Market,  Comm. 
Preamble,  [193]  1521, 1524 

DuFFERiK,  Lord 

EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [103]  87 
Ireland — Church  Commission,  [193]  972 
Ireland— Processions,  Address  mr  Papers,  [i^] 
528 

PuiTCOMBi,  Hon.  Vice-Admiral  A.,  Tori' 
Bhire.RR. 
High  Sheriff  for  the  East  Riding  of  Yorkshire, 
fi93]515 

DtHTLOP,  Mr.  A.  0.  S.  M.,  Chreenooh 
Postol  Subsidies,  Res.  [190]  2014 

DxnrKE,  Major-(9en.  F.  P.,  Quern* s  Co. 

Army — Questions,  Ac. 

Artillery  Officers,  Retirement  of,  [193]  1821 
Cartridges,  Manufacture  of,  [193]  1667 
Clerks  in  the  Engineer  Departinent,  [192] 

1124 
Fortifications,  [190]  1981,  1935 
Gibraltar  Shield,  The,  [190]  164 
Shoeburyness  Experiments,  [190]  1814 

^rmy— Controller-in-Chief,  Res.  [193]  927 

Army — Discharged   Soldiers,  Employment  of, 
Res.  [193]  821 

Army  Estimates — Administration  of  the  Army, 
[193]  967 
Full  and  Ualf  Pay,  [193]  1278 
Land  Forces,  [191]  71 
Military  Store  Department,  [193]  960 
Miscellaneous  Services,  [193]  965 
Surveys,  [193]  962,  964 

Army  Reserve,  Motion  for  a  Commission,  [19a] 
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Dumn,  Migor-Oeneral  F.  P. — eoni. 

Fioet  and  Fees  (Ireland),  2R.  Amendt.  [190] 

1228 
Ireland — Qaestions,  Ao, 

Duty  on  Spirit  Licences,  [191]  88 
Post  OflBce,  [193]  1562 
Qaeen's  Plate,  The.  [103]  1485 
Ireland— Record  Publications,  Res.  [193]  160 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[193]  1776 
Registration  (Ireland),  Oomm.  el,  84,   [193] 

1502,  1507 
Registry  of  Deeds  OiBoe  (Ireland),  Motion  for 

a  Committee,  [190]  1077,  1078 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 
[193]  1576 ;  el  8, 1684 ;  el.  18, 1588 ;  d.  20, 
1596 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

[192]  466 
Sea  Fisheries,  Leave,  [190]  1077 ;  [19a]  287 ; 

Lords  AmendU.  1861,  1868 
Supply— Home  Office,  [193]  1202 

Household  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant^  [i93] 

1208 
Science  and  Art,  [19a]  1166 

Durham  County  OourU 

Question,  Mr.  Henderson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth  May  25,  [193]  816 

Dyke,  Mr.  W.  Hart,  Kmt,  W. 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  51 
Established  Church  (Ireland),   Comm.  [191] 
1354 

E<Mt  India  Civil  Service 

Moved,  "  That  this  House,  whilst  cordially  ap- 
proving of  the  system  of  open  competition 
for  appointments  in  the  Fast  India  Civil 
Service,  is  of  opinion  that  the  people  of  India 
have  not  a  fair  chance  of  competing  for  these 
appointments  as  long  as  the  examinations 
are  held  nowhere  but  in  London  ;  this  House 
would  therefore  deem  it  desirable  that,  simul- 
taneously with  the  examination  in  London, 
the  same  examination  should  be  held  in  Cal- 
cutta, Bombay  and  Madras  **  {Mr,  FawceU) 
May  5,  [191]  1838 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  open  competition," 
and  add  '*as  regards  the  appointment  of 
untried  young  men  to  the  East  India  Civil 
Service,  is  of  opinion  that  natives  of  India 
who  have  proved  in  the  Uncovenanted  Ser- 
vice or  otherwise  their  superior  fitness  for 
situatfons  at  present  held  exclusively  by 
Members  in  the  Covenanted  Service  should 
be  appointed  to  them  without  undergoing 
a  competing  examination  "  {Mr,  Trevelyan) ; 
Question,  '<  That  the  words,  Ao,** 

After  short  debate,  Amendt.  and  Motion  with* 
drawn 


Hast  India  Revenue  Aeeounts 

Considered  in  Committee  July  27,  [193]  1837  ; 
after  long  debate.  Resolved,  That  it  appears 
by  the  Accounts  laid  before  this  House  that 
the  total  Revenue  of  India  for  the  year  ending 
the  dlst  day  of  March  1867  was  £42,122,433 ; 
the  total  of  the  direct  claims  and  demands 


Eoit  Jiidia  Revenue  AeevunU—^oni, 

npon  the  Revenue,  including  charges  of  col- 
lection and  cost  of  Salt  and  Opiam,  wu 
£7,637.527 ;  the  charges  in  India,  ioclodiog 
Interest  on  Debt,  and  Public  Works  ordiurx, 
were  £29,848,640  ;  the  value  of  Stores  rap. 
plied  from  England,  was  £873,363;  tb« 
charges  in  EngUnd  were  £5,540.84/( ;  the 
Guaranteed  Interest  on  the  Capital  of  Rail- 
way and  other  Companies,  in  India  and  in 
England,  deducting  net  Traffic  Beeeipts,  vu 
£731,049,  making  a  total  charge  kr  the 
same  year  of  £44,639,924 ;  and  there  vu 
an  exoess  of  Expenditure  over  Idooom  ia 
that  year  amounting  to  £2,617,401 
Finance  and  Revenue  Accounts— (PoW  P, 
No.  270) 


Eaet  India,  Troope  and  VesseU 

Considered  in  Committee 

Moved,  *<  That,  Her  Majesty  having  directed 
a  Military  Expedition  to  be  despatched  agaiut 
Abyssinia,  consisting  mainly  of  Troopi  botli 
European  and  Native  at  present  maintaiaed 
out  of  the  Revenues  of  India,  the  ordioary 
Pay  of  such  Troops  as  well  as  the  ordioirf 
Charges  of  any  Vessels  belonging  to  tbi 
Government  of  India  that  may  be  empli^ 
in  the  Expedition,  which  would  have  bew 
charged  upon  the  Revenues  of  India  if  vm 
Troops  or  Vessels  bad  remabed  in  that 
Country  or  Seas  »d|jaoent,  shall  oontinoeto 
be  so  chargeable  ;  provided,  that  if  it  shaU 
become  necessary  to  replace  the  Troopi  or 
Vessels  so  withdrawn  by  other  Europesn  or 
Native  Forces  or  Vessels,  the  Expenies  (A 
raising,  maintaining,  and  providing  ww 
Forces  or  Vessels  shaU  be  repaid  oat  of  soy 
Monies  which  may  be  provided  by  ?»!»;; 
ment  for  the  Purposes  of  the  said  ExpediiMm 
(Sir  Stafford  NortheoU)  Nov  2S,  [190] «» ' 
afVer  short  debate,  Quo^oi^  P*''  ^*  ^ 
N.  23  ;  M.  175  ;  ResoluUon  agreed  to 

Resolution  reported  and  agreed  to  AW  w, 
450,  to  be  communicated  to  the  Lordf,  sm 
their  concurrence  desired  thereto 

LOBOB— 

The  said  Message  communicated  Dee  2,  [iS^l 

Moved,   "That  this  House  do  concur,  «• 
I>€e  5,  578  ;    after  short   ^^^>^,^"Z 
agreed  to.  and  a  Message  sent  to  the  Uon- 
mens  to  acquaint  them  therewith 

M-.  Layard,  Mr.  Rateam,  and  Dr.  ^f^^^ 
Reeent  Debate,  Explanation,  Mr.  Newdegw 
Nov  29.  [190]  421  ;  ExplanaUon  Mr.I^^ 
Griffith  Dee  8,  550  ;  Questions,  Mr.  weww- 
wte,  Mr.  Uyard ;  Answers,  Lord  Suniey 
Dee  6,  649 

Correspondence  between  Dr,  Beke  f*  J*^ 
and  the  Foreign  Office,  Motion  for  rtP"" 
{Mr.  Layard)  Dee  6,  [190]  668 
Amendt.  to  add  certain  words  {Mr,  ^^^^^f^ 
671 ;  Question,  "That  those  "^^^^^J^ 


added";  put,  and  negatived ;»««' ^"*;j 
short  debate,  main  QuesUon  pat»  ^^[^) 
to  ;  Personal  Explanation  (i^.  iV(«<^i^' 
Dcc1,m 
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Bast  London  Hnsenm  Site  Bill 

(Lard  Ruheri  Montagu,  Lord  John  Manner$,  Mr. 

Ayrton,  Mr.  BtUler) 
e.  Ordered  ;  remd  !«  •  Nov  25  [Bill  7] 

Read  2®*  and  committed  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee Nov  29 
Committee  nominated  as  follows  : — Lord  Robert 
Montajfu    (Chairman),    Mr.    Ayrton,     Mr. 
Butler,  Mr.  Lanyon,  Mr.  Layard,  and  Lord 
John  Manners 
Committee  •  ;  Report  Nov  30 
ReadSo^iVot/SO 
I  Read  !»•  (2%«  Lord  President)  Dee  2  (No.  2) 
190]  MoTod,  "  That  the  Standin^r  Orders  relative 
to  Private  Bills  be  dispens^  with,  in  order 
that  this  Bill  be  now  read  2*"  Dee  4,  6H  ; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Stand- 
ing Orders  dispensed  with  ;  Bill  read  2* 
.  Explanation,  Lord  Redesdale  Dee  6»  086 
.  Committee  Feb  17,  793 
.  Report  Feb  18,  859  (No.  12) 

Read3**F€6  20 
Royal  Assent  Feb  28  [81  Vict.  c.  8] 


JSait  Worcesterskirs  Electton — Mr.  Olad' 

8tone*8  Letter 

Question,  Sir  Thomas  Bateson ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Gladstone  June  4,  [19a]  1110;  Observations, 

Mr.  Gladstone  ;  Reply,  Mr.  Disraeli ;  debate 

thereon,  1112 

Eaton,  Mr.  H.  W.,  Coventry 

Foreign  Ribbons,  Importation  of,  [193]  808 

Ebubt,  Lord 
Public  Schools,  2R.  [193]  1478 
Ritual,  Reports  of  the  Commission  on,  [193] 
385 

Ecclesiastical  Baildings  and  Olebes  (Scot- 
land) Bill 

(The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Secretary  Oathome 

Hardy,  Sir  Oraham  Montgomery) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l**  •  Mar  9  [Bill  88] 

Read2«*^/vi7  20 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  4 

Committee  •  (on  re-eomm.) ;  Report  July  6 

Considered  •  July  7  [Bill  1501 

Read8<>»/«/y8 
I.  Read  !••  (The  Lord  Chancellor)  July  9 

Read  2* •  July  U  (No.  238) 

Committee '^  /w/y  16 

Report  •/lity  17 

Read3**7u/y20 

Royal  Assent  July  81    [81  A  82  Vict.  0.  96] 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Bill 

(Mr.  Secretary  Oathorne  Hardy,  Mr.  Mowbray, 

Sir  James  Fergueson) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  June  11  [Bill  168] 

Read  2*»»  June  18 

Committee  •  ;  Report  June  29 

Considered  *  July  8 

Read8o»/i</y  6 

VOL.  CXCIII.  [thtbd  bsbixs.]  [com. 


EecUiicutieal  Commisiionert  Bt/^-cont. 
I  ReAd  l^^(  The  Lord  President)  July  T 

Moved,    *<1hat   the   Bill    be  now   read   2>" 
July  18,  [193I  1091 ;  Bill  read  2*  (No.  221) 

Committee  *  JtUy  16 

Report  •  July  17  (No.  259) 

Read3»»/Miy20 

Royal  Assent  July  81    [81  A  82  Viet.  0.  114] 

Eeoleeiaetieal  Commiesionere  —  Eetaiee  of 

the  l)ean  and  Chapter  of  Westminster 

Question,  Mr.  Goldney ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mowbray 

2><f<j6,  [190I64I 
Benefice  of  Kilpee,  Hereford,  Question,  Colonel 
Barttelot;  Answer,  Mr.  Mowbray  April  2. 

[191]  701  ^    : 


Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in 

Conncil  Bill  [h  j..]  ( The  Lord  Chancellor) 
190]  I.  Presented ;  read  1*  Mar  9,  1208  (No.  89) 
Read2*»Jfarl2 
Committee  •  ;  Report  Mar  18 
.  Read  3«,  after  short  debate  Mar  16,  1677 
e.  Read  !•  •  Mar  18  [Bill  69] 

.  Question,  Mr.  Gladstone ;   Answer,  Mr.  Ga- 
thome  Hardy  Mar  20,  1983 
191]  Read  2«,  after  short  debate  JIfar  26,  827 
,  Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker   do    now  leave    the   Chair "  {Mr, 
Gathome  Hardy)  April  28,  1 194 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  *<That,"  and  add 
**  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  six  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee  "  (Mr. 
Bentinck) ;  Question,  «*  That  the  words,  Ao. ;" 
after  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
Main  Question,  ^  That  Mr.  Speaker,  Ae."  put, 

and  agreed  to 
Committee;  Report ilpn7 28 
R«ad8o*4jpn7  24 
Royal  Assent  May  29  [81  Vict.  0. 19] 


Ecclesiastical  Titles  Bill 

(Mr.  MacEvoy,  Sir  Joseph  M*Kenna,  Mr.  Leader) 
190]  c.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr.  MacEvoy)  Feb  20, 
992 
Bill  ordered,  after  debate ;  read  1«       [Bill  87] 
.Question,  Mr.  Sohreiber;  i^nswer,  Mr.   Mac- 
Evoy Mar  16, 1686 ;  June  5  [192]  1181 
193]  Moved, "  That  the   Bill  be  now  read  2^" 
June  16,  1696 
After  short  debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  debate 
be  now  adjourned  "  ( Colonel  William  Stuart) ; 
A.  142,  N.  88  ;  M.  57 ;  Debate  adjourned 
.  Question,  Mr.  MaoEvoy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 

June  22,  1886 
.Bill  withdrawn  June  28, 1982 


Eoelesiastieal  litUt  in  Cheat  Britain  and 

Ireland 
Moved,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  Operation  of  any  Law  or 
Laws  as  to  the  Assumption  of  Ecclesiastical 
Titles  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland;  and 
whether  any  and  what  Alteration  should  be 
made  therein"  (Earl  Stanhope)  Mar  26,Jp 
[191]  239 ;  after  debate.  Motion  agreed  to  <3  ^^ 

4  A  iamU 


?\qc      ?DU 
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JSecUiiasHeed  Titles  i»  Oreci  Britain  ^nd  Irf- 

iaik^«fent.'"  '  -      '    •      

And,  on  Ifor  80,  Committee  nominated  as 
fWlowif— Ld.  thAneellor,  Ld.  Abp:  York. 
Ld.  PHry  Seal,  D.  Sdmi>rtet,  1&.  SUnhope, 
E.  Carnarvon,  E.  Harroi^by,  E.  Granville,. 
«.  RilsMll,  L.  Bp.  London,  Ll  Bp.  Oxford,. 
L.  Redesdale,  L,  Colchester,  Ll  Somerhill,, 
kndL.tvVedeW        •  «  , 

Report  of  Select  Committee  (Pari.  P.  No.  66)1 
Report  of  Select  Committee  of  House  of  Com- 
mons <No.  44) 

EdMurgh,  Sit  Royal  Highnen  th$  Duke 
of—Attempted  Assamnation 

LOBINI''- 

Resolved,  after  short  debate, "  That  an  hamble 
Address  be  presented  to  Hei*  Majesty,  to 
convey  to  Her  Majesty  the  eipression  of  the 
sorrow  and  indignation  with  which  this  House 
has  learned  the  atrooloos  Attempt  to  assassi- 
nate His  Royal  Highness  the  Doke  of  Edin- 
burgh while  on  a  Visit  to  Iler  Mijesty's  ^oval 
Australian  Colonies,  and  c^  ^heir  hefu^elt 
Congratulations  to  Her  Majesty  on  hip  Pre- 
servation from  mortal  Injury  ;  and  to  assure 
Her  Majesty  of  the  Sympathy  of  t^iis  House 
in  Her  Majesty's  present  ^nxiety,  and  of  their 
earnest  Hope  for  tbo  speedy  Recovery  of  His 
Royal  Ilidiness"  ( The  JBarl  0/  UaXmpphuxy) 

T^e  (Queen's  ^nswer  reported  May  J,  1683 

Commons — 
Resdlved,  after  short  debate,  •*  That  an  humble 

Addresrf  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  Ac.*' 

{Mr.  Dii^aMi)  April  27.  [191]  1334 
Hfer  Majesty's  Atiswer  ^ported  May  4,  [191] 

1694        •  * 

(iuestfon,  Mr.  Vemer ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 

7un«  8,  [191])  280  '         '    * 


Eipcation 
Movecl  to  Resolve,  "  1.  That  in  the  Opinion  of 
this  House  the  Education  of  the  Working 
Classes  in  England  ?nd  Wales  ought  to  be 
extended  and  improved  ,:  titery  Child  has  > 
moral  Rij^Ht  to  the  Blessings  of  Education*, 
and  ip  is  the  Duty  of  the  Stute  to  guard  ftbd 
maintain  that  Right.  In  the  Opinion  of  this 
House  the  Diflfusion  Of  Knowledge  ought  not 
to  be  hindered  by  Religious  Difierenoes ; 
nor  should  the  early^  Employment  of  the 
Young  in  Labour  be  allowed  to  d'eprive  theih 
of  Education  :  2.  That  it  (s  'th^  Opinion  of 
this  House  that  Parliament  and  Government 
shduld  Idd  in  the  Education  Of  the  Middle 
Classes  by  providing  for  the  better  Adminis- 
tration of  Charitable  Endowments :  8.  That 
it  is  the  Opinion  of  this  House  that  the  Uni- 
versities of  Oxford  lind  Cambridge  may  be 
made  more  useful  to  the  Nation  by  the  Re- 
moval  of  Restrictions,  and  by  the  better  Dis- 
tribution of  their  large  Revenues  for  Purposes 
of  Instruction  in  connection  with  the  said 
Universities:  4.  That  the  Appointment  of 
k  Minister  of  Education  by  the  Crown,  -^ith 
'a  seat  in  the  Cabinet,  would,  in  the  Opinion 
X>f  this  House,  be  conducive  to  the  Public 
Benefit'*  {Earl  Ruisell)  Dec  2.  [1903498; 
after  debate,  Question  put ;  resolved  in  the 
negative 

\ewt. 


JE^Iii6a<»0fi— oont. 

Question,  Observations,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forrter 

F<j6  14,  [190I  734;  Answdr,  The  <»mseeUor 

of  the  Exchequer,  741 

Art  Catalogue—PuhHeaHoH  of  the  Uidveraai, 

Question,  Mr.  Dillwyn  ;  Answer,  Lord  Roicci 

Montagu  Mar  9,  [190]  1218 
PriUth  Muteum—South  Ketuingtcn  Jfitfem, 

Observations;  Mr.  Gregory,   Mr.   BerMkMrd 

Hope ;  Reply,  Mr.  DUraeli  Mar  27,  [19.O  «88 
Committee  of  Council  on  Educ^UioffRfpofU^ 

1868— Par/.  P.  No.  [40^1],  Que^ion,  Mr. 

Powell  ;    Answer,    Lo^rd    Roliert    Montag* 

/t«/y3,[J93]!608 
Endowed  Oratnmar  Schooit,  Qaeation«  Lord 

TauntQU ;  Answer,  The  Duke  of  MftHboroogh 

May  6,  C19O  l^^^ 
Paris  Univorsal  Exhibiium,  IWi—Pwreiasa 

for  Schools  nf  Science  and  Art,  Qooituio, 

Mr.  Layard ;  Answer,  Lord  Robert  Montagu 

Nov  25,  [190]  167 
PaymenUy  Question,  Mr.  Bayley  Potter ;  An- 
swer, Lord  Robert  Montagu  Mar  27,  [191] 

856 
Revised  Code,  The,  Questions.  Mr.  Broee,  Mr. 

Baines;    Answers,"  Lord  Robeit    Montaga 

May  28,  [193]  952 

^    fievisedCo^e-PaW.  P.No.£8982] 

Schools  Inqtury   Commission,  Queation,    Mr. 

'  Beach  ;     Answer,   "Lord    Robert     Mootaga 

June  26,  F 1 93]  102 ;  Question,  W .  E.  Fowter ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy /uiy  17,  1S66 

Report  and  Papers,  Vols.  L  to  X. 

Scientific  Instruction,  Moved,  **  Thmt  a  3eleci 
Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
provisions  for  giving  instruction  in  theore- 
tical and  applied  Science  to  the  Indoatrial 
Classes"  {Mr.  Samuelson)  Mar  24,  [191] 
160 ;  after  debate,  Motfon  agreed  to 
And,  on  Mar  27,  Committee  nonMoatod  aa 
follows  :— Mr.  Samuelson  (ChairmmnX  Mr. 
AcUnd.  Mr.  Akroyd,  Mr.  BagnaU,  Mr. 
Baxley,  Mr.  Beeoroft.  Mr.  Henry  Aosdn 
Bruce,  Lord  Frederic  Cavendish,  Blr.  Dixoa, 
Mr.  Graves,  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr.  Jbomaa 
Hughes,  Sir  Oharies  Lanyon,  Mr.  WUUam 
Lowther,  Mr.  M^ Lagan,  Lord  Robert  Mon- 
tagu, Mr.  fidmund  Potter,  Mr.  Powell,  and 
Mr.  Read  '  ,,    ,  « 

Report  of  Select  Committee  July  15— {P«ri.P. 
No.  432) 

Report (Pari  P.  No.  187) 

Scieniijie  Instruction  in  Foreign  Pountries, 
Question^,  Mr.  Samuelson,  Mr.  W.  £• 
forsterj  Answers,  Lord  Robert  Montagu 
June  15,  [19a]  1560 

Technical  Education,  Questiion.  Mr.  Samnel- 
son  ;  Answer.  Lord  Robert  Montagu  Mar  17, 
I190]  1§12— 2Tk«  Whitworth  ScholarskifS, 
Question,  Mr.  Bruce ;  Answer,  Lord  RobeK 
Montagu  April  2,  [191]  699 ;  Obsorvations, 
Earl  Granville  ;  Reply,  The  Duke  of  M«ri- 
borough  April  3,  820      ' 

Pari. 


.  Papers — 

xMinute No.  194, 194-1 

Report  of  Imperial  Commission  [3967] 

Abstract  of  Evidence   .    .    .    [8967-11 

Circulars  and  Replies     .     .    .     t*^ 

(See  Army^MUitary  EdueaHon) 
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.SiMMttoi*—- oont. 
Seotland 

Education  BiU,  Qaestion,  Admiral  Erskine; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Adyocate  May  8,  [191] 
2001 
LwUlation  on  (Sc^Jand),  Question,  Mr.  Cran- 
fbrd ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Mar  18, 
[190]  1691 
Middle  CUus  SehooU,  ObservatioiM,  Mr.  Grant 
Duif ;  Reply,  The  Lord  AdTooate ;  short  de- 
bate thereon  Jtdy  3,  [193]  644 
Pari.  Papers- 
Education   Commission,    Third   Report, 
Vols.  Land  IL  No.[40UJ 
Scienoe  and  Art,  15th  Report,  No.  [4049] 
Ireiand 
National  Edneation,  d4th  Re- 
port    No.  [4026] 

Eduoatioil  Bill  [h.l.]    ( The  Lord  President) 
2.  Presented;    after    debate,  read    1»  Mar.   24, 
[X91]  105  (No.  5S) 

Moved,    <*That  the   Bill    be  now  read  2« " 

April  27. 1305 
Amendt.  to  leave  out('^  now/')  and  insert  ('*  this 
Day  Three  Months  "}  ( The  Earl  of  Airlie)  ; 
after    debate,     Amendt.    withdrawn  ;     ^ill 
read  2*  . 

Bill  withdrawn,  after  short  debate  May  18, 
[192]  405 

EDWAiBtTJS,  Sit"  H.,  Beverley 

Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  I8I0 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scoiland),  Comm. 

[192]  459 
Supply — Government  Prisons,  [192]  1107 

Edwarbs,  Mr.  C,  Winder 

Army— Tenders  for  Olothin^,  [190]  990 

Edwabds,  Mr.  H.,   Weymouth 
NaTy— Ooalinir  H.M.  Ships,  [193]  1481 

EoBRtON  OF  Tatton,  Lord 

Cotton  Statistics,  Comm.  [199]  919 

Bgeeton,  Hon.  A.  F.,  Lancashire,  8. 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Coram,  [ipi]  431 
Consular  Courts'  in  Turkey  and  i!«gypt,  ri93] 
1058 


EffBRTCW,  Mr.  E.  C.  (Under  Secretary  of 
Stole  for  Foreign  Affaira),  Macclesfield 
Austria — Treaty  of  Commerce  with^  [*93j  515 
Boundary,  Comm.  Schedule,  [192]  1448 
China — Ambassador  from,  [190J  800 

Sgypt 

Law  Courts,  Question,  Mr.  Layard ;  Answer, 
Lord  Stanleys  June  15,  [192]  15d9 

Slave  Trade  in,  Question,  The  Duke  of  St. 
Albans ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbury 
May  15.  [192]  380 

Sues,  Quarantine  at,  Question,  Mr.  Darby 
GriiBtb  ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley  June  9,  [192] 
1884 ;  Question,  Siir  J.  Clarke  Jerrbise ;  An- 
wwpr.  Lord  Stanley  June  11, 1895 

[cont. 


Effypt^-^oni.  ^ 

The  Viceroy  and  the  Sioeiet^  D'AgricoU^  Quef- 
tipn,  Sir  George  Bowyer;  Answer,  Lord 
SUnley  June  11,  [192]  1394 
Viceroy,  Claime  on  the,  Quest'^on,  Mr.  ^rjBville- 
Surtees ;  Answer,  Lord  SUnley  May  36, 
[192] 924 

lyectments  Snspension  C^eland)  Bill 

{^Mr,  Kennedy,  Mr,  Serjeant  Armstrong) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^'*  April  29         [Bill  100] 
Question,  Mr.  Kennedy ;   Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 

July  2,  [X93]  619 
Bill  withdrawn  *  July  8 

Blcho,  Lord,  Haddingtonshire 
Army — Questions,  Ao, 

Breeoh- Loading  Rifles,  [190]  142 
Musketry  Instructors,   Payment  of,  [192] 

817 
Shoeburyness,  Experiments  at,  [193]  1487 
Subordinate  Officers  in  the  War  Deffartment, 

[192]  950.  951 
Volunteer  Review  at  Windsor,  [192]  1566  ; 
[193]  310,  911,  1945 
Army — Control  Department,  Motion  for  Papers, 

[193]  1266,  1271, 1272 
Army— Con troUer-in-Chief,  Ret.  [193]  984 
Army— Discharged  Soldiers,  Employment  of, 

Res.  [193]  318 
Army— Fortifications,  [190]  1922,  1936  ;  Res. 

[191]  2042,  2049 
Army— Royal  Gun  Factory,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [193]  1260 
Army  —  Sale  and   Purchase  of  Commissionf,' 

Res.  [192]  565,575 
Army— Warlike  Stores,  Res.  [193]  780    . 
Army  Estimates — Administration  of  the  Army, 
[i93l  <>66,  968 
Land  Forces,  [191]  67,  97 
Surveys,  [193]  963,  964 
Army  Reserve,  Motion  for  a  Commisftion,ri9^] 

1942,  1970 
Casual  and  Vagrant  Poor,  [190]  651 
Coal  Mines,  [192]  1083 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1, 

[191]  1643,  1649  ;  2R.  [192]  779 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comin* 

{1 93]  1342 
MctropoUtan  Streets  Apt  (I $37)   Amendmttntj 

U-n]«  Amindt*.  [190]  B60,  «ei 
Mutiny,  Conaid.  AnmndL  [191]  &57 
PaiJianit-ntj  DUsolutioii  at,  [193]  1058,  1060 
¥^d  Suuue»  Tl)i?,  Rutjiga]  nm,  2H4.  3 117 
Roprfscritfttion  oft  be  FL'0})b{scotliitid),  Comm. 

cte,  [i€j2]S31  ;  d,ll,  1003 

Sale  of  Poisons,  dtc,  Comm.  el.  16,  (193] 

1215;  el,  17,  t6.,  1216,  1217;  add,  d.  ib,, 

1218,1219  .    . 

Supply— Volunteer  Corps.  [191]  278,  281,  282 

Works,  Buildings,  Ac.  [191]  287 

Mtetioii  FetitionB  and  Corrupt  J^actices 
at  ElectioiiB  Bill 

{Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr,  Secretary 

Oathome  Bardy,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote) 
190]  c.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the 
Excheqwr)  Feb  \d,  Q\t3 
Bill  ordered,  after  debate  ;  read  1^      [Bill  27] 
.  Moved;   "  That   the   Bill   be   now'  read    T>  *r\ 
(Mr,   Disraeli)  Mar  5,   1141  ;    after  short;  1^^ 
debate,  Bill  read  2o 
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BUctUm  PeHHom  and    Comqd  Praetices  at 
Eleetums  Bill— eoni. 
Committee*  ;  Report  Ifor  16  [Bill  68] 

191]  Order  for  Committee  (on  rt'Oomm.)  retA ; 
Moyed,  **That  Mr.  Spelaker  do  now  leare 
the  Chfor"  ifor  26,  296 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"this  Home,  while  earnestly  desiring  to 
provide  the  best  tribunal  for  the  trial  of 
Controverted  Elections,  to  reduce  the  cost 
of  such  trials,  and  to  ensure  the  detection 
and  punishment  of  bribery  and  corruption,  is 
not  prepared  to  assent  to  any  measure  which 
aims  at  the  destruction  of  its  ancient  right 
and  privilege  to  hold  in  its  own  hands  the 
power  of  determining  who  are  its  Members, 
a  right  which  the  House  has  asserted  and 
exercised  to  its  great  advantage  for  several 
hundred  years,  and  upon  the  possession  of 
which  the  dignity  and  independence  of  this 
House  and  the  constitutional  freedom  of  the 
electors  greatly  depend"  {Mir.  AUaander 
Mitchell) ;  after  long  debate,  Question, 
•'  That  the  words,  Ac."  put,  and  agreed  to  ; 
main  (Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker,  Ac.," 
0  put,  and  agreed  to 
.  Committee — b.p.,  321 

.  Question,  Mr.  J.  Stuart  Mill ;   Answer,  Mr. 
Disraeli  April  2,  702 

192]  Committee  May  21,  657 ;   after  long  debato 

— B.P. 

.  Question,  Mr.  Schreiber ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 

May  29, 1040 
;  Committee~ii.p.  June  26,  2172 
193]  Question,  Mr.  Darby  GrifSth  ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Disraeli  July  2,  520 
.  Committee — b.p.  July  6,  722 
,  Ministerial  Statement^   Mr.    Disraeli  ;    short 

debate  thereon  July  9,  915 
.  Committee— B.P.  July  10,  1001 
.  Committee^B.p.  July  14,  1 166 
.  Committee— B.p.  Jtily  17,  1369 
.  Committee  ;  Report  July  18,  1439 
•  Considered  as  amended  July  22,  1616 ;    after 

long  debate,  further  Consideration  deferred 
.  Farther    Proceeding    on     Consideration,    as 

amended,  resumed  July  23,  1676  [Bill  243] 

.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  8«»"  (Mr. 
Ditraeli)  July  24,  1716 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  <*now  read  3V'  and  add 
"  re-committed  in  respect  of  a  clause  provid- 
ing for  returning  oflScers'  expenses  out  of 
rates  "  {Mr.  FaweeW) ;  after  short  debate, 
Question,  *<  That  the  words,  Ac. ; "  A.  102, 
N.  91  ;  M.  11 ;  main  Question  put,  and  agreed 
to  ;  Bill  read  3<> 

I.  Read  l^*  (The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  July  24 
.  Moved,    *'  That    the    Bill  be   now  read   2* " 

July  27,  1793  ;  after  debate.  Bill  read  2* 
^  Committee  ;  Report  July  28,  1889  (No.  287) 

Read3«*JM/y29 

Royal  Assent /u/y  31  [31  A  32  Vict.  0.  126] 


JSlection  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotic$i 

at  El$etion»  [Salaries,  Sfe.'\ 
c.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  Mar  27 
Report  Mar  80 


Election  Petitions^  Trial  of 

Question,  Mr.  Knatchbull-Hugessen ; 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Ezoheqne 
[190]  728 


Aniver, 
FA  14, 


Electric  Telegraphs  Bill 

( Jfr.  CltaneeUor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  St^ 

Cave,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth) 
191]  e.  Motion  for  Leave  (Jfr.  Chancellor  oftk 
Exchequer)  April  1,  678 
After  debate.  Bill  ordered  ;  read  lo[BiU83] 
.  Question,  Mr.  Ayrton  ;    Answer,  The  Chm- 

oellor  of  the  Exchequer  April  3, 70« 
X92]  Question,  Mr.  Graves ;  Answer,  Tlie  Ch»a- 

cellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  21, 664 
.  Questions,  Mr.  Ayrton,  Mr.  Bright ;  Anwen, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  JvM  8, 
1281  ,  ^„ 

.  Moved,    *'  That  the   Bill   be  now  md  2« 
June  9,  1301  ..     ,  ,. 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  ft^m  "That"  and  idd 
*Hhe  question  of  the  expediency  of  par- 
chasiug  the  Telegraphs  by  the  State  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee  "  {Mr.  L«^^ 
Question,  *'That  the  words,  Ac.;  «» 
long  debate,  Debate  adjourned 
.  Question,  Mr.  Leeman  ;  Answer,  Bfr.  Stmt- 

Booth  June  16,  1681 
.  Debate  resumed  June  18, 1806 
After  short  debate.  Moved,  "That  theDeb^ 
be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr.  Mayuire)  negtuted : 
Amendt.  withdrawn;  main  Question  pa^ 
and  agreed  to  ;  BiU  read  2%  and  oomiMtted 
to  a  Select  Committee 
And,  on  June  23,  Committee  non""*^  ■• 
follows  :— Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqwr 
(Chairman),  Mr.  Goschen,  Mr.  G»*«?;'^" 
Frederick  Heygate,  Mr.  Leeman,  Major 
Cornwall  Legh,  Colonel  Loyd  Lindiar.  Mr. 
Norwood,  Mr.  Potter  (Carlisle).  Mr.  Sin«- 
ford.  and  Mr.  Charles  Turner;  ^| 
Colonel  John  W.  Fane  added.  Major  Cornw^i 
Legh  disch.  ^    .    -  ..^ 

.  Moved,  "  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  tje  5eM« 
Committee  on  the  Electric  Telegraphs BUiro 
inquire  :—l.  Whether  it  is  desirable  that "» 
transmission  of  messages  for  f*®  Py"! 
should  become  a  legal  monopoly  in  «»«^^ 
OflBce ;  2.  Whether  it  should  be  left  to  w 
discretion  of  the  Postmaster  General  to  m»w 
special  agreements  for  the  t»'»»'^^i^ 
messages  or  news  at  reduced  rates !  ^'  ^ 
securities  should  be  taken  ^r  mannDg  wo 
secrecy  of  messages  transmitted  throngn  v" 
Post  Office;  47what  arrangemenU  sbooW  oe 

made  for  the  working  of  »"^"!r*"t!f,  ^ob 
foreign  countries ;    and,  6.   To  nea 
Telegraph  and  Railway  Companies anor^ 
prietors  as  shall  by  pedtion,  on  or  bewrj 
26th  insUnt,  have  prajed  to  be  heaw  ^ 
themselves,  their  counsel  or  H^^^,^^ 
such  of  the   matters  referred  to  [''V' ,». 
mittee  as  afltect  their  particular  »"^rw^ 
(Jfr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  J^ 

Amendt.  in  last  paragimph,  to  leave  oui 
of  the  matters  refori^  to  the  Co'""^^^ 
aflbct  their  particular  interesta,  w  „ 
"the  Preamble  and  CUuses  oftne 
{Mr.Bouverie);  after  short  ^J^^l^ 
tion,  "  That  the  words,  W  P^^"^ 
to;  main  Question  put, and •gi^**' 
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JSleetrie  Telegraphs  BiU^wmi, 
193]  QaestioD,  Colonel  French  ;    Answer,  The 
Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  Jtdy  6,  720 
Special  Report  of  Select  Gommittee  July  16 

[No.  435] 
Report  •  July  16  [No.  486] 

.  Order  for   Committee  read ;    Moved,  "  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  "  {Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  July  31 ,  1557 
After  debate,  Committee ;  Report  [Bill  2d9J 
.  Considered  July  22,  1651 
Read8o*/tf;y23 
/.  Read  l^*  {The  Duke  of  Montroee')  July  28 
.  Moved,   "That  the   BUI  be    now  read    2^'* 
July  24, 1692  ;  after  short  debate,  Bill  read  2* 
.  Committee;  Report,  after  short  debate  July  27, 

1818  (No.  282) 

.Moved,    <«That  the  BiU  be  now    read   8» " 

July  28, 1895 
Bill  nad  8* ;  on  Question,  *<  that  the  Bill  do 
pass  V  Moved,  to  insert  in  Clause  8,  line  85, 
after  ("  Company")  f"any  Sum  so  voted 
having  been  approved  of  as  &ir  by  the 
Arbitrator  herein-after  named ")  {The  Lord 
Redetdcde) ;  after  short  debate,  Amendt. 
negatived ;  Bill  passed 
Royal  Assent  July  81  [81  <b  82  Via.  o.  110] 

JEleeMo  Telegraphs — Purchase  of  the 
Question,    Sir  Charles  Bright  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Hunt  Feb  17,  [190]  800 
Correspondence  {Pari,  P,  No.  202) 

Elementary  Education  Bill 

{Mr.  Henry  Austin  Bruce,  Mir.  William  Edward 

Forsler,  Mr.  Algernon  Egerton) 
€.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  Bruee)  Mar  17,  [190] 
1816 
BiU  ordered,  after  debate  ;  read  V*  [Bill  64] 
Moved,  '*  That  the  Order  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing be  discharged"  {Mr.  Bruee)  June  28, 
[192]  1983 
After    long  debate,  Order    discharged ;    BiU 
withdrawn 


Ellekbobottoh,  Earl  of 

Abyssinian  Ezpedition^Despatches,  The,  [192] 
698 
Return  of  the  Army,  [192]  1810,  1818 
Vote  of  Thanks,  [193]  488 
Abyssinian  Expedition,  Res.  [190]  584,  596 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Act  Con- 
tinuance, 2R.  [190]  1068 
Income  Tax,  2R.  [190]  598 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Report, 

[191]  565 
Poor  ReUef,  Comm.  [191]  457,  464 

EuiCB,  Mr.  E.,  8t.  Andrews,  jfo. 

Representation  of  the  People  (Gotland),  2R. 
[190]  1262;  Comm.  d.  8,  [192]  475,  850  ; 
d.  8,  891  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  898  ; 
d.  9,  978 ;  d.  15,  Amendt.  1008 ;  add.  el. 
1285  ;  Schedule  A,  1251 

Ely,  Bishop  of 
University  Tests,  [192]  1021 


Endowed  Schools  BiU  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  President) 
I.  Presented ;  read  !••  May  12  iNo.  98) 

Read  2»*  May  18 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  19 

Read  8»*ifay  25 
e.  Read  !"*•  May  28  [BiU  1481 

Read2«»/un<»4 

Committee*;  Report /untf  8 

Read  8*>  •  June  9 

Royal  Assent  June  25   [81  A  82  Viet.  0.  82] 

Ekfield,  Visooant,  Middlesex 

Latymer's  Charity,  Edmonton,  [192]  952 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance, 

2R.  [i^]  1144 
Metropolis—East  London,  Distress  in,  [100] 
644  ^  ^^ 

Metropolis^Lambeth  Workhonse,^Motion  for 

Papers,  [190]  2048 
Metropolitan  Police,  [190]  1004 

Surgeon-in-Chief  of,  [193]  811 
Metropolitan  Police  Funds.  2R.  [193]  849 
New  Zeaknd— Forces  in,  [193]  640 
Public  Schools,  2R.  [190]  769 ;  Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee,  2052 ;  Reoomm.  el.  14. 
[192]  1239 
Sanitary  Improvements,  Rjites  for,  [191]  258 
Special  and  Common  Juries,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [190]  924 
Turkey— Railways,  [193]  718 

EntaU  Amendment  (Scotland)  Bill 

{The  Lord  AdvocaU^  Sir  James  Ferguston,  Mr. 

Secretary  Oathome  Hardy) 
e.  Ordered  :  read  !<>  •  April  8  [Bill  86] 

Read  2«  •  Jfay  20 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  28        [BiU  140] 

Re-comm.  •  ;  Report  June  22 

Considered  *  June  2S 

Read  ^*  June  2^ 
I.  Read  l*^*  (The  Lord  Chancellor)  June  29 

Read>»/«/y9  (No.  188) 

Committee  */u/y  14 

Report  •  July  16  (No.  250) 

Read  8**/u/y  17 

Royal  Assent  July  81    [81  dt  S2  Vict  c.  84] 

Ekskine,  Vice-Admiral  J.  E.,  SHrltngshire 
•*  Garonne,"  Loss  of  the,  [192]  1042  ;  [193]  870 
Mauritius— -The  86th  Regiment,  [191]  1461 
Navy    Estimates  —  Coast     Guard     Service, 
Amendt.  ["193]  589 
Salaries  of  Officers,  [193]  537 
Nova  Scotia — British  North  American   Con- 
federation, Motion  for  an  Address,  [192]  1694 
Scotland— Education,  [191]  2001 

EsMONDB,  Mr.  J.,  Waier/ord  Co. 
Army — Rifled  Ordnance— Studded  Shot,  [192 

951 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  cl.  5,  [192]  2192  ;  Motio  n 

for  Adjournment,  2198 
Libel,  Comm,  el.  8,  [192]  612 
Military  at  Elections  (Irehind),  2R.  [193]  417 
Parliament — ^Divisions  of  the  House,  Report, 

Petit  Jorioi  (IreUnd),  [i^^m^y  GoOglc 
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EfifOMDi,  Mr.  J. — eofU. 
Registration   (Ireland^,   Comm.  [193]    U86  ; 

el.  Si,  1503 
Representation  of  the  People   (Ireland),  3R. 

[191]   1968  ;    Gonsid.  [192]  1898 ;   add,  d. 

1901 


Ettahlithed  Ohurch  {Ireland) 
Commons — 
191]  Notice  of  Resolutions,    Obserrations,    Mr. 

Gladstone  ;  Reply,  Mr.  Disraeli  Mar  28,  33 
.  Notice  of  Amendment  (Lord  Stanley)  Mar  37* 
856 
Acts  read  : — 

•  Moved,  "  That  this  House  will  immediately  re- 

solve itself  into  a  Committee  to  consider  the 
said  Acts  "  {Mr,  Gladstone)  Mar  SO,  469 
.  Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  House,"  and  add 
'*  while  admitting  that  considerable  modifi- 
cations in  the  Temporalities  of  the  United 
Church  in  Ireland  may,  after  the  pending 
inquiry,  appear  to  be  expedient,  is  of  opinion 
that  any  proposition  tending  to  the  disestab- 
lishment or  disendowment  of  thai  Church 
ought  to  be  reserved  for  the  decision  of  a 
new  Parliament"  (TjOrd  Stanley)  Mar  80, 
495 ;  Question,  **  That  the  words,  Ac.  ;" 
after  long  debate,  Debate  adjourned 

•  Debate  resumed  Mar  31,  575  ;  after  long  de- 

bate, Debate  further  adjourned 

.  The  Approaching  Division^  (^estions,  Mr. 
Yorke,  Viscount  Cranborne ;  Answers,  Lord 
Stanley,  Mr.  Speaker  April  2,  706 

.  Maynooth  Orant,  Question,  Mr.  Whalley  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gladstone  April  2,  708  ;  Observa- 
tions, Mr.  Whalley  April  3,  836 

•  Debate  resumed  April  2,  709  ;   after  long  de- 

bate, Debate  further  adjourned 

.  Regium  Dontwi,  Question,  Mr.  Vance;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gladstone  April  3,  835 

•  Debate  resumed  April  3,  837  ;  after  long  de- 

bate.  Question  put;  A.  330,  N.  270  ;  M.60  ; 
Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  941 
Main  Question  put ;   A.  328^  N.  272  ;  M.  56 ; 
Acts  considered  in  Committee — Committee 

— B.P. 

.Acts  considered  in  Committee  April  27, 1338 
Question  again  proposed,  **  That  it  is  necessary 
that  the  Established  Church  of  Ireland  should 
cease  to  exist  as  an  Establishment,  due  re- 
gard being  bad  to  all  personal  interests  and 
to  all  individual  rights  of  property"  {Mr, 
Gladstone) 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  first  word  *'  That," 
and  add  "so  long  as  the  Union  between 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  continues  to  exist, 
it  is  just  and  consistent  that  the  principle  of 
the  Established  Church  should  be  maintained 
in  Ireland,  and  its  endowment   on  a  scale 
suitable  to  the  wants   of  the   population  " 
{Sir  Frederick  Heygate) ;  Question,  <*  T^hat 
the  words,  dM. ;"  after  long  debate.  Com- 
mittee— B.P. 
.  Question,  Mr.  Vemer ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disttieli 
AprU  28,  1462 

•  Acts  considered  in  Committee  April  28,  1466 
Question  again  proposed ;   after  long  debate, 
Committee— Bjp. 

{COM. 


Established  Ckureh  (/r«2an<2)— cont. 

191]  Oath  of  Roman,  Catholic  Membert,  Mored, 
"That  the  Oath  taken  by  Roman  CatbiiKe 
Members  previous  to  the  alteration  of  the 
Oath  on  the  30th  of  April,  1866,  be  read  bj 
the  Clerk  at  the  Table"  (Mr,  FrtvilU- 
Surtees)  April  30,  1582;  after  short  do- 
bate.  Question  put,  aiid  negatived 

.  Acts  considered  in  Committee  AprC  30,  1583 
Question  again   proposed ;   after  long  debate, 

Amendt.   withdrawn;    main  Question    put; 

Comm.  dirided;   A.  330,  N.   265,  M.  65; 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  1675 
Committee — b.f. 

.  Moved,  **  That  the  House,  at  rising,  do  adjourn 
till   Monday  next"  {Mr.   Disraeli),    1079; 
after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 
.   Ministerial  Statement  —  Defeat  of  the    Go- 
vernment on  the  Irish  Church  Hesolutione^ 
Observations,  Mr.  Disraeli  May  4, 1694  ;  de- 
bate thereon 
Moved,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
{Mr.   ConoUy) ;    after  .long  debate.  Motion 
withdrawn 
.  Question,  Mr.  Gladstone  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 

Ifay  5,  1787 
Moved,  **  That  this  Honse  do  now  adjoara  " 
{Mr.  Gladstone)',  after  debate,  Motioa  with- 
drawn 
.  Meeting  at  St.  Jcmesfs  SaU,  Qoestiofc,  Mr. 
Vemer  May  7, 1886 

.  Acts  considered  in  Committee  May  7,  1886 
(2. )  Moved, "  That,  subject  to  the  foregoing  con- 
siderations,  it  is  expedient  to  prevent  th« 
creation  of  new  personal  interests  by  the  ex-, 
ercise  of  any  public  patronage,  and  to  confine 
the  operations  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners of  Ireland  to  objects  of  immediate 
necessity,  or  such  as  involve  individual  rights, 
pending  the  final  decision  of  Pfirliament" 
{Mr.  Gladstone) ;  after  short  debate,  Qaes- 
tion  put,  and  agreed  to 
.  (3.)  Moved,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty,  humbly  to  pray  that, 
with  a  view  to  preventing,  by  legislation 
during  the  present  Session,  the  creation  of 
new  personal  interests  through  the  exercise 
of  any  public  pfttrona^o,  ll^r  Majesty  would 
be  graoiou-l  V  plea^t'd  to  plaee  a.t  the  dliposal 
of  ParliaiiM  nr,  [Igt  inti-'reBt  in  the  temporiLU^ 
ties  of  thL"^  x^vchbjabopricBf  BUhoprleSi  and 
other  Ect'k^^iriMicAl  DignitWs  ;ind  BeD&fi(??e 
in  Ireland,  and  in  the  oustody  thereot**  (Mr. 
Gladstone)^  ISOB  ;  al\«r  short  debiito,  Qa«s- 
tion  put^  nnd  agrood  to 

.  Grant  to  MaynooOi  —  The  Regitm  Don\im, 
Moved,  *'  That  when  the  Anglican  Chnroh  in 
Ireland  is  disestablished  and  disendowed,  it  it 
right  and  necessary  that  the  Grant  to  May* 
nooth  and  the  Regium  Donam  be  dfsdon- 
tinued  ;  and  that  no  part  of  the  seonlarized 
funds  of  the  Angliean  Chorch,  or  any  State 
funds  whatever,  be  apiplied  in  any  way,  or 
under  any  form,  to  the  endowment  or  fur- 
therance of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  in 
Ireland,  or  to  the  establishment  or  main- 
tenance of  Roman  Catholic  denominational 
schools  or  colleges  "  (Mir.  Sinclair  Aytoun), 
1002  c 


^7       ^'P         {.SE43J3ION    I9^7r9)         ^8T       I9T 
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EitaJUUKed  Chf^th  (freland)  BtU-^pni, 
192]  to  restrain,^  for  the  same  period,  in  certain 
respects,  the  proceedings  of  the  Eooleftiastioal 
Commission's  for  Ireland  "  {Mr,  Gladstone) 
May  18,  232  ;  Objected  to,  on  point  of  Form 
{Mr.  Newdegate) ;  and  not  proceeded  with 


EitabHihed  Church  (ir«2amO— oont. 
191]  After  debate,  Aipendt.  to  leare  oat  from  the 
first  word  **  Thait,"  and  add  "when  le^sla- 
tive  effect  shall  haye  been  dven  to  the  First 
Resolution  of  this  Committee  respecting  the 
Established  Church  of  Ireland,  it  is  right 
and  necessary  that  the  Grant  to  Maynooth 
and  the  Reginm  Donum  be  discontinued " 
{Mr.  Whitbread),  1923 ;  after  short  debate. 
Question,  "That  the  words,  ^. ;"  Cooimi. 
divided  ;  A.  85.  N.  198 ;  M.  113 

.  Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  *  when  ' 
legisIatiTC  effect  Ac. ;' "  be  added  May  7, 1926 

.  Amendt.  proposed  to  said  proposed  Amendt. 
by  adding  the  words  "  due  regard  being 
had  to  all  personal  interests"  {Mr.  GUtdttone), 
1026 ;  after  abort  debate,  Question,  "  That 
those  words  be  there  adde^/'  put,  and  agreed 
to 

.  Amendt.  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amendt. 
as  amended,  >y  adding  the  words,  "  And  that 
no  part  of  the  Endowments  of  the  Anglican 
Cburfi^  be  applied  to  the  Endowment  of  the 
institutions  of  other  religious  communions  " 
{Mr.  Greene),  1931 
Question,  "  That  those  words  be  added,  dto. ;" 
after  short  debate,  Moved  to  report  Progress 
{Mr.  Whalley);  Motion  withdrawn;   Ques- 
Uon  put,  A.  97.  N.  132  ;  M.  35 
Question,  "  That  the  words  *  when  legislative 
'  effect.*  Ac. ; "  put,  and  ngrerd  to 
4.  Retolved,  That  when  legislative  effect  ahall 
have  been  given  to  the  First  Resolution  of 
this  Committee,  respecting  .the  Established 
Church  of  Ireland,  it  is  rirht  and  necessary 
that  the  Grant  to  Maynooth  and  the  Regium 
Donum  be  discontinued,  due  regard  being  (utd 
to  all  personal  interests 

.  Moved,  "  That  the  ('hairman  report  the  Re- 
solutions to  the  House"  {Mr.  Gladstone), 
1941  ;  after  short  debate,  Resolutions  re- 
ported and  agreed  to 

.  Resolved,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Migesty,  humbly  to  pray  that, 
with  a  view  to  preventing,  by  legislation 
during  the  present  Session,  the  creation  of 
new  personal  interests  through  the  exercise  of 
any  public  patronage,  Qer  Majesty  would  be 

fracionsly  pleased  to  place  at  the  disposal  of 
Parliament,  Her  interest  in  the  temporalities 
of  the  Archbishoprics,  Bishoprics,  and  other 
Ecclesiastical  Dignities  and  BeneSces  in  Ire- 
land, and  in  the  custody  thereof"  (i6*. 
Gladstone)  May  7,  1949 
Her  Majesty's  Reply  to  the  Address  of  May  7 
Mat/  12»  [193]  118 

Lous— 

igtl  The  Resolutions,  Notice  ( The  Earl  of  Derby) 

April  27,   1303  ;    Question,    The    Earl    of 

.    Derby  ;  Answer,  Earl  Russell  April  28, 1425 

Ministerial  Statement — Defeat  of  the  Govern^ 

ment  in  the  Comnuns,  Gbservations,  The 

.    Earl  of  Malmesbury  May  4,    1686 ;    short 

debate  thereon 

Eftablislied  Church  ^Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Gladstone,  Sir  George  Grey,  Mr.  Lawson) 
C.  Moved,  "  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  prevent,  for  a  limited  time,  new  ap- 
pointments in  the  Church  of  IreUnd,  and 

[Mmt 


.  Question,  Colonel  Stuart  Knox ;  Ajoawer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  May  14, 347 

.  Motion  again  made  May  14, 314 
Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 
{Colonel  Stuart  Know);  after  short  debate, 
Question  negatived  ;  after  further  short  de- 
bate, main  Question  put ;  Bill  ordered 

,  Moved,  •*  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn " 
{Mr.  Vemer),  322  ;  after  short  debate,  Mo- 
tion withdrawn 

.  Moved,  "  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  1<» "  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  May  14,  322  ;  after  short  debate, 
Bill  read  1"  [Bill  117] 

.  Personal  Explanation,  Colonel  Stuart  Knox 
ifoy  15,  341 

.  Question,  Mr.  Oladstooe ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
Afoy  19,511 

.  Question,  Mr.  MaoEvoy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone ifay  21,657 

.  Moved.  «  That  the  Bill  be  now  rea4  2»  "  {Mr, 
Gladstone)  May  22,  720 

.  Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  six  months"  {Mr.  Secretary  Ga- 
thome  Bardy);  Que^Uon,  "That  'now,' 
ice. ;"  after  loiu^  debate.  Question  put ; 
A.  312,  N.  258  ;  M.  54 ;  Division  List,  Ayes 
and  Noes,  809  ;  main  Question  put ;  Bill 
read2« 

.Question,  Mr.  Gladstone;  Answer^ ^r. Disraeli 
ifay  29,  1043 

.  Question.  Lord  Claud  John  Hamilton ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gladstone  June  5, 1184 

.  Order  for  Committee  read  June  5,  1185 

.  Moved,  "  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee, that  they  have  power  to  provide  in 
the  said  Bill,  that  the  tenure  of  every  office 
connected  with  the  College  of  Maynooth  be 
subject  to  like  conditions  with  those  to  which 
official  tenures  cpnnieoted  with  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland  will  be  subject 
after  the  paasing  of  this  Act,  and  that  no 
money  shall  be  payable  under  the  Act  8 
and  0  Vic.  c.  25,  to  the  Trustees  of  the 
College  of  Maynooth  for  or  for  the  use  of 
any  aenior  student  or  other  student  to  be 
admitted  after  the  passing  of  this  Act "  {Mr. 
Sinclair  Aytoun),  1 188 

.  Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  Bill,  that "  and 
add  ''every  person  who  shall  be  appointed 
to  any  office  in  the  College  of  Maynooth, 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  shall  hold  the 
said  office  subject  to  the  pleasure  of  Parlia- 
ment" {CoUmel  Greville  "  Mttgent) ;  after 
short  debate,  Question,  "  That  the  words, 
die.;"  A.  109,  N.  185;  M.  76 

.Question  proposed,  '*That  the  words  'every 
person  who  shall  be  appointed  to  any  office 
m  the  College  of  Maynooth,  after  the  pass- 
ing of  this  Act,  shall  hold  the  said  office 
subject  to  the  pleasure  of  Parlmipent,'  be 
adiTod,"  1193  o-g.,.^^^  ^y  Google 
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EitMiiMt  Church  {Jrekmd)  BtTI— oont. 

193]  Aiiiendt. proposed  to UMMU^propoMdAiiMiidt. 
by  inserting  after  the  word  "  Majnooth  "  the 
words,  "  And  likewise  every  Presbyterian 
Minister  hereafter  to  be  appointed  to  rtfoeive 
a  share  of  the  Regiom  Donom  "  {Sir  Gtorge 
Ortv),  1197 ;  Question,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inierted,"  pot,  and  agreed  to 
Qnestion,  «  That  the  words  'every  person  who 
shall  be  appointed  to  any  oflBoe  in  the  Col- 
lege of  Maynooth,  and  likewise  every  Pres- 
byterian Minister  hereafter  to  be  appointed 
to  receive  a  share  of  the  Regiom  Donnm, 
after  the  passing  of  this  Aot,  shall  hold  the 
said  office  subject  to  the  pleasure  of  Parlia- 
ment/ be  added  to  the  words  '  Bill,  that '  in 
the  original  Question,"  put,  and  agreed 
to ;  main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to 

Moved,  "  That  Bdr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair" 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  *<  That,"  and  add 

**  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  nx  months, 

resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee  "  (Hf*. 

NewdegaU) ;  after  short  debate.  Question, 

'*  That  the  words,  dkc,"  pot,  and  agreed  to  ; 

main  Question,  *'  That  Mr.  Speaker,  dM.," 

put,  and  agreed  to 
.  Committee  ;  Report  June  5, 1211 

•  Considered  June  12, 1529 

.  Moved,  '« That  the  BiU  be  now  read  Z^  "  (ifr. 
Oladetone)  June  16,  1697;  after  short  de- 
bate, Bill  read  d« 

.  {.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  1* " 
( The  Earl  of  Clarendon)  June  18, 1741 ;  after 
short  debate,  BiU  read  1*  (No.  157) 

•  Notice  of  MoUoD,  The  Lord  Chanoellor /imm  18, 

1749 
.  Question,  Lord  Penrhyn  ;   Answer,  The  £arl 
of  Malmesbury  June  2^,  1909 

•  Petition  of  Clergymen  of  the  Church  of  England 

presented.  Lord  Lyttelton  June  28,  1917; 
short  debate  thereon 

•  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«"  (Earl 

Oranville)  June  24,  2023 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  (**now")    and    insert 
(**  this  Day  Six  Months")  ( The  Earl  Orey) ; 
aft«r  long  debate,  Debate  adjourned 

193]  Adjourned  debate  resumed  June  26,  2  ;  after 
long  debate,  Debate  further  adjourned 

.  Adjourned  debate  resumed  June  29,  169 
.  After  long  debate,  on  Question,  That  ("now  ") 
Ac. ;  Cont.  97,  Not-Cont.  192  ;  M.  95  ;  re- 
solved in  the  negative  ;  Bill  to  be  read  2* 
on  this  Day  Six  Months ;  List  of  Cont.  and 
Not-Cont,  298 


Ettoall  and  B&pton  Corporation 

Question,  Mr.  Henley  ;    Answer,  Lord  Robert 
Montagu  Mar  9,  [190]  1223 

Evans,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Berhyihire,  8. 
Cattle  Plague  Returns,  [190]  1287 
Payment  of  Rates — The  Compounding  System, 
[190]  1888  ;  Res.  1918 


ErsBflunr,  Yisoonnt 

Boundary,  Comm.  d,  4,  [193]  510 
New  Forest— Deer  Removal.  4e.  Aet,  Mi 
for  a  Committee,  [19a]  694 


EwAW,  Mr.  W.,  Dumfriee,  ife. 
Murder  Law  Amendment,  [190]  989 
Weights  and  Measures  (Metric  System),  Leavn, 
[190]  1072  ;  2R.  [193]  176,  909 

EwniG,  Mr.  H.  E.  Cbuic-  PaieUy 
Burials  (IreUnd),  2R.  [191]  1083 
Canongate  Annuity  Tax,  2R.  [191]  1091 
Court  of  Session  (Scotland),  2R.  [19a]  1593 
Land  Wriu  Registration  (Scotland),  Conn. 

el.  1,  [19a]  1526 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Coom. 

add.  el  [193]  1804  ;  Consid.  add.  d.  18M 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  9R. 

'190]  1259  ;  Comm.  d.  3,  [19a]  467  ;  Sebs- 
inle  A,  1254  ;  Lords  AmendU.  [193]  019 


^: 


Exchequer  Bonds  (JUjdOOfiOO)  Bin 

(Mr,  Dodion,  Mr.  Chaneeller  of  ihe  Emfkeqmtr, 

Mr.  Bunt) 
c.  Resolutions  in  Ways  and  Means  [May  4^8] 
reported  ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  1***  jhey  11 

Read  2«*  May  12  [BiU  112] 

Committee*  ;  Report  May  IS 

Read3°»  May  14 
l  ReadU*  (The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  MiMy  16 

Read  2**  ;  Committee  negatlTod  May  IS 

Read3>*  May  19 

Royal  Assent  May  28  [81  Viet.  o.  97] 

ExGHEQUSBy     Geanoellob    of    the,     M# 
Chakcsllob  of  the  Exohequer 

ExxTBB,  Marquess  of  (Captain  of  the  G^- 
tlemen  at  Arms) 
Army— Organisation  of  the  Reserred  Fotom, 

[193]  1358 
Marine  Mutiny,  2R.  [191]  687 

Expatriation,  Law  of 

Obserrations,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Ifor  20,  [100] 
1984 ;  debate  thereon 

Expiring  Laws  Continnanoe  Bill 

(Mr.  SdaUr- Booth,  Mr.  Secretary  O.  Hardy) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«*  July  16  [BiU  9411 

Read2»»/«/yl7 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Juliy  20 

Read  SO*  ^Wy  22 
I.  Read  \^^(The  Lord  Clinton)  July  28 

Read  2»  •  July  24  (No.  280) 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  27 

Read3*»Jti/y28 

Royal  Assent  July  31  [31  A  32  Viet.  0.  Ill] 

Explosive  Materiah  in  War — I%e  JR%tssian 
Circular 
Question,  The  Earl  of  Shaftesbury ;   Answer, 
The  Earl  of  Malmesbury  Jufy  23,  [193] 
1661  Digitized  by 
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Select  Committee  Appointed  '*  to  inquire  into 
the  state  of  our  Treaty  relations  with  Foreign 
GoTemments  regarding  Extradition,  with  a 
Tiew  to  the  adoption  of  a  more  permanent 
and  uniform  policy  on  the  subject"  (Mr, 
AfCtUlagh  Torrent)  Mar  19,  [190]  1004 

And,  on  Mar  27,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows: — Mr.  Bouverie  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Thomas  Baring,  Mr.  Baxter,  Sir  Robert 
Collier,  Mr.  Edward  Egerton,  Mr.  Willinm 
Edward  Forster,  Sir  Francis  Goldsmid,  Mr. 
Gorst,  Mr.  Graves,  Mr.  Layard,  Mr.  Mill, 
Mr.  Neate,  Mr.  Sohreiber,  Mr.  Solicitor 
General,  Mr.  Stansfeld,  Mr.  M*CulUgh  Tor- 
reus,  Mr.  Walpole,  and  Mr.  Percy  Wyndham 

Report  of  Select  Committee  July  6 

(Fori.  P.  No.  898) 

Etktk,  Mr.  R.,  Windsor 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  add,  el,  [193]  1886 
Ireland  —  Murder  of  Mr.   Keatberstonhangh, 

[19131459 
Knights  of  Windsor,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[193]  1975;  [193]  «>« 
Navy— NaTal  Chaplains,  [190]  586  ;  [193]  424 

Eyre,  JSx- Governor,  Proseeution  of 
Act  of  Indemnity,  Question,  Colonel  B.  Knox ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  June  12,  [1Q2]  1470 
Expenses  —  Despatch,    Question,   Mr.  P.    A. 

Taylor;    Answer,    Mr.   Adderley  June    12, 

[192]  1477 
Jamaica   Committee,  The,  Questions,   Colonel 

Stuart    Knox,   Colonel   Jervis ;  Reply,  Mr. 
193]  Speaker  May  22,  717 ;   Question,  Colonel 

Jervis ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  ;  short  debnte 
.    thereon    May    25,    836  »    Questions,     Mr. 

Lament,  Colonel  Brownlow  Knox  ;  Answers, 
.    Mr.  Disraeli  June  9,  1834  —  Petition  far 

Be'Appaintment  of.  Question,  Mr.  Grenrell  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Lamont ;  short  debate  thereon 
.    June  23,  1850 
Letter  of  Lord  Carnarvon  {Pari.  P,  No.  S6S) 

Fairs  BiU 

{Mr,  Dillwyn,  Mir,  Bussey  Vivian,  Mr,  Denman) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1**  May  19  [BiU  126] 

Read  2'' •Jfay  28 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  9 

Read3«>»  JMiitf  10 
I,  Read  1*«  ( The  Earl  De  Orey)June  11 

Read  2*  •  Jtme  29  (No.  141) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  7 

Read3»*/«/y  9 

Royal  Assent  July  18    [81  A  32  Vict,  0.  51] 

Pairs  dreland)  Bill   (3^  £arl  of  Mayo, 

Mr,  Attorney  General  for  Ireland) 
e.  Motion  for  Leave  ( The  Earl  of  Mayo)  Mar  6, 
[190]  1146 

Bill  ordered  ;  read  l^*  [Bill  48] 

Read  2«»  Mar  12 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  17 

Considered  *  Mar  18 

Read  d^  •  Mar  19 
I  Road  1*  •  ( 7he  Lard  ainton)  Mar  20 (No.  47) 

Read  2'<  •  Mar  24 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  26 

Read  8»*  Mat  27 

Royal  Assent  Mar  80  [81  Viet.  o.  1 1] 

YQIi,  OXCIII.  [thebd  sebies.] 


Fairs   (Metropolis)   Bill 

{Sir  James  Fergusson,  Mr,   Secretary 
Oathome   Hardy) 

0,  Ordered  ;  read  l^*  June  80  [Bill  205] 
Read2«»7K/y2 

Committee*;  Report  July  S 
Read8«»»/ttty6 

1.  Read  !••  {The  Lard  Clinton)  July  7 
Read2»*>uZy  18  (No.  228) 
Committee  * ;  Report  July  14 
Read8»*Ju/y  16 

Royal  Assent  July  81  [81  A  82  Vict.  o.  106] 

Fane,  Colonel  J.  W.,  Oxfordshire 
Army  Reserve,   Motion   for   a    Commission, 
[19a]  1970 

Fawcett,  Mr.  H.,  Brighton 
Abyssinian  Expedition — Estimates,  [191]  708, 
1148 
Water  Supply,  [190]  887, 889 
Agricultural  Labour,  [192]  1397 
Army  — Shcebnryness,  Experiments  at,  [193] 

1489 
Artisans^  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,  8R.  [191] 

2061 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practioes  at 

Elections,  Comm.  el.    1,   [102]  680  :   el,  5, 

2192.  2197 ;  d.  10,  [193]  758  :  el.  45,  1178 ; 

el.  46, 1371  ;  add.  el.  1443, 1451. 1453. 1454  ; 

Consid.  1620,   1629.   1634  :    add.  el.   1078, 

1680,  1681,  1C89 ;  8R.  Amendt.  1715 
ElemeiiUry  Education,  211.  [192]  1997 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  [191] 

1918,  1925 
Fenian  Convicts  at  Manchester,  [190]  116 
India— East   India  Civil  Service,   Res.  [191] 

1888,  1851.  1859 
India— East  India,  Troops  and  Vessels  (Abys- 
sinian Expedition).  Res.  [190]  880 
India — Systems  of  Government,  [191]  422 
Ireland  —  Roman   Catholic   University,  [190] 

1456 
Ireland— University   Education,  [19a]   1015; 

Res.  8.  1054,  1064 
Parliament— Public  Business,  [193]  1420 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  0Z.  8,  [192]  16.55 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

el.  2,  [192]  1764  ;  add.eL  1777,  1790 
Representation    of    the    People    (Scotland), 

Consid.  add.  cl.  [192]  1445 
Supply — Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  305 
Prosecutions,  Amendt.  [192]  496,  499 
Royal  Palaces,  [J91]  1006;  Amendt.  1007, 
1009,  1010 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  SUtemeni,  [191] 

1186 

Fenianism 

Alleged  Bribe  to  a  Fenian,  (Question,  Sir 
Frederick  Heygate ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of 
Mayo  June  8,  [192]  1229 

CUrkenwell  Prison,  Attack  on,  Question,  Mr. 
Harvey  Lewis ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy 
Mar  9,  [190]  1215 — The  Convict  Barrett, 
Question,  Mr.  Bright ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome 
Hardy  May  25.  [102]  832 

Fenian  Prisoners,  Warren  and  Costello,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  J.  Stuart  Mill  ;    Answer,  The  Eail^ 
of  Mayo  July  16,  [193]  1282  ^^ 

4  B  [^^< 
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JWiionifm— oont. 

MMtdrif,  Can  ^  At  CbntfiX  fn^ttiml.  Mr. 
Wntkin;  AMwer»  Mr.  Corry  Nw2\,[i^] 
107 

Manefiutfr,  Convicts  at^  ObtennUiMifl,  Mr. 
Ma^uire  Nov  21.  [190]  US ;  iJcbftte  therckon 

Metropotu  —  Special  ConttabUs,  Mption  for 
"  Return  of  the  Nomber  of  6pe«iftl  CoDtU- 
blet  who  have  respectivelx  enrolled  thero- 
■elves  in  the  different  Pariehes  of  the  Metro- 
polis after  the  Explonioo  in  Clerkenwell " 
[The  L&rd  CampbeU)  Mar  19,  [190]  iSdO; 
Motion  agreed  to 

Fbkottsbow,   Sir  J.    (Tinder   Secretary  of 

Sttite  for  the    Home    Department), 

Ayrshire 
Artixani'  and   Labourers*  Dwellings,   Oomm. 

«/.  27.  ri9i]«77;  8R.  2061 
Cblliers    in   tiie    Wigan    District,  Strike  of, 

[191]  1224 
Established    Ohvrtfa   (IriUnd),    Comni.    Res. 

[191]  1010.  1931 
Land    Wriu   Registratloa  (Scotland),  Comm. 

e2.  1.  [192]  1628 
Metropolitan  Police  Fonds.  2R.  [193]  861 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amendment. 

Comm.  add.  el,  [190]  4  Iff  ;   Lords  Amendts. 

663 
Municipal    Corporations  (Metropolis),  Leare, 

[191]  1863;  2R.[i93]  1789 
Petroleum.  Comm.  [19a]  1619 
Representation    of    the    People    (Scotland), 

Leave.    [190]    887  ;    2R.    1257  ;     Comm. 

a.  3.  [19a]  478,  482.  492  ;    el.    4.   866  ; 

el.  ff.  867  ;  el.  8.  886  ;   el.  9.  979 ;   d.  10, 

983  ;  el.  12.  lOOS  ;  add  ol.  1243  ;  Schedule  A, 

126i,  1262  :  Consid.  add.  el.  1446 
SnnitnrT  Improvements.  Rntes  for,  [191]  269 
Supply  —  Government   Prisons.    [19a]    1106, 

1107:  Report.  1176 
Turnpike  TrusU.  2R.  [19a]  1729 

Feyerspam,  JLord 

Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  1601 

Fliie  ArtB  Copyrlgjit  OonsoUaatiim  and 
Amendment  Bill  Fh  t.] 

( The  Lord  JFesibury] 
i.  Presented  ;  read  !••  Jtin^  12         (No.  l46) 

Fines  and  tees  (Ireland)  Bill 

{ifr.  Bunt,  Mr.  Chancellor  0/  t/i#  Zxehequer) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  lo  •  Feb  18  [Bill  86] 

Moved,  **That    the   Bill   be  now  read  2<» " 

Mar  9,  [190] 1227 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  six  months  "  {Oenerdl  Dunne) ; 
after  short  debate.  Question,  '*  That  *  now,' 
Ac.**  put)  and  negatived ;  Bill  pot  off  for 
six  months 

FniUt,  Mr.  A.  S.,  Argyllshire 
Indo-European  Telegraph,  [190]  620 

Fire  Proteetum 

Question,  Mr.    M'Lagnn  ;    Answer,    Mr.  G. 
Hardy  Mar  16.  [190]  1687 


FnTOEKALi),  Lord  0.  A.,  KildOf  Co. 
Ireland-Police  Barracks.  [190]  11!« 
Mutiny.  Cbmm.  d.  67.  Amendt.  [191]  3S9 
River  Thames,  Obstructions  in  the,  [191]  1677 

Floter,  Mr.  J.,  Dorsetshire 

Election   Petitions  and   Corrupt  PraetioM  at 

Elections,  8R.  [193]  1723 
Local  Charges  on  Real  Property,  Res.  [19a] 

164 
MetropoliUn  Foreign  Cattle  Market, 

el.  8,  [193]  1^*3 
Supply— Burlington  House,  [19a]  398 
Government  Prisons,  [i9aj  1105 


Vagrancy,  [193]  1102 

FotriMB*.  Mr.  F.  J.  S.,  Retford  (JSaet) 
Registration,  Comm.  add.  el.  [193]  568 

t'oBDB.  Colonel  "W.  JB.,  Downshire 
Ireland— Johnston,  Mr.,  Case  of,  [191]  489 

FoRBTOE.  Mr.  W.  D.,  Aberdeenshire 
MetropoliUn  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Coma. 

[if3llM8 
RepresenUtion  of  the  People  (Scotland).  Comm. 

[19a]  466  ;  el.  12, 1007 
Scotland— Agricultural  Laboursrt'  Dw^iofa, 
[190]  1287 
Uw  of  Hypothec,  [190]  1149 

Foreign  Office  and  our  Aaenti  Ahrond 
Question,  Sir  Percy  Burreli;   AJiswer,  Lord 
SUnley  Dec  6.  [190]  631 

Foreign  Office  Clerks  aeiing  as  Agents 

190] Question.  Mr.  Bayley  Potter;  Answer. Lord 

8tanley  Dre  8,  642  ;   Question,  Mr.  Wyld ; 

.     Answer.  Lord  Stanley  Dee  6.  600  :  Question. 

Mr.  Bnyley  Potter ;  Answer,  Lord   Stanlej 

.    Feb  20.  986;    Question,  Mr.  I^boeehere; 

Answer.  Lord  Stanley  June  16,  [19a]  1589  ; 

Question,   Mr.   Labouohere ;    Answer.  Lord 

Stanley /Mfy  24,  [19.^]  1712 

Names  of  Agents  Pari.  P.  [39T0] 

[8970-L  to  IV.f 

Foreshores  and  Bed  of  the  Sea — 21# 
Board  of  Trade 

Question,  Mr.  Coleridge  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stepliea 
Cave  Nov  29,  [190]  419 ;  Observations,  The 
Duke  of  Argyll  ;  Reply.  The  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond  ;  short  debate  thereon  June  19,  [19a] 
1814 

Foreshores,  Moved,  **  That  an  humble  Addrees 
be  presented  to  iler  Mnjest^  to  reooest  that 
Her  Majesty  will  be  graciously  pleased  to 
order  that  there  be  laid  before  this  House  Vf 
the  Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests, 
Copy  of  each  of  the  following  privately 
printed  Papers  —  namely,  Report  on  the 
Right  to  Foreshores  and  the  legal  Decisions 
affecting  the  River  lliames  and  the  Rights  of 
the  Citizens  of  London  ft^m  the  Time  of 
Henry  III.;  by  J.  W,  Pycroft,  F.S.A., 
M.R.A.S.;  Reg.  Sept.  Antiq.  Reg.  Soc, 
pp.  161  "  [and  other  PapersJ  {The  Dnke 
of  Buedeuch)  July  21,  [193]  1660;  after 
short  debato.  Motion  witbdraim 

||WPIw» 
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Foresharei--<oikU 

Then,  Motion  for  an  Arrets  for  **.  Stalororat 
of  all  Legal  Proceedings  whieh  have  been 
instituted  by  the  Law  Officers  at  their  In- 
stance in  the  Name  of  the  Crown,  or  in  the 
Behalf  of  Her  Majesty,  wiih  respect  to  the 
alleged  Title  chimed  bjr  the  Crown  to  the 
Bed  or  Shores  of  the  Sea  or  the  Foreshores 
or  Beds  of  NaTigablo  Rirers  against  Cor- 
porate Bodies  or  Piivnte  Individuals  from 
the  1st  Day  of  Janoary,  1843,  to  the  present 
Time'*  Jand  other  Particulars]  (The  Puke 
of  Buccleueh) ;  Motion  withdrawn 
Btd  of  the  Sea,  ^c.  Motion  for  an  Address 
for  "Statements  of  all  legal  Proceedings 
inititnted  by  the  Law  Officers  or  othorwise 
on  Behalf  of  the  Crown,  with  respect  to  the 
Title  of  the  drown  to  the  Bed  or  Shores  of 
•  the  Sea  or  the  Beds  or  Shores  of  Tidal 
Navigable  Rivers  a^inst  Qorponite  Bodies 
or  Private  Individuals,  from  the  21st  Day  of 
July,  1863,  up  to  the  31st  December,  18tf6" 
[and  other  Particulars]  ( The  Duke  of  Rich- 
moncTjt  1552  ;  Motion  agreed  to     ' 

Pari.  P.  (L.)    ....    No.  284 
Memorandum   ....    No.  137 

FoRSTEB,  Mr.  C,  WaUall 
Compounditig  for  Rates,  Res.  [190]  1904 
Divorce  and   Mittrimonial  Causes  Court,  2R. 

[191]  1873 
Parliament— Public  Petitions — Breach  of  Pri- 

Tilege,  [193]  1750 
Parliament--- Private    Bill    Legislation,    Res. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  [190]  883 
Parliamentary  Boroughs — Payment  of  Rates, 

[190] 437 
Poor  Law— Walsall  Workhouse,  [190]  631 
Tortob— Alleged  Sobmerslon  of,  [190]  02 

FoESTEB,  Mr.  W.  R,  Bradfyrd 

Austria — Cororoeroial  Treaty  with,  [192]  652, 

653 
Boundary,  Comm.  [192]  278 
Bristol  WrU.  [193]  423 
Carriage  of  Paioels  by  Railway,  [loi]  1333, 

1334 
Commerce,  Tribunals  of,  [190]  605  ;-^Cbambers 

of,  606 
Coolie  Emigration,  [19a]  2133 
County  Fiiianciitl  Boards,  3R.  [191]  1558 
Eflocation,  [  1 90]  734 
Election   Petitions  and  Corrupt  PraotifieB  at 

Elections.  Consid.  [193]  1622,  1636,  1629, 

1633.  1638 
Elementary  fclducation,  2R.  [193]  2010 
Established  Church  (Irehind),  2K.  [192]  780 
Expatriation,  Law  of,  [190]  1983,  2009  ;  [193] 

li80 
Jamaica— Established  Church  in,  [192]  1922, 

1923 
Libel,  Comm.  d.  1,  [192]  606  ;  el,  3,  614,  616 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,   Comm. 

Preamble,  [193]  li>23,  1524 
Parli4ment,  Dissolution  of,  [192]  1053, 1071 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el,  3,  [193]  1422.  1423 
Public  Schools,  Re^omni.  (192]  1646;   d.  8, 

1653,  1655  ;  cL  20,  [193]  813  ;  add.  ci  Q'21 
QoeenshuKJI— Polynesian  Labourers,  [193]  1365, 

1366 
School  Inquiry  Committee,  [193]  1366 
Scientific  Instruction  in    Poreign    Countries, 

[xgs]  1560 


FoRsiM,  Mr.  W.  E,— cone. 
Supply— Education,  Public,  [192]  115Q,  1161 
Vnitcd  Stetes— The  "  Alabama''  Claims,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  [190]  1178,  USl 
Workshop  Regulation  Act,  [193]  517 

FoKTESCUB,  Earl 
Artiznns*  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,  2R.  [1021 

915  ^ 

Friendly  Societies,  Comm.  [192]  507 
Monetary    Conference    (Paris),    Address    for 

Papers,  [192]  107 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  eh  9,  [192]  1626 ;  Report, 

1744 
Public  Schools,  Comm.  cl  13,  [193]  1655 
Railway  Bills— Increase  of  Rates,  Res.Ti03] 

1076,  10S9 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Report,  el.  14,  [102] 

415 
South  Coast  Railways,  2R.  [102]  1454;  3R. 

[1933357  L^J       .     ,       . 

Vagrancy— Guildford  Union— Motion  for  Cor- 
respondence, [192]  101 

FoBTB^iCUE,    Bight    Hon.    Chiofaester  S., 
Louth  (fO. 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Ao^  Con- 

'  titinance,  2R.  [190]  803         ' 
Indostrial    Schools  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.   11, 


[191]  222 
•eland— I 


Ireland— Irish  Church  Commission,  [193]  324 
Ireland  —  State  of.  Motion   for  a  Committee, 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  [190]  1549,  1595 
Lake  Superior  and  the  Pacific,  dto  ,  Motion  for 

a  Commission,  [192]  13l7,  1349 
Militkry  at  Elections,  2K.  [192]  1981,  1982 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Universities,  2R,  [193] 

445 
Prison  Ministers  Act,  Res.  [193]  380 
Registration,  Leave,  [192]  1404 
Hfgisiration   (Ireland),    Comm.   [193J  1487; 

cL  32,  1499 ;  cl.  34,  1503, 1505,  1507,  1512 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  [190] 

1198;    Leaye,  1946;  2K.[i9i]  1949;  [192] 

1567;    Comm.    1575;    c^  3,  15^8;    cl,  2, 

Amendt.  1764  ;  add,  el.  1768,  1771,  1789, 

1790,  1804 


France 

Axretti  of  Engluhmen  in,  Question,  Mr.  Darby 
Gi-iflSih  ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley  Nov  22,  [190] 
150 

Coatting  Trade  of.  Address  for  Copies  of  any 
Correspondence  that  may  have  taken  place 
between  the  Foreign  Office  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ambassador  nt  Pa  lis,  and  of  any 
Communications  from  British  ^Shipowners,  in 
reiei-ence  to  the  Exclusion  of  British  Vt'ssolt 
from  the  Coasting  Trade  of  France,  and  to 
the  existing  Treaties  between  France  and 
Spain  or  any  other  Country  rchiting  to  that 
1>a«le  {  The  Marquets  ofClanHcarde)  July  1 0, 
[193]  980 ;  after  shore  debate,  Motion  with- 
drawn 

France,  Belgium,  and  Holland,  Question,  Mr. 
Oiwuy  ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley  JtUg  31,  [193] 
1940 

Paris  Universal  Exltibition,  1867>  Pari.  Papers 

Pel-sons  Employed Ho.  184  j 

Uvporls  on      .     ,     DigitizQdV^ls.  I.  to  VtlC 
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Peekch,  Rt.  Hon.  Colonel  F.,  Boteammon 

Co. 
Army — Offioen  in  oommand  of  DepOtt,  [192] 

1180:  [193]  313 
Army— Wooden  Huts  for  Troops,  Motion  for  ao 

Address,  [190]  982 
Electric  Telegraphs,  [193]  720 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  213 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Act  Con- 
tinuance, 2  R.  [190]  802 
Ireland— Auditor  of    Grand  Jury  Aoconnts, 
[19a]  H60 
Compulsory  Presentments,  [193]  827 
Ireland — Uiver  Shannon,  Motion  for  a  Commit- 
tee [190]  094  ;  [191]  367  ;— Suke  Neta  on 
the,  467 
Knights  of  Windsor,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[192]  1975 
Miiiisterinl    Statement — Resignation    of   the 

Enrlof  Derby.  [190]  1098 
Parliament — Conference  Room,  [191]  1148 

Point  of  Order,  [192]  15 
Parlinment— House  of  Commons  Arrangements, 

Motion  for  a  Committee,  [190]  984 
Peerage  (Ireland),  2R.  Amendt.  [191]  1563 
Post  Office — Case  of  A.  J.  Duffy,  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  [191]  1298 
Representation   of  the  People  (Ireland),  [190] 
1892  ;  I^ave,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1946; 
2K.  [191]  1951  :  Comm.  [192]  1580  ;  el  18, 
1590, 1697  ;  add,  cl  1777,  1791 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

cl.  8.  [192]  863.  874  ;  c/.  10,  990 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  2R.  [192]  2019 
Stone,  Police  Sergeant,  Case  of,  [192]  1483 
Sunday  Trading,  2R.  [191]  1085 
Supply — British  Embassy  Houses,  [191]  993, 
995 
Burlington  House,  [192]  398 
Establishments  of  China,  Japan,  and  Siam, 

[193]  609 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  [191]  1001 
Household  of  Lord  Lieutenant,  [193]  1206, 

1207 
Parliament,  Houses  of,  [192]  300 
Post  Office,  [193]  833 
Royal  Palaces,  [191]  1013 
Sheriff  Court  Houses  (Scotland),  [192]  400 
Supply  —  Proceedings  in.    Resolution,    [191] 
1032 


Fbestfield,  Mr.  C.  K.,  Dover 

County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction),  Comm. 

[192]  166 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[193]  1298,  1299,  1301,  1341;  d.  3,  1770, 

1771,  1772 
Sunday  Trading,  2R.L191]  1084,  1085 


Friendly  Societies  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Earl  of  Lich/Uld) 
I  Presented  ;  read  1*»  Mar  17  (No.  43) 

Af^cr  short  debate,  2R.  deferred  May  1,  [191] 

1685 
Moved,    "That    the    Bill  be  now  read   2»" 
May    5,    1775  ;    after    short    debate,   Bill 
read  2» 
Committee  May  19,  [192]  506;   after  short 
debate.  Bill  withdrawn 


Gallwey,  Sir  W.  P.,  Think 

County  Financial  Boards  (No.  I),  Learo.  [190] 

1206  ;  2R.  [191]  1556.  1694 
Metropolis-  Park  Lane,  [192]  2138 
Supply — Enrolled  Pensioners,  &c.  [191]  384 
Salaries  of  Governors  of  Colonies,  MoCioQ 
for  Adjournment,  [193]  675 

Galwat,  Viscount,  Retford  (Eati) 
Boundary,  Comm.  d.  4,  [192]  H35 
Election  Petitions  and   Corrupt   PrmetioM  at 

Elections,  Consid.  [193]  1634 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Baa.  1, 

[191]  1660 
Married  Women's  Property,  2B.  [19a]  137S 
Metropolitnn  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Coibm. 

[193]  1342  ;  Preamble,  1526 
Parliament— Business  of  the  llonae,  [191]  liSl 
Petroleum.  Comm.  [192]  1619 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  d,  4,  [103]  1C05 
Registration,  Comm.  add.  6^  [193]  560 
Representation  of  the  People  ( Ireland ),  Coram. 

(^.18,  [192]  1589,  1591 


•'  Oaronne"  Lo$g  of  the 
Question,   Admiral  Erskine;  Answer,  Mr.  S. 
Cave  May  29,  [192]  1042  :  [193I  370 

(PoW.  P.  No.  408) 

Garter  King  at  Arm$ 
Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Lask;   Answer,  Mr. 
Sdater-Booth  Mar  23,  [191]  89 

Gaselee,  Mr.  Serjeant  S.,  Portsmouth 
Army— Artillery.  Colonels  in  the,  [193]  1912 

Artillery  Practice  at  Portsmouth,  [193]  517, 
519,  910,  1668 
Army— Fortidcations,  Res.  [191]  2034, 8038 
Army  Estimatee— Surveys,  [193]  962 
Artisans'  and   Labourers'   Dwellings,   Comm; 

d.  6,  [191]  672 
Boundaiies  of  Boroughs,  Comm.  [192]  438 
Boundary,  [191]  146;  211.  Motion  for  Adjooni- 

ment,  1014  ;  Comm.  [192]  275 ;  Preamble, 

1261 
Bristol  Election,  [193]  1275 
Capital  Punishment  within    Prisons,    Loare, 

[190]  996  ;  2a.  Amendt.  1131 
Ceylon— Condition  of,  Motion  for  a  Oommitteo, 

[191]  982 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  8R.  [190] 

981  ;  Comm.  d.  4,  1418 :  d.  6.  1425 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  [191]  1557, 1558. 

1569 
Court  of  Session  (Scotland),  LeaTe,  [190]  1087 
Disfranchised  Boroughs — Totnes.  die  [190]  438 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt   Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  [191]  311 ;  d,   1,   [191] 

661  ;   c/.  5,2192,2197 

193]  738 ;  d.  6.  743  ;  d.  8.  746 ;  d.  10,  752  ; 

.     d.    14,    1005;  d.    17,  1018;   d.  45,  1178; 

.    add.  d.  1442, 1452 ;  Consid.  1618, 1637, 1843; 

.    add.  d.  1649.  1675,  1677,  1688 

Established    Church    (Ireland),  Comm.    Res. 

[191]  1907 
Fenian  Convicts  at  Manchester,  [190]  119 
Libel,  Comm.  d.  1,  [192]  608 ;  c)f.  3,  613 
Metropoliun   Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

d.  3,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  [193]  1541 
Napier's,  Sir  R.,  Annuity,  Comm.[i93j  1285 
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GjLSKLxi,  Mr.  Serjeant  S. — eont. 

Navy  Estimates—Coast  Guard  SerTioe,  [193] 
542 
Sain  ries  of  Officers,  [193]  530 
Navy — Flogging  on  Board  the  "Favourite," 

[191]  35 
Parliament  — Private   Bill    Legislation,    Ret. 

[190]  884,  1809 
Public  Schools,  Re-oomm.  el,  14,  [193]  1938  ; 

cl.  16,  Amendt.  1939.  1941 
Regisiration,  Comm.  add,  cl.  [193]  568 
RepresenUtlon  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

add.  c^.[i92]  1770,1771 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  2R, 

[190]  1268  ;  Comm.  d.  9,  [193!  974  ;  cl.  10, 

900  ;cMl,  1002  ;arfd.c/.  1247 
Sale  of  Poisons,  d(0.  Comm,  add.  tl.  rioa]  1219, 

1220  •■  ^  ■" 

Supply- British  Embassy  Douses,  [191]  989, 

Vvt 

Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  [192]  2172 
Embassy  Houses  Abroad,  [192]  313 
Foreign  Office,  New,  [192]  313 
Mission  Oouse,  Tehernn,[i9j]  999 
Prosecutions.  [192]  497;  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 501 
Royal  Palaces,  [191]  1007,  1009, 1018 
Weights  and  Measures,  [193]  1928 

Gavin,  Major  G.,  Limerick  City 

Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Act  Con- 
tinuance, Comm.  add.  el.  [190]  938 

General  Police  and  Improvement  (Scot- 
land) Act  Amendment  Bill 

(The  Lord  Advocate,  Sir  James  Fergu»$on) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  I©  •  July  1  [Bill  2061 

Read2«»/Kty6 

Committee  •  ;  Report  July  10         [Bill  226] 

Committee  •  ion  re^eomm.) ;  Report  July  14 

Considered  *  Jw/v  16 

Read3»*  Ji«/y  16 
/.  Read  \^^  (The  Lord  Clinton)  July  17 

Read  2*  •  July  21  (No.  267) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  23 

Read3*»JM/y24 

Royal  Assent  July  31  [31  A  32  Viet.  0.  102] 

Gibson,  Right  Hon.  T.  M.,  Ashion-und^ 
Lyne 
Army  —  Control     Department,    Motion    for 

Papers,  [193]  1274 
Cattle,  Foreign,  Importation  of,  [193]  1285 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Leave,  [191]  682 
Libel,  2R.  [191]  668 

Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  2R.  [190] 
690;  [193]  1177,  1178,  1179,  1180;  Res. 
1468.  1469 
193I  Comm.  Amendt.  188, 139. 154.  1299,   1304, 
.    1317.  1337,  1340.  1343  ;  el.  2,  Amendt.  1529, 
.    1532.  1533;  el.  3,  1537,   1539,   1540,1672, 
.     1673,1756,1758,1764,1771 
Parliament ~ Adjournment,  Motion  for,  fiO^l 
1738,1741,1742 
Business  of  the  House,  [193]  1759 
Dissolution  of.  [193]  1063 
Parliament^Private    Bill    Legislation,    Res. 

Amendt.  [190]  1800 
PUotage,  Compulsory,  Rei.[r9i]  381,882, 384 

[Mill. 


GiBsoif,  Right  hon.  T.  VL.—cont, 
Publications,  Registration  of,  [193]  1512 
Riots  at  Ashton.  Stnleybridge.  Ac.  [192]  825 
Sea  Fisheries.  Comm.  [190]  1260, 1273 ;  Lords 

Amendts.  [193]  1857,  1863 
Weights   and  Measures  (Metrio  System),  2R. 
[192]  208 

QiLPiK,  Colonel  R.  T.,  Bedfordehire 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  [191]  68 


GiLPiK,  Mr.  C,  Northampton 
Boundary,  Comm.  el.  4,  [193]  1440 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  2R.  [190] 

1135  ;  Comm.  Amendt.  [191]  1033 
Church  Rates,  [190]  54^ 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  [lool 

967 
Election   Petitions  and   Corrupt  Praotioes  at 

Elections,  Consid.[i93]  1623 
Established  Chnroh  (Ireland),   Comm.  [loil 

1365 
Eyre,  Ez-GoTemor,  Prosecution  of,  [192]  837. 

838 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[193]  1297, 1304 
New  Zealand— Foroes  in,  [193]  642 
Oaths  Commission,  [190]  800 
Postal— St.  Thomas,  hland  of,  [190]  508 

West  India  Mail  Packet  Station,  [190]  665; 


[193]  815 
al— "     - 


Postal— Halifax,  Bermuda,  and  St.    Thomaa 

Mails,  Res.  [190]  633 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Comm.  el.  13,  [103] 

1734 ;  Consid.  1788 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

c^.  3,  [193]  489 
Sheep,  Foreign,  Importation  of,  [193]  1287 
Slave  Trade  Papers,  [190]  1687 
West  Indies,  Lords  Amendts.  [193]  1919 

Qladstone,  Right  Hon.  W.   E.,  iMnea- 
shire,  8. 
Abyssinian  £xpedition->Vote  of  Thanks,  [193] 

526 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  65,  68 
Army — Discharged  Soldiers,  Employment  of, 

Res.  [193]  319 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Motion  for  a  Commit- 
tee, [193]  429 
Boundary,  Comm.  [192]  248,  279,  284 ;   Pr«- 

amble,  1285 
Brougham,  Lord,  The  late,  [193]  1834 
Cattle  Trade,  Foreign,  [193]  1752 
Church  Rates  Regulation,  2  K.  [190]  1411,1419, 

1414 
Colonial  Bishops.  [193]  111 
Commissions,   Permanent  Expenses  of.  Res. 

[191]  1291 
Compounding  for  Rates,  Res.  [190]  1920 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  [190] 

957 :  Comm.  cl.  3.  1416  ;  el.  4,  Amendt.  ib., 

1421  ;    el.  5,  1422  ;   Amendt.  1424,   1425 ; 

el.  1,  Amendt.  1426  ;  add.  d.  1430,  1983  ; 

[191]  40  ;  dR.  101 ;    Lords  Amendts.  [193] 

1773 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [193]  370  ;   Motion 

for  a  Committee,  [193]  329  Tp 

Derby  Dfty— Adjoonunent,  [193]  925  >  ^^ 
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Oladitovi,  Right  hon.  W.  E.^eont 
Disraeli's,  Mr..  Speech  at  Merchant  Tajlort' 

UalU  [192]  2158,  2161 
East   ln«lin»  Troops  and  Ve«ieU    (AhysaiQiaD 

Expedition).  Re*.  [190]  390.  403 
East  Worcestershire  Election,  [192]  1110, 1112, 

1118 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Council, 

[190]  1983 
Edinbarjrb.  Duke  of,  Address  to  Her  Majesty, 

[191]  1930 
Election    Petitions  and   Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections.    Leave.  [190]   719  ;    2R.   1148  ; 

Comm.cZ.  I.[i92]677;  W  5.2193  ;[i93l735; 

cL  26.1171;    cl,  54.  1874;   add.  el.  1379. 

1384,  1447,   1451,  1454;    Consid.  add,  el, 

1091 
Electric  Telegmpbs,  2R.  [192]  1330  ;   Comm. 

(193]  1583,  1585,  1586 
Established  Church  (Ireland).  Notice  of  ^so- 
lutions. [190]  1974 
191]  82,  85.  336  ;  Comm.  470.  500,  709,  750, 
.  797.  924,  1364.  1379,  1418,  1423.  1403; 
.  Res.  I,  1650,  1660.  16t9 ;  Res.  3,  1886; 
.  Res.  3,  1898,  1901,  1914.  1916;  Amendt. 
.  1925,  1930.  1032.  1033;  1938  ;  Motion  for 
.    Adjournment,  1941, 1944  ;  Repljr  to  Address, 


[192]  114 

lbs  ■•  • 


192]  Established  Church  (Ireland),  I^eave,  232, 247, 
.    814,  815.  316.  317,  320  ;  IR.  323.  841,  611 ; 
.    2R.  720.  741,   706,    1048,    1185  ;    Comm, 
..  1189,  1193.1211;  Consid.  1531 
Fehfan  Convicts  at  Manchester.  [190]  126 
Ireland— Presbytery  of  Antrim,  [191]  1581 

Regium  Donum,  The,  [iQi]  835 
Ireland — Royal  Residence  lb,  Motion  for  an 

Address,  [192]  861 
Ireland— Sute  of,   Motioa  for  a  Committee, 

[190]  1396.  1740 
Irish  Church,  The.  [192]  657 
Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland),   Comm. 

<;<.23.[i92]T529 
Licences.  Rbs.  [191]  157 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 
[193]    155,    619,   1301.    1308.    1330,  1331, 
1838 ;   Preamble,  1524,  1525  ;   cl.  8,    1768 
Ministerial    Statement  —  Resignation   of   the 
Earl  of  Derby,  [190]  1098  ;— Re-oon»truo- 
tion  of  the  Ministry,  1100;  [191]  827,  1706. 
1707,  17O8,  1745;  Motion  for  Adjoumnient, 
1787,1818,1810;  [193]  917 
Navy  Estimates— Wages,  [192]  86 
Parliament — Arrangement  of  Business,  [191] 
263,264,  1679.  1680 
Business  of  the  Uouse,  [192]  1569 
Dissolution  of.  [192]  1008,  1073 
Progress  of  Business,  [192]  494 
Public  Business,  [193]  1420 
Parliament— Private    Bill    LegiaUtion,    Hes. 

[190]  1808 
Parliament^Rules  of  the  Uonse,  Res.  [192] 

1079 
Parliamentary  Boroughs — Payment  of  ^ates, 

[190]  441 
Poor  ReUeC  Comm.  cl.  K,  [193]  1883 
Princess  of  Wales,  Address  to  the  (^aeen,  [193] 

914 
Pnblio  Accounts,  Res.  [192]  135 
Publio   Scliools,  2R.  [190]  762  ;    Re-oomm 

el  16,  [192]  1941 
Registration,  Leave,  [192]  U02 
Registration    (Ireland),   Comm.  cl.  B2,  [193] 
1498,  im  ;  cl,  H,  15JO0 


GLABSTora,  Right  hon.  W.  Ev 

Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland).  [1901 
1201 ;  Leave,  1951 ;  Comm.  el  18,  [19a] 
15'J8  ;  add.  el.  1787,  1739,  1797  :  Conaid- 
add.  d.  1899,  1906 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  t'9"] 
2004;  Comm.  [192]  455;  el.  8,  865,  873, 
890.  955  ;  el.  9.  961  ;  cL  lU  998  ;  c«,  E» 
1240  ;  cl,  0, 1248  ;  add.  el,  1247 

Revenue  Officers  Disabilities  Removal,  Comm. 
[193]  394 

Roman  Catholic  Oath,  [191]  1582 

Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday.  2  R.  [190]  1851 

Supply— Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  295,299 
Prbsecuiions.  [192]  497 
Report.  [192]  1606 

Supply  —  Proceedings  in,  Resolntion,  [191] 
14>65 

Tonipi^e  Acts  Continuance.  Comm.  [193]  9«9 

United  States — ^The  *•  Alabama  *'  CUinie,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address.  [190]  1195 

Ways  and  Means— The  Abyssinian  Ezpeditteo, 
Res.  [190I  344,  358  ;— Financial  St&ieoMat, 
[1911  1166,  1169,  1173,  1190;  Coma. 
Res.  1,  I74e,  1753^  1772 

GLAD8TON15,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Chester  CU^i 
Ireland— State  of.   Motion  for  a  Committee, 
[190]  1725 

Glottcestbb  and  Bbtstol,  Bishop  of 
Army  Chaplains.  2R.ri92]  1299  ;  Comm.  1886 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolltiou,  dR.[i93] 
1099 

OoDDABD,  Mr.  A.  L.y  Crieklade 
Metropolis— Park  Lane,  [19a]  2137 
Parish  Mortuaries,  [193]  516 

Ooddard,  8.  A,,  Petition  of 
ObserTations,   Mr.  II.  B.  Sheridan   .Ai%r  16^ 
[193]  12fi0 

QoLDNBT,  Mr.  G.,  Chippenham 
Artisans'  and    Labourer  i'  Dwellinga*  CSomm. 

el,  6, [191]  672, 1064 ;  add,cl.  1066  ;  Consid. 

(^.4,  Amendt.  1876 
Boandary,  Comm.  [192]  260 
Commissions,   Permanent    Expenses  of.   Ret. 

[1901280,1295 
Compounding  for  Rates,  Res.  [190]  1915 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

cl,6,  [190]  1424  ;  add,  cl,  1427,  1428 
Dean  and  Chapter  of  Westminster,  Kstatoa  of, 

[190]  6^1 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotiees  at 

Elections,  l^ave,  [190]  726 ;  Comm.  el,  6, 

[193]  741  ;  cl.  14.  1001  ;  Amende  lOU 
Mnrried  Women's  Property,  21i.  [192]  1359 
Metropolis— Iron  Gates  in  Deronshire  Plaot, 

&o.  [192]  1^43 
Navy— Iron-clad  Fleet,  Res.  [193}  1120 
Public  Schools,  Leave,  [190]  634 ;   Re-conun. 

cl,  3,  [192]  1058.  1655  ;  cL  20,  [193]  813 
Representation  of  the  People  (Sooilaod),  Comm. 

add,  cl  [19a]  1235  ;  Sobedvla  A,  1252 
Stamper,  Case  of,  and  tbe>Ovorse«n  of  Son* 

4i«ii«d.  [193]  ftoid  by  Google 
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GoLDNST,  Mr.' b.— cone. 
Soppty  -  Chapter  DooBe,  Westminster,  [192] 
396 
Foreign  OflSoe,  New,  [192]  d!S 
Government  Prisons,  [192I  1106 
Lnnd  Rejeristry  Office,  [192 J  1 104 
Mission  House,  Teheran, [191]  009 
New  F'nlnoe,  Westminster,  [192]  596 
Prosecutions,  [192]  501 
Public  Offices  Site,  [192]  591 
Royal  Palaces,  [191]  lu05,  1019 
Supply  —  Proceedings  in,    Resolution,    [191] 

1032.1466 
Turkey— Maintenance  of  the  Ottoman  Empire, 

[190]  642 
Turnpike  Acts  Continunnce,  Comm.  [1933^7^ 
Turnpike  Trusts,  Motion  for  an  Addiress,  [191] 

2015 
Turnpike  Trusts,  2lt.  [192]  1725 

GoLDsiriD,  Sir  F.  H.,  Reading 

Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,  Gomm. 
a.  6.  [191]  674  ;  c/.  27,  676 ;  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment. 1063,  1061 ;  add,  cl  1065, 10^6  ; 
Consid.  add.  el,  1564 

Boundary,  Comm.  [192]  275 

Crete— Insurrection  in,  Motion  for  an  Address, 
[191]  12S6 

Election  Petitions  ai^d  Corrupt  Praetioes  at 
Elections,  Leave,  [190]  704 ;  Comm.  el,  14, 
[193]  1008;  el,  17,  1017;  add,  d,  1489, 
1457 

Libel,  Comm.  el.  1,  [192]  605 

Registration  ol  Voters  Aet,  [192!  385 

Sea  Fisheries,  Lords  Amendts.  [192]  1863 

O0LD8MID.  Mr.  J.,  Boniton 

Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [192]  1366 ;   Motion 

for  a  Committee,  [193]  ^24,  342 
Election   Petitions  and   Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  e/.  48,  Amendt.  [193]  1373; 

<u/4.  cl.  1376 
Libel.  Comm.  [1923599  , 

Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  1809 
Postal— Brindisi  Route,  [192]  1561 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

ci.  10,  [1 92]  1765 
Reprvsentniion  olthe  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

cl,  8,  [192]  896 
Wellington,  Duke  of,  Monument  to  the,  [192] 

512 

OoitDOV,  Right  Iloii.  B.  S.y  9$$  Al>y6cJLTS, 
The  Lord 


QOKB,  Mr.  "W.  R.  Ohmsbt-,  ZeiMtn  Co, 
Burials  (Ireland),  Comm.  cL  I,  [192]  1382 
Ireland— Eel  Weir  at  Roosky,  [193]  1669 

GOBST,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Cambridge  Bo. 
Boundary,  Comm.  Preamble,Vi92]  1257,  1261 
Capital  Punishment    within  Prisons,   Comm. 

c/.  4,[i9i]  1059 
Ce>lon — Affairs  of,  [190]  2021 
Ceylon— Condition  of,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[191]  »78 ;  [193]  1477 
County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction),  Comm. 

Amendt.  [193]  166 


60B8T,  Mr.  i.  H.—^ont, 

Election   Petitions  and    Corrupt  Prnctioes   at 

Election's,  Comm.  H.  46,  [193]  1369;  add. 

el.  1380 

Establiahed  Church  (Ireland), Comm.[i9il  1340 

New  Zealand— Alleged  Cruelties  in,  [193]  IIO8 

British  Regiments  in,  [190]  1979 
Nova  Scotia — British  North   American   Con- 
federation, Motion  for  an  Address,  [192J  1692 
Petroleum,  Comm.  [192]  1619 
Registration  of  Voters,  1868,  [192]  1223 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

Schedule  A,  ri92]  1253,  1254 
Weights  and  Measures  (Metric  System),  !2R. 
[192]  19^ 

QoscHEX,  Bight  Hon.  G.  J.,  London 
Agriculture,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [192] 

ff86 
Army — Fortifications,  Res.  [191]  2054 
Artisans*   and   labourers*   Dwellings,   Comm. 

Schedule,  [191]  1066  ;  Consid.  1568  ;  Sche- 
dule. 1877 
Bank  Holidays,  2R.  [190]  047 
Bankruptcy  Law,  [190]  336 
Clifton  and  Bedminster  Workhouse  Infirmaries, 

[190]  165 
Commissions,  Permanent  Expenses  of.   Ret, 

[191]  1295 
Compounding  for  Rates,  Res.  [190]  1914 
Duoliy  of  Lancaster,  1 190]  649 
Electric  Telegraphs,  2R.  [192]  1320  ;  Nomina- 
tion of  Committee,  19^0;  Comm.  [193]  1568 
Established    Church  (Ireland),    Comm.  [191] 

699,  603 
India— Bank  of  Bombay,  [191]  2059 
Local  Taxation^  [190]  1011 
London   Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance, 

Comm.  [191]  199  ;  el.  2,  204  ;  adcL  el.  205 ; 

Consid.  add.  el.  327 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[193I  154.  631,  636,  1339  ;  Preamble,  1529  ; 

el.  3,  1538,  1540,  1641,  1748,  1756,  1763, 

1770,1771 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amendment^ 

Comm.  c/.  1,  [190]  414 ;  Lords  Amendts.  662 


Parliament,  Dissolution  of,  [192]  1060 
"amentary  Boroughs — Pa 
[190]  444 


Parliamentary  Boroughs — -rayment  of  Rates, 


Personal  Rating,  [190]  516 
Postal— Service  with  the  United  States,  [190] 
.686 
Public  Schools,  [190]  1982  ;   Re-oomm.  [192] 

1639  ;   d.  3,1656;  cl,,\i,  1934 
Thames  Embankment,  ^c.  Amendment,  2R. 

[192]  1214 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.  1,  [191]  1758 

Ooveminent  of  India  Act  Amendment 

Bill    {Sir  S,  Nvrtheote,  Sir  J.  Fergutron) 
191]  c.  Motion  for  Leave  {Sir  Staford  Northeote) 
April  23,  1201 
Bill  ordered  ;  read  1»  [Bill  91] 

193]  Question,  Sir  Edward  Colebrooke ;  Answer 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote  June  15,  1667 
.Moved,   "That  the    Bill  be    now  read  2»" 
June   16,   1598  ;    after   short  debate.   Bill 
read2» 
.  Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  "  That  Mr,   j 
S|»eaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair"  June  22,    [^ 
1870 ;  after  ihort  debate,  Committee— b^,     > 


GOT        GBA        (aBNBBAL    INDEX) 

190— 191— 192— 195. 


QRA 


GBA 


Owemm&tU  €f  India  let  Amendm&ni  BtO— ooni 
193I  Committee— B.P.  July  B,  8ff8 
.  Moved.  "  That  the  Order  of  the  Day  to  go  into 
Committee  on  this  Bill  be  diachnrged  **  (Sir 
Stafford  NoriheoU)  Julv  37,  1870 
After  short  debate,  Order   diacharged  ;    Bill 
withdrawn 


Ooremor  General  of  India  Bill 

{Sir  Stafford  NorthcoU,  Sir  Jamei  Fergnuon) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  ApHl  28  [Bill  931 

Moved,  «'That   the    Bill    be   now  read   3^" " 
Jun$  15.  [193]  1601 ;  after  short  debate,  BUI 
read2*» 
Bill  withdrawn  *  July  37 


GowBE,  Lord  R.  S.  LrFsaoK-,  Sutherland- 
ihire 
Representation  of  the  People  (Soetland),  Comm. 
cl,  II,  [192]  994 

OoffBB,  Hon.  £.  F.  Lrtbsok-,  Bodmin 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Comm.  [193]  1589, 1590  ; 

d,  15,  1603 
Regulation  of  Railwaya,  Consid.  [193]  1790 


Gbaham,  Mr.  W.,  Glasgow 

India — Telegraphic  Commuoioation,  Motion  for 

Papers.  [193]  165 
Postal — Communication  with  the  United  States 
—The  Cunard  Contract.  [190]  333 
India,  China,  and  Japan  Mails,  Res.  [190] 
475 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Leave, 
[190]  841  ;    3R.    1355;   Comm.  d.  9,  [193] 
950  :  Amende.  9.59  ;  el.  6,  1010,  1231 
Sunday  Trading,  3R.  Amendt.  [191]  1085 

Qrai7aiii>,  Earl  of 
Esublished  Church  (Ireland),  3R.  [193]  337 

Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland)  Bill 

{3£r,  Staepoole,  Mr,  Corbally,  The  (XConor  Den) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  lo«  Nov  28  [Bill  14] 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill   be    now  read  T  ** 

Mar  35.  [191]  309 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  six  months  "  (The  Earl  of  Mayo) ; 
after  debate,  Question,  "  That  •  now/  dks.  ;*' 
A.  57,  N.  70  ;  M.  13 ;  words  added  ;  3R.  pot 
oif  for  six  months 


Orand  Jury  PresenimenU  (Ireland) 

Select  Committee  appointed,  "  to  inquire  into 
the  several  Ijiws  under  which  monies  are 
now  raised  by  Grand  Jury  Presentments  in 
Ireland,  and  into  the  nature  and  incidence  of 
all  charges  levied  under  such  Presentments, 
with  the  view  of  ascertaining  what  altera- 
tions might  beneficially  be  made  in  these 
Laws"  {The  QConor  Don)  Mar  17,  [190] 
1880  *"  '  "• 

Deoftf 


Orand  Jury  Prtiontmenta  (Ireland}— ^oimt. 

And,  on  Mar  30,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  :— Th4  0*0>nor  Don  (Chaimaan), 
Mr.  Blake,  Lord  John  Browne,  Colonel 
Cooper,  Mr.  Dawson,  General  Danno,  Co- 
lonel Fordo,  Mr.  Chichester  Forteoooe,  Mr. 
Gregory,  Mr.  Herbert,  Mr.  Kendall,  Mr. 
Knatchbull-Hufresaen,  Sir  Charies  LAoyoo, 
Mr.  Leader,  Mr.  Maguire,  The  £aH  of 
Mayo,  and  Sir  Ciolman  O'lAighlen  ;  April  I, 
Lord  John  Browne  disoh.,  Colonol  Fraaeli 
added 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Graad 
Jury  Presentments  do  consist  of  Nineteen 
Members  (Mr.  Vanee)  Mar  33,  [191]  101  ; 
after  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Moved,  <*  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Grand 
Jury  Presentments  do  consist  of  Nineteen 
Members  "  (Mr.  Vanee)  Mar  35.  3S8 ;  after 
short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Report  of  Select  Committee  Julv  0 

(PoW.  P.  No.  S9S) 


Gbakt,  Mr.  A.,  KiddermimUr 
Belfium— Riots  in,  [191]  837 

Gbantille,  Earl 

Abyssinia— Papers,  [190]  153,  157 

Army — Volunteer  Review  at  Windsor,    [193] 
997 

Boundary,  Comm.  el.  4,  [193]  499  ;  Report,  714 

Burials  (Ireland),  3R.  [193]  1097 

Cotton  Statistics,  Comm.  [192]  918 

County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction^  8R. 
[193]  1553 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land. Motion  for  a  Committee.  [191]  948 

Education,  IR.  [191]  1^,  137;  3a.  1S31 
Withdrawal  of  Bill,  [193]  407 

Education,    Technical  —  Whitworth   Sobolar- 
ships,  [191]  830 

Established  Church  (Ireland) — ^Tbe  Reeolntiont, 
[191] 1434, 1443,  1440 


Esublished  rhuroh  (Ireland),  [193]  1930  ;  3R. 

-;  [193]  " 

395,396 


3033,   3050,  3073,  3117;  [193]  389/390, 


Foreshore  and  Bed  of  the  Sea,  [19a]  1831 
London,  Brighton.^.  lUilway8,3R.  [193]  361 
Ministerial     Explanation  —  Public    Buaineas, 

[193]  «83 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Rea.  [191] 

693,  694 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el  33,  [19a]  948 ;  el.0, 

1637 
Public  Schools,  Comm.  d.  13,  [193]   1657  ; 

Report,  1701,  1706 
Railway  Bills—Inorease  of  Rates,  Res.  [193! 

1073 
Reform  Act,  1867— Rjttepaying  Claoaet,  [190] 

1588 
Registration  (Ireland),  3R.  [193]  1710 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Report,  el.  14,  [19a] 

416 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),   SR. 

[193]  368 
Revenue  OfDcers   Disabilities    Removal,    SR. 

[193]  1088 
Sale  of  Poisons  and  Pharmacy,  Comm.   [1931 

1554,  1555  ;  Report,  1630;  3R.  1747 
West  Indies,  3EU  [193]  796 


GBA         ORA         (SESSION    1867-8} 

190—191—192—193. 


GBB       GBB 


GRATESy  Mr.  S.  B.,  Liverpool 

Artifani*  and   Laboorerff*  Dwellingg,  Oomm. 

oL  14,  [191]  675 ;  ol  27,  676  ;  el  85,  678 
Companies  Amendment  Act,  [190]  605 
Coanty  Coarts  (Admiralty  J ari8diotion),Comm. 

add.  oL[io2]  171 
Oostoms  Offloers,  Grieyanoes  of,  [191]  1555 ; 

[193]  1426 
Electric  Telegraphf,  [193]  654  ;  2R.  1314 
Merchant  Shipping  CbnBolidation,  [191]  699 
Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  1803 
Navy— Iron-clad  Fleet,  Res.  [193]  1121 
Navy— Royal  Dockyards,  Res.  [190]  2034,  2046 
Navy  Estimates — Coast  Guard  Senrice,  [193] 
541 
NaTal  Stores,  [193]  1145 
New  WorluL  Ac.  [193]  1155 
Salaries  of  OfBcers,  [193]  538 
Steam  Biachinery,  [193]  1154 
Wages,  [193]  83 
Passenger  Acts,  [191]  1574 
Pilotage,  Compulsory,  Res.  [191]  386 
Postal  Subsidies,  Res.  [190]  2020 
Postal— West  India  Mails,  [191]  1222;  [i93]519 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

add.  el  [19a]  1246 
Rerenue  Officers  DisabDities  Remoyal,  Comm. 

[193]  401 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  2018 
Supply— Harbours  of  Refuge,  [191]  1000,  1001 
Weights  and  Measures  (Metric  System),  2R. 

[193]  179 


Gbat,  Sir  J.,  Kilkmny  Bo. 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  add,  «/.  [193]  1381 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Comm.  [193]  1592 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  757 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  214 
Grand  Jury  Presentments  (Ireland),  Nomina- 
tion of  Committee,  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
[191]  101 
Ireland— Questions,  6te. 

Irish  Church  Commission,  [193]  323,  324 
National  Board  of  Education,  [193]  1276 
O'Hanlon,  Michael,  Case  of,  [193]  1280 
Roman   Catholic  Unirersi^,  [193]   1472, 

1474 ;  [193]  313 
Spirit  Licence  Duty,  [190]  431,  434 
SulHyan  and  Pigott,  Messrs.,  Imprisonment 

of,  [191J  445,  446 
Tenure  of  Land,  [193]  1418 
Measor,  0.  P.,  Case  off  [193]  1714 
Military  at  Elections  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  417 
RepresenUtion  of  the  People  (Ireland),  2R. 
[191]  1060 ;  add.  el.  [193]   1803 ;  Consid. 
1897 ;  add.  el.  1900 
Supply — Nonconforming,  Ac.  Ministers,  [193] 
2168 
Treasury,  [193]  1201 
Unlrersity  of  Glasgow,  [193]  402 
Woods,  Forests,  dec.  [193]  1209 


Obat,  Colonel  "W*.,  Bolton 

Mines  Ajsessment,  Comm.  el.  1,  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  [193]  851 

YOL,  CXCIIL    [XHIfiD  SEAIBS.] 


Gbbenb,  Mr.  E.y  Bun/  8t  Edmunds 
Army — Malt  Liquor  for  the  Troops  in  India, 

[193]  16 
Artisans'  and    Labourers'  Dwellings,  Comm. 

cl.  6,  [191]  674  ;  Consid.  1568 
Burials  (Ireland),'2R.  [191]  1074 
Coal  Mines,  [19a]  1081, 1082,  1083 
Colliery  Accidents,  [191]  1464 ;  Motion  for  a 

Commission,  [193]  939 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  [192]  1991 
Established    Church  (Ireland),    Comm.    Res. 

Amendt.  [191]  1931, 1940 
Licences,  Res.  [191]  159 
Local  Rating,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [193] 

1492 
Metropolis  Gas,  2R.  [191]  798 
Mines,  Accidents  in,  [193]  1505 
Supply— Mission  House,  Teheran,  [191]  999 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  [191] 

1182 

Gbboobt,  Kr.  W.  H.,  Oahoay  Go. 
British  Museum,  [191]  388,  405 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  Comm. 

[191]  1041 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[193]  829 
Crete— Insurrection  in,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[191]  1236 
Ecclesiastical  Titles,  LeaTC,  [190]  993 
Fines  and  Fees  (Ireland),  2R.  [190]  1230 
India— Furloughs,  [ipi]  1576 
Ireland— Questions,  ac. 
Cattle  Plague,  [loi]  1784 
Deaths  from  Snu^  Fox,  [191]  1784 
Leasehold  Property,  [190]  1452 
Railways,  [193]  1752 
Royal  Irish  Academy,  [190]  1452 ;  [193] 

1200 
Wilson,  ReT.  Mr.,  Explanation,  [191]  264 
*  Ireland— State  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee, 
[190]  1703 
Juries  "  De  Medietate  Linguse,"  [190]  1449 
Metropolis— Park  Lane,  [193]  1283 
Peel  SUtue,  The,  Res.  [193]  2149 
Public  Departments,  Concentration  of,  [193] 

1105 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 
[103]  1577 ;  el.  18,  Amendt.  1588,   1591  ; 
add.  c2.  1775,  1796 ;  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 1902 
Sea  Fisheries,  Lords  Amendti.  Amendt.  [193] 

1866, 1869 
Supply — Science  and  Art,  [193]  1164  ;  Amendt. 
1171 

Gbenmxl,  Mr,  H.  R.,  StoJce-upon- Trent 
Army— Sale  and  Purchase  of  Commissions, 

Res.  [192]  553 
Eyre,  Ex-GoTcmor,  [193]  1850 

GBByiLLE-NuoBNT,  Colonol  F.   S.,  Long" 

ford  Co. 
Ecclesiastical  Titles,  Leaye,  [190]  992 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  881 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  LeaTC,  [193]  321 ; 

Comm.  Amendt.  1187, 1193;  add.  el.  1211 
Ireland — Military  Stores  and  Barracks,  [193] 

312 
Parliament— Members'  Seats   ia^-tbis  House, 
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OnmiuhNoviiiT,  OoIomI  F. 

Poor  lUM  Ooam* «{.  S«  [19J]  1492 
Eegiitration  (Ireland),   Comm.    [193]    H89 ; 

Bepretentation  of  4b«  People   (Ireland).  3R. 

[191]   196Ti   Comm.  [19a]  1680;   d*  IS, 

1595 ;  d.  10.  1767 
Snpplf— Foreign  Offle^  Hew,  If  oiioa  for  Ad- 

joomment,  [19a]  919 

Gbbt,  Earl 
Army  Cbaplaini,  Comm.  [19a]  1887 
Bankmptox  AcU  Repeal,  Comm.  [191I 1220 
Compoliory  Choroh  Ratei  Abolition,  2  K.  [191] 

1182 
Crete^Insurreotion  in,  Blotlon  for  an  Addreu, 

[191]  819  . 

Ecofesfastioal  Titlei  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, Motion  for  a  Committee.  [191]  251 
EsUblUbed  Cborob  (Ireland).  IR.  [19a]  1741  ; 

2R.  Amende.  2048.  2056,  2117 
Habeas  Oorpas  Sntpeniion  (Ireland)  Ael  Oen- 

tinuanoe,  2R.  [190]  1060 
Marine  Motiny.  SH.  [191]  686, 687 
MinisterUl  SUtement,  [191]  1687,  1688 
Plate.  Rirer,  Hoitilitiet  in  the.  [191]  456 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  [191]  464 ;  el,  22,  Amendt. 

[19a]  948 ;  d,  9«  1625 
Reform  Act,  1867— Ratepaying  Claieee,  [190] 

1586 
Re|alatioii   of  Rallwaye,    2R.   [190]    1964; 

Comm.  el.  15,  [19a]  9  ;  el»  17,  Ainendt.  11 ; 

el,  19,  18 ;    Reporti  el,  14,  Amendt.  414, 

415  ;  add.  el  419 
Sea  Fitberiei.  Comm.  el,  5,  [t9a]  289 
Soutb  Coait  Railwaye,  2R.  [192]  1460 ;  8R. 

[193]  861 
Victoria^AnropriatiOB  Aet,  [191]  1995 


OfiBT,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  G.,  Morpiih 
Army— Fortifications,  Res.  [191]  2052 
BonndarieB  of  Borongbs,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [192]  429 
Boundary,  Cfomm.[i9a]tf62.  283,  284 
East  Woroestersbire  Eleotion,  [19a]  1129, 1128 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotioes  at 

Eleetiont,  Comm.  el.    1,   [19a]  679,  682; 

el,  5,  2187 
Established    Chureb    (Ireland),   Oomm.   Res. 

[191]  1918. 1934;  Amendt.  [19a]  1196 
Irelend  —  Roman  Catholic   Uni?ersity,  [19a] 

714,  715 
Metropolitan  PolioO  Funds,  2R.  [193]  351 
Police,  Metropolitan.  Sargeon-in-Cbief  of,  [193] 

311 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland).  Comm. 

€l,  18.  [192]  1598 
Representation  of  the  Peopl0  (Scotland),  Oomm. 

el.  9,  [192]  973,  982 
Stone,  Police  Sergeant,  Case  of,  [19a]  1482 


Gkipptth,  Mr.  C.  Darby,  D&vtnes 
Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  426,  988 
Bounty  to  Volunteers,  [190]  677 
Layard,  Mr.,  Mr.  Rassam*  dra.  [190]  550, 

679 
Return  of  the  Army,  [192]  1813 

to  the  Speech,   Report. 


Address  in  Answer 

[190]  93 
AndoTer,  Late  Member  for,  [190]  535 


[conCi 


GBunni,  Mr.  0.  Darby— Mfil. 

Army— MiliUry  Prisons,  [191]  38 

Sbo^nryness.  Bxperimenta  at,  [i93l  1^9i 
jinny— Horse  Guards.  The,  Motion  for  Pspen. 

[193]  920 
Boundary,  Conmi.  [192]  282,  986 
Boundary  Commission,  [191]  140; — Am^imai 

Commlssionen,  [19a]  1335 
Bristol  Writ.  [193]  677 
Burials  (Ireland),  Gdrnm.  ei.  li  [192]  1309 
Capital  Panisbmenft   within  Prtoena,    Jjmw^ 
[1901995;  Comm.  el,  8,  [191]  1050,  1067 ; 
el  4,  1059, 1061 ;  el.  6,  1062 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  AboliUen^  Comm. 

cub.  el.  [190]  1429, 1430 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections.  [193]  530 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  [191]  1957 
Crete— Insurrection  in.  MoUon  ibr  an  Addren. 

[191]  1268 
Diplomatic  Senrioe,  Res.  [19a]  938 
Election  Petitions  and   Corrupt  FraetioM  at 
Elections.  LeaTO,  [190}  726 ;  Oomm.  at  5, 
[1931787;  <^Z.  10.759x  el.  17,  1019,  1020. 
1169;  ct,  46,  1370,  1371;  add,  el.  1880, 
1387,  1442.  1447 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Rm.  3. 

[191]  1900,  1926,  1937 
Establisbad  Church   (Ireland),   Oomm.  [191] 

1187     . 
France-r-AH^sts  of  Englishmen,  [190]  1S0 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  A«t  Oon* 

tinuance,  2R.  [190]  809 
Income  Tax,  2R.  [190]  476  ;  Coram,  oi.  8, 521 
Ireland— Cardinal  Culien,  [19a]  16,  17 

Party  Processions,  [190]  1592 
Marine  Mutiny,  2R.  [191]  99 
Member  for  Thetford- Titles  of  Digni^,  [191] 

831 
Metropolis— Boriington  Hoilse,  [191]  1184 
Haokney    Carriages    Lamps    Regalation, 
[190]  510 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[193]  154 
Ministerial  Statement.  [191]  1729, 1818 
Mutiny,   [100]   1815,   1826;   2R.  [191]  288; 

Comm.  a,  32,  Amendt.  325 
Napier's.  Lord,  Pension,  [193]  1942 
Nayy  Estimates— Salaries  of  Offieen,   [193] 

538 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Hente,  [193]  1761 
Debates  in  the  House  of  Lords,  [191]  1786 
Public  Business,  [193]  1421 
Parliament — Forms  of  the  House,  [191]  719 ; 

Res.  1077, 1078,  1079,  1080 
Parliamentary  Boroughs  —  Payment  of  Rates. 

[IQO]  443 
PnTuege— Production  of  Publio  Dooonsnta, 

[190]  066 
Public  Schools,  2R.  [190]   769;   Re-somm.- 
ri9a]1648 ;  el.  3.  1654 ;  el.  5,  1925 ;  d.  16, 
1940 ;  el  20,  [193]  814  ;  add,  d,  819 
Ratepaying  CUmses,  [190]  1898 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Consid.  [193]  1789 
Representation  of  the  People  (Sootlasd).  2R. 
[190]  1260;   Comm.  [19s]  458;   <UkL  cL 
1246 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  2R.  [19a]  2018 
Servia — National  Assembly  of.  [i9a1  2135 
Spain— <<  Queen  ViotorU,"  The,  [190]  641, 1009 
Sues— 'Quarantine  at,  [19a]  1334 
Supply — Prosecutions,  [19a]  501 

Salaries  of  GoTemors  of  Colonies,  [193]  675 
Volunteer  Corps,  [191]  269, 284 


190 — 191 — 193 — 193. 


ttAft        ttAM 


Grufith,  Mr.  C.  JHrhj-^^oni, 
Totnes,  4o.  Writs,  SR.  [190]  546 
Ways  and  Means — Abyssinian  Expedition,  The, 

Res.  [190]  857 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  St^itement,  [loi] 

1189 
Ways  and  Means— Comm.  Bes.  2,  Amendt. 

[191]  1778 
Ways  and  Means — Inoome  Tax,  Res.  [190]  449 

Obosybko^  Hoil  Capt.  R.  W.,  JF^stmimUr 
Established   Church  (Ireland),  Oomm.  [191] 
1800 

QaOYB,  Mr.  T.  F.,  W%lUMr$,  8. 
Metropolitan  PoUee,  [19a]  1804 

QvisvBaa,  Sir  A.,  JhthUn  City 
Representation  ef  the  People  (Ireland),  Gonsid. 
cM.  el.  [19a]  1901 

GuBKST,  Et.  Hon.  Russell,  Souihampton 

Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [192]  480 

Boundaiy,  Comm.  [19a]  271,  280  ;  d,  4,  1417, 
1440 ;  add,  cL  1441 ;  Schedule,  1443 

Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  Comm. 
<^.  8,  [191]  1067 

Cattle— Importation  of  Foreign,  [19a]  18 

Election  Petitions  and  Cormpi  Practices  at 
Elections,  LsaTe,  [190]  708 ;  Comm.  cl,  8, 
[193]  747  ;  d,  10,  701 ;  cl  17, 1018  ;  a.  40, 
1184;  oL  46,  1670;  el.  47,  W2;  add.  el 
1886 

Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 
[«93]  1841 

West  Indies,  Lords  Amendts.  Amendt.  [193] 
1886 

Mahm  Corpus  8uip0mum  AcU,  Sfe, 
(Ireland) 
Moved,  "  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
a  Return  of  the  number  of  times  the  Babeas 
Corpus  Act  has  been  suspended  in  Ireland 
since  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  Union  ;  the 
number  of  Arms  Acts,  Whiteboy  and  other 
Acts  of  repressi<m  in  Ireland  passed  since  the 
said  Act  of  Union ;  the  number  of  Persons 
sentenced  to  death,  transportation,  and  im» 
prisonment  In  each  year  for  political  o£fences ; 
and  a  Statement  of  the  Acts  under  which 
each  person  has  been  so  sentenced"  (Mr. 
Bearden)  Mar  19,  [190]  1089 ;  after  short 
debatOi  Qaestion  put,  and  negatifed 

Hal)eaB  Oorpiis  Siupeiiftioii  (Ireland)  Act 
Continnance  Bill 

(The  Earl  qf  Mayo, Mr,  Secretary  Oaihome 
Hardy  t  Mr.  AUornty  Oeneraf) 
190] c.  Motion   for  Leave  (The  Earl  of  Mayo) 
Feb  14,  770 
Bill  ordered,  after  debate  ;  read  1«     [Bill  281 
.Moved,  -That  the  Bill  be  now  read    2-^ 
Feb  IT,  802  ;  after  short  debate,  BUI  read  2« 
.  Committee ;  Report  Feb  18, 082 
.  Moved,  *'  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  df" "  (Mr.  Q. 
Bardy)  Feb  19, 08t ;  after  short  debate,  Bill 
readi* 

IconU 


Babeoi  C&rpni  Suepention  (Ireland)  Act  Conth^ 

uanee  JoiU—eont. 
I  Read  1»  •(7^  Earl  ofMtdrMebury)  Feb  20 
•  Moved,  "That    the  "Bill    be    now  read  2'" 
Feb  24, 1008;  after  debate,  Bill  read  2*  (No.  18) 
Conmiittee  *  ;  Report  Feb  20 
Read  8«*i?V6  27 
Royal  Assent  Feb  28  [81  Vict.  0.  7] 


Hadftbld,  Mr.  G.,  - 

Burials  (Ireland^  2R.  [191]  1081 

Capital  Punishment  within    Prisons,    Leave, 

[190]  096 
Charitable  Institutions,  Taxation  of,  [191]  1698 
Church  Rates,  [  190]  006 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  add.  cl,  [193]  1886 
Ireland — Regiom  Donum,  [192]  840 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,   Comm. 

Motion  for  A^oummenty  [193]  1206,  1809, 

1881 
Middlesex  Registry  Ofl^,  [191]  1147 
Oaths,  Report  of  Commissioners  on,  [190]  S3S 
R^stration    (Ireland),  Comm.  [193]  1490  ; 

cl.  82, 1000 
Religious,  4c.  Building  (Sites)^  2R.  [191]  662 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  2R. 

Amendt.  [100]  1284,  1264 
Scotland— Bridge  of  Dunkeld,  Tolls  on  the, 

[19P]  88« 
Supply—  Nonconforming,&c.  Ministers,  Amendt. 
[193]  2166,  2168 


Halifax,  Yiscount 
Boundary,  Ck>mm.  ei,  4,  [193]  004 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,   Comm. 

[193]  606 
Cotton  Statistics,  2R.  Amendt.  [193]  710 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland)— The  Resolotions, 

[191]  1401,  1408 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [191] 

691,  690 


Public  OfiSces,  The  New,  [191]  104 
Railways  Regulation  —  The 
[191]  1420 


Paroels    Olanse, 


Hakiltok,   Bight  Hon.   Lord  0.   (Yioe 
Chamberlain     of    the    Honsehold), 
2]fron0  Co. 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1, 

[191]  1614 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R,  [191]  210 
Industrial  Schools  (Ireland),  2R.  [190]  981 ; 

Comm.  [191]  219 
Ireland—State  of.  Motion  for   a  Committee, 

[190]  1620 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Consid.  [193]  1789 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  2R.  [192]  2017 
Sunday  Trading,  2R.  [191]  1086 


Hamiltok,  Yiscount,  Donegal  Co. 

Estoblished  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [T91I 886 

Metropolis    Park  Lane  Improvements,  [192] 

244 


RegistratioD  (Ireland),  Comm, 
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Hamltok,  Lord  C.  J.,  Londonderry  City 
fisUblithed    Oburoh  (Ireland),  Comm.   [191] 

767;  [192]  1184 
Representotion  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

a,  18,  [19a]  1595 


Hamiltok,  Mr.  E.  W.  T.,  Saluhury 
Compound  Houeeholder,  The,  [190]  795,  796, 
797 


Hakket,  Mr.  T.,  PeUrhorough 

Armj— Cooking  Apparatus,  [191]  257,  468 
Compuliorj  Churoh  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

a<M.<!/.  [190]  1427 
Consolidated  Aocount,  Charges  on  the,  [190] 

1221 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  add,  cl.  [193]  1387,  1450 
Financial  Statement,  The,  [190]  1892 
Qovemment  of  India  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 

a.  1,  L192]  1888  ;  el.  2,  [193!  859,  862 
Ireland—Koyal  Residence  in.  Motion  for  an 

Address,  [1921357 

•      ^'  ^  -  -      -     —      M150 

Park, 


Haj^dwicxe,  Earl  of 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190!  24 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R. 
1140 


Metfopolis— New  Palace  Tard,  [190]  115 
Ornamental  Water  in  the  Kegent's 

[193] 807 
Thames  Embankment,  [190]  1686 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  cl  4,  [193]  1607 
Public  Accounts,  Res.  [192]  122 
Registration  —  Small  Tenements  Act,  [192] 

1228 
Supply— Houses  of  Parliament,  [192]  811 
Tancred's  Charity,  2R.  [191]  282 
Water  Supply  Commission,  [190]  1685 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.  2,  [191]  1774 
Ways  and  Means— Abyssinian  Ezpemtion,  The, 
Res.  [190]  855 


Haiqcbb,  Sir  J.,  Flint,  dsc, 
Parliament(~>  Private  Bill  Legislation, 
853,  856 


[»9i] 


[191] 


Habboastle,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Bury  St.  Edmunds 
Boundary,   Comm.  Schedule,  Amendt.    [192] 

1443 
Church  Rates  Regulation,  2R.  Amendt.  [190] 

1407,  1408 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  [190] 

973 ;  Re-comm.  ch  C.  Amendt.  2054 
Court  of  Chancery  and  County  Courts,  [193] 

1711 
Italy— Consular  Chaplain    at  Naples,    [193] 

1947 
River  Thames  —  Obstructions  in  the,  [191] 

1577 
Saxony-— Diplomatic  Relations  with,  [190]  519 
Supply — University  of  Glasgow,  [192]  402 
Turnpike  Trusts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  [191] 

2021 

Eabbinge,  Yiscount 
Army-^Organization  of  the  Reserved  Forces, 


[19311854 
'olu 


Volunteer  Review  at  Windsor,  [193]  997 
Marine  Mutiny,  2R.  [191]  685 
Metropolis—National  Gallery,  New,  [192]  93 

SUtues  in  Westminster  Hall,  [193]  978 


EsUblished Churoh  (Ireland)— The  Resolntioiis, 

[191]  1449 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Act  Cob* 

tinuanoe,  2R.  [190]  1059 

Habdt,  Right  Hon.  Gkthome  (Secretary 

of  State  for  the  Home  Department), 

Oxford  Univernty 
Agricultural  Labour,  [192]  1897 
Agriculture,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [192]  589 
Artizans'  and  Labourers'  DwelUngs,    Comm. 

cl  6.  [191]  678 ;  cL  8.  675 
Austin,  James,  Case  of,  [193]  1678 
Barrett,  The  Convict,  [191]  1579  ;  [192]  834 
Bell,  James,  Case  of,  [193]  1713 
Boroughs  and  Divisions  of  Counties,   Leave, 

[191]  196 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Blotion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [192]  428,  429  ;  Amendt.  430,  431, 

433,  434 
Boundary,  [191]  706  ;  2R.  1014, 1786  ;  Comm. 

[192]  262,  280,  288,  284  ;  Preamble,  1374 
Boundary  Commission,  [190]  733, 1318;  Report, 

1397; — Assistant  Conmiissioners,  [192]  1386 
Burial  Societies,  Frauds  upon,  [192]  921 
Cab  Fares,  [190]  1398 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  [190]  176  ; 

Leave,  995;  2R.  1127;  Comm.  cl,Z.  [191] 

1057  ;  el  4, 1059, 1060  ;  el  6, 1062 
Castle,  Mr.,  Case  of,  [193]  1826 
Church  Rates,  [190]  544 
Circuits  of  the  CTounty  of  York,  [193]  1833^ 

1942 
Coal  Fields  of  Great  Britain,  [190]  338 
Coal  Mines,  Regulatioi^of,  [190]  941 
Coldbath  Fields  Prison,  Deaths  in,  [193]  1946 
Colliery  Prosecution,  [192]  1558 
Compounding  for  Rates,  Res.  [190]  1919 
Compulsory  Churoh  Rates  Abolition,  3R.  [190] 

977 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  [191]  1548, 1558, 

1559,  1694 
Customs,  Appointments  in  the,  [193]  1286 
Devizes  Gaol,  [191]  1455 
Dogs,  Stray,  [193]  314 
Dunstoble  Road,  [192]  1396 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Coan- 

oU,  [190]  1983;   2R.  [191]  327;  Comm. 

1194, 1200 
Ecclesiastical  Titles,  Leave,  [190]  993  ;  3R. 

[192]  1696 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practieee  at 

Elections,  Comm.  d,  5,  [192]  2173  ;  cL  46, 

[193]  1370  ;  add.  cl  Amendt.  1382,  1449  ; 

Consid.  1618,  1638,  1650  ;  add.  el  1681  ; 

3R.  1780 
Elementary  Education,  Leave,  [190]  1836 
Established  Churoh  (Ireland),  Comm.  Moiioa 

for  Adjournment,  [19c]  556,  575,  850, 1398; 

Res.  2,  1894 
Estoblished  Church  (Ireland),  *2R.   Ameadi. 

[192]  729,  748, 749;  Comm.  1194 
Fenian  Convicts  at  Manchester,  [190]  123 
Fenianism  —  Attack  on  Clerkenweli    Prison, 

[190]  1215 
Fire  Protection,  [190]  1687 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Act  Coo- 

tinuanoe,  Comm.  add.el.  [190]  939 ;  3R.  983 

^     [fiom. 
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Habbt,  Right  H011.6.— tfMtf. 

High  Sheriff  for  the  East  Ridlog  of  Torkahire, 

[193]  515,  609 
Immoral  Publications  and  Plays,  [191]  835 ; 

[193]  512, 1559 
Imprisonment  for  Costs  on  a  Dismissed  Charge, 

"      1  1558 


Infection 


ifectioos  Diseases,  [19a]  425 
Ireland— Royal  Irish  Institute,  [193]  1214 
Ireland— State  of.  Motion  for  a   Committee, 

[190] 1532, 1537,  1540 
Judiciid  Business  in  the  House  of  Lords,  [19a] 

953 
Knights  of  Windsor,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[192]  1976;  [193]  «16 
Lectures  on  Religion,  [193]  346 
Leominster  Magistrates,  [193]  304 
Maguire,  Conyiot,  Case  of,  [190]  107 
Main  Drainage — Inhabitants  of  Barking,  [192] 

954, 1853 
Marriage  Law  Commission,  [190]  510;  [192] 

1758 
Measor,  C.  P.,  Case  of,  [193]  1714 
Medico-Legal  Inquiries,  [193]  609 
Metropolis — Baby  Farming  in  the,  [190]  1449 
Deptford  Creek  Out&lTs,  [191]  357 
Hackney  Carriages  Lamps  Regulation,  [190] 
510 
Metropolitan  Improvements,  [193]  1942 
Metropolitan  Police  Funds,  2R.  [193]  343 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amendment, 

Leave,  [190]  107,  112;  2R.  170;  Comm. 

d,  \,  407,  409,  412,   414 ;  add,  d.  416 ; 

Lords  Amendts.  657,  663, 664 
Middlesex  Registry  OflSce,  [191]  1147 
Mines,  Accidents  in,  [192]  1503 
Mines  Assessment,  uomn 

Consid.  1223 
Ministerial  Statement,  [193]  646 
Murder  Law  Amendment,  [190]  989 
Navy  Estimates — Medicines,  Ao,  [193]  1155 
Newspaper  Offices,  Hours  of  Labour  m,  [i 

652 
Oaths,  Report  of  Commissioners  on,  [190]  333, 

800 
"  Oliver  Twist,"  Play  of,  [191]  835 
Oxford  and   Cambridge   Universities,   Leave, 

[i^]  927 ;  2R.  [193]  455,  457 
Parliament  —  Adjournment,  Motion  for,  [1031 
1737, 1741, 1742 
Dissolution  0^  [193]  1075 
Patents  of  Queen's  Counsel  and  of  Precedence, 

[193]  807 
Peerage  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  1564 
Police,  Metropolitan,  [190]  1005 ;  [103]  926, 

954,  1222,  1854 
Pollution  of  Rivers,  [190]  1072 
Poor  Law— Bethnal  Ureen  Workhouse,  [190] 
1454 
Vagrancy,  [190]  1450 
Poor  Rate  Assessment,  [193]  999 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  cl  S,  [193]  1422 ;  d,  4, 

1606  ;  el.  10, 1876 
Portland  Convict  Prison,  [190]  179 
Prison  Ministers  Act,  Res.  [193]  377 
Promissory  Oaths,  Comm.  [103]  855 ;  el  2, 

856  ;  el  8,  858 
Rflffistration,  Leave,  [193]  1398 ;  2R.  1617 ; 

Comm.  [193]  562;  add.  el  567,  569,  570, 

571 ;  3R.  721 
Registration  Lists,  [193]  1477 
Registration  of  Voten,  1868,  [19a]  1228 


omm.  el  1,  [193]  849  ; 


190] 


HiBDT,  Right  Hon.  G-.— 60ii<. 

Remission  of  Sentences,  Motion  for  an  Address, 
[190]  564 

Representation  of  the  People  (ScotUind),  Comm. 
el  8,  [193]  884;  Amendt.  885,  890,  891, 
892 ;  el  9,  980,  981 ;   el   10,  982 ;  d.  0, 


1242  ;  Lords  Amendts.  [103]  1067 

brioge,  i 
1042,  1092 


Riots  at  Ashton,  Staleybridge,  dto.  [193]  822, 


Ritual  Commission,  Recommendations  of  the, 

[190]  164 
Ritual  Question,  The,  [193]  112 
Roman  Catholic  Prisoners,  [190]  548,  550 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190]  1857, 

1869 
Salmon  Fisheries  in  the  Solway,  [190]  427 
Schools  Inquiry  Commission,  [193]  1367 
Scotland— Public  Roads,  [190]  181 
Sewage  Obstructions  in  the  River,  [190]  1220  ; 

— Disintegration  of,  [103]  308 
Spirit,  Wine,  and  Beer  Iiioences,r  190]  331 
Stone,  Police  Sergeant,  Case  of,  [191]  702 ; 

[103]  1480,  1483 
Sunday  Trading,  2R.  [191]  1086 
Supply  —  Convict  Establishments  (Colonies), 
[193]  505 
Establishments  of  China,  Japan,  and  Slam, 

[193]  669 
Government  Prisons,  [193]  1107 
Home  Office,  [193]  1202 
Law  Charges,? 1 03]  405 
Metropolitan  Police,  [193]  503,  504 
Police  Courts,  [193]  503 
Surrey  Constabulary,  Dismissal  of  an  Inspector 

ofthe,[i9i]571 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  Comm.  [193]  971 
Turnpike  Trusts,  [191]  834,  1462  ;  Motion  for 

an  Address,  2018 
Turnpike  Trusts,  [193]  956  ;  2R.  1727, 1729 
Water  Supply  Commission,  [190]  1685 
Weights  and  Measures.  False,  Commission  on, 

[lOi]  467 
Workshop  Regulation  Act,  [193]  517 


Eabdy,  l£r.  J.,  Dartmouth 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  [loi] 

1919 
Ministerial  Statement,  [193]  637 
Peel  Statue,  The,  Res.  [193]  2149 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
cZ.  8,  [193]  874;  (rf.  9,  971 


Harbowby,  Earl  of 
Abyssinian  Expedition,  Res.  [190]  594 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [193]  1844 
Education,  IR.  [191]  137;  2R.  1313 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  2R.  [193]  1811 
Established  Church  (Ireland)— The  Resolutions, 

[191] 1453 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  95 
Friendly  Societies,  2R.  [191]  1780 
Ministerial    Explanation  —  Public    Business, 

[x?3]m 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  Report, 

[191]  570  *^ 

Poor  ReUef,  3R.  add  d.  [193]  1910,  1913 
"    '  193117" 


Public  Schools,  Report,  [193]  l706 
Ritual,  Reports  or  the  Commiision 
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190—191— 19»— 193. 


WAk      fistr 


HAETnroTOK,  Eigbt    Hon.  Marqaess  of, 
Laneashire,  N. 
Army — MiliUry  Expenditure,  Increase  of,  [193] 
948 
MUoellimeeus  Serrioei,  [193]  966 
Reserve  Forces,  [191]  I787 
Ww  Department,  [102]  1182 
Army— Controller-in-Chlef,    lies.  [193]  939, 

930 
Army— Warlike  Stores,  Res.  [103]  778 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces, Ti 91]  ^1 
Established  Charoh  (Ireland),  Comm.  Re«.  1, 

[101] 1504,  1614 
Mutmy,  Consid.  [191]  058 
Sopply — Enrolled  Pensioners,  ite,  [191]  284, 

Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.  1,  [191]  1765 

Haeyet,  Mr,  B.  J.  H.,   TM/ord 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
cl.  8,  [19a]  866 

Hat,  Lord  J.,  Eipon 
Abyssinia — Water  S  apply,  [190]  040 
Turkey— Epims  and  Thessaly,  [ipo]  012 
United  States— Iron-clads,  [192]  655 

Hat,  Lord  W.  M.,  Taunton 
Bank  of  Bombay,  [191]  1228 
GoTcmment  of  India  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 

[192]    1870,   1891;   Amendt.  1892;    el,  9, 

Amendt.  [193]  658,  659 
India— Kupurthulla,  Raja  of,  [193]  1104 
Systems  of  GoTemment  in,  [191]  405 
India— Metcalfe,  Sir  T.  J.,  Case  of.  Motion  for 

a  Committee,  [191]  1273 
India — Telemphic   Communication  with   the 

East,  Motion  for  Papers,  [193]  155 

Hat,  Rear  Admiral  Sir  J.  C.  D.  (Lord  of 
the  Admiralty),  Stanford 
Army— Fortifications,  Res.  [191]  2028,  2088, 

2035 
Established   Church   (Ireland),  Comm.  [191] 

1423  ;  Res.  1,  1623 
NftTy— "  AchiUes '*    and    "Minotaur,"   [193] 
1477 
Captains  on  the  ReserTed  List,  [193]  521 
Nary  Estimates — Coast  Guard  Service,  [193] 
540, 543 
Miscellaneous  Setyices,  [193]  tl56 
Salaries  of  Gfflcers,  [193]  537 
Wages,  [192]  76,  85,  86,  90 
Representation  of  the  People  (Seotland),  Comm. 
d.  11,  [19a]  1005 

Hatteb,  Mr.  A.  D.,  JFilh 
Army — Ammunition,  Storing  of,  [193]  1106 

Ball  Cartridges,  [191]  2002 
Army— Warlike  Stores,  Res.  f  193]  771 
Army  Reserve,  Motion  for  a  Commission,  [19a] 

1968 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Consid.  add.  d.  [193]  1683 
Judicial  Patronage,  [192]  343,  345 
Navy— Training  Ship  ^•Chichester," [190]  649 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

d,  10,  [192]  1767 


Re] 


ipresentation  of  the  People  (ScoUiuid)»  Oomm. 
9h  8,  [192]  862 ;  add.  cl,  1240 


Heablak,  Eight  Hon.  T.  B.,  NeweMtU- 
upm-Tyne 


Ca 


Boundary,  2R.  [191]  1014 

Cattle  Trade,  Foreign,  [191 

Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Daneoe  Conri,  3R. 

[191]  1874 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  PK»«tlcce  at 

Elections,  Comm.  d,  5,  [192]  689  ;   Oossid. 

[193]  1617  :  add,  tl  1681,  1685,  IftST 
Married  Women's  Property,  8R.  [193]  1356 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Marieafe^  Comm. 

Motion  ibr  Adjournment,  [193]   153,  6S8; 

Preamble,  1515;  el.^,  1761 
Mutiny,  Comm.  d,  22,  [191]  323 
Navy— Coal  for  the,  [191]  15T5 
Parliament  —  House  of  Commons;'    Arrmage- 

ments,  [190]  509  ;   Motion  for  a  Obmmitlse, 

983,  984  ;  [193]  1000 
Religious,  he.  Buildings  (Sites),  2R.  [191]  6<S 
Representation  of  the  People  (ScotUnd),  Comm. 

d.  3,  [192]  493 
Spain — **  Mermaid,"  Destruction  of  the,  [190] 

828 
Supply — Royal  Palaces,  [191]  1013 

HsATHOOTS,  Sir  W.,  Oatford  Unwmnit^ 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Conm.  Res.  1, 

[191]  1598 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Univoraitioi,  9R.  [192] 

228 

Hendebson,  Mr.  J.,  Durham  CUy 
Coal  Fields  of  Great  Britain,  [190]  832 
Durham  County  Courts,  [192]  816 
Mines  Asseesment,  Comm.  d,  1,  [193]  S4f 

Heitlet,  Lord,  Ifbrthampton 
Compounding  for  Rates.  Res.  [190]  1915 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  [191I  1547 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Pradieee  at 

Ellections,  Comm.  gL  14,  [193]  1010 
Parliamentary  Boroughs — Payment  oi  Bates, 

[190]  488 
Re^tration  Lists,  [192]  1477 
Supply— Education,  Public,  [191]  llil 
Tancred's  Charity,  2R.  [191]  23$ 
Turnpike  Trusts,  Motion  for  an  A4di«Bi,  [191] 

2014 
Turnpike  TrusU,  2R.  [192]  1729 

Hbnlet,  Right  Hon.  J.  W.,  Oxford9hir$ 
Army— Shoeburyness,  Experiments  at«  [193] 

1439 
Artisans*  and    Labourers'  Dwellings,   Oobib. 

d,  6,  [191]  672 ;  d.  27,  676 ;  Consid.  1569 
Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  1081  ;    Comoi. 

d.  1,  [192]  1382 
Compounding  for  Rates,  [190]  1911 
Compulsory  uhurch  Rates  Abolition,  2R.[i9o] 
964  :  Comm.  d.  1, 1415  ;  d.  4, 1416,  1418  ; 
d.  5,   1423 ;    cl  8,  1427 ;  add.  eL  1430  ; 
Consid.  Anendt.  1880 ;  SR.  [191]  206 
County  ftnaneial  Boards,  2B.  [191]  15#l 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praeiiees  at 
Elections,  Leave,  [190]  714  ;  Comia.  £191] 
319;  d.  5,  [192]  692;  [193]  732;    $1.  17, 
1018;   d.  41,  1175;   d.  45,  U83;  d.  47, 
1372  ;    add.  d.   1380,  1441,  1451,    14M 
Consid.  1630;  add.  d.  I68t ;  3E.  1727 
Eleotrio  Tflefimphf,  Oomm.  «i.  22,  C193]  1604 

[«oitf. 


WaSf       HBT 
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HST        90« 


HsKLiT,  Right  Hoo.  J.  W^^on^. 
Elem«Dtarj  Bduontioii,  3R,  [19a]  2098 
Establiibed  Cbaroh  (IreliuMi),  Oomm.  [191]  71C 


[193]  153.  625. 1887, 1838 ;  Preikmble,  1517 ; 

cl  2.  1585  I  el.  8«  1548, 1762 
Parliament— Priyate  Bill  LegiBls|ion,Ref .  [190] 

1805 
Parliamentary  Boroughs— Payment  of  Rates, 

[190]  440.  442 
Poor  Relief.  Oomm.  a.  8,[i93]  1425  ;  Consid. 

1911 
Publio  Schools,  Re-comm.  cl.  20,  [193]  818 ; 

add.  el.  821 
Regulation  of  Railways.  Gomm.  el  17.  [103] 

1784 ;  Oonsid.  1784 


Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Oomm. 

0]  1868 
Committee, 


1572 :  add.  d.  1786 


tcepresenti 

(1931  U 
Sale  Gt  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190] 
Scientific  Instruction.  Motion  for  a  Oo 

[191]  182 
Turnpike  Trusts,  2R<  [192]  1726 


HxNiaKEBrMAJOB,  Hon.  J.  M.,  Suffolk,  H. 
Lucifer  Matches,  Careless  use  of,  [193]  654 
Metropolitan   Foreign   Cattle   Market,  [103] 
1773 

Hbbbert,     Right    Hon.    Major   General 
P0i^7  E.   (Treasurer  of  tte  House- 
hold), Shrapihiret  8, 
Army — I)efeoti?e  Ammunition.  [19a]  654 
Army— Discharged  Soldiers,  Employment  o( 

Res.  [193]  820 
Army — Fortifications,  Res.  [191]  2088 
Amy — Military  Education,  Rm.  [191]  1885 
Army — Sale   and   Purchase  of  Commissions. 

Res.  [loal  li66»  564 
Army—Warlike  Stores.  Res.  [193]  780 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [191]  84,  92 
Nayy  Estimates— Wages.  [19a]  84,  86.88 

Hbbbebt,  Mr.  H.  A.,  Kerry  Oo* 
knat — Sale  aod  Purchase  of  Commlssionsi  Res. 

[loa]  547 
BsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  lies.  [loil 

1940 
Ireland— State  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee. 

[190]  1627 

Hkyoatb,  Sir  P.  "W.,  Londonderry  Co. 
Coinage — Half-Crowns.  [19a]  1849 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Oonsid.  [193]  1685 
Established  Church  (Ireland).  Oomm.  Amendt. 

[191]  1845  ;  Res.  1,  1675  ;  Res.  2R.  1897 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [joa]  758; 

8R.  1697 
Ireland — Bribe,  Alleged,  to  a  Fenian,  [iga] 
1229 
County  Gaols,  [190]  882 
Party  Processions  Act,  [i9al  814, 1929 
Ireland — Royal  Residence  in.  Motion  for  an 

Address,  [19a]  356 
Ireland— State  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee, 
Aneiidt.[i9o]  1829 


HxTOAn,  Sir  F.  W,  ■  e$M. 

Ireland  — UnlFcrsl^  BduMitimi.   Res«   [193] 

1064 
Representation  of  the  People  (IreUnd),  Oomm. 

[19a]  1574  ;  Oonsid.  add.  el.  1908,  1907 
Supply— Nonconforming,  <bc.  Ministers,  [loa] 

2168  »  u  y  J 

Hbtgatb,  Mr.  V.  TT.,  Stamford 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Eleetions,  Oonsid.  [193]  1680 
Public  Schools.  Re^mm.  add.  el.  [193]  828 
Registration  (Ireland).  Comm.  d.  84.  [193] 

1505, 1511  »  ^  yoj 

Supply— Board  of  Trade,  [193]  1204. 1206 

HiBBEBT,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Oldham 
Artisans'  and    Labourers'  Dwellings,  Comm. 

el.  28,  Amendt.  [191]  677,  678 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Motion  for  a  Com- 

mittee.  [19a]  428 
Boundary,  [191]  178^ ;  Comm.  [19a]  258;  el  4, 

Amendt.  1405, 1489 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  [190]  176; 

Leave,  996;  2R.  1189;  Comm.  c/.  8,  [101 1 

1056;  (^.4,1059.1061  ^^  ^ 

Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

d.  4,  [190]  1419 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  d.  5,  [19a]  691,  2181 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  Conmi.  Res.  [191] 

1989 
Mines  Assessment,  Comm.  eL  1,  [193]  850 
Ministerial  Statement,  [19a]  689 
Parliament— Dissolution  of,  [i9a]  1057 
Regiftration,  2R.  [19a]  1615  ;  Comm.  add.  el 

[193]  «68 
R«presentotion  of  the  People  (Ireland).  Comm. 

el  18,  [ipa]  1594 
Representation  of  the  People  (ScotUnd),  Oomm. 

<^.  8.  [loa]  848 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday.  2R.  [190]  1850, 

1870  ;  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  1871 
Supply— Police  Courts.  [19a]  508 
Prosecutions,  119a]  500 

HoDenHsoK,  Mr.  G.,  Newark-upon- Trent 
Cattle  Plague.  [190]  105 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  Oomm. 

d.  4.  [190]  1420 
Representation  of  the  People  (Seolland),  Oomm. 

ei.8,[i9aJ847 

Hogg,  Colonel  J.  H.,  BatA 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190I  60 
Artisans'  and  Labourers'  DweUings,  8R.  riQil 

2061  ••  ^  ■• 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  Oomm.  Res.  1. 

[191]  1501 
Goremment  of  India,  Oomm.  el  9,  [193]  861 
Local  Taxation,  [190^  1028 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance, 

Comm.  [191I  200  ;  d.  2,  202,  204 
Metropolis  —  Park  Lane  ImproTements,  [19a] 


244;  ri93]  1711  ^ 

Metropolis  Subways,  2R.  [190]  1279 
Municipal  Corporations  (Metropolis),  2R.rioal 

Po9r  Relief  Comm,  d.  10,  [193]  WKjOOQ}^ 


HOL        HOB 
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190— 191— >I9S— 195. 


HOB       HUD 


HoLLAVD,  lb.  £.,  3mham 
CoUiiioiif  At  86ft,  ri90]  642 
Rule  of  the  RmA  at  8m,  [191]  416 ;  [192] 
9136 

Eanduroi — lireaty  of  Guarantee 
Qaettion,  Mr.  Ajrton  ;  Aniwer,  Lord  Stanlof 
Nov  22,  [190]  146 


Sang  Ehng  and        ^ 

Qnettion,  Lord  Taunton  ;  Answer,  The  ] 
Buokingham  Dee  B,  [100]  626 

Agreement- JPor^  P.  No.  [8987] 

Hope,  Mr.   A.    J.  Beresford,    Camhridge 
Univereity 
Brltiih  Mnseam,  [191]  896 
Choroh  Rates  RegaUtion,  2R.  [190]    1407, 

1408 
Oompoliorj  Choroh  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

el  6,  [190]  1428 
Coorto  of  Justice.  The  New,  [190]  417 ;  [19a] 

867 ;  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [193]  884 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  d,  1,  [193]  674  ;  el,  10, 
'[193]  769;  add,  el,  1441,  1467;  Consid. 

1686, 1639 ;  add,  el,  1680  ;  8R.  1724 
Established  Church  (Ireland),   Comm.  [191] 

852 
India— Church  Serrices,  [19a]  1475 


Metropolis —Buriington  House,  [193]  1188 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Uniyersities,  2R.  [193] 

482 
Peel  Statue,  The,  Res.  [19a]  2141 
Public  Schools,  Re-oomm.  el,  6,  [19a]  1929 ; 

el,  14,  1985 ;  el,  21,  [193]  817 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

[19a]  467 ;  a,  7,  858 ;  el,  8, 860,  896;  d,  9, 

964 ;  cl,  0,  1241 
Supply — Establishments  of  China,  Japan,  and 
Siam,  [193]  671 
Science  and  Art,  [19a]  1168 
Tancred's  Charity,  2R.  [191]  224 
*  Weights  and  Measures  (Metric  System),  2R. 

Amendt.  [19a]  186 ;  Comm.  [193]  426 

H0B8FALL,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Liverpool 

Boundary,  Comm.  el,  4,  Amendt.  [19a]  1489 
County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction),  Comm. 

[19a]  170 
Electric  Telegraphs,  2R.  [x9a1 1806 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  748, 

750 
Foreign  Cattle,  Importation  of,  [191]  1149; 

[19a]  1758 
Petroleum,  Comm.  [19a]  1619 
Pilotage,  Compulsory,  [191]  878 
Railways,  Royal  Commission  on,  [19a]  115 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190]  1867 
Supply— Post  Oflloe  Packet  Ser?ioe,  [193]  887 

HoBSMAK,  Eight  Hon.  E.,  Stroud 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  75 
Boundary,  Comm.  [19a]  286 
Brazil — ^War  in,  [191]  859 
Esubliahed  Church    (Ireland),  Comm.  [iQi] 
1898,1898,1400;  Res.  1981 

Icont. 


HoBSUAv,  Bight  hon.  E^— «(m<. 
Ireland— State  of;  Motion  for  a  Oommiiiae, 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  [190]  1896,  1459» 
1466,  1587, 1540, 1776 
Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  829, 1807 
Registration  (Ireland),  Comm.  [193]  1494 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Coaun. 

0I.  9,  [19a]  978  ;  ol.ll,996 
Supply  —  Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190!   321, 
225,  226 
Post  Office  Packet  Senriee,  [193]  840,  844 


HoTHAX,  Lord,  Yorkshire,  E,R. 
Army— Discharged  Soldiers,  Employmaoi  ot. 

Res.  [193]  822 
Army— Royal  Gun  Factory,  Motion  for  a  Con- 

mlttee,  [193]  1259 
Boundary,  Comm.  [19a]  277 
Parliament — ^Divisions  of  the  House,  Ree.  [193] 

885 
Parliament— Priyate  Bill  LegislatioD,  aee.[i9o] 

888;  Amendt.  1797,  1811 ;— Staading  Oitlsr 

181  RepMl,  [191]  145 
RaUways,  Res.  [100]  1886 
Salmon  Fisheries  in  the  Solway,  [190]  427 


HouoHTOK,  Lord 
Abyssinian-EuToys,  The,  [193]  1814 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190I 29,  42 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prieons,  2&.  [191] 

1879 
Established  Ohureh (IreUnd),  2R. [193I220 
Newfoundland  —  Grants  of  Land  on   Fi 

Coast,  [i9al  696,  707 
Public   Schools,  Comm.  el,  18,  [193]   16H; 

Report,  1705 
Railway  Bills— Increase  of  Ratee,  Res.  [193] 

1076 
South  Africa,  Motion  for  a  Paper,  [103]  692 
Union  Workhouses  and  Infirmaries,  Motion  for 

Papers,  [190]  826 
Unirersity  Tests,  [193]  1016 


Eoure  qf  Labour  EegidaUon  Act — yetae- 
paper  Offieee 
(Question,  Mr.  Lanyon  ;  Aniww,  Mr.  Gathone 
Hardy  Dee  6,  [190]  652 

Rudeon  Bay  Oompany*9  Territoriee 
Question,  Sir  Charles  Lanyon ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Adderley  Jfay  11,  [19a]  17 


EudBon's  Bay  Company  Bill  [h  j.] 

( The  Duke  of  BueHngham  and  Chaguhe) 
/.  Presented  ;  read  l^^Julv  10  (No.  244) 

Moved,  "That   the  Bill   be   now  read  2^" 
My  18,  [193]  1101 ;  BUI  read  2* 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Jvdy  14 

Read8»*Jti2yl6 
e.  Read  I*'  •  Jtdy  16  [BiU  240] 

Read2«*/t4l8 

Committee  *— B.P.  Jutg  21 

Committee*;  Report  Jtify 22 

Considered  */u;y  28 

Read8«*/ti/y28 
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(  SESSION    1867-8} 
190—191—199^193. 


HUN         INO 


HowABD,   Eight   Hon.    Lord  E.  G.  F., 
Arund$l 
Lottery  Act,  [192]  887 

Poor  Relief,  Comm.  cl,  6,  [193]  1609  ;  d,  10, 
1872, 1876,  1877 ;  el.  12,  1880  ;  el.  K,  1883 
PrisoD  Miniaters  Act,  Res.  [193]  870 
Representation  of  tlie  People  (ScotlaDd),  Comm. 

[192]  450  ;  add,  d.  1250 
Riots  at  Asbton,  Ac.  [192]  1086 

H0WB8,  Mr.  E.,  Norfolkj  E, 

Bounda^  Comm.  d.  4,  Ameodt.  [193]  1441 
Bristol  Writ,  [193]  677, 1744 

HuBBABD,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Buckingham 
BoriaU  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  1082,  1088 
Church  Bates  Regulation,  2 R.  [190]  1808,1414 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2K.  [190] 

074 ;  Comm.  el.  8,  Amendt.   1416 ;  el.  4, 

1418;  Amendt.   1420,   1422;  el.  7,  1426; 

el.  0,  Amendt.  1427 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  [193]  1904 
Immoral  Publications  and  Plays,  [193]  1558 
Local  Rating,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [192] 

1494 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  UniTorsities,  2R.  [192] 

280 
Ways  and  Means^ Financial  Statement,  [191] 

1179 
Weights  and  Measures  (Metric  System),  2R. 

[192]  201 

JTtidfoti  Ba/ff  Company* 8  Terr\iorie$ 

Question,  Sir  Charles  Lanyon  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Adderleyl%ll,  [i92]17 

Hudson's  Bay  Company  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandoi) 
h  Presented  ;  read  1»  •  July  10  (No.  244) 

Moved,  "That   the  BUI   be   now  read  2>" 
July  18.  [193]  1101  ;  BUI  read  2» 

Committee^  ;  Report  Juty  14 

Read8**^irfyl6 
e.  Read  V  •  July  16  [BiU  240] 

Read2*»*/u/y  18 

Committee  • — ^b.p.  Juty  21 

Committee  • ;  Report  July  22 

Considered  */ii/y  28 

Read3*»*Jii/y28 

Royal  Assent  July  81  [81  4  82  Vxel.  0. 105] 

Ht70H£8|  Mr.  T.,  Lambeth  / 

Assessed  Taxes,  Collection  of,  [193)  1867 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Consid.  [193]  1646 
Ireland  —  State  of,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[190]  1508 
Metropolis — Lambeth  Workhojise,  Motion  for 

Papers,  [190]  2049 
MetropoliUn  Tramwajs,  2  R.  [190]  1 1 12     ^ 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190]  1865 
Sunday  Trading,  2R.  [191]  1084    ^ 
WeighUand  Measures,  [193]  1924 

Htot,   Mr.    G.    W.    (Secretary    to    the 

Treasury,   afterwards  Chancellor  of 

the  Exchequer),  yarthampUmehire,  N, 

Abyssinia  —  Presents  from   ELing    Theodore, 

[190]  648 
Charitable  Institutions,  Rating  of,  [190]  882 

YOL.  CXCIII.   f;THIBD  SEBIE8.]     [«<m<. 


HuHT,  Mr.  G.  W.— (HWK. 
CourU  of  Justice,  The  New,  [190]  417, 782 
Electric  Telegraphs.  Purchase  of  the,  [190] 

801 
Income  Tax,  2R.  [190]  477  ;  Conun.  el.  2, 

521  ;  e;.8,522;  8R.546 
Income  Tax  in  Dudley,  [190]  177 
Inland  RcTenue,  Report  on,  [190]  729 
Ireland — Spirit  Licence  Duty,  [190I  488 
Ireland — Registry  of  Deeds  OfiBoe,  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  [190]  1078 
Ireland — Shannon  River,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [190]  994 
Post  Office—Questions,  Ao. 
American  Mails,  [190]  604 
Churchward,  Mr.,  [190]  1072 
Communication  with  the  United  States — 
The  Cunard  Contract,  [190]  884,  418, 
688,686,987 
Postage  Rates  to  India,  [190]  167 
St.  Thomas,  Island  of,  [190]  509 
West  India  Mail  Packet  SUtion,  [190]  666 
Post  Offlce<-Halifax,  Bermuda,  and  St.  Thomas 

Mails,  Res.  [190]  682 
Post  Offloe-^India,  China,  and  Japan  Mails, 

Res.  [190]  450,  469,472 
Probate  Duty,  [190]  648,  729 
Public  Departments  (Extra    Receipts),    2R. 

[190]  692 
Valuation  of  Property,  [190]  602 
Wajs  and  Means — The  Abyssinian  Expedition, 

Res.  [190]  389,  848 
(see  also  Chakobllob  of  the  ExoHsauBR) 

HuBST,  Mr.  B.  H.,  Horsham 

Poor  Relief,  Comm.  d.  18,  [193]  1881 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  d.  8,  [19a]  1656 
Victoria— Case  of  the  ConTict  Millar,  [191] 
1576 

Htjtt,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  W.,  Gateshead 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practioet  at 

Elections,  Comm.  add.  el.  [193]  1882 
Railway  and  Joint  Stock  Companies  Accounts, 

Leare,  [190]  1280  ;  2R.  [191]  1585 
Railways,  Revision  of,  [191]  85 
Rating  under  the  Representation  of  the  People 

Act,  [190]  167  ;^Fersonal  Rating,  518 

Htltok,  Lord 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  12 

Inclosure  Bill 

(Sir  James  Fergusson,  Mr.  Secretary  O.  Hardy) 
e.  Ordered^Jfor  18  ;  read  V  ^kir  20  [Bill  78] 

Read2*»*  ifar  23 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  26 

Read8o*  Mar  Zl 
I.  Read  \^*  (The  Lord  ClinUm)  Mar  81  (No. 61) 

Read  2**  April  2 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  8 

Reads**  April  2S 

Royal  Assent  May  29  [81  Via.  0.  81] 

Indosore  (No.  2)  Bill 

(Sir  James Fergusson,  Mr.  Selater^Booih) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*»»  June  10  [BlU  162] 

Read2«*  June  15 

Committee*;  Report /un«  16  f^ ^^r^r-^Jr^ 

Read  S"*  Jttne  17  Digitized  by  VnOO^lC 

4  D  [«>»«• 
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Jndoiure  (iVb.  2)  BiU—^M^%. 

I  VUtA  !*•  (r%tf  Lord  (Minton)  /ms  18 

RM4  9«*/ttiM89  (No.  IM) 

Committee  *  ;  Eleport  June  30 

Royal  Assent  Juiy  18    [81  4  88  F<(?l.  o.  82] 

Income  Tax  Bill 

{Mr.  I>odt0n,  Mr.  ChanoeUor  </  Ui$  Bwchequer, 

Jh'.  SurU) 
loolc.  Reeolotion  in  Ways  and  Means  [NoTember 
28]  reported  Nov  29.  448  [Bill  16] 

After  short  debate,  Bill  ordered :  read  !« 
.  MoTod,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  «•  "  Ncv  30, 

476 :  after  short  debate.  Bill  read  2<> 
lOo]  Committee  ;  Report  Dee  2,  521 
.  Bill  rend  8».  after  short  debate  Dee  8,  455 
I.  Read  i^^ [The  Earl  of  Defhy)  Dee  Z 
.  Moved.  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  9^"  Dee  5, 
598  ;  after  short  debate,  Bill  read.  2» ;  Oom- 
toittee  negatived 
.  Bill  read  8*,  after  short  debate  Dee  6.  685 
Royal  Assent  Dee  7  [81  Viet.  6.  2] 

Income  Tax  Commmumere 

Question.  Mr.  H.  B.  Sheridan ;  Answer.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  25,  [193] 
1774 

India 
AbpiHman   EtcpeditUm-^Baei  India,  Tr^ope 

and  FiPMd^— Resolution  in  Committee— See 

X\i\e—E(ut  India,  Troopi  and  VeeseU 
Aneient  Monuments,  Question ,  Mr.    Layard; 

Answer,   Sir    Stafford   Northcote   May  12, 

[192]  114 
Arckiteetural  Remaine  in,  Question,  Mr.  Layard ; 

Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  Dee  5,  [190] 

681 

Army 

Army  in  India  and  the  CeHowM,  Seleol  Com- 
mittee appointed  *'  to  inquire  into  the  duties 
performed  by  the  British  Arpiy  in  India  and 
the  Colonies,  and  also  how  far  it  might  be 
desirable  to  employ  certain  portions  of  Her 
Majesty's  Native  Indian  Army  in  our  Colo- 
nial and  Military  dependencies,  or  to  organise 
a  force  of  Asiatic  Troops  for  general  serviee 
in  suitable  climates  "  (Major  Anton)  wr  6, 
[190]  1207 
And.  on  Mar  19,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  :—  Viscount  Cranborne  (Chairman), 
Major  Anson,  Mr.  Cbilders,  Sir  James 
Fergusson,  Marquess  of  Hgrtington,  Mr. 
tiayter,  Lord  William  Hay,  Colonel  Percy 
Herbert,  Mr.  I-airiff,  Colonel  North,  Sir  Henry 
Rawlinson,  Sir  William  Uussell.  Sir  Harry 
Yerney.  Captain  Vivian,  and  Migor  Walker 

Report  of  Select  Committee  April  3 

{PaH.  P.  No.  197) 

Banda  and  Kirwee  Prize  Money,  Question, 
Mr.  Neville-Grenville ;  Answer,  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote  Feb  21,  [190]  1008 

Bonus  Committee,  The — Ofleers  of  the  Late 
Company's  Army,  Question,  Mr.  Bmen ; 
Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote  3iar  26, 
[191]  261 

Church  Services  for  Soldiers  in,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Reilly  ;  Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote 
Mar  26,  [191]  262 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Kinnaird, 

lcon$. 


Iir»u-^ArfD7— tfoiK. 

Mr.  Beresford  Hope  ;  Answeri,  Sir  ftteffcrd 

Northoote  June  12.  [192]  UT4  ;  QoesUoo, 

Mr.  O'RelHF;  Answer.  Sir  Stafford  VorilMsole 

Jme  18. 1757  ;  Jume  29,  [195]  806 
Field  Ofieers  xf  the  Indietn  Army,  ReHram^e^ 

of,  Question^  Mr.  Dimsdale  ;    Anawer,  So- 

Stafford  Northoote  April  8,  [191]  880 
Furlough  Regulations,  Question,  Mr.  Gregory ; 

Answer.  Sir  Stafford   Northcote  April  30, 

[191]  1576 ;  Question,  Sir  Robert  ADstmther; 

Answer.  Sir  Staflbrd  NorthMte  Jubf  21,  [193] 

1554 
India,   Invalid  Officers  from,    QaetUon,   Sir 

Robert    Anstrotber  ;     Answer,     Sir    Joha 

Pakington  July  14,  [193]  U^^ 
India,  Malt  Liquors  for  the  Troopt  tw.  Qnea- 

tions.  Mr.  M.  T.  Bass.  Mr.  Greene  j  Aoavtrs, 

Sir  Stafford  Northoote  May  11»  [192]  1ft 
Indian  Colonels,  Promotion  of,  QueaUoo.  Cap- 

toin  Vivian ;  Answer,  Sir  John  PakiDgtoa 

Mar  19,  [190]  1887 
Indian  Serviee  Medals,  Qaestioa,  Mr.  KiHMird; 

AnswM*,  Sir  Staflbrd  Northcote  Jmiy  97,  [193] 

1822 
Mutiny  Medal,  The,  Qneetiea,  Mr.  Adam  i  As- 

swer,  Sir  Steflbrd  Northoote  Jime  20,  [193] 

805 
Troops,  TranspoH  of.  Question,  Sir  Q^orge 

Stndey  ;  Answer.  Sir  Jefan  Paklngten  Jume  4, 
[19331111 

Bombay,  Bemh  ofi  Question,  Mr.  Dye  Kieel ; 

190]  Answer.  Sir  Sufford  Northoote  F06  80, 987 ; 
,    Mar  16,  1681  {  Question,  Sfaf  Heiiiy  Rawlia- 

son  ;  Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  JAir  24, 

191]  147 ;  Question,  Mr.  Dyoe  Niool ;  Answer.  Sir 

.    Stafford  Northcote   Mar  27.   426;    debate 

thereon  ;  Questions,  lord  William  Hay ;  An- 
*    swers,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote  April  B4, 1228; 

Question,  Mr.  Ayrton  ;  Answer,  Sir  Staflbrd 
.    Northoote  May  8,  2055  — JBdiwi/  Aoeney, 

Questions,  Mr.  Smollett,  Mr.  Dyee  Kieol; 

Answers,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote  Jkme  12, 

[19a]  1471 

Correspondence — {Pari.  P.  No.  1S8) 
Bombay— Civilian  Judges,  Question,  Sir  Robert 

Collier ;    Answer,  Sir   Suflbrd    Northoote 

April  28,  [191]  1460 
Bembay^EdueatioHal  Serviee,  Queetion,  Mr. 

Grant  Duff ;  Answer,  Sir  Stafford  NorUieote 

May  18,  [192]  426 
Bombay-^Oovemor  of.  Question,  Mr.  Otway; 

Answer,  Sir  SUfford  Northcote  Deo  6,  [190] 

652 
BombaV'^J^iunieipal  Commissioners,  Beposri  of 

the.  Question,  Colonel  Sykes ;  Answer,  Sir 

Staflbrd  Northoote  June  18.  [191]  1754 
Contract  Law~-ReporU  of  Indian  Utw  Ceen- 

missioners^  Question.  Mr.  Kinnaird ;  Answer, 

Sir  Stafford  Northoote  Mar  24.  [191]  UT 
{PaH.  P.  No.  289) 
Currency  Laws,  Commission  on.  Question,  Mr. 

White ;  Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  Mar  5, 

[190] 1112 
FoH  WilUam,  Cholera  at^  Question,  Mr.  Neate ; 

Answer,  Sir  Staflbrd  Northoote  Mty  22,  [193] 

714 
Oirls,  Sale  of,  Question,  Mr.  Baaley  ;  Answer, 

Sir  Steflbrd  Northoote  July  28,  [193]  1606 
c  [MM. 
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Byehrabad-^FDlU^cal  Seetion^A^hninigtraUve 
Rupert,  Qoestion,  Mr.  Stftcpoole;  Answer, 
Sir  SUfford  Northcote  April  23,  [191]  1H8 

India,  Survey  of,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Akrojd  ;  An- 
swer, Sir  StafiTord  Northcote  July  18,  [193] 
1103 

Indian  Budget,  Question,  Mr.  WaldegmTe- 
I^eslie  ;  Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote 
Mar  16,  [190]  1680  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Grawfbrd;  Answer,  Sir  SUfford  Northcote 
Mar  20,  1982 ;  Question,  Mr.  J.  B.  Smith  ; 
Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  July  23, 
[193]  1670 
(See  East  India  Revenue  Aeeounti) 

Indian  Council,  Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Lusk ; 
Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  Dee  6,  [190] 
642 

Indian  Navy,  Ofieeri  of  the  late.  Question,  Mr. 
Surtees ;  Answer.  Sir  Stafford  Northcote 
Mar  20,  [190]  1986 

Irrigation  Works  in  India 
190]  East   India   Irriaaiion  and   Canal  Com- 
pany.  Question,  Mr.  Otwaf;    Answer,  Sir 

.  Stafford  Northcote  Pec  6,  646;  Question, 
Mr.  Sn^oUett ;  Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote 

.    Feb  17,798;   Question,  Mr.  Kinnaird;  An- 

.  swer.  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  Feb  18,  890 ; 
Qaestions,  Mr.  Smollett,  Mr.  Otway,  Colonel 
Sykes;     Answers,    Sir    Stafford    Northcote 

.  Feb  20.  989  ;  Question,  Mv.  Smollett ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Stafford  Northcote  May  18,  [19a] 
425— (^«'-^-  -P-  No.  415) 
Irrigation,  Postponement  of  Motfon  {Mr, 
Kimiaird)  Mar  31,  [191]  575 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  2,  To 
leave  out  from  '*  That,"  and  add  "  an  humhle 
Address  he  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  that 
She  will  he  graciously  pleased  to  give  direc- 
UoDS  that  there  he  laid  helbre  this  House, 
Copy  of  any  further  Despatches,  Telegrams, 
and  Letters  between  the  Secretary  of  State 
in  Council  and  the  Government  of  India 
respecting  the  proposed  purchase  of  the  works 
of  the  EUtst  India  Irrigation  Company,  or  the 
advance  of  ftinds  for  the  works  thereof  since 
Jily  16,  1867"  {Mr,  A>i»ms),  [193]  529  ; 
Question,  *'  That  the  words,  d(C. : "  aiter 
short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
Irrigation  of  Public  Landi,  Amendt.  on  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  April  20,  To  leave  out  from 
'*  That,"  and  add  "  in  the  opinion  of  this 
House,  the  advance  of  £600,000  of  public 
money  on  loan  to  a  private  oompany  of  ad- 
Tentnrers  styling  themselves  the  Madras  Ir- 
rigation Company,  gnuiited  on  the  15th  day 
of  May  1866  lor  their  sple  beneflt,  and  like- 
wise the  offer  of  a  large  loan  on  similar  terms 
anneuBoed  by  tl^  Secretary  of  State  on  the 
20th  day  of  February  last  as  contemplated 
to  be  given  to  the  East  India  Irrigation  i^d 
Canal  Company,  are  acts  of  impropriety,  are 
mischievous  in  poHcy,  and  should  be  discon- 
tinued (Mr,  SmoUett),  X191]  ^^^  »  Question, 
"  That  the  words,  ^. ;"  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 
Madras  Irrigation  Company,  Question,  Mr. 
Smollott ;  Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote 
Feb  24,  [190]  1073 ;  Observations,  Mr. 
Stantl^ld  April  24,  [191]  1298 

Irrigation— Deepatch---<Paf/.  P.  No.  103) 

le<Mt, 


INDIA;— tfOItf.  -      . 

Kttpurthulla,  Raja  of.  Question,  Lord  William 
Hay :  Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote 
/«/y  13,  [193]  1104 

Lawrence's,  Sir  John,  Circular,  Question,  The 
Duke  of  Argyll  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of 
Malmesbury  Feb  20.  [190]  QSS-^  British 
Rule  in.  Question,  Mr.  Kinnaird ;  Answer, 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote  Feb  14.  [190]  781— 
Government  of.  Question,  Mr.  Oiway ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Stafford  Northcote  July  8,  [193] 
610 — Oovemment,  Systems  of,  Observations, 
Lord  William  Hay,  Mr.  Smollett,  Mr.  Fawcett 
Mar  27,  [191]  405-(ParZ.  P.  No.  108) 

PoitOfice 

Penang,  Postal  Communication  with.  Question, 
Mr.  T.  Baring ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth 
June  4,  [192]  1109— (Par/.  P.  No.  414)— 
utith  the  Eatt^  The  Brindiii  Route,  Question, 
Mr.  Goldsmid ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth 
June  15, 1561 

Sindh  Railway,  Question,  Viscount  Cranbome ; 
Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  Ifar  20,  [190] 
1981 
(See  tide— Po«f  Office) 

Telegraphic  Communication  with  India 
Amendt.  on  Oommittee  of  Supply  June  26,  To 
leate  oat  from  '*  That,"  and  add  "  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Ucr  Majesty,  that 
She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to  give  direc- 
tions that  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
Copies  of  any  Correspondence  which  may 
have  passed  between  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  and  tho  local  authorities  relative 
to  the  proposed  Deep  Sea  Telegraphic  Line 
from  Bombay  to  Kurrachee,  and  the  sane* 
tioned  lines  from  Gwadur  to  Jask,  and  from 
Jask  to  Bushire  "  (Lord  William  Bay),  [193! 
155  ;  Question,  ''  That  the  words,  &o. ;  *^ 
after  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
•  Direct  Telegraphic  Communicaticn,  Question, 
Captain  Vivian  ;  Answer,  Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote Feb  21,  [190]  1008  ;  Question,  Mr.  £>yce 
Nicol ;  Answer,  Mr.  Corry  April  28,  [191] 
1458 
Indo-European  Telegraph  Lines,  Question, 
Mr.  Finlay ;  Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote 
Pec  2,  [190]  526 
Suet  and  India  Submarine  Telegraph,  Q«e«- 
tion,  Mr.  O'Beirne;  Answer,  Shr  StaAord 
Northcote  Dec  2,  [190]  509 

{Pari  P.  No.  61) 

Pari.  Papers — 

Persian  Telegraph      ....  343 

Papers  respecting       ....    Nos.  269,  ^34 

Letter  of  Baron  Baude    .     .     •  [3971] 

(See  Titles— Eflw<  India  Civil  Service, 

Resolution — East  India,  Troops  and 

Vemli) 


Indian  Bailway  Oompanief  Bill 

{Sir  Staford  NortheoU,  Mr.  Sdater-Bocih) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1<>  •  Mar  9  [Bill  55]  - 

Read2o*  ifar  23 
Committee*;  Report  Mar  2i         C^  r^/^r^}r> 

Read  a**  •  Mar  26  Digitized  by  \^OOgLL 

leont. 
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Indian  Railway  Ccmpames  Bill— eont, 

L  Read  I*  •  ( The  Lord  Clinton)  Mar  21  (No.  57) 

Read  2*  •  Mar  30 

Committee  •  A/arSl  (No.  68) 

Report  •  April  3 

Read  3»*  April  8 

Royal  AsMnt  Mmf  29  [81  Vict,  c.  26] 

Indorsiiig  of  Warrants  Bill 

{Sir  James  Ferguuon,  Mr.  Secretary  Oathame 

Hardy) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  !«  •  Julf/  1  [Bill  208] 

Read2«»/MZy3 

Oommittee  *  ;  Report  July  6 

Read3«*/uty9 
I  Read  1»  •  ( 77^  Lord  Clinton)  July  10  (No.  240) 

Read  2*»  July  U 

Ck)mmittee*  ;  Report  July  16 

Read8»»/tt/yl7 

Royal  Assent  July  81  [81  A  82  Viet.  o.  107] 

IndTifltrial  SchooLi  Act  (1866)  Amend- 
ment Bill  [H.L.] 

(The  Marqiusi  Townshend) 
I.  Presented  :  read  1^^  June  15         (No*  151) 
Bill  withdrawn  *  July  6 

Industrial  Schools  (Ireland)  BiU 

( The  0*  Conor  Don,  Mr,  MonteU,  Mr,  Leader) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1<»  •  Nov  25  [Bill  6] 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«" 
Feb  18,  [190]  030  ;  after  short  debate,  Bill 
read2<' 

Order  for  Oommittee  read ;  Moved,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair"  (The 
a  Conor  Don)  Mar  26,  [191]  217 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  '^  That/'  and  add 
*'  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  six  months, 
resolve  itself  iuto  the  said  Committee"  (Mr, 
Vance) ;  after  short  debate,  Question, "  That 
the  words,  «feo. ;"  A.  82,  N.  46 ;  M.  86 ; 
main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker,  ho,,'* 
put,  and  agreed  to ;  Committee— b.p. 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  1 

Considered  •  April  2 

Read3«»  AprUZ 
I,  Read  P*  ( The  Earl  of  Kimberley)  April  23 

Read  2*  •J%  7  (No.  69) 

Committee  * ;   Report  May  12 

Read  8*  •ifoy  14 

Royal  Assent  May  29  [81  Viet,  0.  25] 


Industrial  Schools  {Ireland)  [Expenses] 
c.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  Mar  27 
Report  Mar  80 

Ififeetious  Diseases 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  8,  To 
leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add  **an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  pray- 
ing that  She  will  be  graciously  pleMed  to 
cause  such  inquiry  to  be  instituted  into  the 
spread  of  disease  by  infection  (distinguished 
from  contagion)  as  may  tend  to  check  legisla- 
tion and  action  in  oases  unsupported  by  Uie 
evidence,  which  in  times  of  excitement  sares 

Icont,' 


Infectious  Diseases— ^oni, 

a  people  from  the  commission  olp^ 
crimes  or  great  follies"  (Sir  Jenmse  M 
Jervoise),  [loi]  2005;  Qaestioo,  *<  That  tit 
words,  Ac, ;  ^*  after  short  debtte,  kimt 
withdrawn 

(See  title— Conta^'otu  Diseem,  M 
Act) 

iNassTKE,  Yiscount,  Stamford 
Established  Chnroh  (Ireland),  Leave,  [191]  3N 

Inland  Berenne  Bill 

(Jfr.  Dodson,  Mr.  CkanceUor  of^  Eei^, 

1&.  SeUder-Booth) 
e.  Bill  ordered  *  June  80 

Readlo»7t£tyl  [BiQMr 

Read  2«  •  July  9 

Committee  * — ^r.p.  July  13 

Committee*;  Report /u^ 20 

Considered  *  July  21 

Readd«*Jt4/y22 
/.  Readl»»(rA«£ario/I>won)Je4jf2« 

Read2*«/ti/y  24  (N<».^» 

Committee*;  Report Jtify 28 

ReadS**/uZy29 

Royal  Assent  July  31  [81  &  82  Vit^tMi 

Inland  Revenue  Commissioners,  ^¥^^ 
QuesUon,  Mr.  Crawford ;  Answer,  Mr.  H» 
Fth  U,  [190]  729 

IimBS,  Mr.  A.  C,  Newry 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  CofniB.B«ii. 
[191]  1611 

Investment  of  Trust  Pimdi  ActAm*^ 
mentBiU 

(ifr.  Henry  B,  Sheridan,  Mr.  Ayrim) 
e.  Bill  ordered  •  Mar  24  ^^ ,,« 

Readl^^lfaylS  P^^Wi 

Bill  withdrawn  •  May  29 

Investment  of  Trust  Funds  Sttppto*"^ 

Bill  (Mr.  Henry  B,  Sheridan,  Mr.  if^ 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1*»  •  June  10  [^^  ^^^ 

ResLd2^^July3  ^  , .  ,, 

Committee  negatived*;  BiU  put  off  ^"9" 

Arbour  HiU  Garrison  Chapd.  ^^^ 
Pollard-Urquhart ;  Answer,  Sir  J.  P*W* 
ifoy2l,[i93]651  ^,      ^„^ 

Ardfert  Tower-^Kerry  Grand  Jury,  v{«^ 
The  O'Donoghue;  Answer,  The  Att««7 
General  for  Ireland  Mixr  25,  [19' J  ^ 

Army 

Distribution  of  Troops  in  the  ^""^lli^^^ 
Sir  Hervey  Bruce ;  Answer,  The  m" 
Mayo /«Zy  16,  [J^j]  1287  ^j 

Military  Stores  and  Barract$t  ^f^^T^, 
Question,  Colonel  Grevillc-Nn^' ;  *^ 
Mr.  Soloter-Booth  June29,  [»93J3[^; 

MulUngar,  Barracks  at.  Question,  Mr.  awfT^ 
Answer,  The  Earl  of  Ma/o  J^  ^^'^'^ 

^^^     Digitized  by  G00gle[«** 
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Bankruptcy  {Ireland^,  Qnestioo,  Mr.  Serjeant 
Armstrong ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  April  3,  [191]  830 

Cardinal  CulUn,  Questions,  Mr.  Darby  OriflBth; 
Answers,  Mr.  Disraeli,  The  Earl  of  Mayo 
Ifa^/ 11,  [192]  16 

Cattle  Plague,  Question,  Mr.  Gregory  ;  An- 
swer, Tlie  Earl  of  Mayo  May  0,  [191] 
1784 

Compulsory  Presentmenti,  Question,  Colonel 
French  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  July  7,  [193]  827 

Cork  Harbour —Iktunt'i  Rock,  Question,  Mr. 
Maguire ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen  Care  Feb  1*1, 
[190]  794 

Curraah,  Banger   <if  the,  Question,    Captain 
Paok-Beresford  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo 
/un<?  18,  [191]  1754 
Report  of  Commission— (Par/.  P.  No.  329) 

Customs  Department,  Board  of  Trade — Legal 
Department^  Question,  Mr.  G.  Morris ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Solateiv Booth  May  18,  [192I  426 

Customs  Ojfieers,  Dublin,  Question,  Mr.  Stock  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  May  14,  [193] 
247 

Education 

Banagher,  Royal  School  of.  Question,  Mr.  G. 
Morris  ;  Answer,  Th«  Earl  of  Mayo  June  26, 
[i?3]  102 

National  Board,  Obserrations,  Sir  John  Gray  ; 
Reply,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  July  16,  [193] 
1276 

Primary  Education,  Question,  Mr.  O'Beirne; 
Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  July  9,  [193]  913 

Roman    Catholic    University,    Question,   Mr. 

Maguire ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Nov  22, 

190]  142  ;    Question,    Mr.    Fawcett  ;    Answer, 

.  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  12, 1456  ;  Question, 
Mr.    Lowe  :    Answer,  The   Earl  of   Mayo 

.    Mar    19,    1891  ;     Qoestion,    Sir    Colman 

O'Loghlen;    Answer,   The    Earl  of   Mayo 

19a]  ifay    12,     112;     Question,    Sir    George 

Grey  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  May  22, 

.    714;  Question,  Mr.  Murphy  ;  Answer,  The 

.  Earl  of  Mayo  May  28,  965  ;  Question,  Sir 
John  Gray ;   Answer,  The   Earl  of   Mayo 

.    June  12,  1472  ;  June  29,  [193I  313 

Correspondence— (PoW.  P,  Not.  288,  380) 
University  Education  in  Ireland,  Amendt.  on 
Committee  of  Supply  July  10,  To  leave  out 
from  ''That,"  and  add  <'in  the  opinion  of 
this  House,  Catholics,  Presbyterians,  and 
other  inhabitants  of  Ireland,  will  not  be 
placed  in  a  position  of  equality,  in  reference 
to  University  education  in  that  country,  with 
those  who  are  members  of  the  Established 
Church,  until  all  religious  disabilities  are 
removed  from  the  fellowships,  scholarships, 
and  other  honours  and  emoluments  of  Trinity 
CoUege,  DubUn"  (Mr.  FawoeU),  [193!  1054 ; 
QuesUon,  "  That  the  words,  Ac.  r  after 
short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

University  Education,  Trinity  CoUege,  Dublin, 
Question,  Mr.  Fawoett ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
ifc^  29,  [192]  1041 

Established  Church  (Ireland) 

Irish  Church  Commissioners'  Report,  Question, 

Lord   Stanley  of  Alderley  ;    Answer,  Earl 

SUnhope  Mar  17,  1795  ;    Question,   Lord 

Dufbrin;  Answer,  Earl  Stanhope  July  10, 


Irblahd — eont, 

[193]  972 ;  Question,  Mr.  M'Cullagh  Torrens ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Clive  Mar   12,  [190]   1457  ; 
Questions,  Sir  John  Gray,  Mr.  Chichester 
Fortesoue :  Answers,  Mr.  Clive  June  29,  323 
Pari.  Papers — 
Copy  of  Commission       ....    [3956] 
Report  of  Commissioners  .    .    .    [4082 J 
Irish  C/turch  Revenues,  Question,  Sir  Patrick 
O'Brien  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Dec  6, 
[190]  645 
Presbytery  of  Antrim,  Questions,  Sir  Charles 
Lanyon,  Sir  Thomas  Bateson  ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Ghidstone  April  30,  [loi]  1581 
(See  iltXe^Established  Church,  Ireland) 

Orand  Jury  Accounts,  Auditor  of.  Question, 
Colonel  French  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo 
June  12,  [191]  1469 

Orand  Jury  Presentments  (Irelandy-^See  that 
title 


Law  and  PoUee 
Convicts,  Religion  of.   Question,   Mr.  P.   A. 

Taylor ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  May  18, 

[193]  423 
County  Cfaols,  Question,  Sir  Frederick  Heygate ; 

Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Nov  28,  [190] 

832 
Dietary   of  County   Prisons,    Question,    Mr. 

Blake ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Feb  28, 

[190]  1102 
Downy,   Mr,   J.,   Arrest   of    Question,   Mr. 

Reariden  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  AprU  3, 

[191]  833 
FeaUierstonhaugh,  Mr.,  Murder  of.  Question, 

Mr.  Eykyn;   Answer,  The  Earl  of   Mayo 

AprU  28,  [191]  1459 
Fenian,  Alleged  Bribe  to  a.   Question,  Sir 

Frederick  Heygate;   Answer,  The  Earl  of 

Mayo  June  8,  [192]  1229 
Fenian  Prisoners,  Warren  and  Costello,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  J.  Stuart  Mill ;   Answer,  The  Earl 

of  Mayo  July  16,  [193!  1282 ;  Question,  Mr. 

Vance ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Stuart  Mill  July  21, 

1556 
Babeas  Corpus  Act — Release   of  Prisoners, 

Question,  Mr.  Bagwell ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of 

Mayo  May  5,  [191]  1784 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  Acts^Retums — 

See  that  title 
Johnston,   Mr.,   Case   of.    Question,    Colonel 

Forde  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  30, 

[191]  469 
Mountjoy  Convict  Prison,  Medical  Officer  of. 

Question,  Mr.  Blake  ;   Answer,  The  Earl  of 

Mayo  Feb  28,  [190]  1102;   Question,  Mr. 

Pim :   Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  June  12, 

[193]  1470 
O'Hanlon,  Miduul,  Case  of,  Question,  Sir  John 

Gray  ;   Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  July  16, 

[193]  1280 
Party  Processions  Act,  Question,  Sir  Charles 

Lanyon  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Mar%0, 

[190]  1977  ;  Question,  Sir  Frederick  Heygate ; 

Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  May  25,  [193] 

814;    Question,  Lord  Edwin  Hill-Tnvor ;  t 

Answer,  Sir  Frederick  Heygate  June  8, 1228^  [C 
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Pawnbroking,  Law  0f,  Qnettion,  Mr.  Pim  ; 
Answer,  Tbe  Earl  of  Mayo  Jtme  18,  [192] 
1758 

Police  Barraeki,  Qdestion,  Tx)rd  Otho  Fitr- 
gerald  ;  Aniwer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  5, 
[190] 1118 

Priioneri  Convicted  of  Seditiout  Ltbel^- Treat' 
ment  of  Mettra.  Sullivan  and  PigotU  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Stock  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of 
Mayo  Mar  17,  [190]  1814;  Qnestton,  Mr. 
Rearden  ;  Anawer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  19, 
1891  ;  Qaettion,  Mr.  Sioek ;  Answer,  Tbe 
Earl  of  Mayo  hkir  26,  [191]  259 ;  Qaeation, 
Mr.  Magvire;  Answer,  Tbe  Earl  of  Mayo 
Mar  27,  439  ;  debate  thereon 

PriiOHi,  Iritis,  Regtdatim  ^/,  QaeatioD,.  Mr. 
P.  A.  Taylor ;  Anewer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo 
July  9,  [193]  912 

ProecisioMi  (Irekmd),  Address  for  Papers 
(Lord  Dujferin)  Dec  3,  [190]  528 ;  after 
short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn ;  Question, 
Mr.  Lanyon ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo 
Dec  7,  675  ;  Questions,  Colonel  Stoart  Knox, 
Mr.  Darby  Griflltb  ;  Answers,  The  Bar!  of 
Mayo  Mot  13, 1591 

Quarter  Seaioni  Cowrie,  QuestioD,  The  Mar- 
qness  of  Ghinrioarde:  Answer,  The  Lord 
Cfaanoeltor  Metr  17,  [19CG  1794 

Searching  Suipiciaus  Persons,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Blake ;  Answer,  Tbe  Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  80, 
[191]  468 

Write  of  Error  in  Criminal  Cases,  Amendt.  on 
Committee  of  Supply  Julg  3,  To  leate  out 
from  "That,"  and  add  <Hhis  House  doth 
aj^ree  with  tbe  Resolution  pasfled  by  this 
House  on  the  19tb  day  of  Norember  1989, 
and  detb  re-afflrm  that  a  Writ  of  Error  for 
the  reversal  of  a  Judgment  in  Misden^ueanor, 
Felony,  or  Treason  is  the  right  of  the  sub- 
ject, and  ought  to  be  granted  at  his  desire, 
and  is  not  an  act  of  Grace  or  Favour  which 
may  be  denied  or  granted  at  Pleasure  "  {Sir 
Colman  O'LoglUen),  [193]  655 ;  Question, 
**  That  tbe  words,  <&c. ;"  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Law  of  Landlord  and  Temni 

Land  Question,  Question,  Mr.  Pim ;  Answer, 
Tbe  Earl  of  Mayo  ^j>nt28,  [191]  1459 

Land,  Temsre  of.  Question,  Sir  Colman 
O'Logblen  ;  Answer,  The  Eari  of  Mayo 
June  22,  [19a]  1850  ;  Question,  Obeerrations, 
Mr.  O'Beime ;  Reply.  The  Earl  of  Mayo 
July  17,  [193]  1411 

Leases,  Question,  Mr.  Gregory  ;  Answer,  Tbe 
Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  12,  [190]  1452 

Le^isladont,  ^lestion,  Mr.  O'BeirDe ;  Answer, 
The  Earl  of  Maf>o  Feb  17,  [190}  799 

Local  Government  Acts,  Question,  Mr.  Pirn ; 

Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  26,  [191] 

256  ;  April  28,  1457  ;  June  29,  [193]  309 
Monaghan,  Coroner^s  Inquesi  at,  Question,  Mr. 

Tanoe  ;  Answer,  Tbe  Earl  of  Mayo  J%iy  20, 

[193]  1482 
Ordnance  Mof,  Irish,  Revision  of  the.  Question, 

Mr.  Stacpoole ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen  Cave 

Mar  n,  [19P]  1451 

IcotU, 


Iriland— tfont. 
Poor  Law 
Workhouse  Dietaries  in,  Amendt.  on  Committee 
of  Supply  July  10,  To  leaye  oat  from 
"  That,'*  and  add  "  in  the  opinion  of  tha 
House,  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  of  Ire- 
land should  establish  a  minim vm  scale  of 
dietary  for  the  Paupers  in  the  Union  Work- 
houses notices  than  that  now  in  existence 
in  tbe  Irish  County  Gaols,  and  which  was 
recommended  by  tbe  Commission  appointed 
to  report  on  the  County  Prison  Dietaries, 
*as  necessary  for  the  preservation  of  tbe 
health  of  the  prisoners"^  {ifr.  Blake),  [193] 
1020;  Question,  "That  the  words,  *a  ;" 
after  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
Question,  Mr.  Cogan ;  Answer,  The  Eari  ti 
Mayo  July  20,  [193 J  1482 

Post  Ojfiee^Oficers*  Salaries,  QaesUon,  Ge- 
neral Dunne ;  Answer,  Mr.  SoLater-Bootk 
June  15,  [191]  1562 

Queen's  Plates,  Question,  General  Doisk; 
Answer,  Tbe  Earl  of  Mayo  July  20,  [193] 
1485 

Queenstown,  Bible  Dep6l  at.  Question,  Mr. 
Long ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mavo  Ma^  21, 
[193]  655 

Railways 
Question,  Mr.  Monsell ;   Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
Miry  22,  [193]  712  ;  Question,  Sir  Oelmaa 
O'Loghlen  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  tbe 
Exchequer  July  8,  [193]  847 
Report  ef  the   Commissioners  on,    QoestioB, 
Mr.   Monsell ;    Answer,  The  Earl  of  Msljo 
April    28,    [191]    1463  ;     Qoestieii,    Mr. 
Gregory ;    Answer,   The  Chancellor  ef  tbe 
Exchequer  Jun^  18.  [191]  1759 
Pari.  Papers — 
Report  of  Commissioners    .     .  No.  [4018] 
Return  of  Expenses       ....  No.  405 
Instructions  to  the  Commissioners — ^See  tille 
Railways 

Records,  PubHe,  Qnestiofi,  Mr.  O'Beime;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Sclater- Booth  June  20,  [195]  304 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Monsell ;  Answer,  TUe  Ghaa- 
oellor  of  tbe  Exohequer /tify  6,  717 

Registry  of  Deeds  Ojfice—See  tha$  title 

Regium  Dowum,  The,  Question,  Bfr.  Hadfield ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Bootb  May  IS,  [roal 
345  . 

Roosky,  Eel  Weir  at,  Qieetion,  l€r.  W. 
Grmsby-Gore ;  Answer,  Mr,  Sclater-Booih 
•^y  »3,  [193]  1669 

Royal  Irish  Academy,  Question,  Mr.  Gregory ; 
Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  12,  [190] 
1452  ;  Observations,  Mr.  Gregory ;  He^j, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exobeqoer  Jitfy  14, 
[193]  1200 ;  Question,  Sir  Patrick  O'Brien ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathenie  Hardy  July  16,  1214 

Royal  Residence  in,  Amendt.  on  Ooomiittee 
of  Supply  May  15,  To  leave  oat  from 
"That,"  and  add  "an  bumble  Address  be 
presented  to  Her  Mi^ty,  humbly  repre- 
senting to  Her  Majesty  that  it  would  conduoe 
to  the  advantage  of  the  Crown  and  the  good 
Government  of  Ireland,  and  tend  to  aHay 
je^osy  and  diseofftent  in  that  oonatry,  if 
Her  Majesty  had  a  permanent  reaidenoe  in 
Irdand,  and  thl^t  tbis  House,  fesliog  deeplj 
^      leoni. 
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its  importase*,  wiil  oordially  do-opermto  with 
Her  Majesty  in  any  itept  She  may  b«  gra- 
ciously pleased  to  take  to  carry  oat  so  de- 
sirable aD  object "  {Sir  Cohnan  (yLoghien), 
[193]  856  ;  QuestioD,  <«Tbat  the  words, 
Ac.  r  after  short  debate.  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Sediticui  Speaking,  AUeged-^Rev.  Mr.  Ferrart, 
Questions,  Mr.  Cogan,  Mr.  Bentinok ;  An- 
swers, The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  16,  [190]  1681 

Shannon  River,  Mored,  That  a  Select  Com- 
mittee be  appointed,  '<to  inquire  into  the 
manner  in  which  the  drainage  and  navigation 
of  the  River  Shannon  has  been  carried  out 
under  the  direction  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  what  steps  should  be  taken  to  com- 
plete the  work  for  which  a  compulsory  levy 
of  £800,000  has  been  made  on  the  adjoining 
counties"  {Colonel  French)  Feb  20,  [190] 
994  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 
And,  on  Mar  17,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows:— Colonel  French  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Acland,  Mr.  Agar-Ellis,  Mr.  Bonham-Carter, 
Sir  Edward  Dering,  General  Dunne,  Sir 
William  Ormsby-Gore,  Mr.  Qrtgory,  Mr. 
Laird,  Sir  Graham  Montgomery,  Mr.  Pollard- 
Urquhart,  Mr.  Solater-Booth,  and  Colonel 
Vandeleur 
Report  of  Select  Committee  May  18 

{Pari  P.  No.  277) 
jFVf^  Paseet  on,  Question,  Colonel  French; 
Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  27,  [191] 
857 — Stake  NeU,  Question,  Colonel  French ; 
Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  80,  467 

Small  Debts  Recovery,  Question,  Mr.  Dawson ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 


Mar  16,  [190]  1679 
SmaU-poK,  Dfathefrom — T 
Question,  Mr.  Uregory ;  Answer,  The  Earl 


'The  Vacdnatiwi  Ad, 


of  Mayo  Mag  5.  [191]  1784 
Spirit  Licence  Duty,  Observations.  Sir  John 

Gray  ;  Reply,  Mr.  Hunt  Nov  29,  [190]  481 ; 

short  debate   thereon;    Question,    General 

Dunne  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sdater-Booth  Mar  28, 

[191]  88 
Taxation,  Inequality  of.  Question,  Mr.  O'Beime; 

Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  July  16,  [193] 

1288 
Train,  Mr.   (?.  F,,   Ca$e   of,   Question.  Mr. 

Rearden  ;    Answer,    The    Earl    of  ^Mayo 

/M/y81,  [103II948 
.  University  0/  thiblin,  Returns,  Question,  Sir 

Denry  Winston- Barron;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 

Afoy  29,  [193]  1044 
Valuation,  Question,  The  O'Donoghue ;  An- 
swer,  The    Chancellor   of  the  Exchequer 

June  25,  [193]  2186 

Ireland — State  of 

190]  Moved,  **  That  this  House  wUl  immediately 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee,  with  the  view 
of  taking  into  consideration  the  condition 
and  circumstances  of  Ireland  *'  {Mr.  Maguire) 
Mar  10,  1288 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add 
*'  the  constant  recurrence  of  impracticable 
resolutions  and  the  proposal  or  suggestion  of 
extravagant  and  impossible  remedies  are  the 

5reat  obstacles  to  the  restoration  of  peace  in 
reland,  and  to  the  prosperity  of  the  Irish 
.    people  "  {Mir,  Neate),  1814 ;  Question, «  That 
the  words,  dec. ;"  Ajoafadti  withdraw^ 

[etmt.    • 


Ird4mdr^BkiUofiMo^mforConnuHM*--^v^^ 
190]  Another  Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **  That,*' 
and  add  "before  the  consideration  by  this 
House  of  constitutional  changes  in  the  laws 
and  institutions  of  Ireland,  it  is  both  just  and 
expedient  to  inquire  Inta  the  causes  of  alieffed 
discontent,  and  \ha  best  mode  of  remedying 
the  same  {Sir  Frederick  Heygate),  1828  ; 
Question,  **  That  the  words,  die.  ;"  debate 
adjourned 

Debate  resumed  Mar  12,  1458 ;   after  long 
debate.  Debate  fuKber  adjourned 
.Debate  resumed   Mar   18,    1508;  after  long 

debate.  Debate  further  adjourned 
.Debate  resumed  Mar   16,    1688;   after   long 
debate,  Amendt.  and  Motion  withdrawn 
The  Debate  on-^WUson,  The  Rev.  Mir.,  Per- 
sonal Explanation,   Mr.   Gregory  Mar   26, 
[191]  264 

Baly 
Na^es,  Consular  Chaplain  at.  Question,  Mr. 

Hardcastle ;  Answer,  I/>rd  Stanley  July  81, 

[193]  19*7 
Pawjtl    Oovemment   and   Mr.    Odo   Russell 

Question,  Sir  Thomas  Lloyd  ;  Answer,  Lord 

SUnley  Nov  25,  [190]  162 
Roman  Question,  the— The  Proposed  Confer^ 

enee,  Question,  Sir  Henry  Winston-Barron ; 

Answer,  Lord  Stanley  Dee  2,  [100]  512; 

Question,  Earl  Russell ;  Answer,  The  Earl 

of  Derby  Dec  5,  599 


Jackson,  Mr.  W  ,  Derhy shire,  iT. 
Colliery  Accidentt,  Motion  for  a  Commission, 
[193]  941,  944 

Jumaiea 

Clergy  Act  of.  Question,  Mr.  Candllsh ;  An- 
swer. Mr.  Adderley  July  27,  [193]  1820 
Ecelestastical  Establishment  of,  Question,  Mr. 
W.    E.    Forster  ;   Answer,    Mr.    Adderley 
June  28,  [193]  1922 

(See  title  Eyre^Ex'Oovernor) 


Japanf  Outrage  on  our  Ambassador 

Question,  Colonel  Sykes ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
May  26,  [193]  922 


JiBTis,  OoloDel  H.  J.  W.,  Harwich 

Army->Control  Department,  [193]  810,  811  ; 
Res.  922  ;  Motion  for  Papers,  1265,  1270, 
1278 
Army  Estimates— Administration  of  the  Army, 
[193]  e67 

FuU  and  Ualf-Pay,  [193]  1280 
Miscellaneous  Services,  [193]  966 
Army  Reserve,  Motion  for  a  Commission,  [193] 

1961,  1965 
Eyre,  Ex-Governor,  Prosecution  of,  [193]  717, 

718,  836,  888 
Metropolitan  Foreign   Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[193]  1806,  1341,  1842 
Supply— Portpatrick  Railway  Company  Com- 
pensation, [193] 1211 
Registration  Expeniei,  Motion  for  Adjonm-  T 


ment,  [193]  1218    Digitized  by 
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Jehtoise,  Sir  J.  Clarke,  Eampthire,  8. 
Artisans'  and   Labonren*  DweUingf,    Comm. 

d.  6,  [191]  678 
Cattle  Plague,  [19a]  IIM,  1853 
Cholera  in  the  Mediterranean,  [191]  708 
Contagions  Diseases  Aoto,  [190]  1889 
Egypt — Quarantine,  [192]  1895 
Infectious  Diseases,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[191]  2005  ;  [192]  425 
Metropontan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[193]  1294, 1295  ;  Preamble,  1529 
Priry   Council,  Medical  Officer  of  the,  [190] 

1812 
Public   Health,   Ac.,    Departments   of.    Res. 

[193] 1194 
Small-pox  HospiUl,  [192]  1561 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  [193]  1203 

Miscellaneous    Expenses,    Amendt.    [193] 
1174 
Turkey— Sanitary  Regulations,  [100]  1811 
Vaccination— Small-pox    at  Woolwich,  [191] 

701 


Judgment  Delytors  Bill  [hx.] 

( The  Lord  aianeellcr) 
I  Presented  ;  read  1»  •  ifor  9  (No.  82) 

Read2»*  Jfor  28 
Committee*;     Report;     Bill    re-committed 

April  24  (No.  76) 

BiU  withdrawn  May  11.  [i9«]  « 

JudgmentB  Bztension  Bill  [hx.] 

(Mr,  Craujwrd,  Mr.  Huddlestan,  Mr.  Moncreifft 

Mr,Dwdop) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Ftf6  18  [BiU  84] 

Read  2«*ifar5 

Referred  to  Select  Committee  May  8 
Mored,  "  That  Mr.  Craufurd  be  one  Member 

of  the  said  Committee"  May  11,  [192]  92 
Motion,  "That  this  Hoose  do  now  acyoum" 

{Colonel French),  put,  and  negatived ;  original 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Uuddleston  be  one  other 

Member  of  the  said  Committee  " 
Motion,  '*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 

{Sir  George  Bowyer),  put,  and  negatived ; 

original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
Mr.  Graufurd  (Chairman),  The  Lord  Advocate, 

Mr.    Attorney    General    for   Ireland,    Mr. 

Dunlop,  Colonel  French,   Mr.  Graves,  Mr. 

Huddleston,  Sir  Charles  Lanyon,  Blr.  Lawson, 

Mr.  Moncreiff,  and  Mr.  Murphy 
Report  •  June  10  [BiU  168] 

Committee  •  (on  rtf-comm.) ;  Report  June  15 
Considered  *  June  16 
Read  8«  •  June  17 
I,  Read  1»*  ( The  Lord  CheUnrford}June  18 
Moved,    "That  the  BUI    be  now    read  2»" 

June  30,  [193]  867  ;  after  short  debate,  BUI 

read  2»  (No.  160) 

Committee  •  ;  Report  July  2 
Read3**/M/y8 
Royal  Assent  July  13    [81  A  82  Vict,  c.  54] 


Judicial   Paironago  —  Court  of   Common 
PUaa 
Question,  Mr.  Hayter ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  May  15,ti92]  848 


Jurist  ''  De  MedUtate  Lingum  " 

Question,  Mr.  Gregory ;  Answer,  The  Attorvef 
General  Mar  12,  [190]  1449 

Juries,  Special  and  Oammon 

Moved,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appoiated 
to  inquire  and  take  evidence  as  to  the  Lav 
and  practice  relating  to  the  somznoDiof, 
attendance,  and  remuneration  of  Special  aai 
Common  Juries,  and  to  report  to  the  Hooe 
as  to  any  alterations  which  ought  to  be 
made  therein"  (Vx»e<mnt  Enfield)  FA  13, 
[190]  924  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

And,  on  Max  11,  Committee  nominated  as  fid- 
lows  : — ^Viscount  £nfield  (Cbaimiaik),  3lr. 
Denman,  Mr.  Freshfleld,  Mr.  Headba* 
Mr.  Uuddleston,  Mr.  Alderman  Lnsk,  Mr. 
Hastings  Russell,  Mr.  Alderman  Salomoai^ 
Mr.  Solicitor  General,  Colonel  WUfiia 
Stuart,  Mr.  Turner,  Mr.  Whatman,  sad 
Mr.  Charles  Wynn 

Report  of  Select  Committee  /tify  6 

{Pari.  P.  No,  461) 

Jurors'  AffirmationB  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Craufwrd,  Mr.  Dwrdop) 
€.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  Miy  8  [Bill  lit] 

Read2*»»Jfayl3 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  15 

Read8«»lfayl8 
{.  Read  1«*  {The  Lwrd  Cra^Wforth)  Maw  19 

Read2**>tiiwl8  (No.  104) 

Committee*  ;  Report  Jtme  19 

Read  8*  *  June  28 

Royal  Assent  June  25    [81  4  33  Vtct.  e.  8f] 

TTAngT.ATTR,  Sir  J.  B.,  see  Attorney  Genenl, 
The 

Kasslaxe,  Mr.  E.  K.,  Colchester 
Election  Petitions  and   Corrupt  Praotieet  st 

Elections,  Comm.  el  10,  [193]  750  ;  adi.  d. 

1387 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Comm.  [193]  1581 ;  eT.lS, 

1602 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [i9il187i 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [19a]  TO 
Married  Women's  Property,  2R.  [19a]  1855 
Nora  Scotia—British  North  Amca^ieaii  C«a> 

federation.  Motion  for  an  Address,  [i9a]l6M 
Public  Schools,   Re-comm.  d,  5,   [19a]  1654, 

1657  ;  cl.  5, 1924  ;  d.  6, 1930 ;  el.  14,  Amendt 

1938,  1989 ;  cl.  16,  1940 
Representation  of  the  People  (Sootland)^  Goes. 

cl,  10, 1192]  990 
Supply— British  Embassy  Hoosoe,  [191]  989 

Kendall,  Mr.  N.,  Cornwall,  B. 

Compulsory* Church  Rates  AbolitioD,  Gobs- 

d,  5,  [190]  1424 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  [191]  1545 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Conim.  Roa.  [191] 

1928 
Grand  Jury  Cess,  2R.  [191]  213 
Ireland  —  State  of.  Motion  for  »  Committss. 

[190]  1789 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Marked  Coon. 

Preamble,  [193]  1520,  1781 
Mines  Assessment,  2R.  [191]  1868  ;  0)aa. 
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Kmmdall,  Mr.  N.— «(m<. 
Ministerial  SUtement,  [191I 1741 ;  [loa]  040 
Pariimmentarj  Borough8--^a7meDt  of  Batof, 

[190]  448 
BegistratioD,  2R.  [192]  1614 
RegnlatioD  of  Railways,  Comm.  add.  eL  [193] 

1786 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el  8,  [192]  477 

XENiTEDTy  Mr.  T.y  Louth  Co. 
Crete,  Insorreotion  in,  [191]  705 
Ejectments  Suspension  (Ireland),  [193]  519 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 
add,  el  [192] 1804 


Ee8teteK|  Lord 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el,  5,  [19a]  947 

Ejllalob,  Biflbop  of 
Bstahlished  Chnroh  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  97 


Edibeblkt,  Earl  of 
AllLali  Act  Continoance,  2R.  [192]  510 
Burials    (Ireland),    2R.    [193]    1098,    1008  ; 

Oomm,add,el  1862;  Report, 0/.  4,  Amendt. 

1478, 1475 
Clerks  of  the  Peace  (Lreland),  2R.  [193]  1162 
Compulsory  Church  Kates  Abolition,  Report, 

d.  7.  [193]  897 
Consecration  of  Churchyards  Act  Amendment, 

Comm.  el  1,  [192I  808 
Crete,  Insurrection  in,  Motion  for  an  Address, 


[191]  814 
Edn(     " 


Education,  2R.  [191]  1810 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [192]  2114, 

2116,2117 
Parliament — ^Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [191] 

695 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  [191]  468 ;  el  5,  [192] 

947 ;  el,  22,  948  ;  el  9, 1625  \ZVLadd,el. 

1912 
Sale  of  Poisons  and  Pharmacy,  8R.  [192]  1748 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  Comm.  d,  5,  [192]  240 ; 

Re-comm.  917 
Tenure  (Ireland),  IR.  [190]  1048 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  Comm.  [193]  1549 
UniTcrsity   Elections    (Voting   Papers),    2R. 

[193]  982 
Uniyersity  Tests,  [toal  1012 
Yagranoy — Guildford  Union,  Motion  for  Cor- 
respondence, [102]  102 
West  Indies,  2R.  [193]  799 

Enre,  Hon.  P.  J.  Locke,  Surrey^  E, 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Motion  for  a  Com* 

mittee,  Amendt.  [192]  428, 430 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Consid.  add,  el  [193]  1684 
Richmond  Park,  [190]  1680 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190]  1871 


EiNGLAKE,  Mr.  A.  W.,  BridgwaUr 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  [191]  297  ;  add.  el  [193] 

1441 
Mexico— Relations  with,  [193]  1825 

YOL    CZCni.    [XBIBD  0BBW.] 


Ejnobooib,  Colonel  B.  N.  F.|  Gloue^Ur* 
shire,  W. 
Army— Militia  Quartermasters,  [192]  1756 

EjKGBioir,  Earl  of 
Victoria— Appropriation  Act,  [191]  2001 

EiNVAisD,  Hon.  A.  F^  Perth 
Army— -Preaching  in  the,  [193]  1928 
Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,   Consid. 

[191]  1567 
Austin,  James,  Case  of,  [193]  1678 
Diplomatic  Senrice,  Res.  [192]  989 
GoTcmment  of  India  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 

[192]  1885 
Income  Tax,  8R.  [190]  545 
India — Questions,  Ac. 

Bank  of  Bombay,  [191]  480, 2060 

British  Rule  in,  [190]  781 

Church  Ser?ices,  [192]  1474 

Contract  Law,  [191J  147 

East  India  Reyenue  Accounts,  Comm.  [193] 

1865 
Indian  Serrioe  Medals,  [193]  1822 
Madras  Irrigation  Company,  [191]  1802 
India— Irrigation  Works,  [190]  890  ;  [191]  575; 

Res.  967 
Lake  Superior  and  the  Pacific,  Ae,  Motion  for 

a  Commission,  [192]  1341 
Mines,  Accidents  in,  [192]  1504 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amendment, 

Lords  Amend ts.  [190]  660 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el,  3,  [193]  1428 ;  el  4, 

1605  ;  d,  E,  1883 
Postal— West  India  Mail  Packet  SUtion,  [190] 

665,  781 
Prison  Ministers  Act,  Res.  [193]  S82 
Probate  Duty,  [xoo]  648,  729 
Public  Schools,  Re^mm.  [192]  1648 
Registration  of  Writs  (Scotland),  2R.[i9i1 100 
Representation  ot  the  People  (Scotland),  [190] 
1103;   2R.  1263;   Comm.  [191]  99;  <;{.  8, 
[102]  484 ;  add,  d,  1244  ;  Schedule  A,  1252 
Scotland— Bridge  at  Dunkeld,  [193]  1671 
Supply — Law  Charges,  Motion   for  Adjourn- 
ment, [192]  494,  495 


EKAiOHBULL-Hx70S88S2r,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Sand- 

wieh 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  2R.  [190] 

1184 
County  Courts  (A.dmiralty  Jurisdiction),  Comm. 

[192]  161 ;  d.  4,  Amendt  171 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Leaie,  [190]  702,  728;   Comm. 

d.  6,  [192]  688 ;  Amendt.  691,  692 ;  [193] 

732 ;  el  10, 749  ;  el  14, 1002 ;  Consid.  1615, 

1620 
Libel,  Comm.  cl  8,  [192]  612 
Mines  Assessment,  Comm.  el  1,  [193]  850; 

Consid.  1222 
Navy  Estimates — Dockyards  and  Naral  Tards, 
[193] 562,  555 
Salaries  of  OfiEicers,  [193]  588 
Navy— Sheemess  Dockyard,  [193]  1667 
Sale  of  Liguors  on  Sunday,  2R.  mQo]  1871 


Turnpike  Trusts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  [191] 

2013  T 

Turnpike  Tnwta,  [19a]  056 ;  2R,  1600, 172?      IC 
.4B  ^ 
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KvtMT,  Mr.  F.  W.,  Wareeiterkh%f$f  W. 

Army  Etiimatot^SurTcji,  [195I 06S 

Poor  EelK  Cmmi.  #1.  8,  [193]  1431,  1498, 

1424 
Tnropike  Aotf  ContinuMiee,  Comm.  [193]  970 
Turnpike  Trotti,  2B.  Amendt.  [19a]  1717 

EviGHTLET,  Sir  B.,  Norihamptomhire,  8. 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Pr»otiees  at 
Elections,  Oemin«  el  5,  [193]  S102 ;  Oottsid. 

[193]  iw 

Parliaineiit,  DissdutioB  of,  [19a]  1068 
Representation  of  the  People  (ScotlMd),  Oeibm. 
Amendt.  [19a]  449,  696,  689 ;  add.  d.  1947 

Kkox,  Hon.  Colonel  W.  Staart,  Dunganrum 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [191!  97 
Armj — Militia  Quartermasters,  [loaj  1894 
Established  Charch  (Ireland),   Comm.   [191] 

469,  627.  768, 1948 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Leaye,  [192]  247, 

248  ;    Motion  for  Adjoamment,  814,  815, 

816,817,821,822:  Explanation, 841;  Oomm. 

1196,1208,  1204;  SR.  1697 
Eyre,  Ex-Goremor,  Prosecution  of,  tt^2]  717, 

718,  889 
Grand  Jury  Presentments  (Ireland),  Nomina- 


tion of  Committee,  Amendt.  [191]  101 
lreland*-Party  Processions,  [190]  1691 
Military  at   Elections,  2R.   Motion  for  Ad- 


ioununent,[i92]  1981 
Mmisterial  Statement,  [191]  1807 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Oomm. 

[191]  100 

Eirox,  Colonel  B.  W.^  Marlaw  (Gfreai) 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Fraotioes  at 

Elections,  Oensid.  add*  ct.  [193]  1691 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  IR.  [19a]  899 
Eyre,  Ex-^GoTomor,  Case  of,  [193]  1888, 1470, 

1471 
Metrqx>litan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amendment, 

Comm.  cl.  1,  [190]  418 

Labofohebb,  Mr.  H.,  Middlesex 
Artixans'  and   Labourers'  DwelUngs,    Oomm. 

a.  6,  [191]  674 ;  Consid.  1568 ;  8R.  2061 
Boundary,  Comm.  [193]  286 
Bristol  Writ,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  [193] 

421 
Consular  Courts  in  Turkey  and  Egypt,  [193] 

1048 
Diplomatic  Service,  Res.  [19a]  927,  989,  989 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practioes  At 

Elections,  Comm.  el.  17*  [193]  1018  ;  el.  46, 

1871  ;  add.  el.  1445  t  Consid.  add.  cl  1681, 

1687,  1644,  1683, 1668 
Blsctrie  Telegraphs,  Comm.  «{.  15,  [193]  1601 
Foreign  Offloe  Agencies,  [19a]   1562;    [193] 

1712 
Judicial  Business  in  the  House  of  Lords,  [19a] 

958 
Knights  of  Windsor,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

Amendt.  [19a]  1975 
Licences,  Res.  [191]  152 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Oontinoance, 

Leaye,  [190]  1080 ;  Comm.  [191]  197 ;  el  9, 

Amendt.  201,902,905 
Metropolis-^Park  Lane,  [193]  1711 
MetropoliUn  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 
s[49d]  1841,  1849 

leM. 


Labovohbbi,  Mr.  H<— eon#. 

ttett^liUtt  Polioe,  [193]  981 
Metropolitan  Police  Funds,  9R.  Itgs]  S50 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amesdlnnit, 

9R.  [190I 170  t  Oomm.  el.  1,  413 
Patents  of  Queen's  Counsel  and  of  Precedwwe, 

Poor  Relier,  Oomm.  d.  4,  [193]  1605 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  [laa}  1640 ;   <2.  8, 
1654, 1656 ;  el  14, 1988 ;  el.  16,  1930, 1940; 
add.  el  [193]  890,  826 
Registration,  2B.  [193]  1610 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190]  1847, 

1850 
Stone,  Police  Sergeant,  Case  ot,  Z'9^1  ^^' 

[193]  1478, 1488 
Supply — Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  238 
British  Embassy  Houses,  [191]  984»  9S^ 

995 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abr(Mul,^i93]  874 
Embassy  Houses  Abroad,   Amendt.   [192] 

812,  818 
Establishments  of  China,  Ji^ian,  and  Simm, 


[193]  678 
Missii 


■ion  House,  Teheran,  [191]  998,  999 
Police  Courts,  [192]  508 
Public  Buildings.  [193!  294 
Royal  Palaces,  [191]  1005, 1007 ; 

1008 
Royal  Parks,  Ac.  [19a]  296,  998 


Laiko,  Mr.  S.,  JFiek,  Sfo. 
India-'-East  India  Reyenue  Aooounta,  rioj] 

1852 
India^East  India,  Troops  and  Veaaels  (Abyv- 

sinian  Expedition),  Res.  [190]  896 
Established   Church  (Ireland),   Comm.   [191] 

541 ;  Res.  1901 
Parliament  —  Private   Bill   Legislation,     Res. 

[190]  1804 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Comm.  add.  eL  [193] 

1736  ;  Consid.  1784, 1788, 1791, 1792 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland ),  Leare^ 

[190]  825;   2R.  1261;  Comm.  [193]  471; 

el.  8,  888 ;  el  10,  984,  989 ;  cl  11,  Amendt. 

992 
Ways  and  Means — Abyssinian  Expedition,  Rec 

[190]  850 
Ways  and  Means,  Oomm.  Res.  1,  [19  0  1^766 


LaieDi  Mr.  J.,  Birkenhead 
Nftvy  Estimates— Steam  Maehintry,  [193]  1159, 

1153 
Navy— Iron-clad  Fleet,  Res.  [193]  1195 

Lake  S^p^Hor  and  the  Pacific,  dfc* 
Moted,  «  That  an  humble  Address  be  prtitopteJ 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  iss«e  a  Royal  Ooaa- 
mission  to  inquire  into  and  repoK  upon  th« 
capability  for  settlement  and  the  beet  meaaa 
of  settling  Her  Majesty's  Territory  lyii^r 
between  Lake  Superior  and  the  Paclllo,  ee* 
pecially  as  to  the  provision  for  Telegra^ue 
and  other  Oommumcation  through  fi^  Ma^ 
Msty's  DominioBS  from  the  Atlantio  to  t^ 
Pacific  Ocean  "  (Sir  Harry  Verney)  Jum  9, 
[19a]  1336;  after  short  debate,  Motionirith* 
drawn  ^<->  t 

Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


LAU 


ULN 


Xamhth  lAhroi^ 
QaeetioD,    Mr.    WaldMraTe-Lislie ;   Answer, 
Mr.  Mowbraj  JhQ  5,  [190]  603 

Lakomt,  Mr.  J.,  BtUeahire 

EsUbliBhed    Church   (Ir^nd),   Oomm.    Ret. 


[191]  1905 ;  Amendt.  1925 
Eyre,  Ex-GoTemor, 


ISBSSIOS    1807-8)        LAN        L4W 

JsniB  Claases  Consolidation  Act  (1846) 

Amondment  Bill 
( J^.  Sclater-Booth,  Mr,  Attorney  General,  Lord 

John  Manneri) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  Jme  17  [BiU  176] 

Read  a*»  •/«?!«  29 
BiU  withdrawn  •  July 


1851 


Case  of,  [192]  1884, 1885, 


Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Oomm. 

ci.  10,  [192]  990 
Scotland— Trawling  for  Herringt,  [191]  1882 

ZanrnMre,  RioU  in -^  The  Staffordehire 
•  Colttere 
Qaestion,  The  Earl  of  Liohfteld ;  Aniwer,  The 
Earl  of  Malmeibarj  Apnl  24,  [191]  1221 

Zaneaeter,  Duchy  of  ^Office  0/  Proihono- 
tary 
^eaticQ,    Mr.   Gowhea;   Aiifwer,    £k>lonel 
Wilson-Patten  Dec  6,  [190]  649 

Land  Drainage  Prorisional  Order  Con- 
firmation Bill  (Sir  Jamee  Ferguemm, 
Mr,  Secretary  6hthome  Hardy) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  /w/y  8  [BiU  228] 

Read  2o.*  Jxdy  9 

Committee* ;  Report  July  10 

Read  8«*/u^  10 
I,  Read  1*»  (The  Lord  CUnUm)  July  10 

Read2*»JWyl7  (No.  241) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  21 

Read3**/u/j/28 

Rojal  Auent  July  81    [81  k  Z%  Vid.  0.  156] 

Landed  Properly  Improrement  (Lreland) 

Bill     (Mr.  Pirn,  Mr.  (/Beime) 
c.  Motion  for  Leaye  (Mr,  Pirn)  Feb  18,  [190]  928 
BiU  ordered  ;  read  1«  •  [M  i%^ 

Land  Writs  Begistration  (Scotland)  Bill 
(The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Secretary  O,  Hardy, 

Mr.  WalpoU) 
c.  Motion  for  Leaye  ( The  Lord  Advocate)  Mar  9, 
[190]  1282 

Bill  ordered;  read  !••  rBm56] 

Read2«»  ifor  28 

Question,  Mr.  Obilders ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sdater- 
Bootb4i^8,[i9i]830 

Commitiee*  ;  Report  May  11        [BUI  111] 

Committee  (on  re<omm,y^-tLW,  June  12,  [19a] 
1525 

Committee  •  (cm  re^omm.)  i  Bepovi  June  29 

Considered  *  July  2 

Read8**«/ii^8 
I.  Read  1>*  (n#  Lord  ChanceUor)  July  6 

Read2>*/t%9  (No.  218) 

CommiUec* ;  Report  July  H 

Read8>*/tily  16 

Royal  AsMBt  Jufy  81     [81  A  82  Ftd.  c.  64] 


land  WriU  Hepstration  (SooiUmi)  ^80- 

lanes,  j-c. 
.  Considered  in  C 
Report  Mar  80 


lories,  ice.l 
c.  Considered  in  (/omnuttee ;  Resolotion  Moor  27 


LiKGTON,  Mr.  W.  H.  P.  GoBK-i  Somerset' 
shire,  W. 
Supply — Houses  of  Parliament,  [192]  806 

IiAJETToir,  Sir  0.,  Belfast 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [192]  870 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Oomm.  [191]  888 
Hudson's  Bay  Company,  [192]  17 
Ireland— lUegal  Processions,  [too]  675, 1977 

Presbytery  of  Antrim,  [191]  1581 
Newspaper  Offices,  Hours  of  Labour  in,  [190] 
651 

Larceny  and  Embeisleinent  Bill 

(Mr.  BueeeA  6htmey,  Mr.  Celeridye) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  l**;*  June  8  [BUI  157] 

Read2««Jun<j24 

Oommittee  *  ;  Report  July  7 

Considered  *  July  10 

Read8o»/f*ly  10 
I.  Read  l^*(The  Lord  Chelmsford)  July  10 

MoTcd,  *"  That  the  BUI  be  no  W  read  2*  ^' JW/y  1 7, 
[193I 1864  ;  BUI  read  2*  (No.  245) 

Committee  •  July  2 1 

Report  •  July  23  (No.  277) 

Read  8*  *  July  24 

Royal  Assent  July  81    [81  h  82  Vict,  0. 116] 

Lalymor^s  Charity,  Edmonton 
Question,   Viscount  Enfield;    Answer,  Lord 
Robert  Montagu  May  28,  [193]  952 

JjLWBlvjsoe,  Mr.  Alderman  W.,  Lotidon 
Artisans'  and  Labourers'  DweUings,  Consid. 

Schedule,  [191]  1877 
Assessed  Taxes,  [193]  1475 
Capital  Punishment   within    Prisons,  Comm. 

d,  4,  Amendt.  [loi]  1061 ;  el,  6,  1062 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [19a]  287 ;  [193]  1281, 

1665 
Electric  Telegraphs,  2R.  [loa]  1807 
Life  PoUcies  Nomination,  2R.  [190]  953 
Local  Rating,  Motion  for  a  Commission,  [193] 

1494 
Metropolis— Parks,  The,  [193]  1941 
Poor  Law  Assessment,  [193]  1941 
Thames  Embankment,  [loi]  841 
Metropolitan  ImproTemente,  [193]  1941 
Metropolitan  Police  Funds,  2  a.  [193]  851 
Metropolitan  StreeU  Act  (1867)  Amendment, 
Leaye,  [190]  110  ;  2R.  172  ;  Comm.  add.  el. 
414,  416 ;  Lords  Amendts.  668 
Post  Horse  and  Carriage  Licences  Duties,  Mo- 
tion for  a  Committee,  [191]  187, 195 
Stone,  Police  Sergeant,  Case  of,  [193]  1488 
Supply— Board  of  Works,  [193]  1208 
Post  Office,  [193]  884 
PnbUc  Buildings,  [193]  295 
Royal  Parks,  [193]  297  .^^  j 

Woodi, FoEMU,  dK>.  [193]  1209    ^OOQ le 
UniTcrsity  of  Londoa  BuikliB^  [193]  895^ 
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LEE 
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Law80K|  Bight  Hon.  J.  A.,  Partarlmgton 
BnrUls  (IreUnd),  Comm.  cL  1,  [192]  1882 
Election  Petitions  and  Cormpt  Prmotioes  at 

Elections,  Comm.  el,  \,  [193]  000 
Ettablisbed  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  551 
EsUblished  Church   (Ireland),  2R.  [192]  738, 

747.748,749 
Finei  and  Fees  (Ireland),  2R.  [190]  1281 
Libel,  Comm.  [192]  602 
Reristration    (Ireland),   Comm.  [193]   1402; 

el.  82,  1497;  el.  S3,  Amendt.  1500;  el.  48, 

Amendt.  1518,  1514 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  LeaTe, 

[190]   1950  ;    Comm.  [192]   1579  ;    d,   8, 

Amendt.   1581,  1584 ;   el.  13,  1588 ;  cl  20, 

Amendt.  1590  ;  add.  el.  1803 
Sea  Fisheries,  Lords  Amendts.  [192]  1861 

LiTAED,  Mr.  A.  H.,  Southwark 

Abyssinian  Expedition,  [19T]  1887  ;  [192]  716 
Beke,  Dr.,  and  Mr.  Lajard,  [190]  649,  650 ; 
Motion  for  Papers,  668,  672 


Despatches,  The,  [192]  1564,  1565 

~     ■    -The    ■     ■ 
718 


African  Slaye  Trade 


Aberdeen  Aot^  [192] 


Austria — Treaty  of  Commerce  with,  [193]  515 

Consular  Courts  in  Turkey  and  Egypt,  [193] 
1024,  1058 

Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [192]  2181 

Crete^Condition  of,  [191]  1149 

Crete— Insurrection  in.  Motion  for  an  Address, 
[191]  1258 

Disraeli's,  Mr.,  Speech  at  Merchant  Taylors' 
fiall,  [192]  2155 

Egypt—Law  Courts,  [192]  1559 

Foreign  Oflfloe,  The,  [190]  607,  617,  622 

India — Architectural    Remains,    [190]    681; 
[192]  114 

Metropolis — British  Museum,  [190]  166 
Burlington  House,  [190]  1454 

Paris  Exhibition,  Purchases,  [190]  167 

Parliament— Pririlege — Production  of  Public 
Documents,  [190]  667 

Patent  OfiBce,  Library  and  Museum  of  the,  [192] 
244 

Peel  Statue,  The,  [192]  2144 

Royal  Academy,  The,  [191]  1580 

Supply — Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  245 
Burlington  House,  [192]  898 
National  Gallery  Enlargement,  [192]  892 
Palmerston  Monument,  [192]  404 
Parliament)  Houses  of,  [192]  808,811 
Uniyersity  of  London  Buildings,  [192]  895 
Wellington  Monument,  [192]  408 


LeathaKi  Mr.  E.  A.,  Eudd&rsfield 
Established  Church  (Ireland),   Comm.  [191] 

507 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  UniTersities,  2R.  [193] 

460 


Leatham,  Mr.  "W.  H.,  WaJc$Jield 
Mines,  Accidents  in,  [192]  1508 
Mines  Assessment,  2R.  [191]  1871 

LectwreB  on  Religion 
(Question,  Mr.  Rearden ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome 
Hardy  May  15,  [192]  846 


Lekman,  Mr.  G.,  York  CiUf 
ArUfans'  and  Labourers'  Dwelling    CUmbbl 

d:  6,  [191]  672;  c^8,675 
Capital  Punishment   within    Priaons,    Oooim. 

[191]  1041 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolltioiiy  Coma. 

el.  4,  [190]  1420 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Comieilt 

[191]  1200 
Election  Petitions  and  Cormpt  PraeUoes  at 

Elections,    Comm.   add.   el.   [193]    1452; 

Consid.  1628  ;  add.  eL  Amendt.  1684,  1685  ; 

8R.  1721 
Electric  Telegraphs,  2R.  Amendt.  [1923  1866. 

1819, 1681, 1806  ;  Comm.  [193]  1578 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Blarkeft^  Onm. 

cl  8,  [193]  1771 
Parliament— Prirate  Bill  Legialatioii — Stand- 
ing Order  181  Repeal,  [191]  141 
Registration,  2R.  [192]  1614  ;   Comm.  €L  91, 

[193]  566 
Reguls^on  of  Rjdlways,  Conmi.  add.  6L  [193] 

1785, 1786 ;    Consid.  Amendt.  1781,  1787. 

1791, 1792 

Lee  Biyer  Conserrancy  Bill 

{Mr.  Stephen  Cave,  Mr.  Ayrtan,  Mr.  HvbuI) 
e.  Motion  for  Leaie  (Mr.  Stq>hen  Ccwe)  FA  2d* 


[190]  997 
Bill  orde 


ered,  after  debate ;  read  !<>  *  [BQl  88] 

Read  2o*  ifor  11,  and  referred  to  a  Sdeet 
Committee 

And,  on  Mar  17,  Committee  nominated  at  fel- 
lows : — Mr.  Ayrton  (Chairman),  Mr.  Beoyoo, 
Sir  George  Bowyer,  Lord  John  Hay,  Mr. 
Alderman  Lawrence,  Mr.  Maxwell,  Mr. 
Powelly  Mr.  Sheridan,  Mr.  Henrj  Soztees, 
and  Mr.  Wise 

Report  of  Select  Committee  May  28 

{ParLP.Nos.  306.  807) 

Report*  ifa|^28  [Bill  144] 

Re-comm.  *  ;  Report  June  4 

Considered  •  June  8 

Read  8<»  •  June  9 
I.  Read  \^^  {The  Duke  of  Richmond)  June  10 

Read  2**  June  19  (No.  140) 

Committee  *  July  9 

Report  •  July  18 

Read  8*  •  July  14  (No.  SIT) 

Royal  Assent  July  81  [81  &  82  Vict.  o.  154] 

liEFXYSEy  ]^.  G.  J.  Sbaw,  Reading 
Armj — Employment  of  Soldiers,  [193]  1488 
Foreign  Cattle  Market,  [192]  1895 
Life  Policies  Nomination,  2R.  [190]  952;  957 
Married  Women's  Property,  Leaye,  [1911 1015 ; 

2R.  [19a]  1855, 1874 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  €k»mm. 

el.  8,  Motion  for  Adjonrnment,  [1933  1541, 

1762 
NaTy  Estimates — Dockyards  and  NaTal  TaHs, 

[193]  556,  560 
Nentntlity  Commission,  [192]  1854 
Postal— Ser?ioe  with  the  Unfted  States,  [190] 

686 
Sea  Fisheries,  Comm.  [190]   1274 ;    d.  27, 

1277 ;  Lords  Amendts.  £192]  1860, 1867 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  2R.  [192]  2021 
Snpply^Education,  Pablic,  [192]  1158 
Tanored's  Charity,  2R.  Amendt.  [191]  229,  281 
United  SUtes— The  "Alabama'^  Olaimi,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  [190]  1150, 1176 


LBF        LEW        {SESSION    186  7-8} 

190^191—192^193, 


LEW       Lie 


Lefbot,  Mr.  A.,  Dublin  UnwersUy 

Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  1071;  Oomm. 

cl.  1,  Amendt.  [192]  1881 ;  add.  el,  1388 
EfltabliBhed  Church   (Ireland),    Comm.  FiqiI 

754  ;  Res.  8.  1899 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [102! 

1308  ^^^ 

Ireland  —  UniTcrsity  Education,  Res.   Fio^l 

1065  ■•  ^^■' 

Registration  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  84,  [193] 

1611  ^  ^^•' 

Legitiinacy  Declaration  (Irelaiid)  Bill 

[h.l]    (The Marqueu of  Clanrieard^) 
I,  Presented ;  read  1*  •  Mar  6  (No.  27) 

Read2«*ifar26 

Committee  *  ;  Report  3£ar  27 

Read3»*  iforSO 
c.  Readl<»*  ^^7rt/8  [811187] 

Read  2^  •  April  21 

Committee*;  Report 4pnl 22 

Considered  *  April  28 

ReadS^"*  Apnl24: 

Royal  Assent  May  20  [81  Vict.  c.  20] 

Lbitbim,  Earl  of 
Burials  (Ireland),  Report,  el  4,  £193]  1474 
Registration  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  1700 
Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  [190]  1448 

Lennox,  Lord  H.  G.  C.   G.   (Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty),  Chichester 
French  Nayy,  Monitors  in  the,  [193]  1481 
Marine  Mutiny,  Comm.  [191]  569  ;  Consid.  574 
Naty— Admiralty  Ciroukr  on  Medals.  [10^1] 
1558  ^ 

Chaplains,  NaTal,  [193]  424,  1557 
Coal  for  the,  [191]  1575 
Dockyard  Commission,  [190]  1595 
Greenwich  Hospital,  4(C.  [190]  1]14 
Naval  Medals,  [193]  668 
Ropemakers  in  Chatham  Dockyard,  fig  a] 

1478  ^ 

School  and  Training  Ships,  [191]  1786 
Sheemess  Dockyard,  [193]  1667, 1718 
Turret  Ships,  Ac.,  Report  on,  [193]  1666, 
1714 
NaTy — Admiralty  Monies  and  Accounts,  Motion 

for  a  Committee,  [190]  928 
Navy— Iron-clad  Fleet,  Res.  [193]  1127, 1185 
Navy  Estimates,  [191]  148 

Dockyards  and  Naval  Tards,  [193]  544 
Naval  Stores,  [193]  1144, 1146,  1147 
Salaries  of  Officers,  [193]  585,  586,  588, 

580 
Steam  Machinery,  [193]  1152, 1158 
Wages,  [191]  79,  81 
Pim,  Captain— Electoral  Address,  [193]  1480 

Leslie,  Colonel  C.  P.,  Mbnayhan  Co. 
Army— Windsor  Cavalry  Barracks,  [193]  718 

Lewis,  Mr.  Harvey,  UaryUbone 
Army— 86th  Regiment,  [193]  802 


Ordnance  Survey  Maps,  [193]  1921 
■s'  Dwellings, 

1064;  Schedule,  1067 ;   Consid.  1565,  1566, 


Artisans*  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,  2R.  [190] 
1481 ;  Comm.  d.  6,  [191]  672,  678 ;  add.  el. 


1569 ;  Schedule,  1877 ;  8IU  2062 
Botmdwy,  Comm.  [192]  278 


[cwa. 


Lewis,  Mr.  H. — ana. 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotioefl  at 

Elections,  Consid.  add,  el.  [193]  1678 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Comm.  cl.  15,  [193]  1601 
Fenianism  —  Attack  on   Clerkenwelf  Prison, 

[190]  1215 
Local  Taxation,  [190]  1087 
Metropolis— Ornamental  Water  in  the  Regent's 

Park,  [190II221 ;  [193]  1476 
Metropolitan  Police,  [192]  958, 1222 
Metropolitan  Police  Funds,  2R.  [193]  847 
Metropolitan  Tramways,  2R.  Amendt.  [loo] 

1109  ^•' 

Municipal  Corporations  (Metropolis),  2R.[i92] 

New  Zealand  Defence  Corps,  [190]  1890 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el.  4,  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, [193]  1605,  1606;  el.  6,  1618  ;  eh  10, 
1878 ;  el.  E,  1884  ;  add.  el.  1885 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [100]  1868. 
1869  ^'  L  :r'j  , 

Thames  Embankment,  4(c.  Amendment,  2R. 
[193]  1214 

Libel  Bill  (Sir  Colman  (yLoffhUn,  Mr.Bainet) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  V  Nov  22  [Bill  8] 

Question,  Mr.  Newdegate ;  Answer,  Sir  Cohnan 
O'Loghlen  Nw  26,  [190]  176 

Moved, "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2*  "  Nov  27, 
806 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  fortnight"  (ifi-.  Newdegate) ;  Ques- 
tion, '•  That '  now '  Ao. ;"  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  and  Motion  withdrawn  ;  2  R.  de- 
ferred 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2o" 
April  1,  [191]  664 ;  after  debate,  BiU  read  2* 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair"  Ifav 20, 
[192]  592 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  '*  That,"  and  add 
"  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  six  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee" 
(Mr.  Newdegate) ;  afl^r  short  debate,  Ques- 
tion, "  That  the  words,  Ac. ;"  A.  108,  N.  9S\ 
M.  70 ;  main  Question,  *<  That  Mr.  Speaker, 
4c.,"  agreed  to ;  Committee— bjp.,  604 
.  Bill  withdrawn  Jtdy  1,  [193]  471 


Libel  (Lreland)  Bill 

{Sir  Colman  CLoghlen,  Mr,  Pim) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1^  •  June  29  [Bill  199] 

Read  2«  •/!««<?  80 

Committee ;  Report  July  1,  [193]  471 

Read8»»/i%2 
/.  ^eAdl^^(TheMarauestofClanriearde)July3 

Read  2»»  July  10  (No.  209) 

Committee*;  Report /t^y  14 

Read8**  Julylf 

Royal  Assent  JtOy  81     [81 A  82  Viet.  0. 69] 

Licmees 
Moved,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it 
is  desirable  that  all  Licences  injuriously  af- 
fecting the  Industry  and  Commerce  of  the 
Country  should  be  abolished  "  (I£r.  Mareh) 
Mar  24,  [191]  148;  after  debate.  Motion  T 
withdrawn  .  ^'^ 


LIB         nor         {flBlTBRAL    INDEX) 

ifo— ifi— 19«— *^3- 


Liir 


LDC 


Licmcei  Ihitm,  Po9t  Roru  tmd  (Urriof^ 
tmd  Eaehn$y  Carrx^e  Dutie$ 
Moyed,  '*  That  this  Hoom  will  immediaUly  re- 
•olve  itMlf  ioto  ft  Oommittee  to  consider  the 
Aetg  relating  thereto  "  {Mr,  Alderman  Law- 
rence) Mar  24,  [191]  187  ;  after  rtiortdebate, 
Motion  withdrawn 

Zumser  of  Flavi^Plap  tf  "  0/*##r  IWit" 
Qoeetion,  Mr.  Brady ;  Answer,  Mr.  Oathvme 
Eanlj  April  9,  [191]  834 

Ucaniing  Bill  l^^*"] 

(TUEarl  €f  LiehJUld) 
L  Presented ;  read  1*  •  Mar  19  (No.  45) 

LiOHFiBLD,  Earl  of 

Boundary,  Comm.  cL  4,  [103]  614  ^ 

Friendly  SocieUes.   »R.  i:i9x]    IW,   1775; 

Oomm.  [193]  507 
Riots  in  Lanoashire,  [191]  1321 

Li^DBLL,  Hon.  H,  G.,  Iforthumherkmd,  8, 
Army  Reserre,  Motion  for  a  Commission,  [192] 

1969 
Cattle  Plagne,  Ontbredc  of,  [193]  1715 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

EleotloDS,  Oomm.  cL  5,  [19a]  «91 ;  add.  cl. 

[193]  1452 
Bleetrio  Telegraphs,  2R.  [19a]  1S29 
£stia>lished  Ohureh  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  755, 

751 
Infectious  Diseases,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[191]  2008  ^      ^      ^ 

Local  Charges  on  Real  Pr<^perty,  Res.  [192] 

1*7  .    .      r      -. 

Local  Rating,  Motion  for  a  Commission,  £192] 

1497  ^      , 

MetropoUtan   Foreign  Cattle  Market,  [193] 

1749 
Mines  Assessment,  Oomm.  d.  1,  [193]  851, 

652 ;  Consid.  1222 
Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  1816 
Nayy  Estimates— CoaH  Guard  Service,  £193] 
542 
Nayal  Stores,  [193]  1146 
Nayy— Greenwich  HospiUl,  [j93]  1*03 
NaTy—Iron-cUd  Fleet,  Res.  [193]  1124.  1125 
Puhlic  Schools,  Re-comm.  [192]  1654;  d,  5, 

1925;  <rf.6, 1982 
Rtfireaentation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

cZ.  8,  £192]  487;  ci.  9,  971, 972 
Sewage,  Ksintegration  of,  [193]  807 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  £191] 

1186 

Life  Policies  Nomination  BUI 
(Ifi-.  SJmthUfwn.  Mr.  Hibbm,  ifr.  T.  Eugi4$) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  •  Nw  29  [?/"  1^]  , 

MoTcd,  "  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2*  "  Feb  19, 
£190]  952 ;  after  short  debate,  BiU  r«id  2<» 

LiFvoBs,  Yiflcoimt 
Contagious  Diseases  Act,  [193]  324,  826,  880 
Sea  Fisheries,  Oomm.  d.  5,  £192]  288 
Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  £190]  1489 


IiDTOOUf ,  BiAop  of 
Edaoation,8R.  £191]  1330 

LiKDSAT,  Hon.   Colonel  0.  H.,  Ahmgiim 
jSupply^Yolunteer  Corps,  [191]  270 

LnrDSAT,  Colonel  R.  J.  Loyd,  BerkMre 
Army— Sale  and   Pordiase  of  Cobdib' 

Res.  [192]  558 
Ministenaf  SUtement,  [192]  643 
Representation  of  the  Peo^  (Sootlaod), 

cl.  9,  £192]  970 

Idqnidation  Bill  [hi-] (^**  J!^^"^  Westbmy) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1»»  JwM  26         (No.  181) 
MoTod,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^  Jmme  W. 

£193]  866  ;  after  short  debate.  Bill- read  S* 
Committee*  ;  Report  Jui^  8 
Read  8**  July  ^ 

c.  Read  lo  •  July  8  £Bai  SM] 

Read2»*  July  10 
Ctommittee*;  Report /«^  14 
Read3*'»/uiyl5  _ 

Royal  Assent /ti^  81    £81  A  82  Fi<^.  e.  68] 

Llotd,  Sir  T.  D.,  Cardi^unshdrs 
Army— Commissioas,  £191]  858 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  £191]  885 
Papal  GoTcmment  and  Mr.  Odo  BusaeiU,  £190] 
162 

Local  Ohargei  on  Bedl  Propertif 
Moved, «  Thai,  inas8»ach  as  the  Local  Chaifes 
on  Eleal  Property  have  of  late  jears  motk 
increased  an<l  are  annnaUy  inoreaaiag,  it  is 
neither  jost  nor  poUtie  that  ail  tfaeae  burdeos 
should  be  levied  ezclusiTely  from  this  de- 
Bcription  of  property  "  (Sir  MoMep  Lopes) 
Masu  12,  [192]  136 ;  after  dobate,  Motioa 
withdrawn 

Local  Oovenuneat  Snpplemmtftl  (1868) 
Bill         (Mr.  Secretary  Gathome  Mardy, 
Sir  James  Fergusson) 
s.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  Ifiir  26  £BiR  77] 

Read2»»ifar80 

Committee*;  Report  J||>n2 2 

Read3»*4|)ri«8 
I  Read  l^^(The L<yrd  CUnton)  April  M 

Read  ^»  •  April  28  (No,  YO) 

Committee*;  Report .A|n^ 80 

Read3»*lfay8 

Royal  Assent  May  29  £81  Vist.  o.  10] 

Local  Ooyemment  Supplemental  (Na  8) 
Bill    (Sir  James  Ferguu^n^  Mr,  Seenietnf 

OaihomeHar^) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l^  •  Map  18  £BiU  190] 

Read2«»  May  21 

Committee  • ;  Report  May  22 

Read  3'»  •  May  25 
I.  Read  1  ■•  (The  Lord  CUtUon)  May  26 

Read  2»  •  June  19  (No.  1 19) 

Committee*;  Report /une 28 

Read3«*  Jun^  26 

Royal  Ajsent /w2y  13    {31 4^  ,9^  Fifi^  9- JHJ 


LMI       LOO        {JHSSIOH    1867-81 


LOO        LOD 


Local  Ctovmmient  Silp^lemttiiAl  (Ho.  8) 

Bill    {Sir  James  F^rgusion,  Mr,  Secretary 
OcUhome  Hcardy) 
e.  Ordered;  read  !••  JUay  18  [Bill  121] 

Read  2^\  and  refinred  to  a  SeUot  Committee 
June  II 

Committee  nominated  by  tho  Committee  of 
Selection  as  follows  i^ifr.  A.  W.  ^inglake 
(Chairman),  Mr.  BafwelL  Mr.  Foljambe, 
and  Baron  M.  de  Rothsobild       [Bill  191] 

Report  *  June  25 

Committee*  (on  re-^cmm) ;  Report  June  20 

Bead3«*/ufM20 
/.  Read  !••  (The  Lord  ClinUm)  July  2 

Read2*»/«tyl8  (No.  194) 

Committee* ;  Report  July  li 

B^d  B^^  July  16 

Royal  Assent  July  81     [81  h  82  Vkt.  o,  152] 


Local  Ooyeniinent  Sttpplemental  (If o.  4) 

Bill    {Sir  James  Feryuston,  Mr,  Secretary 
Oathome  Hardy) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»*  June  8  [Bill  159] 

Read2»» /wf»tf  11 

Committee  * ;  Report  /tmd  15 

Read8o*  June  18 
I,  Read  \^*  (The  Lord  ClinUm)  June  19 

Read  2»*  June  29  (No.  165) 

Committee*;  Report /mti^  80 

Read  8*  *  July  2 

Royal  Assent  July  18    [81  h  82  Vict.  o.  85] 


Local  Ooyemment  Supplemental  (Ho.  6) 

Bill    (.Sir  James  Feryuiion,  Mr,  Secretary 
Oathome  Hardy) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  I'*  June  8  [Bill  160] 

Read2«*  JuneW 

Committee*;  Report  June  15 

Committee  *  (on  re^omm) ;  Report  June  18 

Considered  *  June  18 

Read  8^*  /tm«  18 
I.  Read  1»*  (The  Lord  ClinUm)  June  19 

Read  2«  *  June  29  (No.  166) 

Committee*;  Report  JuneZd 

Read8'«*  July  2 

Royal  Assent  July  18    [81  k  8d  Viet,  c.  86] 


Local  Gh)Tenmient  Supplemental  (Ho.  6) 
Bill    {Sir  James  Fergusson,  Mr.  Secretary 
Oathome  Hardy) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  !<>*  June  15  [Bill  175] 

Read2«*  June  18 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  22 

Read8»*  /iin«  23 
I,  Read  1**  {The  Lord  Clinton)  June  25 

Read  2*  *  July  13  (No.  175) 

Committee* ;  Report  July  H 

Read  8**  /«^  17 

Royal  Assent  July  81  [81  dt  82  Vict.  c.  158] 

Local  Officers'  Snperaanaation  (Lreland) 

Bill  (^>  Colman  O'Loghlen,  Mr.  Fim,  Sir 
John  Gray) 
0.  Ordered ;  r«tdl<'*Abv  29  [Bill  17] 

BiUiritbdrftwn*ifar30 


Local  Officers'  Superannuation  (Lreland) 
(HO.  2)  Bin 

{8hr  Colman  CLoghlen,  Sir  John  Gray,  Ifr.Kw) 
e.  Ordered;  read  1°*  May  25  [BiU  187] 

Bill  withdrawn*  July  22 


Local  Bating 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  June  12»  To 
leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add  "a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  consider  the  pre- 
sent incidence  and  principle  of  Local  Rating, 
and  report  thereon"  (Mr,  Corrance),  [igi'] 
1488 ;  after  short  debate,  Qaestion,  <'  That 
the  words,  dec.,"  put,  and  agreed  to 


lA>oal   Taxation — MelropoKtan   Board  of 
Worls 
Obserrations,  Mr.  (}«s6hen;  long  debate  thereon 
Feb  21,  [190]  1011 


Locke,  Mr.  J.,  Southward 
Army  Estimates^Surreys,  [193]  064 
Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,   Comm. 

cl  37,  [191]  677;   c^.28,  678;    Consld. 

Schedule,  1877 
Bristol  Writ,  [193]  422 
Colliery  Prosecution,  [19a]  1558 
Customs  Officers,  [192]  513 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practioes  at 

Elections,   Leaye,  [190]  725 ;  Conmi.  cl,  5, 

[192]  689  ;  add,  d.  [193J  1376, 1458 
Irelana—- Imprisonment  of  Messrs.  Sullivan  and 


Pigott,  [191]  449 
•ondon  Coa' 


London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  ContinuanoOy 

Comm.  d.  2,  [191]  202,  208 
Metropolis — Park  Lane,  [191]  1882 
Hetropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

Preamble,  [193]  1518 ;  cl,  3,  Amendt.  1588, 

1540.  1760 
Metropolitan  Police  Funds,  2R.  [193]  850 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amendment, 

Leaye,  [190]  111 ;  2R.  178 ;  Comm.  d,  1, 

411 ;  0(2(2.  eZ.  415 
Municipal  Corporations  (Metropolis),  2R.  [193] 

1739 
t'ost  Offiee— Southern  District,  [191]  858 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  cl  0,Ti93j  1930 
Registration,  2R.  [192]  1612 ;   Uomm.  add,  el. 
„[I93]«68 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Conmi. 

cl,  12,  [192]  1007 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  Amendt.  [190] 

1840, 1870 
Sapply— Education,  Pnblio,  [192]  1155 

Ooyemment  Prisons,  [192]  1106 

Parliament,  Houses  of,  [192]  810 

Science  and  Art,  [192]  1170 
Turnpike  Aeto  Continuance,  Comm.  [193]  970 


Lodgers  Property  Protection  Bill  [h.l.] 

{I%e  Marquess  Toumshend) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  1*»  June  29         (No.  186) 
Moyed,    **That   the   Bill   be   now  read  2*" 
Juh  10,  [193]  976;  after  short  debate,  BiU  . 
withdrawn  ^.g.^.^^^  ^^  GoOglC 


LON        LOH 


(QBMB&A 
190-191- 


^CcujSSS:!  [.,al  im;  Oojg.  18»0 
Artliant'  iDdUboorert'  DweUlngi,  2R.  [19*] 

910 
Chmt*  of  the  Blihop  of  Siltolmry,  [194  WO 
OoS«ltor7  Ohurch'lUtet  AboUtion.  arf.[i9i] 

Education,  IE.  [i9>1187  ,      ,  .,«« 

EfUbltohwl  OhureSi  (IreUnd),  3R.  [i9»]  «»» 
Ritual,  RoporU  of  tho  Oonunlirfon  on,  [19*] 

Uniwntiai  and  the  ErtablUbed  Ohnroh,  [190] 

1873  ,      ,,^^^ 

Unlvemty  TetU,  [19a]  10^^ 


L    INDBX)       LON       LOW 

-191— 19$« 

— 4>ont. 

Committee ;  Report  Jfor  34 
Conttderedifar2e,836 

Z.  Read  I**  (P^  2>^  ^•^t/y  Seal)  -KjJ  SO 
Bead3»*3f«r8l  (No.  dtt) 

Committee  •;  Report  AprU  3 

K^i'i^fjSisa        [airici.o.17] 

Lowo.  Mr.  B.  P.,  WtUshire,  IT. 
IreUnd— Bible  DepOt  at  daeenitown,   [i9al 
656 


London,  BrigUm,  md  South  Cooit  Bail- 
tpay  Bui  .  ^„ 

I  MoTedT  **Tbftt   the  Bill  be  now  md   3* 

Amrdt'^ti'f^.e'tSt  rnow/0  and  ln.ert 
("thU  DayThree  Month!")  (ft*  Marqn^i 
of  Clanrtearde) ;  after  ihort  debate,  Amendt. 
^tbdrawn ;  original  Motion  agreed  to ;   BUI 
read  3»,  and  committed ;  the  Coimmttee  to 
bepropoeed  by  the  Committee  of  Selection 
103]  Bill  reads*  with  the  Amendmente  June  80, 
858 
MoTcd,  ** To  leaTO  out  CUttW  26 "  {The  Mar- 
mtea  of  CUxmiearde) ;  after  short  debate, 
SnQueition,  resolved  in  ^en^aUve 
On  Qnestlon,  "That  the  BUl  do  pass."  Bill 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons 
c.  Lords  Amendte.  considered ;  several  affd  to ; 
and,  after  short  debate,  one  disagreed  to  (Mr. 
WcUkin)  Jfdy  16, 1248 
•ComSap^int;d,-tod,jwnp  R4«onsto 
be  assigned  to  The  Lords  for  disagreeing  to 
the  Amendment  to  which  this  fioase  hath 
disagreed; "  Committee  nominated  M  follows : 
-»&.   Mllner    Gibson,     Mr.    L»lng,    Mr. 
™  I  Mr.  Kuatohbull- 


Leeman,  Mr.  Watkin,  and 

I  .  m»wrvltll)ns,  Lord  Redesdale  Jtdy  17, 1844 

Commons  Reasons  for  dUagreemg  to  one  of 

the  Amendmento  made  by   the  Lords  oon- 

.    sidered /uiy  21, 1648  .«*  «^. 

Moved,  «  To  insUt  upon  the  Amendment  made 

by  the  Lords  to  which  the  Commons  have 

disagreed  "  ( The  Chairman  of  ComvMUeet}  ; 

after  short  debate,  on  Question  f  Cont.  11, 

Not-Cont.  80 ;  M.    19 ;    resolved   in   the 

negative 

London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continu- 
ance Bill 

(Mr  Dodtm,  Lord  John  Manners,  Mr.  Ewa) 
c.  Committee  Feb  24,  [190]  1079 ;  Resolution 

agreed  to  ;  BUI  ordered  ;»"««*  V!  „  .r     k 
Moved, "  That  the  BiU  benow  read  3; '  Afar  «, 

1144  ;  after  debate,  BUI  read  2o  [BUI  43] 
Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  *;  That  Mr. 

Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair"  Mar  24, 

Amendl^to  leave  out  from  «  That,"  and  add 
"  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  six  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee  (Mr. 
CandUsh);  after  -hort  debate,  Question. 
"That  the  words,  Ac;"  A.  147,  N.  9S; 
M.  114 ;  main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker, 
Ac,"  put,  and  agreed  to 

leoM^ 


LoHaw)Ei>,  Earl  of  (Under  Secretary  of 

State  for  War)  ^     , 

Abyssinian  Expedition— Vote  of  Th»nk«,  [193. 

486 
Army  OhapUlns,  2R.  [19a]  12W,  1800 
Army — Questions,  Ac.  ^^ 

Co^yance  of  Troope-The  War    Oflee 

and  IndU  Office.  [190]  175 
Organisation  of  the  Reeerv«d  Forees,  [193] 

1856 
Shrapnel  SheU,  [190]  1U8 
Volunteer  Review  at  Wmdior,  [193]  •«» 

998 
War  Office— Department  of  Control,  [193] 

1238  1245 
EstebUshed  Church  (Ireland),  [19*]  1«18 
Harbour  and  Coast  Defences,  [190]  793 
Marine  Mutiny,  2R.  [191]  ^^'^^  ^, 
Representetlon  of  the  People  (IreUnd), 
[193]  801 

L0PB8,  Sir  M.,  Westhur^  _  ^ 

Election  Petttlons  and  Corrupt   Prao^oes  at 

Elections,  Consld.  oiW.  cl.  [193]  18T9 
Local  Charges  on  Real  Property,  R«fc  [192] 

Local  Rating,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [192] 
1495 


L0PB8,  Mr.  H.  0.,  Zawneoston 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotioei  at 

Elections,  Comm.  cJ.  5,  [193]  T30 
Married  Women's  Property,  2R.  Amendt.  [193] 

1852 

LoUery  Aot  _^ 

Question,  Lord  Edward  Howard ;  Anawer,  T^ 
Attorney  General;  short  debate  thereon 
May  15,  [19a]  »87 

Lowe,  Bight  Hon.  B.,  Oalne 
Boundary,  Comm.  [10a]  282 
Courte  of  Justice,  New,  Motion  for  a   Coo- 

mittee,[i93]330  .  «      *• 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  st 

Elections,  Leave,  [190]  709  ;  Comm.  cL  5, 

rioal  2182  ;  d.  10,  [193]  755 ;  eh  87. 1174: 

d.  41,  1175:   cZ.  43::  1177;  cl  46,  1180. 

1182, 1183  ;  d.  46,  Amendt.  1869  ;  add.  cL 

Amendt.  1882, 1441 
EstablUhed  Church   (Ireland),   Conam.  [191] 

728, 920  .      ^ 

Ireland— Roman  Catholic  Unirersi^  Charter, 

[190] 1891  ^  T 

Digitized  by  VnOOQlC    t*^ 


LOW         LUK        (SESSION    1867-8) 

190— 191— 19«— 193. 


LUS 


LTTS 


Lows,  lUglit  hon.  R,^e(mU 

Ireland — State  of,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [190] 

1483 
Married  Women's  Property,  2R.  [19a]  1864 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[193]  628  ;  cl  8,  1766,  1772 
Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  1719, 1812 
Parliament,  Dissolution  of,  [192]  1120 
Pablio  Schools,  Re-oomm.  [19a]  1642 ;  el,  3, 

1650;  cl,  8,  Amendt.  1662,  1658;  d.   16, 

1030;  add.  cl,  [193]  817.  824 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 


tfi.  0,ri9a]1242,  1243" 
ale  of  Poisons, 


Sale  of  Poisons,  Ac.  Comm.  el.  16,  Amendt. 

[103]  1215;    d.    17,    Amendt.  ib.,  1217; 

add.  el.  1218  ;  Amendt.  1210 
Sapplj — Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  103, 104 

British  Museum,  [193]  828 
West  Indies,  Lords  Amendts.  [193]  1888 


LowTHEB,  Mr.  J.»  York  City 

Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  Comm. 
el.  4,  Amendt.  [191]  1050, 1060 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Comm.  el.  8,  [193]  746 ;  cl.  17, 
1017,  1010;  el.  30,  Amendt.  1172;  el.  i^, 
Amendt.  1360,  1371,  1456;  Consid.  1620, 
1648  ;  add.  cl  Amendt.  1677.  1680,  1681 

Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 
c/.  8.  [193]  1771. 1772, 1777 

Public  Schools,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee, 


[190]  2062 
•ublic  ' 


Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  el.  3,  Amendt.  [19a] 

1651,  1663 ;   Amendt.  1666  ;  el.  6,  Amendt. 

1026, 1020 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

el.  18,  [19a]  1606  ;  add.  cl.  1788 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el.  6,  [19a]  867 ;  el.  8,  Amendt.  868,  860, 

860,875,870;  c?.  0,  062 


LowTHBB,  Mr.  W.,  Westmoreland 
Diplomatic  SerTice,  Res.  [i9al  031 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  et.  21,  [193]  816, 
816 


Lmfer  Matches,  Careless  use  of 
Obsenrations,    Mr.  Henniker-Aujor  Jviy    3. 
[193]  664 


Lunatic   Asylums   dreland)    Aocannts 

Audit  Bill        (The  Earl  0/ Mayo,  Mr. 
Attorney  Oeneral  for  Ireland) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !<»•  June  22  [Bill  184] 

Read  2^  *  June  30 

Committee  •  ;  Report  Jufy  7— <-P«  -P.  No.  200) 

Considered  *  July  8 

Bead  3**  July  9 
I.  Read  l*^  (The  Eaarlof  Devon)  July  10 

Read  2*  •  July  14  (No.  237) 

Committee  * /ti/j^  16 

Report  •JttZy  17 

Read3'»*  JM/y20 

Royal  Assent  July  31    [31  A  32  Vict.  c.  07] 

VOL  CXCUL  [thibd  sbbibs.] 


LusK,  Mr.  Alderman  A.,  Finslury 

Alkali  Act  (1868)  Amendment,  2R.  [19a]  1207 
Army — Discharged  Soldiers,  Employment  of. 

Res.  [193]  321 
Army — f\>rtifications.  Res.  [191]  2031 
Army — Military  Education,  Res.  [191]  1834 
Army  Estimates  —  Land  Forces,  [191]   70  ; 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  08 
Surreys,  [193]  062 
Bell,  James,  Case  of,  [193]  1713 
Capital  Punishment   within  Prisons,  Comm. 
cl.  3,  [191]  1066  ;   el.  4,  1060, 1061 ;   el.  6, 
1062 
Ceylon — Condition  of.  Motion  for  a  Conmiittee, 

[191]  075,  078 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

el.  6,  [190]  1426 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [19a]  200 
Deal  Boatmen,  Charges  by,  [190]  1116 
Diplomatic  Service,  Res.  [19a]  030 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Comm.  [193]  1606 ;  el.  16, 

1601 
Garter  King  at  Arms,  [191]  30 
India — East  India  RoTonue  Acoounts,  Comm. 
[193]  1867 
Indian  Council,  The,  [190]  642 
Metropolitan  Police  Funds,  2R.  [193]  340 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amendment, 

Leave,  [190]  113 ;  Lords  Amendts.  661 
Navy  Estimates — Coast  Guard  Service,  [193] 
643 
Greenwich  Hospital,  Ac.  [T93]  1166, 1167 
Naval  Stores,  [193]  1144,  1146 
New  Works,  Ac.  [193]  1156 
Salaries  of  OflScers,  Amendt.  [193!  530 
Wages,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  [19a]  02 
Navy— Dockyards,  Royal,  Res.  [190]  2043 

Greenwich  Hospital,  [193]  1407 
Pilotage,  Compulsory,  Res.  [191]  376 
Postal — Halifax,  Bermuda,   and  St.  Thomas 

Mails,  Res.  [190]  633 
Postal  Subsidies,  Res.  [190]  2010 
Post  Horse  and  Carriage  Licences  Duties,  Mo« 

tion  for  a  Committee,  [191]  106 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Comm.  add.  d.  [193] 

1736;  Consid.  1780 
Revenue  Officers  Disabilities  Removal,  Comm. 


[193]  404 
Sale  off  • 


r  Poisons,  Ac.  Comm.  add.  el.  [193]  1218 
Spain— The  **  Tornado"  Question,  [190]  1466 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  [193]  1203 

British  Embassy  Houses,  [191]  087,  001 ; 

Amendt.  006 
British  Museum,  [193]  830 
Chapter  House,  Westminster,  [19a]  306 
Common  Law  Courts  (Ireland),  [19a]  1103 
Compensation— Explosion  at  Clerkenwell, 

[193]  1213 
County  Courts,  [19a]  602 
Customs  Department,  [193]  831 
Education,  Public,  [i9aj  1156 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  Amendt. 
^  [»93]  674 
Establishments  of  China,  Japan,  and  Siam, 

["93]  673 
Fhix,   Cultivation   of,  (Ireland),  Amendt. 

[19a]  1176 
Foreign  Office,  [193]  1203 
Foreign  Office,  New,  [193]  313 
Furniture,  Public  Departments,  [19a]  205 
Government  Prisons,  [19a]  1106 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  [191]  1000  lO/fT^^^]^ 
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Luis,  Mr.  ildimum  A^^camt. 
8«PbIj— HooMboia  of  tilt  Lord  Llro^BMit, 
Amendt.  [193]  1207.  1208 
Land  Registry  OflBo«,[i9tJ  1104 
Learned  Soeieties,  GranU  to.  [193]  1189 
Lifhthouiet  Abroad,  [191]  1003 
MetropoliUn  Police,  [19a]  503 
MiscelUneoas  Expenpei,  [19a]  1174  ;  Re- 
port, Amendt.  1608 
Mission  House.  Teheran,  [191]  M7 
Nonconforming,  Ac.  Ministers.  [192]  3170 
Parliament,  Houses  of,  [193]  306 
Petrie*8,  Dr.,  Antiquarian  Collection,  [193] 

1183 
Portpatriok  Railway,  [193]  1218 
Post  Office,  [193]  831 
Post  Office  Packet  Service,  [193]  840 
Prosecutions,  [193]  501 
Pablic  Buildings,  ri93]  293,  284 
Public  Buildings  (Ireland),  [19a]  404 
Public  Offices  Site,  [193]  382 
Royal  Palaces,  [191]  1004 
Royal  Parks,  Ac.  [193]  287,  288 
Science  and  Art,  [193]  1167 
Slaves.  Bounties  on,  [19a]  2170 
SuperannuatioD.  [193]  1173 
Treasury,  Amendt.  [193]  1201,  1203 
Volunteer  Corps,  [191]  272 
Works,  Buildings,  Ac.    [191]  380,  381  ; 
Amendt.  285 

LyttBLToif,  Lord 

Army— OrganizatlOii  of  the  Reserved  Forces, 

[193]  1366 
Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  1087 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  AboIitioQ,  8R.  [193] 

1100 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  [193]  1817, 1818, 

1821  ;2R.  [193]  80,  83 
Nova  Scotia— Motion  for  an  Address,  [193] 

70*  ^    ^ 

Poor  Relief,  Comm.  d.  8,  [193]  1627;  Report, 

1744  ;  3R.  add.  d.  1813 
Public  Schools,  Address  for  Papers,  [193]  1551 
Public  Schools,  2R.[i93]  1471  ;  Comm.  d,  13, 

Amendt.  1653;   add.  c/.  1654,  1655.  1657; 

cl.   16,   Amendt.   1668  ;    Report,   Amendt. 

1701,  1702,  1703,  1708 
Ritual,  Report*  of  the  CommUfsion  on,  [193] 

335 
South  Africa— Mbtion  for  a  Paper,  [193]  583 
West  Indies,  Comm.  Amendt.  [1931  HOI 

LtvJbdeitj  Lord 

Abyssinian  Expedition,  Bes.  [100]  582 

Return  of  the  Army,  [193J  1814 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  §3 
Compulsory   Church  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

[191]  1671  ;  [193]  003 
Ecclesiastical  Title*  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, Motion  for  a  Committee,  [191]  247. 248 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Ptaotioes  at 

Elections,  Comm.  [193]  1888 
Income  Tax,  3R.  [190]  635 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amendment, 

Report,  add.  cZ.  [190]  578 
Nova  Scotia,  [192]  1748  ;   Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, [193]  703 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Report  of 
Select  Committee,  [191]  666 
Notice  of  Questions,  [191]  688,  683 


Lttbbbv,  Lord— «m«. 

Parliament— PubUo    Petitioni, 

Select  Committee,  [191]  689 
Plale,  Biver»  HostUities  in  the,  [191]  452 
Promissory  Oaths,  3R.  [190]  856 
Public  Schools,  Report,  [193]  1708 
RepresenUtion  of  the  People  (SooOand)*  < 

cl  42,  [193]  365  ;  3R.  809 
Victoria— Appropriation   Act*    Motion   Ibr  sx 

AddreM,ti90]  1108;  [191]  1^82.  1963 

MaoEtot,  Mr.  E.,  Mitath  Co. 

Ecclesiastical  Titles,  Leaye,  [190]  999.  1687; 

[193]  1181  ;   9R.  1688,  1856;    Wltbdravil 

of  BiU,  1882 
Ireland— Iri^  Church,  The,  [193]  667 

McKsmrA,  Sir  J.  ST.,  Taughal 
Ecclesiastical  Titles,  2R.  [192]  1697 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  PraetiDBS  si 

Elections,  Consid.  add.  el.  [193]  1678 
Ireland— SUte  of,  MMion  for  ii   ^ 


[190]  1608 

Ireland— University  Education,  Re«.  [193]  18« 
Poor  Relief,  Comnucl.  K,  [193]  1882 

Mackinwok,  Captain  L.  B.,  Mjfs 

NaTT— "  Achilles  **  and  Minotaur,"  [193]  UTl 
Admiralty  Circular  on  Medals,  [193]  155$ 
F.  O.  CapUins'  Reserred  List,  [192]  1213 
"  GUtton  "  and  "  Hotspur,'*  [19a]  651 
Iron-dad  Fleet,  [193]  18  ;  [193]  HOT 
Naval  Medals,  [193]  667,  668 
Old  Unarmoured  Ships,  [193]  1818 
Retired  Officers,  [191]  1683 

Ifayj  —  Wooden  Ships,  Motion   for   Retom, 
[190]  1832 

Sea  Fisheries,  Comm.  [190]  1976 

Turkey— Appointment  of  Sir  W.  WiMman,[i9o] 
1071 

McLaoan,  Mr.  P.,  ZinUth^owshirs 
Agriculture.  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [193]  387 
Cattle  Plague  —  Outbreak    in    BernAcfcAirs, 

[190]  418 
Fire  Protection,  [190]  1687 
Petroleum,  Comm.  Amendt.  [192]  1618 
RepresenUtion  of  the  People  (Scotland),  2E. 
[190]  1253 

McLabbn,  Mr.  D.,  Edinburgh 
Army— Military  Store  Department,  [193]  961 
Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,   Couii 

[19111668 
Bank  Holidays,  2R.  [190]  831 
Canongate  Annuity  Tax,  8R.  [191]  1087, 18M, 

1104,  1106 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  SR,  [190] 

1140 ;  Comm.  cl  3,  [191]  1036 ;  H.  4, 104», 

1061 
Cattle  Trade,  Foreign,  ri93]  1781 
Ceylon — Condition  0^  Motion  for  a  Oomraittoe, 

[191]  881 
Court  of  Session  (Scotland),  Leave,  [15^]  1881, 

1083;  2R.  [19s]  1521 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praetioet  si 

Elections,  Comm.  d.  1,  [193]  676 ;    Coasid. 

[193]  1618  ;  add.  d.  Amendt.  1624,  1688 
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MoLabsv,  Bfr.  D. — e<mt. 

Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland),  Oomm. 

el.  1.  [193]  1596 ;  cl  28,  Amendt.  1588 
Local  Cba^s  on  Real  Property,  Ret.  [192] 

145 
Lottery  Act,  [192]  890 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market  Oomm. 

c^.  8,[i93]17«7 
KaTy— Iron-elad  fleet,  Res.  [193]  1134,  1125 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  d.  10,  [193]  1877. 1879 
Postal — India,  China,  and  Japan  Mails,  Res. 

[190]  468 
Post  0£Qce  and  Circular  Delifery  Company, 

[193]  1922 
Post  Office,  Sunday  Labour  in,  [19a]  2165 
Registration  of  Voters  Act,  [192]  885 
RepresenUtion  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Conmi. 
cl.  18,  [192]  1591 
19^]  Representation  of  the   People  (Scotland), 

.  Leave,  882;  2  R.  1244 
192]  Comm.  459  ;  Amendt.  464,  472 ;  d.  8,  848 ; 
.  a.  4,  858 ;  Amendt.  855 ;  el.  8,  892 ;  el.  9, 
.  078  ;  cl.  10,  985,  990  ;  cl.  11.  1004,  1005  ; 
.  el.  25,  Amendt.  1009;  add.  el.  1285,  1286, 
.     1287, 1288, 1247  ;  Consid.  add.  ei:U46, 1446; 

Lords  AmendU.  Antendt.  [193]  918,  1067 
Scotland  —  Ministers'    Stipends,    Edinburgh, 
[100]  1889 
Public  Roads,  [190]  181 
Sea  Fisheries,  Lords  Amendts,  [192]  1868 
Supply — British  Embassy  Houses.  [191]  990 
Education.  Public.  [loal  1148 
Flax,  Cultivation  of  (Ireland),  [192]  1175 
Nonconforming.  Ac.  Ministers,  [192]  2169 
Post  Office,  [193]  882 
Public  Buildings,  [192]  298 
Supply — Register  Office  (Edinburgh),  Res.  [192] 

1176 
Turnpike  Trusts,  2R.  [192]  1725 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [191] 

U88 
West  Indies,  Lords  Amendts.  [193]  1888»  1919 

Maguire,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Cork  City 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  9T 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Frnctices  at 
Elections,    Comm.  el.    28,  Proviso,    [193] 
1172 ;  add.  cl.  Amendt.  1881  ;  8R.  1729 
Electric  Telegraphs,  2R.ri92]  1808 
Fenian  Convicu  at  Manchester.  [190]  118, 125 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  216 
Habeas  Corpus  Sospeosion  (Ireland)  Act  Con- 
tinuance, 2R.  [100]  809  ;   Comm.  982,  984; 
SR.  982 
Ireland— Questions,  &o. 

Catholic  University,  [190]  142 
Daunt's  Rock.  Cork  Harbour,  [1^]  704 
Mullingar,  Barracks  at,  IJ193]  1290 
Roman  Catholic  University.  [192]  715 
Spirit  Licence  Duty,  [190]  482 
Sullivan  and  Pigott,  Messrs.,  Imprisonment 
of.  [191]  489,  442.448 
Ireland — State  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[190]  1288, 1792 
Ministerial  Statement — Resignation  of  the  Earl 


ales — ^Treason  Felony  Act,  [192] 


of  Derby,  [190]  1098 
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Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el.  6,  [593] 
Postal— Cunard  Contract,  The,  | 
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[190]  418 
Service  with  the  United  States,  [1^]  686 
Prison  Minitterf  Aot,  Rm.  [193]  872, 888 

[cowl. 


Maouibb,  Mr.  J.  F. — e&nt. 

Registration  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  89,  [193] 

1500 
RioU  at  Ashton,  Staleybridge,  &e.  [192]  817, 

810,  821.  828 
River  PUte.  War  in,  [190]  652 
Roman  Catholic  Prisoners,  [190]  547,  548 

Malmesbubt,  Earl  of  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 
Abyssinia — Questions,  io. 

Despatches,  The,  [192]  698,  897,  1221 
Envoys,  The,  [193]  1816 
Return  of  the  Army,  [192]  1811 
Vote  of  Thanks,  [193]  478 
Boundary,  Comm.  d.  4,  [193]  500, 514 ;  Report, 

712 
Boundary  Commission,  [190]  1795 
Burials  (Ireland).  2R.  [193]  1097 
Canoing  Statue.  The.  [193]  1460.  1664 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  3R.  [191] 

1145;  Comm.  1571,  1574 
Cotton  Statistics,  Comm.  [192]  918,  919 
Crete — Insurrection  in,  Motion  for  an  Address, 
[191]  805.  816 
.  East  London  Museum  Site,  Report.  [190]  861 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire« 

land.  Motion  for  a  Committee.  [191]  254 
Edinburgh,  Duke  of.  Address  to  iler  Majesty, 

[191]  1804 
Egyptian  Slave  Trade,  [192]  381 
Flection  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  2R.  [193]  1793  ;  Comm.  1892 
Established  Church  (Ireland)^The  Resolutions, 

[191]  1449 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  [192]  1909  ;  2R. 

2068,  2070,  2072 
Explosive  Materials  in  War,  [193]  1662 
France^Coastiog  Trade  of.  Address  for  a  Paper, 

[193]  890 
Friendly  Societies,  2R.  [191]  1781 ;    Comm. 

[192]  506 
Habeas    Corpus    Suspension    (Ireland)    Act 

Continuance.  [190]  1058 
India — GoTcmment  of,  [190]  985 
Marriage  Law  Commission,  [193]  1090 
Maxatlan— Blockade  of.  [193]  1861 
Metropolis^  National  Gallery.  New,  [192]  94 

Statues  in  Westminster  Hall.  [193]  979 
Ministerial    Explanation  —  Public    business, 

[193]  571.  578.  576 
Ministerial  Sutement— Re-construction  of  the 
Ministry.  [190]  1104  ;  [191]  1686 
Resignation  of  the  Earl  of  Derby,  [190] 
1095 
Monetary    Conference    (Paris),    Address   for 

Papers.  [192]  110 
Mavy — Royal  Dockyards,  Motion  for  a  Return, 

[190]  1214 
Parliament — ^Business  of  the   House,  Report, 
[191]  560  ;  Res.  600.  698.  694,  696 
Proxies,  [190]  1954  ;  [191]  570 
Parliament  —  Public  Petitions,   Motion  for  a 

Select  Committee,  [191]  689 
Patent  OfiBoe,  Library  and  Museum  of  the,  [192] 

244 
Plate,  River,  HostiliUes  in  the,  [191]  455 
Poor  Relief  Comm.  d.  9,  [192]  1625 
Princess  of  Wales,  Address  to  the  (^ueen.  [193] 

865 
Public  Ofices,  The  New,  [191]  108, 104, 1684 
Pnblio  Schools,  Address  ibr  Papers,  [192II55I 

Public  Schools,  2U.  [193]  1471  i     r\r^r^]i> 
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MiufsfBirBT,  Earl  ot—eaM, 

Rtform  Act,  1867— Ratepft/ing  OUuMt,  [190] 

1083 
Registration  (Irtland),  2R.  [193]  1709;   SB. 

1899 
Repreientation  of  tbe   People  (Ireland),  2R. 

[193] 868 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  2R. 

[192]  1913;  Gonini.[f93]363,90d;  Commons 

Amendts.  Amendt.  974 
Riots  in  Lanoashire,  [191]  1221 
Ritual,  Reports  of  the  Commission  on,  [192]  332, 

339,340 
Sale  of  Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Act  Amendment, 

Report,  add.  €1.11^2]  1630 
Sea  Fisheries,  Comm.  d.  5,  [192]  240,  242 
Tenure  (Ireland),  IR.  [190]  1052,  1108  ;  2R. 

1440,  1448 
Victoria^  Appropriation  Act,  [191]  1882 
WbiUnntide  Recess— State  of  Pablio  Aflkiri, 

[102]  1025, 1034 
Windsor,  Volunteer  Reriew  at,  [192]  1557 

Malt  Tax 

Select  Committee  appointed  **  to  inquire  into 
the  operation  of  the  Malt  Tax'^  (Colonel 
BarttelU)  Mar  10,  [190]  1397 

And,  on  Mar  16,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  :  —  Colonel  Barttelot  (Chairman), 
Mr.  Ajrton,  Mr.  Benyon,  Sir  Edward  Man- 
ningham  Buller,  Mr.  Stephen  Cave,  Lord 
Eustace  Cecil)  Mr.  Dent,  Colonel  Duncombe, 
Mr.  Goschen,  Mr.  Hardcastle,  Mr.  Laing, 
Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre,  Mr.  More,  The  O'Conor 
Don,  Major  Parker,  Mr.  Arthur  Peel,  Mr. 
Read,  and  Mr.  Henry  Snrtees 

Report  of  Select  Committee  July  13 

(Pari.  P.  No.  420) 

Makkebs,    Eight    Hon.   Lord  J.  J.   B. 

(Chief  CommiBsioDer  of  Works,  &o.), 

Leieestenhire,  N, 

Army — Employment  of  old  Soldiers,  [193]  520 

Artisans'  and   Labourers'  Dwellings,    Comm. 

add.  el  [191]  1065 ;  Consid.  1566 
Compulsory  Choroh  Rates   Abolition,  Comm. 

a.  4,  [190]  1421,1422 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [192]  371. 1051,  2131  ; 

Motion  for  a  Committee,  [193]  340,  1282 
East  Worcestershire  Election,  [192]  1115 
Established   Church  (Ireland),   Comm.   [191] 

1408,1943 
Ireland  —  State  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[190]  1466 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance, 
Leave,  [190]  1079  ;  2R.  1144 ;  Comm.  [191] 
198 :   d,   2,  202,  203 ;  add.  d.  204,  205 ; 
Consid.  a^.  el.  327 
Metropolis — Questions,  Ao. 

Burlington  House,  [190]  1455  ;  [191]  467 ; 

[192]  1183  ;— The  Colonnade,  1335 
Hyde  Park— Ride  in  Rotten   Row,  [193] 

371,  372,  716 
New  Palace  Yard,  [190]  1150 
Park  Une,  [191]  1882;  [192]  2137,  2138 
Public  Parks,  Flowers  in  the,  [193]  1484  ; 

— Names  of,  1941 
Regent's  Park—Ornamental  Water,  [190] 

145,1221;  [193]  307, 1476 
St.  Mary  Somerset  Church,  [192]  2150 
Thoronghfiires,  Obstruction  of,  [192]  1048 
Westminster  Improvements,  [190J  1977 


MimnBS,  Right  bon.  Lord  J.  J. 

Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  MArkei,  Cc 
[193]  1302,  1342 ;  el  3,  1541,  1543 

Parliament—Questions,  Ao. 

Business  of  the  House,  [191]  1681 
Cartoon  in  Westminst^  Hall,  [190]  168i 
Conferenoe  Room,  [191]  1148 
Houses  of— Freeooes,  [193]  812 
Induration  of  Decaying  Stone,  ri933  1106 
Oliver  Cromwell,  Statoe  of,  [190]  1450, 1451 

Parliament  —  House  of  Commons'  Arraage- 
ments,  [190]  509  ;  Motion  for  a  GoauBitteB. 
984;  [193]  1000 

Parliamentary  Boroughs — Paymeot  of  Raisi, 
[190]  447 

Peel  Sutue,  The,  Res.  [19a]  3146 

Public  Departments,  [193]  716 
Concentration  of,  [193]  1105 

Richmond  Green  and  Efyde  Park,  [190]  1114 

Richmond  Park,  [190]  1681 

Royal  Academy,  The,  [loi]  1580 

Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sun^y,  3R.  [190]  1879 

Scientific  Instruction,  Motion  for  a  CommitlH 
[190181 

Supply — Burlington  House,  [192]  309,  40f 
Chapter  House,  Westminster,  [192]  996 
Embassy  Houses  Abroad,  [192]  313 
Foreign  Office,  New,  [192 J  813.  814 
Furniture,  Public  Departments,  [192]  dM 
National  Gallery  Enlargement^  [193]  991 

895 
New  Palace,  Westminster,  [192]  307 
Pslmemton  Monument,  [193]  403 
Parliament,  Houses  of,  [19a]  306,  300 
Public  Buildings,  [103]  293,  393,  304,  895 
Public  Offices  Site,  [193]  301 
Royal  Palaces,  [191]  1005, 1008,  1010 
Royal  Parks,  Ae.  [193]  396,  308,  300 
Uniyersity  of  London  Buildings,  [193]  816 
Wellington  Monument,  [19a]  403 

Wellington,  Duke  of.  Monument  to  the.rioi'' 
518 

ICarine  Mutiny  Bill 
(Mr.  Dodson,  Mr.  Carry,  Lord  Henry  Lmm») 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1®*  Mar  20 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3«  "  Mar%^ 

[191^  99  ;  after  short  debate.  Bill  read  3* 
Committee  Mar  80,  559  ;   after  short  debate 

Report 
Considered  ;  read  Z^  Mar  31,  573 
I  Read  \^^  (The  Earl  of  Longfinri) Mar  SI 
MoTed, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3*  *'  ApntX 
683  ;  after  short  debate,  Bill  read  3* ;  Coa- 
mittee  negatived 
Read  3*»  April  3 
Royal  Assent  April  3  [31  Vtd,  o.  15] 


M ARLBOBOUOH,  Duko  of  (Lord  Preddoit  of 

the  Goancil) 
Army  Chaplains,  Comm.  [193]  U66 
Artisans*  and  Labourers'  Dweflinn,  3R.  rioil 

919  ^  ^^ 

Baby  Farming,  [193]  1896 
Boundary,  Comm.  d.  4,  [193]  505,  308,  501: 

Report,  71 4 
Contagious  Diseases  Aet,  [192]  336 
East  London  Museum  Site,  8R,  [190]  574; 

Explanation,  639,  640  ;  RepoH,  859,  861 
Eoolesiastical  Commiasionersy  3R.  [193]  1091 


CmmL 


MAR        MAB 


(  SESSION    1867-8) 
i9o*i9i-'i93— 193. 


MAR       MAU 


Mablbobouoh,  Duke  ot—cotU. 

Eoolesiastioal  Commiasioners  Orders  in  OonnoU, 

8R.  [190]  1678 
Edaoation,  Res.  [190]  483  ;  ProTiouf  Question 

moTed,  493 
Education,  IR.fioi]  106,188  ;  2R.  1305,1825; 

Withdrawal  of  Bill,  [193]  405,  411 
Education,  Technioal— Whit  worth  Scholarships, 

[191]  822 
Endowed  Grammar  Schools,  [191]  1783 
EsUblithed  Ohorch  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  21, 28, 

24,188 
Ministerial  Statement^Re-oonstructlon  of  the 

Ministry,  [190]  1106 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [191] 

695 
Public  Schools,  2R.  [193]  1478  ;  Comm.  cl,  6, 

Amendt.  1652 ;    el.  18,  1654,  1657,   1658  ; 

el  30,  Amendt.  1661 ;  Report,  1701, 1702 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  8R. 

[193]  807 
Sale  of  Poisons  and  Phannaoy,  Comm.  [193] 

1555  ;  8R.  1747 
Schools,  Public,  Address  for  Papers,  [193]  1549 


Marriage  Law  Commission  Report 

Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Salomons;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  Dee  2,  [190]  510  ; 
Question,  Colonel  Barttelot;  Answer,  Mr. 
WalpOle  Feb  18,  886  ;  Question,  Sir  Colman 
O'Loghlen  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
June  18,  [192]  1757;  Question,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Ofanricarde  ;  Answer,  Lord  Chelms- 
ford July  13,  [193]  1090 

Report  of  Commissioners — P.  P,  No.  [4059] 


Marriage  Law  (Ireland)  Amendment  Bill 

( The  Marquess  of  Ckmrieards) 
I  Presented ;  read  1>  •  May  tl  (No  89) 


Karriages  (Frampton  Mansel)  Bill 

{Sir  James  Fergusson,  Mr,  Secretary  O,  Hardy) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  Mar  80  [Bill  79] 

Rotid  2^  •  Apnl  23 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  24 

Considered  •  April  27 

ReadS<»»  April  28 
I.  Read  I* •  (the Lard  CUfOon)  April $0 

Read2>*lfayl  (No.  85) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  4 

Read  3"  •Ifas^  5 

Royal  Assent  May  20  [81  Vici.  c.  28] 


Marriages  Yalidily  (Blakedown)  Bill[Hx.] 
(^The  Lord  Lytteiton) 

I  Presented ;  read  1*»  July  17         (No.  271) 

Read  2«  * ;  Committee  negatired  July  20 

Read  8>*/uZy  21 
c.  Read  !<>  •  July  22  [Bill  250] 

Read  20*  July  2i 

Committee*  ;  Report  Juiy 25 

Read  3**  July  27 

Royal  Assent  July  81   [81  ds  82  Viet.  0. 118] 


ICarried  Women's  Property  Bill 

{Mr,  ShaW'Lefevre^  Mr,  RusseU  Qwmey^  Mr, 

Stuart  Mill) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre)  April2l, 

[191]  1015 
Bill  ordered  ;  read  l^*  [Bill  89] 

Moved,   ••  That  the    BUI  be  now    read    2* " 

June  10,  [192]  1352 
Amendt.  to  leare  out  **  now,"  and  add  **  upon 

this  day  three  months  "  {Mr.  Lopes)  ;  after 

debate,    Question,    <' That    'now/     d(C.  ;'* 

A.  123,  N.   128;    and  the  numbers  being 

equal,  Mr.  Speaker  gave  his  Vote  with  the 

Ayes,  and  stated  his  reasons ;  Division  List, 

Ayes  and  Noes,  1876 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read 

2^t  and  eommitted  to  a  Select  Committee 
And,  on  June  23,  Committee   nominated  as 

follows :— Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  (Chairman),  Mr. 

Ayrton,  Mr.    Baggally,    Mr.    Baines,    Mr. 

Beach,  Mr.  Bentinck,  Mr.  Jacob  Bright,  Mr. 

Goldney,  Mr.  Russell  Gumey,  Mr.  Ueadlam, 

Mr.  Lowe,    Sir    Colman    O'Loghlen,    Mr. 

Powell,  Sir  John  Simeon,  and  Mr.  Solicitor 

General 
Special  Report  of  Select  Committee  July  17 
(Pari  P.  No.  441) 
Report* /wly  17 
BiU  withdrawn  •/Wy  24 


MabsHi  Mr.  M.  H.,  Salisbury 

Commissions,   Permanent  Expenses  of.  Res. 

[191]  1286 
Devizes  Gaol,  [191]  1455 
Licences,  Res.  [191]  148 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  [193]  1648 ;  el.  3, 

1656 ;  el.  6, 1020 ;  d.  21,  Amendt.  [193]  816, 

817 
Registration,  Comm.  [193]  565 


Maetin,  Mr.  C.  Wykeham,  Newport  {Isle 
of  Wiyht) 
Boundarr,  Comm.  cl.  4,  Amendt.  [193]  1441 ; 

add.  el.  1442 
Turnpike  Trusts,  2R.  [192]  1724 


Maetin,  Mr.  P.  "Wykeham,  JRoohester 
Army — Clerks  in  the  Engineer  Department, 

[192] 1125 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,   Comm.  [191]  807 ;  el.  5,  [193] 

2174  ;  eL  7,  [193]  744  ;  add.  d.  1457 
Parliament— Divisions  of  the  House,  Res.  [193] 

884,  885 
Post  Ofllce— Case  of  A.  J.  DnOf,  Motion  for 

a  Committee,  [191]  1207 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  add.  d.  [193]  826 
Registration,  2R.  [192]  1616 
Revenue  Officers  Disabilities  Removal,  Conun. 

[193]  400 


Mauritius — Fever  and  Hurricane  in  the 
Question,   Mr.  J.  A.    Smith;    Answer,    Miv 
Adderley  May  22,  [i93]718 ;  June  22,  im[^ 

O 


MAT        MAT 


{ aHKBRAL    INDBX) 


MAT 


MBD 


Mayo,  Right  Hon.  Earlof  (Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland),  Cockermouih 
BurUU  (IreUnd),  Comm.  [192]  1378 
CaiTBgh  of  Kildare.  2R.  [192]  1620 
EMt  WoroestertUre  Elactton,  [191]  1121,  \  122 
Education,  Primary.  [193]  913 
Election  Petitions  and  Cormpfe  Practices  at 

Elections,  Consid.  add.  el.  [193]  1677 
Estoblisbed  Chnrch  (Ireland),  Comm.    [191] 

553,  865 
EsUblisbed  Churcb  (Ireland),  2R.  [192]  806 
Fairs  (Ireland),  Leave,  [190]  1U6 
Grand  Jury  Oess  (Ireland),  2B.  Amendt.  [191] 

200 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Act  Con- 
tinuance, Leave,  [190]  775,  785,  786  ;  2R. 
808,  809  ;  Comm.  933  ;  add.  el.  938 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  Acts  (Ireland),  Mo- 
tion for  a  Return,  [190]  1939 
Industrial  Schools  (Ireland),  2R.  [190]  981 ; 
Comm.  [191]  220 ;  d.  11,  Ameodt.  221,  222, 
223 
Ireland—  Questions,  Ae. 
Arrests  io,  [iqi]833 
Bribe,  Alleged,  to  a  Fenian,  [19a]  1229 
Cattle  Plague,  [191]  1784 
Convicts,  BUligiou  of,  [192]  423 
Coroner's  Inquest  in  Monagban,  [193]  1*82 
County  Gaols,  [190]  332 
CuUen,  Cardinal,  [192]  17 
Curragh,  Ranger  of  the,  [192]  1754 
Dietary  of  County  Prisons,  [190]  1102 
Featherstonhaugh,  Mr.,  Murder  of,  [191] 

1469 
Fenian  Prisoners,  [193]  1282 
Grand  Jury  Accounts,  Auditor  oi^  [192] 

1469 
Habeas  Corpus  Act,  [191]  1785 
Illegal  Processions,  [190]  676,  677, 1592, 

1978 
Irish  Church  Revenues,  [190]  645 
Johnston,  Mr.,  Case  of,  |;i9i]  469 
Land  Question,  [191]  1459 
Land,  Tenure  of,  [192]  1850;  [193]  1416, 

1418 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  [190]  799 
Leasehold  Property,  [190]  1452 
Local  Government,  [191]  1457;  [193]  809 
Medical  OflQcer,  Mountjoy  Convict  Prison, 


[190]  1103;  [19231470 
«iliti 


Military  at  Elections  (Ireland),  2R.  [193] 

411,416,418 
MuUingar,  Barracks  at,  [193]  1290 
National  Board  of  Education,  [193]  1277 
O'Hanlon,  Michael,  Case  of,  [193]  1280 
Party  Processions  Act,  [19a]  814 
Pawnbroking,  Law  of,  [192]  1758 
Police  Barracks,  [190]  1113 
Prisons,  Regulation  of,  [193]  912 
Queen's  Plate,  The,  [193]  1485 
(lueenstown,  Bible  DepOt  at,  [19s]  656 
Railway  Commission  Report,  [191]  1463 
Roman   Catholic    University,    [190]    142, 

1456,  1891 ;  [192]  112,  715,956,  1473, 

1474;  [193]  314 
Royal  Irish  Academy,  [190]  1452 
Royal  School  of  Banagher,  [193]  102 
Searching  Suspicious  Persons,  [iQi]  468 
Shannon,  River,  [191]  358 ;— Stake  Nets  on 

the,  467 
Small-pox,  Deaths  from,  [191]  1784 
Sullivan  nnd  Pigott,  Messrs.,  Treatment  o^ 

[190]  1814, 1891 ;  [191]  441,  445,446 


Mato,  Earl  o(—coni. 

Treatment  of  Prisoners,  [191]  259 
Troops  in  the  North  of  Irelancl,  rj93]  1*87 
Ireland^Dietary  of  Workhousee,  Res.    [193] 

1022,  1482 
Ireland— State  of.  Motion  for  a   Committee, 

[190]  1353,  1896 
LoiBal  GU>vemment  Acts,  [191]  257 
Military  at  Elections  (Ireland),  3R.    AnmndL 

[i02]174,  175,  1981 
Registration,  Leave,  [192]  1404 
Registration    (Ireland),    Leave,     [193]     783; 
Comm.  1486, 1488, 1489,  1490,  1494  ;  ef.  9S, 
1497,  1499,  1500 :  el.  33,  #5.,   1^01  ;  a.  34. 
1503,  1504, 1507,  1511,  1512  ;  el.  48,  1513 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  [190] 
730,  1205;  Leave,  1940,   1947;  2R.  [191] 
1958, 1960 
192]  922  :  Comm.eZ.  8,  1582  ;  el.  13, 1586,  1388 ; 
.    el.  18,  1593,   1595;    cl.  20,  1596;    «f.  96. 
.     1597  ;  d.  2, 1764  ;   el.  10,  Amendt.   1765  ; 
.    add.  el.  1768,  1769, 1770,  1774,  17S4,  1796, 
.     1793  ;  Consid.  add.  d.  1^99 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday  (IreUuid),  Leave, 

[190]  927  ;  2R.  1145 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  [192]  287  ;  SR.  2019 
Supply— Common  Law  Conrts  (Ireland^  [19*] 
1103,1104 
Flax,  Cultivation  of  (Ireland),  [192]  1175 
Household  of  the  Lord  Lieatenant,  [193] 

1208 
Legal  Charges  (Ireland),  [192]  1104 
Petrie'i,  Dr.,  Antiquarian  ColleetioD,  [J9^} 
1133 
Train,  G.  F.,  Case  of,  [193]  1948 


MeMor,  Charles  Fennel,  Case  of 

Question,  Sir  John  Gray ;   Answer,   Mr. 
Hardy  Juiy  24,  [193]  1714 


G. 


Medical  Practttj^ers  (CMonieB)  Bill  [u] 

{The  Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Clumd99) 
I.  Presented ;  read  1«  •  ifiir  26  (No.  56) 

Read2**^j0n7  2 

Committee  * ;  Report  April  3 

Committee  •  Apnl  27  (No.  78) 

Report  •  Ma$f  5 

Read  3»»  May  7 
e.  Read  l***  May  19  [BiU  125] 

Read  20*  May  2\ 

Committee*;  Report  If^  22 

Read  3<»  •  May  25 

Royal  Assent  May  29  [81  Viet.  o.  29] 

Medico-Legal  Inquiries —  Commtmon  on 
Sanitary  Lowe 
Question,  Mr.  Clive ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome 
Hardy7ti/y8,[i93]609 

Medway  Begalati<»L  Act  GontiniLanco  BiU 

{Mr.  Slepiien  Cave,  Mr.  Selater-Booth) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  ^  June  26  [BiU  196] 

Read  2'*  •  June  29 

Committee  *  :  Report  June  30 

Read8«*/ttlv  1 
I.  Read  l^^  {The  Duke  of  Richmond)  July  2 

Read2*»/u;y6  (No.  109) 

Committee  •  ;  Report  My  7 

Read  3*  •  July  9 

Royal  Assent  JulyU       [31  A  32  Vkt.  e.  53] 
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(SESSION    18«7.S) 

.  Ift^— ift'— lft«— iftS- 
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HST 


Mellbb,  Mr.  W.,  Stafford 
MetropoliUn  Tramways,  2R.  [190]  1111 
RegistratioD,  Comth.  [193]  56o 
Roman  Catbolio  Prisoners,  [190]  548 

Uellt,  Mr.  G.,  Stoke-vpon'TrMi 
Armj — Sale  and    Porohase   of  Commtssions, 

Res.  [19a]  538 
Artiians'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,  SR.  [191] 

2061 
Election  Petitions  and  Oorrupt  Praeiioes  at 

Elections,  Comm.c^  1,  [193]  667;  Oonsid. 

[193]  1«»8.  1688;  add,  cl  1691 
Mnrriod  Women's  Property,  2R.  [19a]  1860 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

Preamble,  [193]  1522 
Registration,  2R.  [19a]  1618 
Sale  of  Liqnors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190]  1860, 

1867 

Mbltillb,  Yisoount 
Army — Volunteer  RctIcw  at  Windsor,  [193] 

098 
Napier,  Sir  R.->Tbe  Queen's  Me88age,[i93]  978 

MereantiU  Marine — Legislation 

Question,  Mr.  O'Belme ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
OaTC  Dec  8,  [190]  536 

Merchant  Shipping  Aeti 
Question,  Mr.  O'Beime ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
Gave  Maif  19,  [19a]  518;    Question,  Mr. 
Oandlish  ;     Answer,    Mr.    Stephen    Cave 
June  22,  1852 

Merchant  Shying  Consolidation  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  GraTes ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
Care  April  2^  [191]  699 

Merokani  SMps^  Overloading  of 
Question,  Mr.  Weguelin ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
Cave  June  80,  [193]  872 

Merchant  Taylors   Ball --Mr,  Disraelfs 
Sp^ch  at 
Question,    Mr.    Orant   Duif;    Answer,    Mr. 
Disraeli ;  debate  thereon  June  25,  [19a]  2150 

Metcalfe,  Sir  T.  J.,  Case  of 
Amendt.  on  Oommittee  of  Supply  ApriX  24,  To 
leave  out  from  "*  That,"  and  add  "  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
case  of  Sir  Tbeophilus  John  Metcalfe,  C.B.,  as 
set  forth  in  his  Petition  of  the  24th  day  of 
February,  and  printed  in  the  Appendix  to 
the  Fifth  Report  on  Public  Petitions  on  the 
7th  day  of  March  1868  "  {Major  -4n#on), [191] 
1268;  Question,  "That  the  words,  Ac.;'' 
after  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Bah^  Farming  in  the.  Question,  Mr.  Vanderbyl ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  ifor  12,  [190] 

1449 
Bethnal    Oreen    Workhouse,    Question,    Mr. 

Sherriff ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy,  Mr. 

S«later-Booth  Mar  12,  [190]  1453 


Ifetropolis—eoui, 

Burlington  House  —  The  Royal  Academy, 
Question,  Mr.  Layard ;  Answer,  Lord  John 
Manners  Mar  12,  [190]  1454  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Cowper ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners 
Mar  80,  [191  ]  467  ;  Question,  Mr.  Layard  ; 
Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  April  80,  1580  ; 
Observations,  Mr.  Beresford  Hope;  Reply, 
Lord  John  Manners  June  5,  [192]  1188; 
Question,  Mr.  Bentinck ;  Answer,  l^rd  John 
Manners  June  9, 1335 

Papers  relating  to    ...    .    No.  839 

Memorial No.  380 

(See  Courts  of  Justice,  The  New) 

Cah  Fares,  Question,  Mr.  Thomas  Chambers  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  Mar  II,  [190] 
1^98 

Clerkenwell  Explosion  Compensations,  Qnes* 
tion,  Mr.  Neat« ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  June  23,  [193]  1923 

Devonshire  Place  and  Wimpole  Street,  Iron 
Gates  in,  Question,  Mr.  Goldney;  Answer, 
Mr.  Tite  M(^  14,  [19a]  243 

Distress  in  East  London,  Question,  Viscount 
Enfield  ;  Answer^  Mr.  Selater-fiooth  Dec  6» 
[190]  644 

Finshury  Park,  Question,  Mr.  Torrens  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Tite  July  6,  [193]  717 

Hackney  Carriages  Lamps  Regulation,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Darby  Griffith;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gathorne  Hardy  Dee  2,  [190]  510 

Hyde  Park  Improvements,  Question,  Mr.  W 
B.  Beaumont ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners 
July  6,  [193]  716 

Lambeth  Workhouse — Removal  of  O,  Catch, 
Motion  for  Papers  (Mr,  Percy  Wyndham) 
Mar  20,  [190]  2046  ;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  withdrawn 

Papers  relating  to      .    •    No.  249 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
Financial  Returns,  Question,  Colonel  Sykes ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Selater-Booth  Mar  20,  [190J 
1980 

Pari  Papers^ 

tleport  for  1866-7 No.  45 

Financial    Transactions   to    Deo. 

1867 No.  128 

Amounts  borrowed  and  paid    .    .  No.  860 
Local  TaxaHon,  Observations,  Mr.  Goschen ; 

long  debate  thereon  Feb  21,  [190]  1011 
Main  Drainage — Deptford  Creek  Outfallst 
Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Salomons ;  Answer* 
Mr.  G.  Hardy  Mar  27.  {191]  Sbl—Petition 
of  Inhabitants  of  Barkina,  Question,  Lord 
Eustace  Cecil ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
May  98,  [193]  954  ;  June  22, 1853 
Navigation  of  the  Thames —  The  Main  Drain' 
age  Outfatl,  Question,  Mr.  Crawford ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Stephen  Cave  Nov  21,  [190]  105 ; 
Question,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gathorne  Hardy  Mar  9,  1220 
Tluimes  Embankment,  Question,  Mr.  Thomson 
Hankey ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen  Cave  Mar  16, 
[190]  1^80-^  Life  Chains,  Question,  Mr. 
Alderman  Lawrence  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tite 
May  15,  [loa]  341  —  Steamboat  Piers,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Watkin  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tltl  April  27, 

Report  of  Mr.  Pennethorae— (P.  i^  No.  899} ;  L^ 

{cwt. 


KBT       MBT        (GBHBRAL    IITDBX) 

190— 191— 19a— 193. 


MET       MBT 


MtitopoHi    eont. 

Tham4S,  Obttruetions  in  ths,  Qnetiloni,  Mr. 
Hardeaitle,  Lord  Otho  Fitxgermid ;  Aniwert, 
Mr.  Stephen  Care  April  80,  [191]  1577 
(PorZ.  P.  No.  34) 

WestminHer  ItnprwemenU  —  Oreat  Oiorge 
Streets  Qoettion,  Mr.  Bazton ;  Antwer,  Lord 
John  Manners  Mar  20,  [190]  1977 

Metropoliian  PoHc€ 

Qoestion,    Yiioonnt    Enfleld  ;    Answer,    Mr. 

Gatbome  Hardy  Pe6  31»  [190]  1004;  Quet- 

tioo,   Mr.    Ayrton  ;   Answer,  Mr.  Qathome 

193]  Hardy  May  36, 935 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Harrey 

Lewis,  Mr.  Labouohere ;  Answers,  Mr.  6»- 

.    thome  Hardy  May  38,  958  ;   Qaestion,  Mr. 

Harrey  Lewis  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gatborne  Hardy 

.    June  8,  1333;  Qaestion,  Mr.  Grore ;   An- 

.    swer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  Jtme  33, 1854 

Pari.  Papert— 

Returns No.  80 

Accounts,  1867-8   ....         347 

Estimates 808 

Special  ComtabUt,  Motion  for  "  Return  of  the 
Number  of  Special  Constables  who  hare  re- 
spectirely  enrolled  themsel? es  in  the  different 
Parishes  of  the  Metropolis  ader  the  explosion 
in  Clerlcenwell"  ( The  Lord  CampbeU)  Mar  10, 
[190]  1880 ;  Motion  agreed  to 
SUme,  Police  Sergeant,  Ccue  of^  Amendt.  on 
Committee  of  Supply  June  13,  To  leare 
out  from  **  That,"  and  add  **  a  Select  Com- 
mittee be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
causes  of  the  dismissal  of  rolice  Sergeant 
Stone  from  the  Metropolitan  Police  Force" 
{Mr,  Labouehere),  [193]  1478  ;  Question, 
"That  the  words,  4c. ;"  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

New  Houtee  of  Parliament,  The — Cartoon  in 
Wettmimter  Hall,  Question,  Mr.  Monk; 
Answer,  Lord  John  Blanners  Mar  16,  [190] 
1685— iVtfti;  Pala43e  Yard,  Eniranee  by, 
Question,  Mr.  Thomson  Hankey ;  Answer, 
Lord  John  Manners  Mar  6,  1150 

Ohitruction  of  Thoroughfares,  Question,  Mr. 
Otway  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  May  30, 
[193]  1043 

Parte  Lane  Improvemente,  Question,  Mr. 
Locke ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  May  7, 
[191]  1883  ;  Question,  Viscount  Hamilton  ; 
Answer,  Colonel  Hogg  Mayl^  [192]  ^^^  > 
Questions,  Mr.  Goddard,  Sir  William  Gallwey; 
Answers,  Lord  John  Manners  June  35, 3187 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Gregory;  Answer,  Mr.  Tite 
July  16,  [193]  1283;  Question,  Mr.  La- 
bouehere ;  Answer,  Colonel  Hogg  July  34, 
1711 

Parki,  The,  Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence ; 
Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  July  81,  [193] 
1941 ;  Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  July  81,  [193] 
1041 

Public  Parks,  Flowers  in  the.  Question,  Colonel 
North ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners /u/y  30, 
[193]  1484 

Regent* 8  Park^The  Ornamental  Waier,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Thomas  Chambers  ;  Answer,  Lord 
John  Manners  Nov22,  [190]  145  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Harvey  Lewis ;  Answer,  Lord  John 
Manners  Mar  9,  1331  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Thomson    Hankey  ;     Answer,    Lord    John 


MetropeUi^-eoni, 

Manners  June  30,  [193]  807 — Inelosure  ui» 

Question,  Mr.  Harrey  Lewii  ;  Answer,  Lord 

John  Manners  iuZy  30,  [1931^1470 
Richm4md  Oreen  and  Hyde  Park,  Qneatioa, 

Lord   Ernest    Bruce;    Answer,    Lord   John 

Manners,  Mar  0,  [100]  1338 
Richmond  Park,  Roehampton  Oate,  Qoestioa, 

Mr.  Locke  King  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Maji- 

ners  Mar  16,  [190^]  1680 
Rotten  Row,  Ride  m.  Question,  Mr.  Covper ; 

Answer,  Lord  John  Blanners  Jun^  80,  [193' 

871 
St,  Mary  Somerset,  Church  of.   Question,  Mr. 

Bentinck  ;    Answer,    Lord    John    MsAneri 

June  35,  [193]  3149 

Matropdifl  Gas  Bill—  9ee\ 
City  (^L^idon  Gaa  BiU  / 

MetropolU  Oas  BiU$ 
MoTcd,  <<That  all  Bills  relating  to  Oma  Com- 

Siuies  in  the  Metropolis  be  referred  to  a 
elect  Committee  of  Fire  Members  "  {Mr, 
Ayrton)  Feb  34,  [190]  1080  ;  MoUon 
agreed  to 

Committee  nominated  as  follows  : — ^Mr.  Card- 
well  (Chairman),  Mr.  Greene,  Mr.  J.  Hardy, 
Mr.  Holland,  and  Mr.  John  Pe«l 


Metropolig    Local    Management    Acts 
Amendment  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Marquess  Townshend) 
I  Presented ;  read  1*  •  June  33         (No.  169) 
BiU  withdrawn  •  July  6 

Xetropelifl  Subways  Bill 

{Mr,  Ayrton,  Mr.  Tite,  Colonel  Hogg) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  30  TBUl  41] 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^"  Mar  9, 
[190]  1378  ;  after  short  debate.  Bill  road  3* 
Committee*;  Report  ^pK^  33 
Read  8«  •  Aiml  38 
{.  Read  1^*  {The  Lord  Ebury)  AprU  84,  mad 
referred  to  the  Ezaminen  (No.  78) 

Report  *  May  38 
Committee  * ;  Report  May  39 
Read  8'*  JwieB 
Royal  Assent  June  35    [81  A  83  Via.  0.  80] 

Metropolitan  Foreign  CatOe  Xarket  Bill 

{Lord  Robert  Montagu,  Mr.  Hunt) 
190]  c.  Motion  for  lieare  {Lord  Robert  Montagu) 
Dee  5,  635 
Bill  ordered,  after  debate  ;  read  1«*  [BiU  35] 
Bill  read  3^,  after  short  debate,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee  of  Ten  Members,  Pive 
to  be  nominated  by  the  House,  and  Fire  bj 
the  Committee  of  Selection  Feb  18,  690 
And,  on   Feb    17,  Committee   nominated    as 
follows : — Lord  Robert  Montagu  (Chairman), 
Sir  Andrew  Agnew,  Mr.  Cogan,  Mr.  Cor- 
rance,  Mr.  Freshfleld,  Mr.  Milner  Gibson, 
Mr.  Goschen,  Mr.  Locke,  Mr.  Lowther,  Mr. 
Moffatt,  Mr.  Morrison,  Mr.  Read,  Sir  Matthew 
Ridley,  and  Mr.  Selwin-Ibbetson 
Report  of  Select  Committee  May  38 

(Par*  P.  No.  808) 
^[comim 


HBT        MBT 


(SBSSION    1867-8) 
190—191^193^193. 


MET        MEX 


Metropolitan  Foreign  CaUle  Market  ^itt— «ont. 

MoTed,  '*  That  it  be  referred  to  the  Examiners 
of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills  to  inquire 
wliether  the  Amendments  which  have  been 
introduced  in  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market  Bill  in- 
ToWe  any  infraction  of  the  Standinfif  Orders" 
19a]  (Mr.  MUner  Gibtm)  June  5,  1177;  after 
short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 

MoTed»  ''That  Memorials  complaining  of  non- 
compliance with  the  Standing  (^ers  be 
deposited  in  the  Private  Bill  OflSce  not  later 
than  Tuesday  the  9th  daj  of  this  instant 
June,  and  that  the  Examiner  do  give  three 
clear  dsjs'  notice  of  the  sitting  "  (Mr.  MUner 
Oibton\  1180  ;  Motion  withdrawn 

Standing  Orders  Committee ;  Resolution  re- 
ported, "  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Metropolitan 
Foreign  Cattle  Market  Bill,  the  Standing 
Orders  ought  to  be  dispensed  with  : — That 
the  Bill  be  permitted  to  proceed  "  June  12, 

•  1468 ;  Resolution  read  2o 

MoTcd,  '<That  this  Hoose  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Resolution  " 

Amendt.  to  leaTo  out  from  *'  That,"  and  add 
"  the  further  consideration  of  the  said  Reso- 
lution be  postponed  till  Monday  next "  {Mr. 
MUner  Cfibton) ;  Question,  "  That  the  words, 
Ac. ;"  after  short  debate,  Amendt.  with- 
drawn ;  main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

193]  Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  "  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  "  (Lord 
Robert  Montagu)  June  26, 103 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  <<That,"  and  add 
**  the  proposal  to  pass  a  permanent  law,  re- 
quiring that  in  order  to  prevent  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Cattle  Plague  into  this  Coun- 
try from  abroad,  all  foreign  cattle  and  other 
animals  imported  into  the  Port  of  London 
shall  be  landed  at  one  prescribed  spot,  and 
shall  not  be  removed  thence  alive,  ought  not 
to  be  considered  apart  from  the  general 
policy  of  imposing  legal  restrictions  on  the 
foreign  cattle  trade  in  other  ports  of  the 
United  Kingdom "  {Mr.  MUner  Oibion), 
.  188  ;  Question,  *<  That  the  words,  4c. ; " 
after  debate.  Debate  adjourned 

.Debate  resumed  Jt</y  8,  610;  after  debate,  De- 
bate ftirther  adjourned 

.Question,  Mr.  J.  B.  Smith;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  16, 1290 

•  Debate  resumed  Jtdy  16,  1291 ;  after  long  de- 

bate, main   Question,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker, 
Ac.,"  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Committee — b  j>. 

.  Committee— B.P.  July  20,  1514       [Bill  189] 
.Question,   Mr.  Milner  Gibson;    Answer,  The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exoheouer  July  23,  1672  ; 
.    Questions,  Mr.  Ayrton,  Mr.  Gosohen,  Mr. 

Uddell ;    Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer,  Lord  Robert  Montagu  July  24, 

1748 

.  Committee — h.p.  July  24, 1756 
.  Question,  Mr.  Henniker- Major ;   Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  24,  1778 

.BiU  withdrawn  July  25, 1775 
(See  CaUle  Plague) 

YOL,  CXOIII.   [ZHIBD  8EBIB8.] 


Xetropolitaa  Police  Fnnds  Bill 

(iff.  Secretary  Oaihcme  Hardy,  Sir  Jamee 
Fergusion) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  !<>  •  May  21  [Bill  182] 

Moved,  "That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2o " 
June  29,  [193]  848 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  *'  now,"  and  add  *'  upon 
this  day  three  months  "  {ifr.  Ayrton) ;  after 
short  debate,  Question,  **That  *  now,'  Ac.  ;" 
A.  192,  N.  22 ;  M.  170 ;  main  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2^ 

Conunittee  *  ;  Report  July  8 

Considered  •  July  6 

Read8o»  7i«Zy7 
I.  Read  l*^{The Duke  of  Richmond)  July  9 

Read  2**  July  18  (No.  280) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  14 

Read  8*  •  July  l^ 

Royal  Assent  July  81    [81  A  82  Vict.  0.  67] 

Metropolitaii  R^^olatioiui  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Marquese  Toum9hend) 
U  Presented ;  read  1*  •  June  15         (No.  149) 
Bill  withdrawn  *  July  6 

Xetropolitaa  Beads  Bill  [hx.] 

(7?^  Marquees  Tounuhend) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  !••  June  15         (No.  150) 
BiU  withdrawn  *  June  28 

Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amend- 
ment B£Q 

{Mr.  Secretary  O.  Hardy,  Sir  Jamee  Fergusson) 
190]  (7.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mir.  Oathome  Hardy) 
Nov  21,  107 
Bill  ordered,  after  debate  ;  read  1«  *    [Bill  2] 
.  Moved,    '*  That   the  Bill   be    now  read    2o " 
Nov  25, 168  ;  after  short  debate.  Bill  read  2« 
.  Committee ;  Report  Nov  28,  407 
Considered  •  Nov  29 
Read8»»  Nov  SO 
I.  Read  U^  (The  Lord  CUnton)  Dec  2     (No.  4) 
.Moved,    **That   the  Bill  be   now   read    2*" 
Dec  8,  528 ;  after  short  debate.  Bill  read  2* 
.  Committee  ;  Report  Dec  5,  575  (No.  8) 

Read8*»  Dec  Q 

.  e.  Lords  Amendts.  considered  Dee  6, 652 
After  short  debate,  Amendt.  to  leave  out  "in 
respect  of  the  carriage  of  lamps  by  hackney 
^carriages"  {Mr.  Ayrton);   Question,  "Tliat 
*the  words,  io.,"  put,  and  agreed  to 
Lords  Amendts  agreed  to 
I.  Royal  Assent  Dec  7  [81  Vict.  c.  5] 

Metropolitan  Tramwaye  Bill  {hy  Order) 
e.  Moved,  "  That    the    Bill   be  now   read   2« " 

ifar  5,  [190]  1109 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 

this  day  six  months"  {Mr.  Harvey  Lewis) ; 

after  short  debate.  Question,  <* That 'now,' 

Ac."  put,  and  negatived ;  Bill  put  off  for  six 

months 

Memco 
Diplomatic    Relations    with,    Question,    Mr. 
Thomas    Baring :    Answer,    Lord    Stanley 
Feb  21,  [190]  1007 ;  Question,  Mr.  King- 
lake  ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley  July  27,  [193]  T/> 
1825  V^ 


1825 

4  Q 


[com. 


MBZ       MI£        (OBirfiRAL    INplX} 


IttL  lOl* 


Mitgatlim,  BMIuuk  t^,itms^n,  TIm  Btri of 
Denbigh  ;  Answar,  Tha  Earl  of  Malmesbory 


MiddUitx  RegiHry  Ofiee 

Qaettion,  Mr.  Childert ;  Antwer,  Mr.  Gaitfaome 
Hard7^pH22d,  [191]  1146 


lOlitary  at  ElectionB  dreland)  Bfll 

(Mr,  Serjeant  Barry,  Major  Oaviih  ^'  JBtrntu^) 
e.  Ordered  ;  rtad  !••  AprUil  [Bill  95] 

MoTed,  ««That    the    Bill    be  now  re^d  2<»" 

May  12,  [19a]  172 
Ameodt.  to  leave  out  "  now  "  amd  add  ••  upon 

this  day  six  months  *'  ( The  Earl  of  Mstyo) ; 

Question,  "  That  *  now/  Ao. " 
MoTod,  '*  That  the  debate  be  dow  ad|jeiinted  " 

{Mr.  BagweU) ;  A.  37,  N.  67 ;  M.  20 ;  Qaee- 

tion  again  proposed,  **  That  '  now,'  Ac. " 
Moved,  '*That  this  House  do  now  adjoom" 

{Sir  Patrick  0*Brien) ;  Motion  withdrawn  ; 

Question  again  proposed,  "That '  now,'  Ao.  ;" 

Debate  adjourned 
Debate  resumed  Juno  23,  1980;  after  short 

debate.  Debate  further  adjourned 
Debate  resumed  June  2K),  [193]  410  ;    after 

short  debate.  Question  put ;   A.  65,  N.  96 ; 

M.  41 ;  words  added  ;  main  Question  put, 

and  agreed  to ;  Bill  put  off  for  six  months 


JiMary  EnighU  of  Windsor 

Moved,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  preteBted 
to  Her  Majesty,  humbly  representing  that, 
in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  should  not  be 
obligatory  on  any  Naval  or  Military  Knight 
of  Windsor,  not  being  a  Member  of  the 
United  Churoh  of  England  and  Ireland,  to 
attend  Divine  Service  in  Saint  George's 
Ohapel,  Windsor,  daily  or  at  all,  and  praying 
that  Her  Mi^esty  may  be  graciously  pleased 
to  direct  such  alterations  to  be  made  in  the 
Statutes  regulating  the  Naval  and  Military 
Knights  of  Winder  as  shall  exempt  from 
attending  Divine  Service  in  Saint  George's 
Chapel,  Windsor,  all  Naval  and  MiliUry 
Knights  of  Windsor  who  shall  not  be  mem- 
bers of  the  United  Churoh  of  England  and 
IreUnd  "  {Sir  Colnum  O'Loghlon)  Jwu  2d, 
[19a]  1978 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  not  being  a  member  of 
the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland" 
{Mr.  Lahouchere) ;  after  short  debate,  Ques- 
tion, "  That  the  words,  Ac.,"  negatived 

Another  Amendt.  to  leave  out  "who  shall  not 
be  members  of  the  United  Churoh  of  England 
and  Ireland"  {Mr,  Lahouchere);  Question, 
**  That  the  words,  Ac.,"  negatived 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put :  A.  39,  N.  83; 
M.  44 

Question,  Mr.  Eykyn ;  Answer,  Mr,  Gathome 
Hardy  July  2,  [193]  616 


Military  Meserva    Funds  —  seo    Army-^ 
Militat-y  Reserve  Funds 


jMliHamen— JVimlfte  €f 
QttestiMi,  Mr.  DiUwym ;  Answer,  Sir 

Hickt-BMMh  Jumo  12,  [193]  l«7ft 


mnntifl.  Fay  Bi&      l^-  Dodton,  Sit  M^ 

Pakingkm,Mr.  Setatmr^Boctk) 
0.  Ordered;  read  1«*  July  10 

Read2«*  July  It 

Committee*  :  Report  July  14 

Read3o»/ti^l6 
I  Read  1'*  (Tie  Earlof  Lonfffbrd)  Jidy  16 

Read  2«  •  Jvly  17 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  21 

Reads**  July^Z 

Royal  Assent  July  31    [31  A  32  VwU,  %.  TT 

MiLt,  Mr.  J.  Stuart,  Wesimimsimr 
Capital  Punishment  wi^n   Prisons,    Osmm. 

[191]  1047 
Castle.  Mr..  Case  of,  [193I ISW 
Election  Petitions  and  Compt   Praotiets  li 

Elections,  Comm.  [191}  3CW;    TW ;  dL «. 

Amendt.  [192]  086.  091,  21M 
193]  784 ;  si.  6.  742 ;  tfl.  7,  Amewit.  744.  «»; 
.  el.  14, 1016 ;  cL  17,  MoUou  Car  AdkmnaKi 
.  1020 ;  Amendt.  1160,  1169  ;  «L  43,  Ana^. 
.  1170,  1177;  d,  46,  Araandt.  1178;  oL  «» 
.  1370  ;  el  47,  Amendt.  1373  ;  mdd.  el  13SI. 
.  1449, 1461, 14£6;Consid.  1623  ;a(id.eLl<3(. 
.  1640,  1643,  1646,  1647,  1660,  1876,1078, 
.  1686,  1691 ;  3R.  1729 
Established   Chnroh  (Irdttid),    Oomb.  I«. 

[19X]  1928 
Government  of  Indift  Ac*    Aneiiilnml,  2&. 

[191]  1699 ;  Oemm.  1870  ;  oL  %  [195]  861. 

860  891 
Babeu  Corpus  SaspsMfon  Aoto  (Ir«l«idX  3ie^ 

tion  for  a  Retnm,  [190]  1938 
Imprisonment  for  Costs  on  a  Diiiii  Otmg% 

[193]  1663 
Ireland— Convieti  Wanrem  a«d  Coaiea«^  [191} 
1666 
Fenian  Prisoners,  [193]  1289 
Ireland— Stote  oT,  Motion  Ur  a  OUnriilse, 

[190]  1610 
Looal  Charges  on  Real  Property,  Bml  [192] 

162 
Married  Women^a  Property,  2H.  [191]  13T9 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market^  Coml 

[193]  1780 
Municipal   Corporations  (MetropoUiX  Imvc, 

[191]  1869  ;  2R.  [19^]  1730;  [193]  419 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el  3,  [193]  1^4 :  add.  ei 

1886 
Publications,  Registration  oi;  [192]  1514 
Public  Schools,  Re-oomm.  «{.  2,  [loa]  iOM; 

el,  3, 1666 ;  el.  6, 1928, 1931 ;  eutiL  ^  [195] 

823 
Registration,  SR.  [193]  1611 
Regulation  of  BaUm^  Ceaai.  etdd.  dLjfifa] 

1736, 1789 
Representation  of  tbe  People  (IreUad),  Ceom. 

«i.l8,[i9a]169S 
Representation  of  the  Pe(^le  (Scotland),  C^m. 

d.  9,  [19a]  966,  979 ;  el,  0,  Amendt.  12«], 

1242, 1243  ;  Sobednle  A,  I96ir 
Sea  Fishnies  (Ireiaiid),  2B.Ci9a]  ^^^ 
Supply— -Post  OAee,  [193]  883 
Supply — Proceedings  in,  Eesolntion,  [191]  lOW 
United  States— The  "Alabama**  cb^  Mo> 

tion  for  an  AddreM,  [190}  1186 


MIL         MIT         (SB8SI0N    1867-6) 

19^^x91*— 193— 19^. 


MIT 


MON 


MiLLEB,  Mr.  W.9  Leitk,  ffc. 
Canonnto  AimiiU/  Tax,  0R.  [191]  1098, 1105, 

1106 
Cape  of  Good  Hop*  —  Basato  Territory,  [190] 

1076 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  UiuTerBities,  SR.  [193] 

451 
Representation  of  tbe  People  (SooUa»d),  Gomm. 

tl.  10,  [192]  98d 
Wreck  Returns,  [190]  1687 

Mills,  Mr.  J.  ReoiiDgtoD,  Wye(mU(Chep' 
ping) 
Metropolis  Sabways,  3R.  [190]  1280 
Sunday  Trading,  2R.  [191]  1085 
West  Indies— EcolesiaBtioal  EstablisluneDta  in 
the,  [190]  1003 

MiLTOF,  Viscount,  Yorkshire,  W.M.-^S, 
Circuits  of  the  County  of  York,  [195]  1828, 

1942 
Eleotioa  PetHioni  and  Corrupt  Practiota  at 

Elections,  OomiA.  add,   el,  Ameddt.  [193] 

1459,  1458;  Consid.  add.  el.   1627,  1630, 

1687 
Lake  Superior  and  the  Paeiflc,  Ac.,  Motion  for 

a  Conunission,  [192]  1348 
Sheriff  of  the  County  of  York,  [193]  609 
Supply— Post  Office,  [193]  881 
Vancouver's  Island  and  British  Columbia,  [193] 

1140, 1142  ;— Post  Office,  1289 

Mines,   Accidents  in — Report  of  Select 
Committee  (1867) 
Obterrations,  Mr.  Bmee ;  Reply,  Mr^  Gatbome 
Hardy  t  sbevi  debate  ^btnon  /une  12,  [193] 
1498 
(See  C$Uienf  Aoeidents) 

Mines  Assessment  BiU 

(Jfr.  Fercjf  Wyndham,  Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinek, 

Mr.  Henderson) 
e.  Ordered ;  rend  1»»  Nw  27  [Bill  HI 

MoTed,  «Tbat    the   BUI   be  now   read    2«" 

May  6,  [191]  1864  ;   after  short  debate.  Bill 

read  2* 
Committee*  ;  Report  May  20        [Bill  127] 
Committee  (on  re^omm.) ;  Report  July  8,  [193] 

848  [Bin  221} 

Moved,  «*Tbaft  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now 

takes  into  Considwratlon  "  My  15,  1920 
A  mend  t.  to  leave  out  **  now,"  and  add  "  upon 

this  day  fortnight"  (^t>   IMeri  CclUer); 

aftm- debate,  Question,  "That  *now/  Ac./' 

negatived ;    words  a4ded  ;    main    <3iuestion 

agreed  t«;  Gonsideraties  delnrred 
Bil  withdrawn  •  My  29 

MiNTO,  Earl  of 
Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland),  Comm.  Amendt. 

[193]  1916 
ScoUand-^County  and  Burgh  PoUoe,  Motion 

fbr  a  Committee,  [193}  1 

Mitchell,  Mr,  A.,  Benoickon'Ttsesd 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotioes  at 
Elections,  Comm.  Amendt.  [191}  296 


MiTFOKD,  Mr.  W.  T.,  Midhwrst 
Capital  Punishment  within   Prisons,   Leave, 
[1903  996 

MoFFATT,  Mr.  0.,  Southampton 

Bankruptcy  Act  Amendment,  2R.  [192]  1908 
Bankruptcy  Law,  [190]  988  ;  [191]  265 
Cattle  Plague  —  itinderpest  m  Austria,  [193] 

609 
Cattle  Trade,  Foreign,  [193]  1755 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  [193]  689,  1291  ; 

el  3,  1761 
Pott  Office  Retams,  [191]  2001 
Post  Office  Service,  [192]  1476 


MoHOBxi^,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Edinburgh 
Canongate  Annuity  Tax,  2R.  [191]  1100 
Conrt  of  Session  (Scotland),  Leave,  [190]  1088 ; 

2R.  [193]  1519 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comto.  [191]  525 
Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland),   Comm. 

el.  I,  [192]  1527 
Ministerial  SUtement,  [193]  650 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Leave, 
[199]  827 ;    2R.  1256,  1265,   1890 ;  [191] 
1885 
193]  18 ;  Comm.  470  ;  el.  8,  482,  491,  841,  843, 
.    852  ;  cl,  4,  854,  855  ;   el  5,  857  ;  el  8,  866, 
.    884,  889  ;  el  9,  979,981  ;  el  10,  983  ;  cL  12, 
.    1006;    el  51,   1009;   add,  el  1235,  1286, 
.    1237, 1238,  1239  ;  el.  E,  1240  ;  el.  0, 1243  ; 
.    Schedule  A,  1251  ;  Consid.  add,  dt.  1446 


Monetary  Cor\ferenee,  International 

Question,  Colonel  Sykes ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 

Cave  Dee  5,  [190]  601 
Moved,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for,  Proceedings  of  the  In- 
ternational Monetary  Conference  held  in 
Paris,  June  1867"  (The  Earl  Forteseue) 
May  12,  [192]  107  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
agreed  to 

International    Coinage    Commission — 
Report No.  [4673] 


MoiTK,  Mr.  C.  J.,  Oloueeder 
Army  —  Shoeburynest,  Experiments  at,  [193] 

1439 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Comm.  Amendt.  [193] 

432 
Boundary,  Comm.  [192]  270 
Boundary  Commissioners'  Report,  [190]  1897 
Consecration  and  Ordination  Fees,  [191 J  1332 
Crete^In^r^ection  in.  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[191]  1225  ;  [103]  1747 
District  Church  Tithes  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 

d^  h  [193]  1»1T 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil. 2R.  [191]  327 ;  Comm.  1198 ;  el  1, 1201 
Election   Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  el.  5,  [193]  689 ;  el.\i, 

[193]   1006,   1010;  d.    45,   nSi;add.d. 

Amendt.  1376, 1387,  1451 ;  Consid.  add.  el. 

Amendt.  1686  ^        T 

BftftropoHs  —  Cartoon  in  Westminster  Hall,  [^ 

[190]  1686  > 

[ewt. 


HON        HON 
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HON 


MOB 


MoioL,  Mr.  G.  J.^eont. 
MetropoItUn   Foreign  GatUe  Blarket,  Gomm. 

[193]  1841 
Ordination,  Feea  00.  [193]  1822 
Rerenuo   Offioert    Diiabilities   RemoTal,    2R. 
[193]  1352  ;  Comm.  1533,  1538,  1565  ;  [193] 
389,  391,  396,  405 
Ritual  CommiflsioQ,  Reoommendationa  of  the, 

[190]  164 
Stone,  Police  Sergeant,  Gase  of,  [193]  1479 
Supply — British    Embaasj   Hoosei,  Amendt. 
[191]  983,  988,  989 
Burlington  House,  [193]  897 
Prosecutions.  [192]  501 
Turkey—New  Embassy  House,  Therapia,  [19a] 
1752;  [193]  1289 

MoKSELL,  Eight  Hon.  W.,  Limerick  Co. 
Army— Miliury  Store  Department,  [193]  961 

Miscellaneous  SerTices,  [193]  965 
Army — Military  Education,  Res.  [191]  1830 
Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  1067 ;  Explanation, 

1454;   Gomm.  el.   1,  Amendt.  [193]  1381, 

1382, 1383  ;  add.  cl.  1384 
Election   Petitions  and  Gorrupt  Practicei  at 

Elections,  Conun.  el.  14.  [193]  1001,  1003; 

cl.  54.  1374  ;  Consid.  1617 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Gomm.  cl,  15,  [193]  1603 
Ireland — Questions,  &e. 

Railway  Gommission  Report,  [191]  1468 
Railways,  [193]  712 
Records,  [193]  717 
Ireland — State  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  [190]  1675,  1688 
Military  at  Elections  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  175 
Prison  Ministers  Act,  Res.  [193]  378 
Registration  (Ireland),   Gomm.  el,  34,  [193] 

1508 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Gomm. 

el.  26,  [193]  1597  ;  add.  el.   1769,  1783  ; 

Consid.  add.  d.  1901 

MoNTAQTJ,  Right  Hon.  Lord  R.  (Vice  Pre- 
sident   of  the   Committee   of   Privy 
Council  for  Education),  JSutUtngdon- 
shire 
Art  Catalogue,  Publication  of  the,  [190]  1218, 

1219 
Cattle  —  Importation  of  Foreign,  [190]  335  ; 
[191]   1149;    [193]   18,    115,    424,    1758; 
—From  Africa,  [193]  909 
Cattle  Phigue,  [190]   92,   105;   [191]   1578; 
[193]  1755 
Compensation  for,  [J93]  1288 
Outbreak  in  Berwickshire,  [190]  419  ; — In 

Norfolk,  1226  ;— Abroad,  [193]  1715 
Returns,  [190]  1287 
Cattle  Trade,  Foreign,  [193]  1753 
Contagious  Diseases,  [190]  1286,  1889 
Education — Report  of  Council,  [193]  608 
Reyised  Code,  [193]  952 
Technical,  [190]  1813  ;— Mr.  Whitworth's 
Endowment,  [191]  700 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  [193]  1998 
English  Porcelain  at  Bow,  [190]  1888 
Etwall  and  Repton  Corporation,  [190]  1228 
France— Paris  Exhibition  Purchases,  [190]  167; 

[191]  357 
Infectious  Dlseasei,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[191]  2010 
Latymer's  Charity,  Edmonton,  [19a]  953 


HoHTAou,  Right  hon.  Lord  R.— «Ofi#. 

Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Leat^ 

[190]  636;    2R.  692;   [192]     1178;    Rcl 

1469;  •Gomm.  [193]  103.    139,  14«,  1»7. 

1298. 1331  ;  Preamble,   1537  ;  d.  3,  15M, 

Amendt.  1537  ;cl.  8,1538,  1539,  15iO,  1749, 

1762,  1771,  1775 
Parish  Mortuaries,  [193]  516 
Pri^y  Council,  Medical  Offioer  of  the,  [190' 

1812 
Sale  of  Poisons,  Ae.  Gomm.  d.  16,   AmemJt 

[193]  1215  ;  el.  17,  1317  ;  add.  d,  1318; 

Amendt.  1219 
Schools  Ini^uiry  Gommission,  [1933  103 
Scienti6c  Instruction,  Motion  for  a  Committte, 

[191]  177 
Scientific  Instruction  in   Foreiga    GooBfarisi, 

[193]  1560 
Sheep,  Foreign,  Importation  of,  [193]  138T: 

—  Small  Poz   among  Sheep  in  Scfaksv^- 

Holstein,  1828 
Small  Poz  Hospital,  [193]  1561 
Supply— Education,  Public,  [193]  1134,1139. 
1156,1160;  Report,  1607 
Science  and  Art,  [193]  1161,  1165,  1168, 
1169,1171,1172 
Vaccination  —  Small-poz  at  Wodwieh,  [191^ 
701 

MoNTGOMBBY,    Sir  G.   G.   (Lord  of  ti» 
Treasury),  Peehles$hire 
Representation  of  the  People  (SootUnd^  ( 
el.  10,  [193]  986 


MoKTROsE,  Dake  of  (Postmaster  Oeneral) 
Electric  Telegraphs,  2R.   [193]  1693,   17M; 

Comm.  18  U;  SR.  1895 
Ministerial    Ezplanation  —  Publio    TTniiiw. 

[193]  578,  579 
Postal — Communication  with  the  Eui— Kev 

Contract,  [190]  157 

Moke,  Mr.  R.  J.,  Shropshire,  S. 
Local  Rating,  Motion  for  a  Committee*  [loal 

U98 
Turnpike  Tolls,  [191]  U61 

MoERis,  Mr.  G.,  Oahoay  Bo. 
Ecclesiastical  Titles,  2R.  [192]  1606 
Ireland— Customs  Department,  Board  of  Tra^ 

[193]  426 
Royal  School  of  Banagher,[X93]  102 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  2R. 
[191]  1959  ;  Comm.  c^.  18,  [192]  1589, 1599, 
1591. 1594 ;  add.  d.  1778, 1782, 1789 
Supply— Public  Buildings  (Ireland),  [19a]  404 

M0BEI8ON,  Mr.  W.,  Plymouth 
Boundary,  Comm.  [19a]  286 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotioet  at 

Elections,  Comm.  el.  1,  [193]  681,  689 
Metropolis  Gas,  2R.  [191]  798 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  [xosl  1567. 

1570  ^ 

Postal— Cape  MaU,  [193]  1180 
Weights  and  Heasures  (Metrlo  System).  SR. 

[191]  203  ^ 


HOR       MUN        (SESSION    1867-8}         HUB         NAY 

190— 191— 1 91^1 93  < 

Murder  Law  Amendment  Bill 

Qaestion,  Mr.  Ewarfc ;   AnBwer,  Mr.  Gathome 
Hardj  Feb  20,  [190]  089 


Mortgages^  Taxation  of 

Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Salomon!;  AnBwer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exoheqaer  July  31  > 
[193]  1944 


MowBEAT,    Right    Hon.    J.    R.    (Jadge 
Advocate  General),  Durham  City 
Coontj  Financial  Boardi,  2R.  Amendt.  [191] 

1558 
Dean  and  Chapter  of  Westminster,  Eitatet  of 

the.  [190]  641 
Ecclesiastical    Commissioners  —  Benefice    of 

Kilpeo,  [101]  701 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Coan- 

cil»  Comm.  [191]  1196  ;  d.  \,  1201 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  \, 

[loi]  1512 
Lambeth  Library,  [190]  603 
Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  1796 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  [193]  1637 ;  cl.  21, 

[193]  814 


Ximicipal  CorporationB  (MetropoliB)  Bill 

{Mr,  Mill,  Mr,  Thomas  Bughes,  Mr.  Tamline, 

Mr,  BwOon,  Mr.  Layard) 

€,  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr,  J.  Stuart  Mill)  May  5, 

[191]  1859  ;   after  short  debate.  Bill  ordered 

Bead  1«  *  May  7  [BiU  105] 

MoTcd,  "That  the   Bill    be    now  read   2«" 

June  17,  [19a]  1730 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  now  "  and  add  *<  upon 
this  daj  three  months "  {Mr,  BerUin&t) ; 
Question,  "That  'now,'  4c.;"  after  short 
debate.  Debate  adjourned 
Debate  resumed  June  30,  [193]  419;  after 
short  debate.  Question  put,  and  nesatiTed; 
words  added  ;  main  Question  put,  and  agreed 
to  ;  Bill  put  off  for  three  months 

Mmiicipal  Eleotdoiui  (Scotland)  Bill 

( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Secretary  Oaihome 
Hardy) 
e.  Ordered*  June  16 

Read  V  •  June  24  [Bill  189] 

Read2«*  /un«  29 

Committee  • ;  Report  Julv  6  [Bill  211] 

Committee* ((mr#-«<wim.; ;  Report  July  18 

Considered  *  July  14 

Read  3«  *  July  15 
l.  Read  l^*  {The  Lord  CUnton)  July  16 

Read  2*  •  July  20  (No.  263) 

Committee  *  July  21 

Report  •  July  23  (No.  276) 

Read  3** /tt^  24 

Rojal  Assent  July  31      [31  4  32  Viet.  c.  108] 

Hnnicipal  Bate  (Edinbnrgh)  Bill 

{Mr,  M'Laren,  Mr,  Dunlop,  Mr,  Baxter) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«*  April  29  [Bill  99] 

Eie&d  2^*  June  10 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  17 

Read  S**  *  June  18 
I,  Read  l^*  {The  Duke  of  Argyll)  June  19 

Read  2*  •  June  23  (No.  167) 

Committee  *  ;   Report  June  25 

Read  3**  June  26 

Ro/al  Assent  July  13    [31 4  32  Vkt.  0. 42] 


Mttbpht,  Mr.  N.  D.,  Cork  City 

EsUblished  Church  (Ireland).  2R.  [193]  777 
Grand  Jurj  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  211 
Industrial  Schools  (Ireland),  Comm.c{.  11,  [191] 

222 
Ireland — Catholic  Uniyersitj,  [193]  955 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

el,  3,  [193]  1584 ;  d.  18, 1589, 1592 ;  el,  20, 

1596 ;  Consid.  add.  d,  1906 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland),  2R.  [190] 

1145 


Musioy  Royal  Academy  of^  Grant  to  the 
Question,  Mr.  Otwaj  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
June  18,  [193]  1753 


Mutiliy  Bill  (^'  Dodson,  Sir  John  Pakington, 

The  Judge  Advocate  Oeneral) 
e.  Questions,    Mr.   Darby  Griffith,    lilix,  Otway, 
Captain   Virian,  Mr.  Sandfbrd  ;    Answers, 
Sir  John  Pakington  Mar  17»  [190]  1815 
Ordered ;  read  l^*  Mar  24 
191]  Read  2o,  after  short  debate  Mar  26,  238 
.  Cfommittee  ;  Report  Mar  26,  321 
.  Considered  Mar  30,  556 
.  Read  3«,  after  short  debate  Mar  31,  573 
I,  Readl**  {The  Earl  of  Longford)  Mar  Zl 
Read  2«*  ;  Committee  negatired  ATpril  2 
R«ad3*»  April  B 
Royal  Assent  April  3  [31  Viet.  0. 14] 


National  Oallery — Appointment  of  Arehir 
iM(f— See  CowrU  of  Justice,  The 
New 


2fdtt4rali%ation  and  ^patriation 
Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster ;  Answer,  Lord 
SUnley  July  16,  [193]  1280 

Navy 

•'AehilUi*'  and  **  Minotaur,**  The,  Question, 

Captain  Maokinnon  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Hay 

7tity20,  [193]  1477 
Admiralty  Cireulart  on  Medalt  of  1847, 1848, 

and  1858,  Question,  Captain  Mackinnon  ; 

Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  July  21,  [193] 

1553 
Chatham  Dockyard,  Ropemahert  in.  Question, 

Mr.  Otway;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox 

July  20,  [193]  U78 
'*  Chichester,*'  Trainina  Ship,  Question,  Mr. 

Hayter ;   Answer,  Mr.  Oorry  Dee  3,  [190] 

542 
Coaling   H.    M,   Ships,   Question,   Mr.    H. 

Edwards,  Answer,  Mr.  Da  Cane  July  20, 

[193]  1481 
Dockyard  Commission  Report,  Question,  Mr. 

Childers ;    Answer,  Lord   H^ry  Lennox ; 

Hbr  13,  [190]  1595  "^ 
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Natt— «oirf. 

F.  Q.  CapUdvu^  Re$erv^  LUt,  Qaetiion,  0*p- 
Uin  Maokinnon ;  Aniwer,  llr.  OorrjJmie  8, 
[191]  1222 

**  Favourite,"  Floggina  on  Board  the,  QnettioD, 
Mr.  Serjeant  Uaaelee ;  Answer,  Mr.  Corrj 
Mar  23,  [191]  36 

French  Navy,  Monitcn  in  the,  QftmUon,  Mr. 
Seely  ;  Answer,  Lord  Ueory  Laonoz/iily20, 
[193]  1481 

Fuhtre  CotutrueHon  of  Ships,  Amendt.  on 
CommiUee  of  Svpply  Jukf  IS,  To  learo  oat 
from  *'  That,"  and  add  "  a  soiootifle  Inqmirj 
be  instUntod,  to  take  into  eonaideration  the 
leading  oharaoteristios  that  should  be  adopted 
in  the  future  oooatraetion  of  ihm  tassels  of 
the  NaT7"(A£r.  Seelv),  [193]  1111  ;  ^et- 
tion,  **  That  the  words,  Ao. ;  ^*  after  debate, 
on  Question,  A.  47,  N.  37  ;  M.  10 

x  OlatUm"  and  '' Hotsjywr,*'  Question,  Captain 
Maokinnon  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Oorry  May  21, 
[192]  651 

Oreenwieh  HotpilaX,  jrc,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Seelj ; 
Answer,  Lord  Henrj  Lennox  Mar  5,  [190] 
1114  ;  ObserTations,  Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane 
May  29,  [192]  719  ;  Observations,  Mr. 
Baillie  Ooobrane ;  Replj,  Mr.  Oorrj  June  5, 
1 184  2  Question,  Mr.  Seel/ ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Corry,  1185  ;  ObswTations,  Mr.  Baillie 
Cochraoa ;  Reply,  Mr.  Du  Cane  ;  debate 
thereon  July  17,  [}93]  ^887 

Iron -dad  Fleet,  The,  ObserTations,  Captain 
Maokinnon  ;  Replj,  Mr.  Corrj  May  11,  [192] 
19 ;  Observations,  Captain  Maokinnon  JiiUy  13 
[19^1107 

Iron  V€$8el$,  Captain  Roux*t  Sheathing  for^ 
Question,  Sir  George  Stuclej ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Corry  Ncv  28,  [190]  880 

Naval  Chaplaine,  Question,  Mr.  Eykyn ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Corry  Dee  3,  [190]  536  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Eykyn ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox 
July  I,  [193]  424  ;  Qnestion,  Mr.  Carnegie ; 
Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  Jvly  21, 15i7 

Naval  Commie$im$^Liit  of  Reserved  Cap- 
tains, Question,  Mr.  White ;  Ajsswer,  Mr. 
Corry  Mar  16,  [190]  1680 

Naval  Courts  Martial — Commission,  Question, 
Mr.  Stone;  Answer,  Mr.  Corry  Mar '9, 
[190]  1225 

Naval  Medals,  Observations,  Captain  Mao- 
kinnon ;  Reply,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  July  3, 
[1931667 

Navy  Estimates,  The,  Question,  Mr.  Childers  ; 
Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  Mar  24,  [191] 
14T 

**Resear€h**  and  the  ** Enterprise,"  Explana- 
tion, Mr.  Scely  July  2S,  [193]  1673 

Beserved  List,  Captains  on  the^  Question,  Mr. 
O'Beirne  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Hay  July  2, 
[1931  «2l 

Retired  Officers,  Qnestion,  Captain  Maokinnon ; 
Answer,  Mr,  Corry  May  4,  [191]  1693 

Royal  Dockyards — Iron  Ballast,  Observations, 
The  Duke  of  Somerset  Feb  24,  [190]  1038 
Motion  for  **  Return  of  the  Number  of  Tons  of 
Iron  Ballast  sold  from  the  Royal  Dockyards 
since  January  1867  ;  Amount  of  Money  re- 
ceived for  this  Iron,  and  paid  into  Treasury" 
{The  Duke  of  Somerset)  Mar  9,  1212 

•  (Pari  P.  No.  U5) 
Question,   Mr.  Baxter;  Answer,  Mr.   Corrr 
Mar  9, 1219 

leont. 
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Roml  Dockyards,  Amendt.  on  CommiiUt  of 
Supply  Mar  20,  To  leave  oat  from  "  That," 
and  add  "  in  the  opinion  of  tbii  Hoose,  tbe 
number  of  Dockyards  ought  to  be  diminiabed  " 
(Mr.  Graves),  [190]  2034  ;  Question,  **  Tbat 
the  words,  4o.  ;*'  after  short  debate,  AnModi. 
withdrawn 

School  and  Training  Ships,  Qaettioo,  Mr. 
Whalley  ;  Answer,  Lond  Henrj  Leanox 
May  5,  [191]  1785 

SheemessDocky€ard,(lvie8t\on,  Mr.  Knatebbiill- 
Hugessen  ;   Answer,    Lord    Henry 


Ju^  23,  [193]  1667 
Sheerneu  Dockyard  and  Old  Ships, 

Mr.  Pemberton ;  Answer,  Lord  Uenrr  Lennox 

/ti^  24,  [193]  1713 
Turret-ships,  Reports  on.  Question,  BIr,  Seelf; 

Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  July  2d,  [103] 

1666 
Turret  and  Broadside-ships,  Qaeation,   Mr. 

Seely;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  Juhii, 

[193]  1714 
Unarmoured  Ships,    Old,   Questioii,   Gaptaia 

Maokinnon  ;    Answer,    Admiral     Sejnov 

July  27.  [193]  1818 
Tenders  for   Coal,  Qnestion,   Mr.    HeadlaiB; 

Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  April  30,  [191] 

1575 
Wooden  Ships,  Motion  for  "  A  Uat  of  idl  the 

wooden   Line-of-battle   Ships  and  Frigates, 

together  with  amount  of  their  tonnage  aad 

horse-power;   their  original  value  put  toe, 

and  prioe  of  engines "  [and  other  Retans] 

{Captain  Maekinnon)  Mar  19,(190]  1952; 

after  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Keatb,  Mr.  C,  Oxford  City 

Army — Household  Brigade,  [193]  1944,  1945 
March  of  Troops  from  Aldershot  to  Sand- 
hurst,. [193]  1903 

Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Comm.  [iQal  439 

Bristol  Election,  [193]  1275, 1744 

Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  Cevm. 
[191]  1046  ;  cL  4,  Amendt.  1058 ;  odeL  cL 
1063 

Coal  Mines,  Regulation  ol^  [190I94I 

Oonpulsory  Church  Rates  Abclkion, 
add,  el/ji^o]  1429 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praetieee  at 
Elections,  Oomm.  d,  6,  [193]  74« ;  cL  17, 
1170;  cl.  26,  Amendt.  1171;  el.  47,  1372; 
add.ci.  1456;  Consid.  1631,  1642;  add,  eL 
1675, 1684, 1687 ;  Motion  for  AdjoomBMol 
1691  ^^ 

India— East  India  Civil  Servioe,  Ree.  ffoil 
1851  ^^^ 

Fort  William,  Cholera  at.  [19*]  714 

Irektnd  ^  State  of.  Motion  for  a  Commiltes, 
Amendt.  [190]  1314 

Libel,  Comm.  [193]  596 ;  cl  1,  605, 606,  608 

Life  Polieies  Nomination,  2R.  {190]  955 

Local  Charges  on  Real  Pivperty,  Res.  [193] 

Metropolis — Clerkenwell  Exple«loa,[i^]  1933 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market, 

ci'  3.  [<93]  1«87  ;  cl  3, 1759 
MetvopoUtan  Streets  Aot  (1867) 

Lords  Amendts.  [190]  662 
Mines,  Aocidsnta  in,  [193]  1504 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Umvenltist,  M..[f9|] 

ieotsk 
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NxATS,  Mr.  C— cont. 

Pim'i»  Captain*  Eleetoral  Addraai,  [193]  1480 
Poor  Relief,  Gomm.  d.  18,  [193}  1830 ;  Oonsid. 

add  d,  1908 
Prison  Miniiton  Act,  Ref .  [193]  882 
Public  Schools,  2B.  [190]  705;  Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee,  2068 ;  Be-oomm.  Amendt. 
[191]  1681, 1640  ;  eL  2,  Amendt.  1650 ;  el.  S, 
1658;    d.  6,  1925;  d,  6,   Amendt.   1930, 
1981 ;  d.  12, 1988;  <^.20,[i93]818;  c;*21, 
815 ;  add,  d,  824,  826 ;   Lords  Amendts. 
1907 
Begolation  of  Railways^  Gomid.  [193]  1785, 

1788 
Remission  of  Senteneet,  Melion  for  an  Address, 

[190]  564,  569 
Reipresentation  of  the  People  (SeotlandX  Oonsid. 

add.  d.  [193]  1444 
Supply — British  Bmbanj  Houses,  [191]  997 
Compensation — Explosion  at  Clerkenwell, 

[193]  1212 
Foreign  Ofikse,  [193]  1208 
Home  Office,  [193]  1202 
Portpatrick  Railway  Company  Compensa- 
tion, Motion  for  Adjournment,  [193]  1210 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  Comm.  [t93]  970 
Turnpike  Trusts,  Motion  fbr  an  Address,  [191] 

2021 
West  Indies,  Lords  Ameodts.  [193]  1887 

STiLBOv,  Earl 

Army  Chaplains,  Comm.  [193]  1898 
New  Forests-Deer,  <fec.  RemoTal  Act,  Motion 
for  a  Committee,  [193I 695 

Jfeuirality  CommUHon 
Question,   Mr.   Shaw-Leferre ;   Answer,  Lord 
Stanley  June  22,  [193]  1854 

NxYiLLn-GBurviLLB,   Mr.    B.,    Somerset' 

.  shire,  K 
Bristol,  Representation  of,  [191]  859 
Bristol  Writ,  [193]  675,  679 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.[i9i]  1555 
Established    Church   (Irehind},  Comm.  [191] 

1428 
India — Banda  and  Eirwee  Prize  Money,  [190] 

1008 
Local  Charges  on  Real  Property,  Res.  [193]  157 
Local  Taxation,  [190]  1086 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

Preamble,  [193]  1528 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

d.  8,  [193]  874,  875  ;  add.  0I.  1244 
Supply—Prosecutions,  [193]  500 

KiWDseATB,  Mr.  C.  N.,  JFarmekihire,  N. 
Abyssinia — Beke,  Dr.,  and  Mr.  Layard,  [190] 
649,   650  ;    Motion    for   Papers,    668 ; 
Amendt.  671,  674 
Expedition  to,  [190]  421,  429, 428,  425,  687 
Foreign  Office,  The,  [190]  616 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  84 
Agriculture,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [193]  588 
Army — Breeeh-Loadhig  Rifles,  [190}  144 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [193]  427,  434 
Boundary,  Conun.  [193]  268 ;  Preamble,  1279  ; 

ci.4,1427 
Bristol  Writ,  [193]  679 


NawMCMkn,  Mh  O.N.  ^'eoj^^ 
Burials   (Ireland),    2R.   [191]    1074,    1080  ; 

Comm.  [193]  1880 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  2B.  [190] 

1187  ;  Comm.  d.  8,  [191]  1056, 1058 
Church  Rates  Commutation,  2R.  [J91]  1585 
Churoh    Rates  Regulation,   2R.   [190]  1405, 

1406» 1412 
Coal  Mines,  [193]  1084 
Compulsory  Church  Bates  Abolition,  2R.  [190] 

970 ;    Comm.  c^  8,  1416  ;  [191]  89  ;    8R. 

101  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  207 
Eeolesiastioal  Titles,  Leave,  [190]  998 
Election    Petitions    and    Corrupt    Practices 

at    Elections,    Comm.   d,  10,    [193]  75^  ; 

Consid.  add.  d.  1682,  1685, 1690 
Electric  Telegraphs,  2R.  [193]  1808 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  941, 

1421  ;  Res.  1,  1521 ;   Res.  2,  1896,  1905, 

1918, 1922, 1928,  1940, 1947 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Leave,  [193]  288, 

315,  820,  821,  822 ;  IR.  328  ;  Comm.  1192  ; 

Amendt.  1197,  1210, 1211 ;  Consid.  1582 
*  Ireland,  State  of,  Motion  fi»r  a  Committee,  [190] 

1629 
Libel,  [100]  178 ;  2B.  Amendt.  810 ;  Comm. 

Amendt.  [193]  593,  598,  594;   d.  1,  606, 

608 ;  cZ.  8,  617 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[193]  1804, 1778 
Ministerial  Statement,  [101]  1722  ;  [193]  682 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  l/niTersKies,  2R.  [193] 

466 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  d.  8,  [193]  1422,  1424; 

cl.  6,  1611,  1613  ;  d.  8,  1614 ;  d.  10,  1878, 

1877 ;  d.  K,  1888 ;  Amendt.  1884 ;  •  Oonid. 

Amendt.  1912 
Prison  Ministers  Act,  Res.  [193]  879 
Promissory  Oaths,  Comm.  [193]  858 ;   d.  2, 

Amendt.  855,  856 
Public  Schools,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee, 

[190]  2052 
PubUo  Schools,  Re-comm.  [19s]  1688 ;  d.  8, 

1658  ;   d.  5,  Amendt.  1924,  1925  ;   d.  6, 

Amendt.  1926,  1927  ;  d,  14,  1987 ;  d.  20, 

Amendt.  [193]  812,  818;   Lords  Amendts. 

1906 
Registration,  8R.  [193]  721 
Registration  (Ireland),  Comm.  d,  82,  [193]  1499 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Comm.  d.  18,  [193] 

1788 
Remission  of  Sentenoes,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[190]  551,  571 
Repn»8entation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  0>niid. 

add.  d.  [193]  1904 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

d.  8,  [193]  879  ;  d.  9,  968 
Riots  at  Ashton,  Staleybridge,  Ac.  [193]  819, 

880  ;  Explanation,  927 
Roman  Catholic  Prisoners,  [190]  549 
Supply — Nonconforming,  dto.  Ministers,  [103*] 

2169 
Transubstantiation,  Declaration  against.  Mo- 
tion for  a  Paper,  [193]  1101 
Trent  Valley  Railway,  Accidents  on  the,  [190] 

781 


New  Forest  Deer  Bemoval,  J'c.  Act,  1851 
MoTed,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  Operation  of  the  14th 
and  15th  Viet.   Cap.   76.,  intituled    ••Any 
Act  to  extinguith  the  right  of  the  Crowa  LC 
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to  Deer  in  the  New  Forest,  and  to  give 
CompenMtion  in  liea  thereof;  and  for  other 
Pnrpoiee  relating  to  the  said  Foreet "  (  VU- 
ecutU  Ev€riUy)  Mof  92,  [193]  694 ;  after 
ihort  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 
And,  on  May  36,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows:  —  D.  Somerset,  E.  DoTon,  £. 
Doncaster,  E.  Romney,  E.  Nelson,  V. 
Everslej,  L.  Portman,  L.  Stanley  of  Alderley, 
L.  Helper,  L.  Northbrook,  and  L.  Fitiwalter 
Report  of  Seleot  CkNnmtttee  Jtdy  0 

{Fori.  P.  L.  No.  181) 

N€wfoundland^Grantt  of  Land  on  «'  The 
French  Coast " 
Petition  preeented  {Lcrd  Bought^) ;  short  de- 
bate thereon  May  32,  [193]  606 

New  Peers 
New  Peers  Introduced 
J%5— The  Right  Hon.  Sir  John  TroUope, 

Baronet,  Baron  KestoTen  of  Case- 

wiok  in  the  Oonnty  of  Linooln 
Sir  Brook  William  Bridges,  Baronet, 

Baron    Fitzwalter    of    Woodham 

Walter  in  the  Ck>unt7  of  Essex 
May  15 — Sir  John  Bonn  Walsh,  Baronet,  Baron 

Ormathwaite  of  Ormathwaite  in  the 

County  of  Camberland 
June  16— William  O'NeiU.  Clerk,  Baron  O'NeiU 

of  Shanes  Castle  in  the  County  of 

Antrim 
June  36 — ^William  Lord  Broagham  and  Vans 

(speoial    Limitation)   sat    first   in 

Parliament  after  the  Death  of  his 

Brother 
July  li — Alexander   Nelson    Baron  Bridport, 

Visooont  Bridport 
July  37— Sir  Robert  Cornells  Napier,  Baron 

Napier   of  Magdala  in    Abyssinia 

and  of  Caryngton   in  the   Connty 

Palatine  of  Chester 

Nw  10,  1867  —  Thomas  Legh  Lord  Bishop 

of  Rochester 
June  8,  1868— George  Augustus  Lord  Bishop 

of  Lichfield 

Sai  First 
Nov  10, 1867— The  Lord  Colchester,  after  the 

Death  of  his  Father 
jVov33— The    Lord    Fitzhardinge,.  after    the 

Death  of  his  Father 
Feb  13,  1868 — The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne, 

after  the  Death  of  his  Father 
The  Lord  Wrottesley,  after  the  Death 

of  his  Father 
Mar  5 — The  Lord  Aveland,  after  the  Death  of 

his  Father 
April  3 — The  Lord  Carington,  after  the  Death 

of  his  Father 
April  87— The  Duke  of  Northumberland,  after 

the  Death  of  his  Cousin 
May  7 — The  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  after  the 

Death  of  his  Father 
May  8— The  Earl  of  Ellesmere,  after  the  Death 

of  his  Father 
June  8 — The  Lord  Calthorpe,  after  the  Death 

of  his  Father 

iceni. 


New  Pdsrt— oont. 
June  33— The  Earl  of  Chfafen,  afler  the  Death 

of  his  Father 
•Time  35— The  Earl  of  Shrewsbury,  after  tbe 

Death  of  his  Father 


Dee  8— The  Lord  Elphinstone,  a  Representative 

Peer  for  Scotland,  in  the  room  of 

the  late  Lord  Polwarth 
Feb  14— The  Lord  Dunboyne,  a  Repreeeotative 

Peer  for  Ireland,  in  the   room  el 

the  late  Earl  of  Rosse 
May  7— The  Earl  Annesley,  a  RepreaentatiTe 

Peer  for  Ireland,  in  the    room  o£ 

the  late  Earl  of  Mayo 

Peh  li— Hamilton  Lord  Bishop  of   Kilzaore 

Elphin  and  Ardagfa 
Mar  81— Samuel  Lord  Bishop  of  Keath 

New  South  Wales^Treason   Felony  Ad 
Question,  Mr.  Maguire  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Addcrfay 
June  18,  [193]  1754 

New  Writs 
Issued  during  the  Recess 
Nov  10,  1867— For  Galway  Coanty,  v.  LoH 
Dunkellin,  deceased 
For    Bradford,   v.    Henrj  Wk^hssi 

Martin,  esq.,  deceased 
For  Rutland,  v,  Hon.  Gilhert  Heuy 
Heathcote,  called  up  to  the  Eonss 
of  Peers 
For  Leicester  County  (Southern  Diri- 
sion),  V,   Charles  William    Packs, 
esq.,  deceased 
For  Manchester,  v.  Edward  James, 
esq.,  deceased 
Ordered 

Nov  35,  1867— For  Thetford,  v.    The    Hoo« 

Alexander  Hugh  Baring,  Chibeni 

Hundreds 

Feb  18,  1868  —  For  Westmorland,   v.   Hod. 

Henry  Cecil  Lowther,  deceased 

For  Kirkcudbright,  v,  James  Maekie, 

esq.,  deceased 
For  Stoke-upon -Trent,  v.  Alexander 
James  Beresford  Berealbrd  Hope, 
esq..  Manor  of  Nortlistead 
For   Cambridge    UnlTersity,   v.   Sir 
Charles  Jasper  Selwyn,  knight,  one 
of  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peal in  Chancery 
For  Helston,  v.  William  Baliol  Brett, 
esq..  Solicitor  General 
Feb  31— For  Argyllshire,  v,  Alexander  Stm- 
thers  Finlay,  esq.,  Chlltem    Hun- 
dreds 
Feib  38— For  Northampton  County  CNorthem 
Diyision),  v,  George  Ward   Hunt, 
esq.,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Mar  12^  For  Huddersfleld,  t/.  Lientenant- Co- 
lonel Thomas   Pearson    Croeiand, 
deceased 
Mar  10 — For  Coventry,  v.  Heniy  Mather  Jack- 
son, esq.,  Yoid  Election 
April  ^-^For  Launceston,  t^.  Alexander  Henry 
Campbell,  Esq.,  Manor  of  North- 
stead 
For    Chipping   Wyoombe,   v.    Hod. 
Ciiarles    Robert    Carington,   now 
Lord  Carington 
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New  Wrii$^Or(hr0d-~ooni. 

AprU^O — Far  Coekermonth,  1;.   John  Steel, 
esq. » deceased 
Far  The    Parts    of  KesteTen   and 
Holland,  in  the  County  of  Lincoln, 
V.  Sir  John  TroUope,  baronet,  called 
np  to  the  House  of  Peers 
For  Kent  (Eastern  Dirision),  v.  Sir 
Brook    William  Bridges,   baronet, 
called  up  to  the  House  of  Peers 
For  Radnorshire,  v.  Sir  John  Bonn 
Walsh,  baronet,  called  up  to  the 
House  of  Peers 
For    Leominster,   v,    Hon.    Arthur 
Walsh,  Manor  of  Northstead 
April  21 — For  Grantham,  v,  William  Earle 

Welbj,  esq.,  Chiltern  Hundreds 
April  23 — Far  Bristol,  v.  Sir  Samuel  Morton 
Peto,  baronet.  Manor   of  North- 


Far  Stirling  District  of  Burghs,  v. 
Lawrence  Oliphant,  esq.,  Chiltern 
Hundreds 

April  29— ^or  Stamford,  v.  Viscount  Cran- 
bome,  now  Marquess  of  Salisburj 

May  lS-»For  Worcester  Count/ (Eastern  Divi- 
sion), V.  Hon.  Frederick  Henry 
William  Gough  Calthorpe,  now 
Baron  Calthorpe 

May  26 — Far  Dublin  City,  t;.  Sir  Benjamin 
Lee  Guinness,  baronet,  deceased 

June  18 — For  Stamford,  v.  Viscount  Ingestre, 
now  Earl  of  Shrewsbury 

July   8 — Far  Clitheroe,  v.  Richard  Fort,  esq., 


Ifew  Memberi  SuH>m 

Nov  10,  1867  —  Viscount    Burke,     €f<dway 

County 
Nov  20~Mathew   William    Thompson,   esq., 

Bradford 
Nov  29 — Jacob     Bright,     esq.,     ManchesUr 

[Affirmation] 
Dee  2— Thomas  Tertius  Paget,  esq.,  Leieetter 

County  {Southern  Diviiian) 
BeeZ — Right  Hon.  Edward  Stratheam  Gordon, 

Thetford 
Feb  18, 1868— Henry  Finch,  esq.,  Rutlandshire 
William  Lowther.  esq.,  Westmoreland 
Feb  18 — ^Wellwood    Hemes    Maxwell,    esq., 

KirhcudbripJitshire 
Feb  21— Right  Hon.  llobert  Richard  Warren, 

The  CoUege  of  the  Holy  Trinity, 

DubUn 
William  Baliol  Brett,  eso.,  ffelston 
Feb  24 — George  Melly,  esq.,  Stoie^pon-Trent 
Feb  25 — Alexander  James  Heresford  Beresford 

Hope,  esq.,  Cambridge  University 
Mar  S — The  Marquess  of  Lome,  Argyllshire 
Mar  9 — Right     Hon.     George    Ward     Hunt, 

Northampton     County     {Northern 

Division) 
Mar  28 — Edward  Aldam  Leatham,  esq.,  Bttd- 

dersfield 
Mar  27 — Samuel  Carter,  esq.,  Coventry 
4i9n7  20— Hon.  William  Henry  Peregrine  Ca- 

rington,  Chipping  Wycombe 
Henry    Charles  Lopes,   esq.,    ixzun- 

eeston 
iprt/ 28— Andrew    Green     Thompson,    esq., 

Cochermouth 
Viscount  Mahon,  Leominster 
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New  Mmh&ri  /9iMry>— ooni. 
April  80— William  Earle  Welby,  esq.,  ParU  of 
KestevenandJEfoUandtinthe  County 
ofLineohn 
Edmund  Tumor,  esq.,  Orantham 
Hon.  Arthur  Walsh,  Badnarshire 
John  William  Miles,  esq.,  Bristol 
May  4. — John  Ramsay,  esq.,  Stirling  District 
of  Burghs 
Viscount  Ingestre,  Stamford 
Edward      Leigh      Pemberton      the 
Younger,  esq.,  Kent  {Eaetem  Di- 
vision) 
June  i — Hon.  Charles  Geonre  Lyttelton,  Wor- 
cester County  (Eastern  Division) 
June  8— Sir  Arthur  Edward  Guinness, baronet. 

City  of  Dublin 
June  25— William  Unwin  Heygate,  esq.,  Stam- 
ford 
July  16— Ralph  Assheton,  esq.,  Clitheroe 

New  Zealand 
Alleged  Cruelties  tn,  Question,  Mr.  Gorst ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Adderley  July  18,  [193]  1108 
British  Beaiments  in.  Question,  Mr.   Gorst ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Adderley  Mar  20,  [190]  1979 ; 

ObserTations,  Viscount  Enfield ;  Reply,  Mr. 

Disraeli  July  8,  [193]  640 ;    short  debate 

thereon 
Defence  Corps  —  Grants  of  Land,  Question, 

Mr.  Hanrey  Lewis  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Adderley 

Mar  19,  [xoo]  1890 
New  Zealand  Medal,  Obserrations,  Sir  John 

Pakington  July  6,  [193]  760 

Few  Zealand  AssemUy's  Powers  Bill 

(Mr,  Adderley,  Mr.  Sdater-Booth) 

0.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>•  July  7  [BiU  216] 
Bead2«*/uly9 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  10 
Read8o»  /titylS 

1.  Read  !•*    {The  Duke  of  Buehinghwn   and 

Chandos)  July  18  (No.  247) 

Read2«*  July  17 
.  Committee  *  ;  Report  July  21 
Read  3*  •  July  28 
Royal  Assent  'July  31    [81  A  82  Vict,  c.  92] 

Few  Zealand  Company  Bill 

{Mr,  Adderley,  Mr,  Sdater-Boath) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  June  8  [Bill  156] 

Read  2«  •  June  10 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  12 

Read  3o  •  June  15 
/.  Read  1»»   (The  Duke  of  Buckingham  and 
Chandos)  June  16  (No.  154) 

Read  2*  •  July  20 

Committee*;  Report  Jti/y  21 

Read  8"  •  July  23 

Royal  Assent  July  81    [31  &  82  Vict.  0,  98J  ; 

New  Zealand  (Legislative  Conncil)  Bill 

{Mr,  Adderley,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l"**  June  23  [Bill  185] 

Read  2^  •  June  25 
CoDunittee  * ;  Report  June  29 
Read  3°  •  June  30 
I.  Read   1»»  {The   Duke  of  Buckingham  and 
Chandos)  July  2  (No.  197) 

Read2»»  July  7 
Committee  •  ;    Report  July  9  ^^  ^ 
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NicoL,  Mr.  J.  Dyoe,  EitHmrMtmhin 
Mia— BMk  of  BmiWij,  [190!   087»  ^661; 
[i9i]426,tM7}  [19s]  U71 
Telegraphio  CommsMaiion,  [191]  li58 
Scttlrad^Uv  ProMdlnn,  [190]  797 

Noil,  Hon.  G.  J.  (Lord  of  the  Treasury), 
Builandthire 
MttropoliUn  Foreign  Cattle  Mariiet,  OonuD. 
[193]  1843 

Non-Traders  Baakmptojr  dreland)  Bill 

[ax.]     ( Th4  Uarqmtt  9f  Ckmricarde) 
I  Prwented ;  retd  !••  ifor  10  (No.  88) 

Road  9^^  Mar2S 

Committea*;  Report  ifbr  36 

Reads**  Mar  SO 
e.  Read  lo  •  Apnl  28  [Bill  98] 

BiU  withdrawn  •Jti/s^  14 

NoBM AVBT,  Harquess  of 
NoTa  8eoUa— MoUon  for  an  Addreti,  [193]  701 

NoBTH,  Colonel  J.  S.,  Oxforthhire 
Armj  Estimatei— Land  Foroef.ri9i]  78 
Armj— Fortifications,  [190]  1937 
Manrltiui,  Fever  at,  [190  1888 
Superannuation  Allowances,  [193]  2188 
Armj— Controllerin-Chief,  Ref.1193] 928.943 
Army— MiliUrj  Edncation,  Res.  [191]  1882 
Army— Sale  and  Parchase  of  Commissionfl,  Res. 

[192]  644,  545,  547 
Army — Soldiers*  Orphans,  Motion  fnr  an  Ad- 
dress, [193]  1261, 1264 
Army— Warlike  Stores,  Res.  [193]  772 
Army  Reeerre,  Motion  for  a  Commission,  [19a] 

1968 
Knights  of  Windsor,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[191]  1976 
Metropolis— Public  Parka,  Flowers  in  the,  [193] 

1484 
MetropoliUn  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

Preamble,  [193]  1524,  1525, 1778 
Mutiny,  Consid.  [191]  558 
New  ZeaUnd— Forces  in,  [193]  642 
Norfolk,  Cattle  Plague  in,  [190]  1226 
Sheep,  SmaU    Pox   in  —  Schleswif-Holstein, 

[193]  1828 
Supply— British  Museum,  [193]  830 
Prosecutions,  [193]  409 
Worka,  Buildings,  Ac.,  [191]  290 

NOBO^HBEOOK,  Lord 
Army  — War  Office— Department  of  Control, 
[193]  1348 

NoETHCOTE,  Right  Hon.  Sir  8.  H.  (Secre- 
twy  of  State   for   India),    Dwim- 
ahtre,  If. 
Abyssinia— Questions,  Ao, 

Army,  BatU  to  the,  [193]  1756 
Correspondence,  [190]  1005 
Despatches,  The,  [193]  716,  717, 1565 
Estimates,  [191]  703,  1148,  1888, 
European  Subaltern  Officers,  [190]  178 
Foreign  Office,  [190]  629 
Erapf,  RcT.  Mr.,  [190]  180 
Mule  Dri?ers,  Alleged  Flogging  of,  [191] 
884 


I0«i 


NoBTBOon,  Rt.  hon.  Sir  8.  H*"  tomi. 

Route  fov  the  Bipedltien«  [190]  Ste 
Telegraphio  CooaawnieatiMi,    [190] 

[193]  718 
Volunteer!,  Bounty  to,  [190]  677 
Water  Supply,  [190]  541,  88f ,  889 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  68 
Army- Malt    Uqwn   for   Troopa    in    Iwfia, 

[193]  15. 16 
Army-Mmtary  Education,  Res.  [loi]  18W 
Beundaries  of  Boroughs,  Comna.  InstnietiOB, 

[193]  1011 
Bristol  Writ,  [193]  4«t 
Church  Rates  RegufaUion,  2R.  [190]  1400 
Compulsory  Church  Ratea  AboliUon,  Coob. 
d.  2.  [190]  1416;  el.  4,  1418,  1419,  14W; 
d.  5,  1424 
Election  Petitions  and  Cormpi  Praetiaea  si 
Elections,  Comm.  [191]  804;   c«.  I,  [193] 
663,  667,  679  ;  el  5. 2187  ;  d.  10,  [193]  74S 
Bleotrio  Telegrapha,  2R.  [193]  1334 
BstablUhed   Church  (IrelaDd),   Conun.  [191] 

786 ;  Res.  1933 
Goremment  of  India  Act  AmeDdmaiit,  Lsate. 
rioil  1201 ;  [193]  1567;  2R.  1600  ;  Cooa. 
1879  ;  el  1,  1888,  1890,  1891.  1893  ;  [153] 
610;  cl.  2,  858,  860,  862;  Withdrawal  d 
Bill,  1870 
GoTcmor  General  of  India,  [193]  1667  ;  2R. 

1602 
India— Questions,  ite. 

Architectural  Remains,  [190]  6S1 ;  [193] 

114 
Banda  and  Eirwee  Priae  Monay,  [190]  10S8 
Bombay,  Bank  of,  [190]  987.  1681 ;  [191] 
147,  432,  1223,  1224,  2057;  — Bei^ 
Agency,  [192]  1471 
Bombay,  Educational  Serrice  in,  [193]  426 
Bombay,  GoTernor  of,  [190]  652 
Bombay,  Municipal  Commiaaionerm,  [193] 

1755 
Bonus  Committee,  The,  [191]  361 
British  Rule  in,  [190]  731 
Budget,  The,  [190]  1680 ;  [193]  1670 
Church  Serrices,  [193]  1474,  1475 
Civilian  Judges  (Bombay),  [191]  1460 
Contract  Law,  [lOi]  147 
Currency  Laws,  Commission  on  the,  [190] 

1112,  1113 
East  India  Irrigation  and  Canal  Company, 

[190]  989.  990  ;  [193]  425 
East  India  ReTonne  Aooounts,  Comm.  [193] 

1887. 1867 
Finance,  [190]  1982 
Fort  William,  Cholera  at,  [193]  714 
Furiough  Regulations,  [191]  1576  ;  [193] 

1554 
Girls,  Sale  0^  [193]  1666 
Hyderabad,  [191]  1148 
Indian  Army,  Retirement  of  Field  Oflscfi 

of  the,  [191]  830 
Indian  Council,  [190]  642 
Indian  Nary,  Offloers  of  the  late,  [190] 

1981 
Indian  Serrice  Medals,  ri93]  1822,  1838 
Indo-European  Telegrapb,  [190]  520,  521 
Irrigation  Works,  [190]   646,  799,    890; 
[191 1  958  ;  Motion  lor  Papers.  [193]  638 
Kupurthulla.  Raja  of,  [193]  1104 
Madras  Irrigation  Company,  [190]  1078 
Mutiny  Medal,  [193]  305 
Religious  Prorision  for  Soldiera  in  India^ 
[190  868 ;  [193]  1757 ;  [i93]  806 
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NoBTHOOTBy  Right  hMU  Sir  8.  H. 

Sindh  Haflif»7»  The,  [190]  1981 
Surtej  of,  [193]  1105 
Iodia<-£a8t  India  Civil  Serrioe,  Rei.  [loi] 

1852 
India—East  India — Troops  and  VeMoIs  (Ahjrs- 

sinian  Expedition),  Ree.  [190]  359,  866, 880, 

891 
India^Irrigation  of  Poblio  Lands,  Res.  [191] 

958 
India — Metcalfe,  Sir  T.  J.,  Case  of,  Motion 

for  a  Committee,  [191]  1274 
India — ^Telegraphic  Conmiunioation,  [190]  1009; 

Motion  for  Paners,  [193]  158, 165 
Ireland — State  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [190] 

1663 
Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  1801 
Munioipal  Cerporations  (Metropolis),  2R.rio3] 

1740;  [193]  419 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  [191]  1681 

Pablio  Business,  [193]  1420 
PuUio  Schools,    8R.  [190]  770;    Re-eomm. 

[192]  1644;  cl.  8,  1653, 1655,  1656;  el  5, 

1657 ;  d.  6,  1929  ;  d.  7, 1988  ;  el  14, 1988  ; 

d.  16,  1939  ;  el,  20,  [193]  813  ;  ol.  21,  814, 

817  ;  add,  el  827 ;  Lords  Amendts.  Amendt. 

1904 
««St.  Abbe,"  SnrviTors  of  the,  [191]  260 
Suez  and  India  Submarine  Telegraph,  [190]  510 
Sapplj  —  Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]   198, 

225,  226,  279, 282,  298,  805 
Ways  and  Means-^Finanoial  Statement,  [191] 

1185 

NoBirooD,  l£r.  C.  M.,  Kingiton-^uf^f^Hull 
Admiralty  Jurisdiction,  [190]  175 
Cattle,  Foreign,  ImporUtion  o^  [193]  1284, 

1285  1286 
Cattle  Trade,  Foreign,  [193]  1750 
County  Courts  ( Admiralty  JurisdictionX  Conun. 

[192]  168.  169  ;  el.  4, 171 
Electric  Telegraphs.  2R.  [19a]  1808;  Comm. 

[193]  1588  ;  el,  15,  1601 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[193]  149,  1838,  1777 
Postal— India,  China,  and  Japan  Mails,  Res. 

[190]  458 
ReguUtion  of  Railways,  Conaid.  [193]  1785 
Wreck  Registers,  [190]  507 

Noda  Scotia — British  North  Awteriean 
Confederation 
Moved,  ''That  this  Ilottse  is  Informed,  by  a 
Petition  presented  on  the  15th  day  of  May 
last,  signed  by  86  out  of  88  Members  of  the 
House  of  Assembly  of  Noys  Scotia,  and  by 
16  out  of  19  Members  elected  by  that 
Colony  to  the  House  of  Commons  at  Ottawa, 
that  great  dissatisfaction  prevails  in  Nova 
Scotia  with  the  Act  passed  in  the  last  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament,  intituled  '  An  Act  for 
the  Union  of  Canada,  Nova  Scotia,  and  New 
Brunswick : '  And  that  an  humble  Address  be 
presented  to  Her  Migesty,  praying  that  She 
will  be  graciously  pleased  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mission or  Commissioners  to  nroceed  to 
Nova  Scotia  for  the  purpose  of  examining 
into  the  causes  of  the  alleged  discontent 
with  a  view  to  their  consideration  and  re- 
moval" {Mr,  Bright)  /tend  16,  [192]  1658  ; 
after  debate,  QueftioA  pat ;  A.  87,  N.  188 ; 
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Pttitien,  Postponement  of  Motion  (Lerd 
Campbell) ;  short  debate  thereon  June  18, 
[191]  1749 

Moved, "  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to 
appoint  a  Commission  to  proceed  to  Nova 
Scotia  for  the  Purpose  of  examining  the 
Causes  of  the  alleged  Dissatisfaction,  with 
a  View  to  their  Removal "  ( The  Lerd  Camp- 
bell)  July  6,  [193]  679  ;  alter  debate,  Motion 
withdrawn 

Pari.  P.— 
Despatches  forwarding  Representation 
sgainst  the  Union     .    .    No.  [4086] 


Oath  of  Roman  Catholic  Members 
Moved,  "  That  the  Cath  taken  by  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Members  previous  to  the  alteration  of 
the  Oath  on  the  80th  of  April,  1866,  be  read 
by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  "  {Mr,  FreviUe- 
Surtees)  April  80,  [191]  1582 ;  after  short 
Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived 

Oaths  Commission^' Legislaticn 
Question,  Mr.  Gilpin ;   Answer,  Mr.  Gatbome 
Hardy  JV6  17»  [190]  800— /2spor(  of  Com' 
ndtsioners.  Question,  Mr.  Hadfleld  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Qathome  Hardy  Nov  28,  883 


CBsntiTB,  Mr.  J.  L.,  Cashel 
Army — Questions,  &e, 

Malta  and  Gibraltar  Shields,  ri9o]  729 
Medical  Department,  [193]  le21 
Plymouth  Breakwater  Fort,  [190]  990 
Shoeburyness,  Experiments  at,  [193]  1426, 
1427, 1484 
Army — Control  Department,  Motion  for  Papers, 

[193]  1278, 1274 
Anny—Fortiflcations,  [191]  1456;  Res.  2021, 
2027,  2042,  2048,  2049,  2058;   [192]  112, 
113 
Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  1077 
Cattle,  ImporUtion  of  Foreign.  [19^!  494 
Customs  ]>Dpartment,  Clerks  in  the,  [193]  808 
Fines  and  Fees  (Ireland).  2R.  [100]  1238 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Irehind),  2R.  [191]  218 
Ir^nd— Questions,  Ac. 

Education,  Primary,  [193]  918 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  [190]  700 
Records,  [193]  804 
Tenure  of  Land,  [193]  1411 
Taxation,  Inequality  of,  [193]  1288 
Ireland— Dietary  of  Workhouses,  Res.  [193] 

1022 
Ireland — State  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[190]  1342 
Ireland — Writs  of  Error   in  Criminal  Cases, 

Res.  [193]  662.  664 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts,  [192]  518 
Military  at  Elections  (Ireland),  2A.  [loj]  415, 

416 
Navy— Captains  on  the  Reserved  List,  [103] 

521 
Navy— Iron-clad  Fleet,  Res.  [193]  1128 
Navy    Estinutes  —Steam    Maehioery,   [103! 

1154 
Postal  Servioe  with  the  United  States,  [190]!^ 
683  Digitized  by  LC 
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O'BuAiii,  BIr.  J.  L,^c(mt. 
Registration  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  Si,  [193] 

1513 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  [190] 

1206  ;  Leare,  1948 ;  2R.  [191]  1958 ;  Comm. 

el  8,  [192]  1585  ;   cl.  18,   1591  ;   Consid. 

1893 
Riots  at  Ashton,  ^.  [193]  1096 
Sopply—Poit  OfBoe  Packet  Serrioe,  [193]  8i5 


O'Bkiek,  Sir  P.,  JETinfs  Co. 

Abyssinia — Krapf,  Rer.  Mr.,  [190]  180 
Rassam,  Mr.,  Mission  of,  [190]  678 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  85 
Army — Questions,  Ac. 
Expenditure,  [190]  1687 
Promotions  in  the  Coldstream  Guards,  [191] 

1579,  1888. 1884  ;  [193]  931 
Shields  for  Malta  and  Gibraltar,  [190]  587, 

540 
Staff  Appointments,  [190]  106, 1223 
Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  1080 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Conmi.    [191] 

1870 
Fenian  ConTicts  at  Manchester,  [190]  115 
Fines  and  Fees  (Ireland),  2R.  [190]  1231 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  215 
Ireland — Questions,  <feo. 

Illegal  Processions,  [190]  677 
Irish  Church  ReTcnnes,  [190]  645 
Royal  Irish  Institute,  [193]  1214 
Spirit  Licence^ Duty,  [190]  488 
;t,  Messrs.,  ] 


SuUiyan  and  Pigott, 
of,  [191]  447 
tantile  Ma 


» Imprisonment 


Meroantife  Marine,  [190]  536 

Military  at  Elections  (Ireland),  2R.  Motion  for 

Adjournment,  [193]  175  ;  [193]  416 
Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  l74l 
Post  OfiBce— Case  of  A.  J .  Dufly,  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  [191]  1296, 1297 
Prison  Ministers  Act,  Res.  [193]  383 
Registration    (Ireland),    Comm.    el    1,  [193] 

1495  ;  cl  32, 1498 ;  el  34,  1509 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Consid. 

add,  el,  [ipa]  1904 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el,  3,  [192]  491 
Suez  and  India   Submarine  Telegraph,  [190] 

509 
Supply— Harbours  of  Refuge,  [191]  1002 
Lighthouses  Abroad,  [191]  1004 
Report,  [193]  1367 
Royal  Parks,  &o 


J.  [1921297 
Science  and  Art,  [192]  1166 


0' Conor  Don,  The,  Roscommon  Go, 
Fines  and  Fees  (Ireland),  2R.  [190]  1230 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  210 
Grand  Jury  Presentments  (Ireland),  Nomina- 
tion of  Committee,  [191]  101 ;  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  102,  238 
Industrial  Schools  (Ireland),  2R.  [190]  930, 

931 :  Comm.  [191]  218  ;  el  11,  221,  223 
Ireland — Spirit  Licence  Duty,  [190]  432 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

add.  el  [192]  1780 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland),  Leare, 

[190]  927 
Supply— Household  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
[193]  1207 


O'DoNOGHUE,  The,  Tralee 

Ecclesiastical  Titles,  2R.  [191]  1697 
EsUblisbed   Church  (Ireland),    Comm.  [191] 

1883 
Ireland—  State  of,  Motion   for  a  CominHfae, 

[190]  1612,  1620 
Ireland— Tower  of  Ardferi  —  Keny    Gr^ 

Jury,  [191]  208 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  CoaaL 

add.  el.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  [19s]  1894, 

1805 
Valuation  (Ireland),  [19a]  2186 

OoiLVT,  Sir  J.,  Dundee 

Land  Writs  Registration  (Sootlsoid),    Coul 

el  23,  [192]  1629 
Representation  of  the  People  (  Sootland),  Lean, 

[190]  825 ;  Comm.  el.  8,  [193]  484 ;  Coaai 

add,  el  1446 

"  OUver  Twist,**  Play  of-^The  Lord  Chm- 
herlain 
Question,  B4r.  Brady;  Anwer,  Mr.  Galhoni 
Hudy  April  8,  [191]  884 

O'LoGHLBN,  Sir  C.  M.,  Clare  Co. 
Bank  Holidays,  3R.  [190]  941.  952 
Bristol  Writ,  [193]  431 
Election  Petitions   and  Corrupt  Praetioss  tt 

Elections,  Comm.  c2.  5,  [193]  737;  d^ 

1374 ;  add.  el  1455  ;  Consid.  1817  ;  aii,d. 

Amendt.  ^677 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Comm.  e2.  15,  [193]  16(9 
Established  (Siurch  (Ireland),  Comm.  Ret.  1, 

[191]  1590 
Fenian  Convicts  at  Manchester,  [190]  130 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Act  Cao- 

tinuance,  2R.  [190]  808 ;   Comm.  add,  d 

038 
Ireland — Questions,  Ac. 

Catholic  University,  [192]  119 
Land,  Tenure  of,  [193]  1850 
Railways,  [193]  847 
Spirit  Licence  Duty,  [190]  433 
Ireland — Royal  Residence  io.  Motion  Ibr  sa 

Address,  [193]  846,  358 
Ireland— Writs  of  Error  in   Criminal  Caie^ 

Res.  [193]  655,  659,  666 
Knights  of  Windsor,  Motion  for  an  Addns^ 

[192]  1973, 1977 
Libel,  [190]  178  ;  2R.  306,  313  ;  [191]  664, 

671 ;    Comm.  [192]  592,  604 ;   d.    1,     0^ 

606  ;  cl  3,  610,  617  ;  [193]  471 
Libel  (Ireland),  Comm.  [193]  471,  472 
Marriage  Law  Commission,  [193]  1757 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market^  CoBm. 

c^.  8,  [193]  1770 
Parliament — Adjournment,  Motion  for.  fiail 

1743 
Parliament  —  Divisions  of  the   Honae^   Res; 

[193]  383,  386 
Peerage  (Ireland),  3R.  [191]  1559,  1564k 
Registration    (Ireland),    Comm.   [193]    1487, 

1490  ;  el  32, 1497  ;  el,  25,  ib, ;  el.  38,  0. ; 

el  33,  Amendt.  1501 ;  d,  84,  f6.,  1503, 1513 ; 

add.  d.  1514 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Comm.  add.  cl,  [193] 

1737 ;  Consid.  add,  d.  1786, 1787, 1791 
Representation  of  the  People  (IreUuid),  [loa] 


922 ;  add,  d.  1779,  I78O ;  OfxM. 
^^•^«?fgitized  by  Google 
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O'LoeHLBH,  Sir  C.  }£.^eont 

Supply— Chapter  Uoase,  WeptmioBter,  [^92] 
396 
County  Courts,  [T92]  502 ;  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 503,  504 
New  Palace,  Westminster,  [192]  397 
Nonconforming,  Ac.  Ministers,  [193]  2167 
Post  OflBce  Packet  Service,  [193]  845 
Public  Buildings,  [193]  292 
Royal  Parks,  <bc.  [193]  296 ;  Motion  for 

Adjournment,  311 
Sheriff  Court  Houses  (Scotland),  [193]  400 
Ulster  Canal,  [192]  404 
University  of  (ilasgow,    Motion  for   Ad- 
journment, [192]  401^ 
UniTersity  of  London  Buildings,  [193]  396 
Transubstantiation,  Declaration  against,  Mo- 
tion for  a  Paper,  [193]  1098,  1100,  1103 

O'Neill,  Mr.  E.,  Antrim  Co. 

Established  Church  (Ireland),   Comm.  [191] 
513 

Onslow,  Mr.  0.  J.  H.,  Guildford 

Surrey  Constabulary,  Dismissal  of  an  Inspec- 
tor of  the,  [1913571 

O'l^EiLLT,  Mr.  M.  W.,  Longford  Co. 
Army — Military  Uniform,  [192]  712 

Queen's  Regulations,  1868,  [193]  306 
Army — Military  Education,  Res.  [191]  1832 
Army — Sale  and  Purchase    of  Commissions, 

Res  J193]  540 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [191]  73 
Established   Church   (Ireland),  Comm.   [191] 

629 
Expatriation,  Law  of,  [190]  2003 
India —  Religious   Provision  for    Soldiers  in, 

[191]  262  ;  [193]  1757;  [193]  306 
Industrial  Schools  (Ireland),    Comm.  el,  11, 

[191]  222 
Navy  Estimates— Men  and  Boys,  [190]  1938 
Poor  Law  —  Gravesend  Board  of  Guardians, 

[1011704 
Puolic  Accounts,  Res.  [193]  131 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

cl.  18,  [192]  1695  ;  add,  cl.  1796 
Sale  of   Liquors   on   Sunday  (Ireland),  2R. 

[190]  1144 

OsBOKNE,  Mr.  K.  B.,  Nottingham 
Abyssinia— Foreign  Office,  The,  [190]  607, 609, 

610,  622,  625 
Army— March  of  Troops  from  Aldershot  to 

Sandhurst,  [193]  1828 
Army — Fortifications,  Res.  [191]  2032,  2041 
Boundary,  Comm.  [192]  276  ;  Preamble,  1290  ; 

el.  4,  1430,  1435, 1436 
Brougham,  Lord,  The  late,  [193]  1831 
Chinar-Embassy,  The,  [190]  1224 

Treaty  of  Tien-tsin,  [190]  1149 
East  India,  Troops  and   Vessels  (Abyssinian 

Expedition^,  Res.  [190]  401,  403 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  el.  14,  [193]  1008  ;  Consid. 

1634.  1643 
Established    Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191] 

634,  771 
Ministerial  SUtement,  [191]  1805, 1807 ;  [193] 

648 
Peel  Statue,  The,  Ret.  [19a]  2143 


OsBOBiTB,  Mr.  R.  B.'-eofU, 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm« 

add.  el  [192]  1795,  1796 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el.  9,  [193]  964  ;  add.  el.  1803 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190]  1864 
Supply — Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  239, 282 
Houses  of  Parliament,  [193]  301,  304,  305, 
309;  Amendt.  311,  312 
Ways  and  Means  [Income  Tax],  Res.  [190]  448 

Otwat,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Chatham 
Abyssinian  Expedition — Questions,  &o. 
Egypt,  [190]  1003 
Stores,  [190]  513 

Telegraphic  Communication  with,  [193]  718 
Abyssinian  Expedition — Foreign  Office,  The, 

[190]  614 ;  Motion  for  Papers,  673,  889 
Army — Questions,  dtc. 

Conveyance  of  Troops— War  Department 

and  India  Office,  [190]  337 
Hale's  Rockets,  [190]  514  ;  [193]  1106 
Household  Brigade,  [193]  1944 
Mortality  in  the  86th  Regiment,  Hauritini, 

[191]  37,  360 
Piiuwian  and  Austrian  Armies,  Reports  of 

Officers  with  the,  [193]  912,  1000 
Storks,  Sir  H.,  Appointment  of,  [190]  985 
36th  Regiment,  March  of  the,  [193]  1555 
Army — Sale  and  Purchase  of  ConoLmissions, 

Res.  [J03]  562 
Army— Warlike  Stores,  Res.  [193]  777,  779 
Army  Estimates,  [190]  1938 

Land  Forces,  Amendt.  [191]  82, 98  ;  [193] 
968 
Disfranchised  Boroughs — Totnes,  4c.  [190]  434 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  el.  5,  [193}  2192 
France,  Belgium,  and  Holland,  [193]  1940 
Government  of  India,  [193]  610 ;  Comm.  el.  2, 

860  ;  Amendt.  861 
India — Questions,  dec. 

Bombay,  Governor  of,  [190]  652 
East  India  Canal  Company,  [190]  990 
Irrigation,  [190]  646 
Marine  Mutiny,  2R.[i9i]99  ;  Comm.  Amendt. 

559 ;  Consid.  574 
Metropolis  —  Obstruction    of  Thorough&res, 

[193]  1042 
Music,  Royal  Academy  of,  [193]  1753 
Mutiny,  [190]  1815 ;  Comm.  el.  22,  Amendt. 

[191]  321 ;  Preamble,  Amendt.  326 
Navy  —  Ropemakers  in  Chatham  Dockyard, 

[193]  H78 
Navy  Estimates  —  Coast  Guard  Service,  [193] 
543 
Dockyards  and  Naval  Yards,  [193]  560 
Men  and  Boys,  [190]  1939 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  [193]  1570 

Dissolution  of,  [193]  1064 
Revenue   Officers  Disabilities    Remoyal,   2B* 

[193]  1352;  Comm.  1537;  [193]  404 
Supply— British  Embassy  Houses,  [191]  990, 
993,  996 
Establishments  of  China,  Japan,  and  Slam, 


[1931670 
loyal  Fa 


Royal  Palaces,  [191]  1007 
Volunteer  Corps,  [191]  272 
Works,  Buildings,  Ac.  [191]  288 

Totnes,  Mo.  Writs,  3R.  [190]  546 

Turkey — Embassy  House,  (Jonstantinople,  [193] 
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OmsTom,  Lord 
Army — OfgaBisati<m  of  the  Reterrwl  F«roet, 

[193]  1858 
Bankruptoy  Act  AiiieiidiiMQt»  9H.  [193]  867 
Cdvrta  oT  Juitioe,  New,  [199]  1848 
Electric  Telemphi,  2R.  [193]  1700 
Metropolis  ~  National  Gallery,  [19a]  98 
Monetary    Conferenoe    (Paris),    Addreu    for 

Papers,  [192]  100 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  d.  92,  [193]  040 
Public  Schools,  Comm.  cl,  18,  [193]   1687; 

Report,  1701, 1708 
Ritual,  Reports  of  the  Commission  on,  [19a] 

837,  840 
Vagrancy — Guildford  Union,  Motion  for  Cor- 
respondence, [193]  98 


Oxford  and  CamMdge  UiiiTersitieB  Bill 

{Mr,  CoUridgi,  Mr.  Bouver%4,  Mr,  OraaU  Duff) 

0.  Resolution  in  Committee ;  Bill  ordered ;  read 
!•  Fth  18,  [190]  926 

Mo^ed,  <*  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2o " 
Mfxy  18,  [192!  209 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  '*  now "  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  six  months  "  {Mr.  Walpole) ;  Ques- 
tion, **  That  <  now,'  Ao. ;"  after  short  debate. 
Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  July  1,  [193]  426;  after 
long  debate.  Question  put,  A.  198,  N.  140  ; 
M.  59  ;  main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ; 
BiU  read  2^  [BiU  30] 

Bin  withdrawn*  J«lp2i 


OxfOBD,  Bishop  of 
Army  Chaplains,    Comm.  [192]    1888,  1898, 

1467 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  [191] 

1184;  Comm.    [193]    604;    Report,  el.  7, 

Amendt.  896  ;  ei.  8,  898,  901,  902 
Consecration  of  Churchyards  Act  Amendment, 

2R.  [192]  507,  809  ;  Comm.  d.  1,  898 
District    Church     Tithes   Aet    Amendment, 

Comm.  [193]  1168 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  [192]  1921  ;  2R. 

[193]  192,  198 
fleuth  Aflic»— Motion  for  a  Paper,  [193]  598 


Qyiter  and  XuMel  Fisheries  Bill 

(Mr.  Stephen  Cave,  Mr,  SclcOer-Booth) 
c.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr,  Stephen  Cave)  Har  9, 


[190]  1280 
Bill  orde 


[BUI  54] 


I  ordered  ;  read  I**  • 
Read  2<»»3fer  16 
Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  28 
Read  30  •  ifor  26 
I,  Read  1»»  {The  Duke  of  Richmond)  Mar  27 
Read  2»  •  Apnl  24  (No.  58) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  30 
Read  8**  May  1 
Royftl  Assent  May  29  [81  Vict,  0.  9] 


Paget,  Mr.  T.  T.,  L&iceHm'ihire,  8^ 
Ooonty  Finaneial  Boards,  2R.  [191]  ISK 
MetropoUUn  Foreign  Cattle  Market, 

[193]  1296 
Scientific  Instruction,  Motion  for  a  Oommlttes^ 

[191]  184 
Turnpike  Trusts,  2R.  [192]  im 

PiiOKOTOir,  Eight   Hon.  Sir  J.    S.    (Se- 
cretary of  SUte  for   War),   Dmf- 
wich 
Abyssinian  Expedition— <iiieetioci«,  Iw. 


Cameren»  Consul,  [190IIO4 

Contract  with  Messrs.  WetlMreU,  [190]  9» 

Mules,  Porchase  of,  in  AbyanBia,   [190] 


1228 
Btores,[i9o]513 
Army — Questions,  4c. 

Ammunition,  Storing  o£^  [193]  1 106 
ArtiUery,  Colonels  in  the,  [193]  1922 
Artillery  Officers,  Retirement  of,  [190]  Illfi; 

[193]  1821 
Artillery  Practice  at  Portsmoatb,  dke.  [lojC 

518,  720,  910,  1668 
BaU  Cartridges,  [191]  2069  ^— Bijunftein 

of,  [193]  1668 
Breech  -  Loading  Rifles,  [190!    148,  141, 

1225 
Brooke,  CapUin,  Case  of,  [19a]  1855, 18M, 

2134 
Cavalry  Eolistment,  [190]  1453 
Cavalry  Uniforms,  [1931 1111 
Clothing,  Tenders  for,  [190]  990 
Commissions,  [391]  858 
Conversion  of  Guns,  [190]  430 
Conveyanoe  of  Troops — War  Departmeat 

and  India  Office,  [190]  337,  339,  421, 

511 
Cooking  Apparatus,  [191]  257,  468 
Curraffh  Camp,  [100]  163 
Daily  Payment  ofMen,  [191]  363 
Defective  Ammunition,  [192]  654 
Depots,  Officers  in  Command  of,  [193]  1 180 ; 

[193]  818 
Distinguished  Service  Majors,  [190]  733, 

T9o 
Employment  of  Soldiers,  [193]  1483 
Engineer  Department,  Clerka  in   the.  [msI 

1125 
Floating  Obstruction  Committee,  [19a]  ISSl 
Fortifications,  [190]  1983,  1937  ; — sit  CkO- 

ham,  1222  ;  [191]  1456, 1457;  [191]  113; 

[193]  1817  "^^ 

Gibraltar  and  Malta  Shields,  [1  ool  164. 538. 

540,729,1457  ^  ^j    ^^^ 

Gunnery  Experiments,  [193]  1477 
Hale's  RookeU,  [1903514  ;  [193]  ll#7 
HoQsefaold  Brigade,  [193]  1944 
India,  Transport  of  Troops  to,  [193]  111 
Invalid  Officers  from  India,  [193]  1160 
Knapsacks  for  the  Troops,  [193]  1827 
Majors  in  Cavalry  Regiments,  [190]  648 
March  of  Troops  from  Alderahot  to  Sttd- 

hurst,  [193]  1828,  1902,  1903 
Mauritius,  Fever  at,  [190]   798,  16M;— 

Mortality  in  the  86th  Regineiit,  fzoi 

87. 860,  1461, 1888  ;  [193]  302  ^ 

Medical  DepartoMnt,  [193]  1822 
Military  Expenditure,  [193]  909,  910;— 

Increase  of,  954 
Military  Prisons,  [191]  89  t 

MilitM7  Unifono,  [193]  f «)  Q  Ic 


{  SESSION   1867-8) 
19^— 191*— 19»— 1^ 


PAE       PAR 


PAKnroTON,  Right  hon.  Siir  J.  6 

MUitU  (ioMrterautsUrt,  [19s]  ISM,  1766, 

1767 
Musketry  Imirnotors,  Pajment  of,  [193] 

817 
NoD-combfttant  OIBoert,  [195]  606 
Non-parohaae  Corps,  Report  of  Sekat  Com- 

mittM,  [190]  336  ;  [191]  1866 
Offioert  holding  Civil  Appointmentf,  [191] 

1333 
OrdnMioe    Committee,   Report  of,   [190] 

1466 
Ordnanoe  Sanrey  Mapt,  [193]  1921 
Perth  Barraoks,  [190]  329,  330 
PljmoQtb  Breakwater  Fort,  [190]  991 
Preaching  in  the  Army,  [193]  1923 
Promotion,  [190]  1887 ;— in  the  C<^ftream 

Guards,  [191]  1679,  1883 
Prussian  and  Austrian  Armies.  Reports  of 

Offieers  with  the,  [193]  919,  1000 
Queen's  Regulations,  1868,  [193]  306 
ReserTO  Foroes,  [191]  1787 
Kifled  Ordnance— Studded  Shot,  [193I  961 
Rockets,  Manufacture  o^  [190]  614  ;  [193] 

1107,  U76 
Royal  Military  College,  [190]  1694 
7th  Surrey  Volunteers,  [193]  1824 
Shoeburyness    Experiments,  [190]    1814; 

[193]  1436, 1439 
Shoeing  Horses  —  M.  Charlier's  method, 

[193]  1817 
Shorncliffe  Camp,  [193]  301 
Suff  Appointments,  [190]  107,  1223 
Staff  Officers  of  Pensioners,  Senior,  [193] 

1923 
Storehouses  for  the  War  Offioe,  [193]  1826 
Storks,  Sir  H.,  Appointment  of,  [190]  986 
Subordinate  Officers  in  the,  [192]  960,  961 
36th  Regiment,  March  of  the,  [193]  1666 
Volunteer  Review  at  Windsor,  [193]  310, 

911,  1946 
War  Pepartment,  [193]  1182 
Wimbledon  Meeting,  [193]  1902 
Windsor  Cavahry  Barracks,  [193]  719 
Woolwich  Arsenal,  [f  Qi]  1466 
j^n&y— Administration  of  the.  Res.  [191]  2004 
Army— Control  Department,  [193]  811 ;  Motion 

for  Papers,  1270,  1271 
Army— ControUer^in.Chief,   Res.   [193]  930, 

937,  943 
Army — ^Discharged  Soldiers,  Employment  for. 

Res.  [193]  321,  322,  620 
Army— Fortifications,  Res.  [191]  2027,  2030, 

2039,  2061 
Army—  Military  Education,  Res.  [191]  1826, 

1831 
Army — Royal  Qun  Factory,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [193]  1066,  1266,  1260 
Army  —  Sale  and  Purchase  of  Commissions, 

Res.  [193]  670 
Army — Soldiers  Orphans,  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, [193]  1264 
Army— Wariate  Stores,  Res.  [193]  772 
Army  Estimates,  [190]  992,  1937, 1938, 1982, 
2061 
Administration  of  the  Army,  [193]  967, 

968 
Full  and  Half  Pay,  [193]  1279,  1280 
Land  Forces,  [191]  40,  79,  80,  82,  96,  98  ; 

[193]  621 
Military  Store  Department,  [193]  969,  960 
Miscellaneous  Services,  [193]  966, 966 


PAK        PAH 


Surveys,  [193]  962,  963,  966 


[wnr. 


Pakinoton,  Right  hon.  Sir  J.  $.- 
Army  Reserve,  ^se.  [193]  612 ;  Motion  iwt  a 

Commission,  1962,  1969 
Contogious  Diseases  Act,  [190]  798,  1813 
Goddard,  S.  A.— Petition  oi;  [193]  1264 
Ireland  —  Arbour  Hill  Garrison  Chapel,  [193] 

661 
Marine  Mutiny,  Consid.  [191]  674 
Mutiny,  [190]  1816, 1816,  1827  (  Comm.  d*  22, 
[191]  323  ;  el   32,  326 ;  Preamble,  326 ; 
Consid.  666 ;  Amendt.  668 
National  Board  of  Education,  [193]  1277 
New  Zealand  Medal,  [193]  760 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  [191]  Wl 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

add.elli^i]  1249 
Scotland— MthtU,  [193]  17 
Supply  —  Enrolled  Pensioners,  dm.  [191]  284, 
286 
Portpatrick  Railway  Company  Compensa* 

tion,  [193]  1211 
Volunteer  Corps,  [191]  278,  280, 281 
Works,  Buildings,  <bc.  [191]  286,  291,  292, 
294,  296 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.  1,  [191]  1749, 
1760, 1762, 1763,  1769, 1760,  1769, 1770 


Palk,  Sir  L.,  Devonshire,  S. 

Army— Conveyance  of  Troops — War  Depart- 
ment and  India  Office,  [190]  338 

Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Comm.  [193]  434 

Elei^ion  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Comm.  d,  46,  [193]  1370 

Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 
[193]  1841 

Railways,  Res.  [190]  1886 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
el.  3,  [iQ3]  490 ;  el,  8,  860,  873 ;  Amendt. 
894 ;  <uUi,  el,  1246 

Riots  at  Ashton,  Staleybridge,  Ac.  [193]  821 

Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190]  1870 


Palmer,  Sir  B.,  Riohmond 

Boundary,  Comm.  Preamble,  [193]  1282 

Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 
d.  4,  [190]  1417,  1418,  1419,  1421 ;  d,  6, 
1423,  1424  ;  el.  6,  1426  ;  el  7, 1426  ;  cl  8, 
1427;  add,  d,  1428;  Consid.  1830 ;  Re-comm. 
add.  el  2063,  2064  ;  3R.  [191]  206 

County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction),  2R. 
[190]  1828 

CourU  of  Justice,  New,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [193]  333 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Leave,  [190]  712  ;  Comm.  el  6, 
[193]  2186  ;  el,  6,  [193]  789 ;  d.  10,  747 ; 
el  46, 1180 ;  add.  d.  1381,  1386 

Expatriation,  Law  of,  [190]  2006 

Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 
el  3,  [193]  1770, 1771 

Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amendment, 
Comm.  c/.  l,[i9o]  411 

Victoria — Despatches  from,  [193]  926 


Pamphlets,  Exemption  of  Small,  from  Se- 
curitff 
Question,  Mr.  Craufurd ;  Answer,  The  Attor- 
ney General  Mar  20,  [190]  1974  "^qqqJp 


PAR         PAR 
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Pariih  MbrhtarUi 
QoMiioD,  Mr.  Ooddard;  Annr«r,  Lord  Robert 
Montago  July  3,  [193]  616 

Parii  Unipenal  EwhUnHon,  1867— Pur- 
cka$si  far  SchooU  and  Science  and 
Art 

QoettioD,  Mr.  Layard ;  Answer,  Lord  Robert 
Montago  Nov  25,  [190]  167 

PjOLKiB,  Major  Windsor,  Suffolk,  W. 
Ooonty  Finanoial  Boards,  2R.  [191]  1655 
Election  Petitions  and  Cormpt  rractioes  at 

Eleotions,  Consid.  [193]  1631 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  [192]  1994 
Parliament  —  Adjonmment,  Motion  for,  [193] 

1748 

^atUanunt,  iWettins  of  ^t 

The  Session  of  Parliament  opened  by  Coiaat- 
siON  Nov  19,  [190]  1 ;  The  Lord  Chait- 
OELLOB  deliTered 

llfet  4taje0ts'0  tRnvi  ffitodotuf  Speecj^ 

LORDS— 

Annaiss  to  Hjr  Majbstt  oh  thb  Lords  Oom- 
MissioHBRs'  Spsboh  movod  by  The  Earl 
BaowKLOW  (the  Motion  being  seconded  by 
The  Lord  Htlton),  and,  after  long  debate, 
agreed  to,  NenUne  DissentierUey  Nov  19, 
[190]  6 

Hbr  Mubstt's  Abswbb  to  thb  Addbbss 
Imported  Nov  21,  [190]  103 

Chairman  of  Committses^The  Lord  Redes- 
dale  appointed,  Nomine  DissentietUe,  to  take 
the  Chair  in  all  Committees  of  this  House 
for  this  Session  Nov  19 
Aifpeal  ComimMtftf— appointed  Nov  19 
(Jfmmiiit€fw  Prtvi2^«— appointed  Nov  19 
SuXhCommittee  for  &e  JournaU — appointed 
Nov  19 


2drd  April,  April  3 
WhitiurUide  Recett — House  adjourned  to  Mon- 
day, 8th  June,  May  29,  [193]  1025 

BeHgnaHon  of  the  Earl  of  Derby ,  Ministerial 
SUtement,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbury  Feb  25, 
[190]  1095  ;  Question,  Lord  SUnley  of  Al- 
derley;  Answer,  The  Lord  Chancellor  Feb  27, 
1099 

Re'€on8tru€tion  of  the  MttM^y— Ministerial 
Statement,  The  Carl  of  Malmesbury ;  debate 
thereon  Mar  5,  [190]  1104 

Buiiness  of  the  Bouse 

Report  of  Select  Committee,  appointed  June  21, 
1867,  [188]  262  ;— Report  July  26  {Pari.  P. 
No.  259) ;  MoTod,  *<  To  agree  to  the  Report 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  Business  of  the 
House"  {The  fjord  Privy  Seal)  Mar  81, 
[191]  560  ;  after  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 
Prowies,  Use  of  Question,  Earl  SUnhope ; 
Answer,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbury  Mar  20, 
[190] 1954 

[coni. 


PiRUAianT— Lords— eoM<. 

Proviee—ResoUiUon,  Thai  the  foUowing  Oriflr 
be  added  to  the  Roll  of  Standing  Orders  : 
"  Standing  Order  XXXUa.  Ordared,  Tbat 
the  Praotioe  of  calling  for  Proxies  00  a 
DiTision  shall  be  diaeontinoed,  and  that  Tvo 
Days'  Notice  be  giren  of  any  Motion  for  the 
Suspension  of  this  Standing  Ordor  "  Maer  SI 
191]  PiifUe  Petitiont'-PrinUng  PetiHans,  AAer 
debate.  Resolved,  That  a  Select  Gominittee 
be  appointed  to  whom  all  Petitiofu  presented 
to  this  House,  other  than  Petitions  relatisg 
to  Prirate  Bills,  shall  be  referred,  with  Li- 
structions  to  the  said  Committee  to  direct  the 
printing  for  the  Use  of  the  Hoose  of  aseh 
Petitions  as  they  shaU  think  fit  (  The  Eari 

.  RusteU)Aprif2,  688 
And,  on  April  24,  The  Lords  following  were 
name<l  of  the  Committee: — M.  BaUi,  E. 
DcTon,  E.  Stanhope,  E.  Ganuuron,  £. 
Morley,  E.  Russell,  E.  Kinkberley,  V. 
Eversley,  V.  Hali&x,  L.  Clinton,  L.  Rades&le, 
L.  Colchester,  L.  Silchester,  L.  Lyredai, 
and  L.  Taunton 

Ordered,  That  the  Name  of  the  Lord  ] 
inr   a   Petition  shall   be   written 

.    3%  1,1685 

(iuesHom,  Notice  of,  MoTcd,  «  That  it  isezpe£- 
ent  that  Notice  of  an  Intention  to  ask  a  Qaea- 
tion  should  be  riren  in  the  Minntes,  ezeeet  ■ 
Cases  which  admit  of  no  Delay  "  (  2%e  Lord 

.  Privy  Seal)  April  2,  690 ;  after  short  de- 
bate. Motion  withdrawn 
MoTod, «  That  it  is  desirable  where  it  la  in- 
tended to  make  a  Statement  or  raise  a  Dis- 
cussion on  asking  a  Question  that  Notlee  of 
the  Question  should  be  ffiren  in  the  Ordsn 
of  the  Day  and  Notices^  {T%e  Lord  Cham- 

,  eeUor),  698 ;  after  short  debate,  MoCioa 
agreed  to 

CommiUeee,  MoTod, «  That  the  CcMnmittce  of 
Selection  are  desired  to  ezeroise  their  Dis- 
cretion in  oalling  for  the  Serrioe  of  Lords 
absent  from  the  House"  (The  Lord  iViry 
Seal) 

Amendt.  to  leaTe  out  from  {*'  Seleetioa ") 
and  insert  ("should  in  the  Ezeroise  of 
their  Discretion  call  more  frequently  tbsa 
at  present  for  the  Service  of  Lords  abecat 
from  the  House")  {Lord  Chelmsford); 
Amendt.  withdrawn 
Moved,  **  That  the  Absence  of  any  Lord  froa 
this  House,  except  for  sufficient  Reasoa, 
ought  not  to  prevent  the  Committee  of  Se- 
lection from  oalling  for  his  Senrioes"  {The 
Viscount  Bidifaz)  ;  Motion  agreed  to 
Reports  of  BiuSy  Resolved,  That  in  enteriag 
in  the  Journals  the  Reports  of  Bills  amended 
in  Committees  of  the  Whole  House,  the  only 
Name  entered  therewith  shall  be  that  of  the 
I/>rd  who  moves  the  Reception  of  the  Report 
and  takes  Charge  of  the  Bill  in  that  Stage 
{The  Lord Pnvy  Seal) 

PubUc  Stmn«f«— Ministerial  Explanation,  The 
Earl  of  Malmesbory  ;  debate  thereon  JmlvX 

[193]  m 

Ordered,  That  for  the  Remainder  of  the  Ses- 
sion the  Bill  or  Bills  which  are  entered  for 
Consideratiou  on  the  Minutes  of  the  Day 
shall  have  the  same  Precedence  which  Bills 
have  on  Taesdays  and^^hursdaysr /t<iy  SO. 
[193]  1475  Digitized  by  V^OOgle 
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CcnitrueHon  of  ths  House,  Mored,  "  That  the 
Select  Committee  appointed  on  28th  June 
1867,  to  consider  whether  any  and  what 
Arrangements  can  he  made  to  remedy  the 
present  defeotiTe  Constmction  of  the  House 
in  reference  to  Hearing,  be  re-appointed  "  ( The 
Earl  of  Carnarvon)  May  19,  [193]  510 ; 
Motion  anreed  to 
Andy  on  liay  10,  the  Lords  following  were 
named  of  tlie  Gonmiittee: — M.  SaUsbory, 
£.  Oamanron,  E.  Romney,  £.  De  Orey, 
E.  Kimberiey,  Y.  Eversley,  L.  Redesdale, 
and  L.  Somerhill 
Report  of  Seleot  Committee  July  10 

(Parh  P.  No.  136) 

Ofiee  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  cmd 
Office  of  the  Gendman  Usher  of  the  Black 
Jaod — Select  Committee  on,  appointed  and 
nominated  ;  List  of  the  Committee  Mar  17, 
[190]  1796 


PrivaU  Bills 

Ordered,  That  tliis  House  will  not  receire  any 
Petition  for  a  PriTate  Bill  after  Monday  the 
2drd  of  March  [and  other  Orders]  Feb  18, 
[190]  689 

Opposed  PrivaU  Bills,  Conunittee  appointed 
and  nominated ;  List  of  the  Committee  Feb  24, 
[190]  1070 

Standing  Order  Committee  on,  appointed  and 
nominated  ;  List  of  the  Committee  Feb  24, 
[190]  1070 

All  Petitions  relating  to  Standing  Orders 
which  shall  be  presented  during  the  present 
Session  referred  to  the  Standing  Order  Com- 
mittee unless  otherwise  ordered  Feb  24, 
1070 

On  Motion  of  the  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees, Ordered,  That  no  PriTate  Bill  brought 
f^om  the  House  of  Commons  shall  be  ruul 
a  Second  Time  afler  Friday  the  12th  Day 
of  June  neit  [and  other  Orders]  April  27, 
[191]  1303 

The  Easter  Recess,  Standing  Order  No.  179. 
Sect.  1.  suspended  ;  Time  for  Petitions 
extended  to  the  First  Day  on  which  the 
House  shall  sit  after  the  Recess  at  Easter 
April  2,  [191]  682 

Railway  BiUs^Inerease  of  Rates,  Mored 
to  resolTe,  That  no  Railway  Bill  that  pro- 
poses to  increase  the  Rates  now  payable 
on  the  ConTcyanoe  of  Goods  or  Passengers 
shall  be  read  a  Second  Time  until  a  special 
Report  from  the  Board  of  Trade  on  the 
Subject  shall  have  been  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  "  ( The  Lord  Taunton)  July  13, 
[193]  1067  ;  aSier  short  debate.  Motion 
agreed  to 

Standing  Order  No.  179.  amended 
Section  4.  That  no  Bill  which  proposes  to 
increase  the  Rates  now  payable  on  the  Con- 
reyance  of  Goods  or  Passengers  on  any 
Railway  shall  be  read  a  Second  Time  until 
a  Report  from  the  Board  of  Trade  on  the 
Subject,  made  after  the  Bill  has  been  read 
a  First  Time  in  this  House,  shall  have  been 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  July  15, 
[193]  1226 

YOL.  OXCIII.  [thibd  8EBIS8.]  ieont. 


The  Can 


PlBLIAlfBirT — LOBOS— COIt^. 

The  Statues  in  Westminster  Ball,  Question, 
Viscount  Hardinge;  Answer,  The  Earl  of 
Malmesbury  ;  short  debate  thereon  July  10, 
"193]  fi78 

.e  Canning  Statue,  Question,  Lord  Campbell ; 
Answer,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbury  July  20, 
[193]  1460  ;  July  23, 1664 

The  Parliament  Prorogued,  by  Commission,  to 
Thursday  the  8th  Noyember  next,  July  31 

COMMONS— 
MxETDro  07  TBI  Parliauxxt  Nov  19 

Thi  Lobds  Commissiorbbs'  Spbbch  reported; 
Resolution  for  an  humble  Addbess  thereon 
moved  by  Mr.  Habt  Dtkb  (the  Motion  beln^ 
seconded  by  Colonel  Hoeo)  Nov  19,  [190^ 
91 ;  after  long  debate.  Motion  agreed  to ;  an' 
a  Committee  appointed  to  draw  up  the  said 
Address 

Report  of  Address  brought  up,  and  read  ;  after 
short  debate,  agreed  to  ;  to  be  presented  by 
Privy  Councillors  Nov  20,  [190]  98 

Hbb  Majbstt's  Abswbb  to  thb  Appbbsi 
reported  Nov  21,  129 

Eitchen  and  Refreshment   Rooms  (House   of 
Cofniium«)»-Standing  Committee  appointed 
and  nominated  Nov  20,  [190]  103 
Report  of  Select  Committee  July  8 

{Pari  P.  No.  409) 

Controverted  Elections,  General  Committee 
of  Elections  appointed  Nov  20,  [190]  173 — 
Trial  of  Election  PetUions^Letter  of  the 
Judges,  Question,  Mr.  KnatchbuU-Hugessen  ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Feb  14,  728 

I^nting — Select  Committee  appointed  iVbt/  21, 
[190]  129 

PubUe  ^(wcuti^^-^  Committee  of  Public  Ac- 
counts nominated;  List  of  the  Committee 
i^«6  14,^ipo]787 

PubUe  Petitions — Select  Committee  appointed 
and  nominated  Nov  22,  [190]  163 

Business  of  the  House 

Order  of  Business,  Statement,  Lord  Stanley 
Dec  3,  [190]  546 

Easter  Vacation,  Question,  Mr.  Whitbread; 
Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  Mar  19,  [190]  1892 

Arrangement  of  Business,  Question,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  Mar  26,  [191] 
263 

Easter  Recess,  Moved,  "  That  the  House  upon 
its  rising  do  adjourn  until  Monday,  20th 
April ;"  Sflnisterial  Statement  (Ifr.  Disraeli) 
April  3,  [191]  826  ;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  agreed  to ;  House,  at  rising,  to  ad- 
journ till  Monday,  20th  April 

Progress  of  Business,  Question,  Mr.  Gladstone ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  May  18,  [192I494 

Derby  Day— Uouse  adjourned  till  Thursday 
{Mr,  Disraeli)  May  26,  [192]  925 

Whitsuntide  Recess^ Q,ueB\ion,  Mr.  Bouverie  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  May  26,  [192]  927 
House  adjourned  till  Thursday  ifay  29,  1045 

Public  Business,  Question,  Mr.  Torrens  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Disraeli  June  4,  [192]  1180;  Ob- 
servations, Mr.  Dillwyn  ;  Reply,  Mr.  Disraeli  J/> 
short  debate  threon  July  17,  [193]  141fl       >  ^^ 
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BmmfU  jftheBmm,  QwiitoivJIr.lioiriion ; 
▲nnnr,  llr.  Vknfik  ;  iAmU  MmU  ftberwn 
Jun4  U,  fjoa]  ll»67 

Morning  StUings^IUMoUed,  Tbfti  tbis  Hoaie 
4»  aeei  To-Mornoir  at  Two  of  the  dock, 
•nbJMt  to  tiie  RoMluiioos  oT  tho  ilTlh  daj  of 
May  1867(1^.  JHtrmM)  June  If.Ci^s]  1571 
RofolniioDa  {Mr.  Duraeli)  June  18,  [193] 
1758 

DissoluUon  of  ParUammt^Oeneral  EUctum, 
QuottioDy  Mr.  Sandford  ;  Aniwer,  Mr.  Dis- 
raoUifiiy36,[i9s]M4;  ^MKioB^Mr.  W.  E. 
Fontor ;  Answor,  Mr.  Pli^eli ;  debate 
thereon  May  39,  1059 

Orden  and  Formf  of  the  Houee 

Proeeedinge  in  CfommiUee  of  Supply,  Reiola- 
tioD  [9ih  Febmarj  1858]  reUtive  to  Pro- 
oeedingt  in  Committee  of  Supplj  read,  aa 
followeth  I — 

"  That  when  it  hat  been  proposed  to  omit 
or  reduce  itema  in  a  Vote,  the  (^ettion 
shall  be  afterwards  put  upon  the  original 
Vote  or  upon  the  reduced  Vote,  as  Ae  case 
maj  be,  witnout  amendment  **  April  81,  [191] 
1025 
Mored,  "  That  the  aaid  Resolntion  be  re- 
■einded  "  (Mir,  Ayrtm) ;  after  ehort  debate. 
Debate  adionraed 
Debate  returned  April  28,  li64 ;  after  short 

debate,  Q^eetlon  put,  and  agreed  to 
1.  ResoWed,  That  when  it  has  been  proposed 
to  omit  or  reduce  items  in  a  Vote,  the  Ques- 
tion shall  be  afterwards  put  upon  the  ori- 
ginal Vote  or  upon  the  reduced  Vote,  as  the 
ease  may  be 

3.  Resolved,  That  after  a  Question  has  been 
proposed  from  the  Chair  for  a  redaction  of 
the  whole  Vote,  no  Motion  shall  be  made  for 
omitting  or  reducing  anj  item  (J6*.  Chan- 
teUor  of  the  Ewekequer) 

Judicial  Businea  in  Ae  Eoute  of  Lords, 
Question,  Mr.  Labouchere  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gathome  Hardj  Mety  28,  [193]  953 

Members'  Seats  in  (Ms  House,  Obserratlons, 
Colonel  Greyille-Nugent ;  Reply,  Colonel 
Sykes  April  2,  [191]  697 

Orders  of  the  Day  on  TW^Aiyt— Resolved, 
That  upon  Tuesdav  the  7th  day  of  July  next, 
and  OTery  Buoceeaing  Tuesday  during  the 
present  Session,  Orders  of  the  Day  hare 
precedence  of  Notices  of  Motions,  the  right 
beinj(  reserved  to  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  of 
placing  GoTernment  Orders  at  the  head  of 
the  List  {Mr.  Disraeli)  June  15,  [193]  1570 

Standing  Orders,  Select  Committee  on,  nomi- 
nated ;  List  of  the  Committee  Feb  17,  [190] 
850 

Privilege — PvbUe  Petitions — Special  Report 
of  the  Committee  [28th  May]  read  (Mr, 
Charles  Forster)  June  18,  [192]  1750 
Order,  That  in  the  case  or  the  Petitions  to 
which  the  Report  refers,  they  do  lie  upon  the 
Table,  read,  and  discharged 

Privilege  and  Order 
Conunittee  for  iVivi2d^— appointed  Nov  19 
Production   of  Pubhc   Doeuments^^Oh§»mf 

tions,    Mr.    Darby    Griffith  ;     B/^j,    Mr. 

Layard  Dec  0,  [190]  066 

IctnU.     ' 


PaBLUMBJIT — CoMMOMi   <SII<. 

Itsterferemoe  ef  Peem  at  > 

Umbfertity  SUeUon,  QoeatMO.  Mr.  Wfai. 
bMiid;  Anewer,  Sir  W.  Btiriii^'liazwi^ 
Feb  17,  [190]  801 ;  Q»eelioD«  Mr.  CTnafM; 
Answer,  Mr.  DianeU  Mar  80,  19f5 

Fortne  of  ^  Hmse^  Obsfli  eatissM,  Mr.  Ikriy 
Griflthl%9S,[i93]71» 

Point  of  Order^CammitUet,  QmoaMtm^  QiAasd 
Frendi  s  Anawer,  Mr.  SpesJLer  Mmp  11, 
[19a]  15 

Bules  of  the  Eosm^AUumm  io  Debaids  m 
the  eihsr  Bouse,  Amendt.  on  OMBznittee  el 
Supply  May  29,  To  leave  4»Qt  front  «*That»* 
and  add  <'the  rate  of  this  Hoose,  'tUt  so 
Member  may  allude  to  any  Debate  in  tte 
other  House  of  Parliament,'  be  reacuaded" 
(1/r.  Darby  OnJiA),liQ22  1-077;  Qoesttoa. 
<*  That  the  words,  ibc. ;  ^  aflM*  short  deh^ 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Question,  Mr.  Darby  GriflHh;    Answer,  Ml 
Speaker  1^  5,  [191]  178C 

PrivaU  BiUs 

Board  Qf  Trade  BeporU,  Question,  Xr. 
WaldegraTO-LesIle :  Answer,  Ifr.  Stsfte 
Cave  April  8»  [191 J  831 

Committee  of  Setection,  nominate4;  list  tf 
the  Committee  JV6  21,  [190]  1011 

Private  Sill  Legislation — SUmdim^  Orisn^ 
MoTod,  '*That  the  Committee  of  Seieetiia 
may,  if  th^  think  fit,  refer  anj  PriTaie  BSi 
to  the  Referees,  instead  of  to  a  Conmite 
of  the  House,  with  power  to  the  Refciew  to 
inquire  into  Uie  whole  subject  mmtter  of  sa^ 
Bills,  and  to  report  them,  with  or  wifthoet 
Amendments,  to  the  Hoose  "  <lfr.  Dodseti)  . 
jPtf6  18,  [190]  862  ;  after  debate  Debate  sid- 
Jonmed  till  Tuesday,  8rd  Maroh 
Debate  resumed  Mar  11,   1797 ;    Qaestifla 

r'n  proposed ;  Amendt.  to  leaTo  out  frm 
word  *' may"  to  the  end  of  the  ^lastioa, 
in  order  to  add  the  words  **  refer  mnj  opposed 
Private  Bill,  or  any  Group  of  8uchBi]!i,ioa 
Committee  consisting  of  Four  Meonbers,  ud 
a  Referee'*  (Lord  ^o^Aom);  Qaesti0D,**TU 
the  words,  Ae.  ; "  after  debate,  Azo^idt.  a^ 
Motion  withdrawn ;  Moved,  *'  Thai  the  Ooa- 
mittee  of  Selection  may  refer  nnj  oppessd 
Private  Bill,  or  any  Group  of  such  BiUs,  to 
a  Committee  consisting  of  Four  Membwi 
and  a  Referee"  {Lord  Botham) ;  AmsndL 
to  leave  out  "Four,"  and  inaeK  «< Three ' 
{Mr.  MOsm  Oibsony,  QnesUon, '« That  ^ 
word  <  Four,'  Ac. " ;  A.  162,  N.  159 ;  M.  S; 
main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Standing  Orders  98,  95,  96,  and  97  NpeaM 
Jfor  17, 1811 

Standing  Order  181 ;  Consideratioa  isftiiifl 
till  Tuesday  next 
Moved, «  That  Standing  Order  131  (Compe- 
tition to  be  a  ground  of  loons  standi)  be  le- 
pealed  "  (Jfr.  Dodson)  Mar  94.  [190]  1^  ; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn ;  Pov 
Bonal  Explanation,  Mr.  Stephen  C«Te,  Sir 
John  Hanmer  ifor  27,  851 

Resignaiion  of  the  Earl  of  Derby — BGnisterial 
Sutement,  Lord  Stanley  Feb  25,  [190]  1097 

Re-construction  of  Ae  Jtftnisfry— IfiniateHal 
Statement,  Lord  Stanley  Feb  28, [190 j  1100 ; 
Ministerial  Statement,^>h'.  Dioneli  Maw  6^ 
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Cartoon*  in  We$tmn$ter  Hall,  Qaeation,  Mr. 

Monk ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  Mar  Id, 

[190]  1685 
CimftrmM   Room,    The^    QneefeioD,    Ookmd 

^■ench  ;     Answer,    Lord    John    Manners 

il|>ra23,[i9i]lU8 
Freicoes  in  the  Bonus  of  Parliament,  Ques- 
tion,   Mr.   Cowper ;    Answer,    Lord   John 

Manners  Jul^  7,  [193]  812 
New  Palaee  Yard^  Entrance  6y;  Qnestion,  Mr. 

Thomson   Hatnkey;     Afiswer,    Lord'    John 

Manners  Mar  6,  [190]  1150 

New  Palaee  Yard-^The  Peel  Statue,  Amendt 
on  Committee  of  Supply  June  35,  To 
leaTo  ont  from  «<That,"  and  add  "in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  the  Peel  Statue 
ought  to  he  remoTed  from  its  present 
site  in  New  Palace  Yard  "  {Lord  Elehfi),  [1  Qa] 
2188 ;  after  short  debate,  Question,  <<  I'hat 
the  words  Ac. ; "  A.  71,  N.  182 ;  M.  Ill ; 
words  added;  main  Question,  as  amended, 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Preservation  of  the  Stone-work,  Question,  Mr. 
Cowper ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners 
Jtdy  18,  [193]  1105 

auOM  to  OUver  CramweU,  Queetion,  Mh 
Candlisb  ;  Answer,  Lord  Joha  Manners 
Mar  12,  [190]  1450 

The  Statues  in  Weetmintter  Bally  Qsiestion,  Vis- 
count Bardinge ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of 
Mklmesburj ;  short' debate  thereon  /ti^y  10, 
[1933978 

The  Canning  Statue,  Question  Lord  Campbell ; 
Answer,  The  Earl  of  Malmesburgr  July  20, 
[193]  H60  ;  Jtdy  28,  1664 


The  Parliament  Prorogued,  b/  Comxhlssion^  to 
Thursday,  the  8th  NoTcmber  next,  July  31 


Parliament — Divxsxom  oftTie  House 
MoTed,  «*  That  if  any  Member  shall,  by  mistake, 
go  out'  with  the  Ayes  or  the  Noes  (as  the 
case  may  be)  having  intended  to  rote  on  the 
other  side,  he  shidi  wait  until  the  other 
Members  in  the  same  Lobby  shall  havepassed 
out,  and,  on  presenting  himself  tor  the  Tellers, 
he  shall  desire  that  he  may  not  be  oountea 
with  them,  he  having  entered  the  Lobby  by 
mistake ;  and  the  Tellers  shall  thereupon 
come  with  such  Member  to  the  Table,  and 
infbrm  the  House  of  the  circumstance,  and 
the  Speaker  or  Chairman  (as  the  case  may  be), 
shall  thereupon  ask  such  Member  whether 
he  was  in  the  House  when  the  Question 
was  put,  and,  if  he  shall  ataJB^er  in  the 
affirmative,  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  (as  the 
case  may"  be),  shall  then  ask  such  Mem- 
ber whether  he  desires  to  vote  Aye  ot  No 
on  such  Question,  and  ihe  vote  of  such  Mem- 
ber as  then  declared  by  him  shall  be  taken 
by  the  Tellers  in  the  House,  and  repbrted  by 
them  accordingly"  (Sir  Cohnan  CrLoahlen) 
June  30,  [193]  38il^  aft^  short  d^bkte.  Mo- 
tion withdmwn 


ParUameni-^Htmse  of  Common^  Ammg4* 
tnefUi  Committee 

Question,  Mr.  Bazley ;  Answer,  Mr.  Headlam 
Dee  2,  [190]  509 

Moved,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed, 
'*  To  consider  whether  any  alteration  can  be 
made  in  the  arrangements  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  so  as  to  enable  a  greater  number 
of  Members  to  hear  and  take  part  in  the 
proceedings ;  and  to  consider  the  arrange- 
ment of  the  several  rooms  and  offices  at- 
tached  to  the  House,  and  the  means  of  access 
to  the  same,  with  a  view  to  the  greater  con- 
Tenience  of  Members  in  the  disciuirffe  of  Uieir 
duties,  and  how  better  aooomnK>dation  okn  be 
provided  within  the  preeinots  of  the  House 
for  the  transaction  of  Departmental'  Business, 
during  the  Sittings  of  the  House,  by  Mem- 
bers holding  Ofl&es  in  the  Government" 
{Mr.  Beadlam)  Feb  19,  [190]  983 ;  aAersbort 
debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

And,  on  ifar  10,  Committee  nominated  m  fol- 
lows:—Mr.  Headhim(Chainnan),  Mr.  Badey, 
Mr.  John  Bright,  Mr.  Cardwell,  Mr.  Baillie 
Cochrane,  Mr.  William  Cowper,  Yiseoont 
Cranbome,  Lord  Eloho,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith, 
Mr.  Hankey,  Sir  Frederick  Heygate,  Mr. 
Beresford  Hope,  Sir  Charles  Lanyon,  Lord 
John  Manners,  Mi*.  Tito;  Mar  10,  Mr. 
John  Bright  diseh.,  Mk>.  Waldegrave-Leslio 
added 
Report  of  Seleot  Committee  May  12 

(Pari.  P.  No.  265) 

Qneitiov,  Mi*.  Headlam;  Answer,  Lord  Jc&n 
Manners  July  10,  [193]  1000 


Pabbt,  Mr  T.,  Boiion 
Public  Departments,  [193]  716 


Partitia&BillCHa.]    {The  Lord  Ohaneelkr) 
I  Presented ;  read  1>«  April  8  (No.  67) 

Bead  2**  4|>ri«  27 

Committee^;  Report  April  28       (No.  116) 

R9MdS^*Apnl80 
c.  Read  I**  May  7  [BiU  1071 

Bead  2»*^  ifoy  14 

Committee*;  Report  Jfay  20 

Considered*  May  22 

Read3«*ifay25 

Boyal  Assent  June  2^     [31  A  32  Viet.  o.  iff] 


Passenger  Steamers,  Overloading  of 
Question,  Mr.  Sinclair  Aytoun ;    Answer,  llr. 
Stephen  Cave  Mar  27,  [191]  45^ 


Patent  Office  Inquiry 

Pattfit  Ofice,  Library  ahdMttsewn,  Question, 
Mr.  Layard;  Ansirer,  Lord  Johh  Manntos 
May  14,  [192]  244 

Moved,  **  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
a  Copy  of  all  the  Proceedings  and  Evidence 
in  the  Information  in  Chancery,  Attorney 
General  v.  Edmunds ;  togeth'er  with  the 
Papers  relating^  to  the  Patent  Office  Inquiry  " 
(Mr.  Bentinek)  July  29.  [193]  1929;  after 
short  debate,  ifeotion  i^tSu^tm  ^^  Qqq^I^ 


PAT         PBB         {OBHBEAL    IKDBX) 

1 90— >t  91— 19s — 1 93 . 


FBE 


PBT 


pATTxir,    Bi^t    Hod.    Colonel    J.    W. 
(Chancellor  of  the  Daohj  of  Lan- 
caster), Lancashire,  N. 
Army  Raterfe,  Moiioo  ibr  a  C<miiniwion,[i92] 

1960 
I>oob7  of  LftDcaiter,  [100]  049 
Election   Petitiors  and  Cormpt  Prmctioes  at 

Eieotions,  Comm.  add.  el.  [193]  1441 
Mating  Comm.  el.  33,  [191]  824 
Parliament  —  Prirato  Bill  Legialatton,  Rm. 

[190]  1796,  1810 
Regulation  of  Railwajrt,  Consid.  [193]  1790 

Paull,  Mr.  H.,  8L  loss 
Boundary,  Comm.  Preamble,  [192]  1388, 1393 
Election  Petitions   and   Cormpt  Practieet  at 

Elections,  Comm.  el,  5,   [193]   088,  3183, 

3196;  el.  45,  [193]  1188 
Metropolis  Snbwajs,  3R.  [190]  1378 
Mines  Assessment,  Consid.  ~ 


Parliament,  Dissolution 
Parliament  ^  PriTate 
[190]  1808 


■id.  [193]  1 
of,ri92]l< 
Bill    Leffii 


334 
.  1073 
Legislation,  R«f. 


at  Ashton,  Staleybridge,  dw.  [19a]  883 


Pbabs,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Durham,  8, 
Bonndarj,  Comm.  [193]  377,  284 
Compolsory  Church   Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

a<£i.c7.  [190]  1428 
Courts  of  Justice,  Designs  for  the  New,  [193] 

658 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1, 

[ipi]  1488 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance, 

Comm.  [191]  197 
Metropolitan  Tramwajs,3R.  [190]  1113 
Mines  Assessment,  3R.  (^1911  1867 
Pilotage,  Compulsory,  Res.  [19  x]  879 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

cl.  8,  [192]  891 
Spirit,  Wine,  and  Beer  Licences,  [190]  881 
Supply— Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [192]  391 
Royal  Parks,  Ac.  [193]  398 

Pesl,  Right  Hon.  Sir  R.,  Tamworth 
Army  Reserre,  Motion  for  a  Commission,  [192] 

1954 
Army — Sale  and  Purchase  of  Commissions, 

Res.  [192]  548 
ScoUand— EstabUshed  Church,  [191]  1884 


Peel,  Right  Hon.  Gen.  J.,  Huntingdon 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [191]  65 
Military  Store  Department,  [193]  961 
Army^&lUitary  Expenditure,  Increase  of,  [193] 

953 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  731, 

1888 
Supply » Civil  Serrice  Estimates,  [19a]  1187 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.  1,  [191]  1764 

Peel,  Mr.  A.  W.,  Warwick 

Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [192]  480 

Boundary,  Comm.  eU  4,  [193]  1486 ;  Amendt. 
1440 

India^Case  of  Sir  T.  J.  Metcalfe,  Motion  for 
a  Committee,  [191]  1371 


PxEL,  Mr.  J.,  Teamoorik 
Consular  Coorto  in  Turkey  and   EgTP^  [i93] 

1058 
India— Bank  of  Bombay.  [191]  19S4 

Peerage  drabuid)  BflK^^r  oomam  (ri^o^^m, 

Mr.  MfameU,  Mr.  SkawLefevrc) 
c.  Ordered;  read  P^J^ 3  [Bffl  83] 

MoTcd,  "That   the    BiU  be   now    read  3»' 

AprU  39,  [191]  1559 
Amendt.  to  leafe  out  "  now/'  and  add  "vpea 
this  day  six  months"  (CoUmO,  Fremck); 
Question,  **  That  *  now,'  Mo. ; "  after  Aert 
debate,  Amendt.  and  MoUon  witlidmwB ;  Bsl 
withdrawn 


PxKBBRTOK,  Mr.  £.  L.,  KnU,  £. 

NaTy  Estimates— Dockyards  and  Naval  Tardi; 

[i93]Wl.fiW 
KaTy-M)ld  Ships  and  Sheemoss  Doekyaid,  [191 

1718 


PsHBHTF,  Lord 
Established  Church  (Ir«laiid),  [19a]  1909 

Perth  and  Brechin  Proyuioiukl  Orin 
•  Confirmation  Bill    (The  Lord  Adfoo^ 
Mr.  Seeretary  Oalhcme  Bemfy,  Sir  Jmm 
Fergution) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Mar  38  [Bill  74] 

Read  3«  •ifor  36 
Committee*:  Report  ifor  80 
Read  8«*ifar  81 
I  KotA  i^^  {The  Lord  Clinton)  Jlprii  9   (No.  64} 
Read  3**  Avril  80 
Committee*;  Report ifi^ 8 
Read8**ifay  11 
Royal  Assent  Map  39 

Petit  Jnries  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mir.  Attorney  General  fir  Ireland^  TheEcritf 

Mayo) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1^*  Mar  19  [Bill  70] 

Question,   Mr.  Esmonde  ;   Answer*  Tbs  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  Har  26.  fioi] 
368 
Read  3^  *,  and  referred  to  a  Seleot  Committee 

May  2S 
And,  on  June  38,  Committee  nonunated  si 
follows  :~Bifr.  Attorney  General  for  Irelsad 

i Chairman),  Mr.  Cogan,  Mr.  Cooper,  Gensnl 
)unne,  Mr.  Garth,  Lord  Claud  H«»i»a*— 
Mr.  Headlam,  Sir  Frederick  Heygate,  Ifr. 
Huddleston,  Mr.  Earanagh,  Mr.  MoossQ, 
The  0' Conor  Don,  Sir  Colman  O'LccUea. 
Mr.  O'  Reilly,  and  Mr.  Pirn 
Special  Report  of  Select  Committee  /mIv  S 

{Pari.  P.  No.  890) 
Report  *  July  8  [Bill  309] 

Committee*  {on  re^omm.) ;  Report  •ThIv  6 
Read8«»/t«V7 
I  BauAI^*  {The  Earl  of  Longford)  July  9 
Read  3*  •/u/yU  (No.  381) 

Committee* ;  Report  July  16 
Read8««/«^17 
Royal  Assent /ii^  81    [91  A  92  Vkt.  c  tS] 


PET        PIL  (SESSION    18  67-8) 

190— 191— X9a«i93. 


PIM        POL 


Petroleimi  Act  Amendment  Bill 

-  Sir  Jamet  Fergustan,  Mr,  Secretary  OaOwme 

Hardy) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  April  28  rBill  931 

KfoATfi*  April  ^1 

CJommittee*  ;  Report  May  28        [Bill  141] 

Order  for  Committee  (<m  re^eown,)  read; 
MoTed,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare 
the  Chair"  June  16,  [193]  1618 

Ameadt.  to  leave  oat  from  "That/'  and  add 
*'  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Seleot  Com- 
mittee" (Mr,  M* Lagan) ;  after  ahort  debate, 
Question,  «  That  the  words,  Ac.,"  amed  to ; 
main  Question  agreed  to ;  Report  [Bill  171] 

Considered  *  June  22 

Read  S*  •  June  26 
I  Read  I**  ( The  Lord  Clinton)  June  26 

Read2»»/M/y8  (No.  178) 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  0 

Read  3**  July  10 

Royal  Assent  July  18    [81  ^  82  Vict,  o:  66] 

Petty  BessionB  and  Loek-np  Honses,  Ac- 

Bill    {Sir  James  Ferguawn,  Mir.  Secretary 
Oathome  Hardy) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l®  •  Mar  2S  fBill  781 

JSieMd  2^  •  April  2 

Committee*;  Report  4pri7  20 

Read8«*^pn7  21 
I.  Read  1*»  ( The  Lord  CUnton)  April  28 

Read  2*  •  April  80  (No.  71) 

Committee*^;  Report  May  I 

R«ad8*^ifoy4 

Royal  Assent  May  29  [81  Viet.  o.  22] 

Philips,  Mr.  B.  N.,  Bury 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Comm.  [193]  1898 

Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  ConflrmatioiL 
ftc.Bill  ^ 

(Mr,  Stephen  Cave,  Mr,  Sclater'Sooth) 

e.  Resolution  in  Committee;  Bill  ordered  *  May  15 

Read  1«»»  May  18  [BiU  1181 

Read20»ifey21  ^  ^ 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  22 

Read  8*>*i%  25 
I  Read  1»»  {2%cDuke  of  Richmond)  May  26 

Read  2»*  June  8  (No.  120) 

Committee*;  Report /im«  22 

ReadS**/un«28 

Royal  Assent  Jum  25      [81  <b  82  Vict,  0.  46] 

Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation 

(No.  2)  Bill     (Mr,  Dodion,  Mr.  St^hen 
Cave,  Mr.  Selater-Booih) 
e.  Resolution    in    Conomittee ;    Bill    ordered ; 
read  !•  •  May  29  [Bill  1481 

Read2o»  June  A'  ■" 

Committee*;  Report /ufi«  8 
Read8«*/tmtf  9 
Z.  Read  I**  ( The  Duke  of  Richmond)  June  11 
Read  2*  •  June  12  (No.  189) 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  19 
Read8**  June  28 
Royal  Assent  June  25        [81  ^  82  Viet,  0,  47] 

Piloi<Me,     Oompulsory^see    Board    of 
Trade,   Oon^puUory  PUotag$ 


Pnc,  Mr.  J.,  Bublin  City 

Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  1078 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res. 
[191]  1924 

Hab^  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Act  Con- 
tinuance, Comm.  add,  cl,  [190]  989 

Industrial  Schools  (Ireland),  domm.  [191]  220 

Ireland — Questions,  Ao. 

Land  Question,  [191]  1459 
Local  Govemment,  [191]  1457  ;  [193]  809 
Mountjoy  Conjict  Prison,  [192]  1470 
Pawnbroking,  Law  of,  [192]  1758 

Ireland — Royal  Residence  in.  Motion  for  an 
Address,  [192]  851 

Landed  Property  Improrement  (Ireland),  Leare, 
[x9o]928 

Local  Goyemment  Acts,  [191]  256 

Record  Publications,  Res.  [193]  165 

Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  2R 
[191]  1954;    Comm.   [192]    1587;  d,  18, 
1590,   1595 ;    d.   10,   1765 ;  add,  el.  1784 
Consid.  add,  el,  1901, 1907 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm . 
fi92l  469  ;  el.  10,  990 

SflSe  of  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland),  Leare 
[190]  927 

Plate  Biver,  War  in  the 

Question,  Mr.  Maguire ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
Dec  6,  [100]  652 ;  Obsenrations,  Lord  Lyre- 
den  ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbury  Mar  80, 
[191]  452 

Police 

Special  Comtdblee,  Motion  for  **  Return  of  the 
Number  of  Special  Constables  who  have  re- 
sof ctively  enrolled  themselyes  in  the  different 
Parishes  of  the  Metropolis  after  the  explosion 
in  Olerkenwell"  ( The  Lord  Camji^ll)  Mar  19, 
[190]  1880  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Stone,  Police  Sergeant,  Case  of  Question,  Mr. 
Labouchere;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Ilardy 
April  2,  [191]  702 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Jtme  12,  To 
leaTc  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  **  a  Select 
Conmiittee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
causes  of  the  dismissal  of  Police  Sergeant 
Stone  from  the  Metropolitan  Police  Force  " 
(Mr,  Labouchere),  [192]  1478 ;  Question, 
''That  the  words,  dsc. ;"  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Surgeon^n-Chicf  of  the  Police  Force,  Ques- 
tion, Viscount  Enfield  ;  Answer,  Sir  George 
Grey  June  29,  [193]  811 

Surrey  Constabulary -^Dismissal  of  Inspector 
Milterf  Question,  Mr.  Onslow ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gathome  Hardy  Mar  81,  [191]  571 

PoLLABD-XJBQtrHABT,  Mf.  W.,   Westmsath 
Co. 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  516 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  210 
Ireland— Arbour  Hill  Garrison  Chapel,  [192] 

651 
Licences,  Res.  [191]  155 
Married  Women's  Property,  2R.  [192]  1860 
Public  Accounts,  Res.  [192]  128 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  el.  14,  [192]  1988 
WeighU  and  Meatnref  (Metric  System),  2R.  T/> 


POO        POO        (OEKBRAL    IVDBX) 


POO 


POO 


Poor  Law 

AutUn,  Jamei,  Cau  of,  QpMtion,  BCr .  Kiniuiird  ; 
Aniwar,  Mr.  Gftthorne  Hardj  July  2^  [193] 
1678 

Bfthnal  Qrten  W^JIehouie,  <^eiUon»  Mr. 
Sherriff;  Ajuwert,  Mr.  Gathome  Hard/, 
Mr.  Solater-Bootb  Mitr  \2,  [190]  1463 

Casual  and  Vagrant  Poor,  Quettion,  Lord 
Elcbo;  Answer,  Mr.  SoUier-Booth  Dec  6, 
[190]  651  ;  Question,  Mr.  Waldecrnvd-Leslie ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gaihome  Hard/  Mar  12,  1450 

CHfton  and  Bedmintter  Workh<m$e  If^urmarie$t 
Qaestion,Mr.  Goschen ;  Answer^  Mr.  SoUter- 
BoothiVbt;25,[;i9o]165 

Eatt  London,  Dtstreu  in,  Qnettioo,  Visooimt 
Enfield;  Answer,  Mr.  SolaterwBooth  2>m  6, 
[190]  64i 

Cfravesend  Board  of  Chiordians^  Question,  Mr. 
O'OeiUj  ;  AoswMr,  Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beaoh 
Ajonl  2,  [191]  704 

OwU^ord  Vnum  —  Vagrants,  MoTed,  "  That 
there  be  laid  before  this  House,  Copy 
of  Correspondence  which  has  recently  passed 
between  the  Poor  Law  Board  and  the  GuQd- 
ford  Board  of  Guardians  in  reference  to  the 
relief  of  Vagrants  "  ( The  Earl  of  Carnarvon) 
May  12,  [192]  05 ;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
amended,  and  agreed  to 

Ordered,  *'  That  there  be  laid  before  this  Hoom, 
Copy  of  Correspondence  which  has  recently 
taken  place  with  the  Poor  Law  Board  in  re- 
ference to  the  Relief  of  Vagrants  in  the 
Guildford  Union"  {The  Earl  of  Carnarvon) 

Lambeth  Workhouse — Mr,  O,  Catch,  Amendt. 
on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  20,  To  leave 
out  from  **  That,"  and  add  **  there  be  laid 
before  this  House,  Copies  of  the  ETideaoe 
taken  by  Mr.  Famell  at  the  inquiry  held  at 
St.  Mary's,  Newington,  in  the  spring  of  1866, 
and  of  the  Correspondenoe  between  the 
Newington  Board  and  the  Poor  Law  Board 
which  led  to  the  remoTal  of  G.  Catch  from 
the  office  he  then  held  "  {Mr,  Percy  Wynd- 
ham),  [190]  2046;  Question,  "That  the 
words,  Ao,  ;"  after  short  debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn 

Pauper  Idiots  and  Lunatia,  Question,  Lord 
Eustace  Cecil ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beaehi£arl0,ri9o]1887 

Poor  Law,  ConsctuCxtion  of  the.  Question,  Mr. 
Candlish;  AnBwer,Mr.Solater-BooihiVbt;  25, 
[190]  164 

St,  Luke^s  Parish,  Ouardiane  of,  Qnestion,  Mr. 
Childers  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  Deo  6, 
[190]  650 

'  r  and  Charities,  Exemption  of,  Question, 
Mn  Baines;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  Nov  28, 
[190]  331 ;  Question^  Mr.  Baines;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  June  20, 

[193]  818 

Scotland,  Question,  Sir  Andrew  Agnew;  An- 
swer, The  Lord  AdTocate  June  16,  [19a] 
1631 

Strand  Union,  Medical  Oficer  of-^Dr,  Rogers, 
Question,  Sir  John  Simeon  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach  ifor  26,  [191I  261 

Union  Workhouses  and  Infirmaries,  Motion  for 
Papers  ( The  Earl  of  Devon)  Nov  28,  [190] 
315  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  tO 

Vagrancy,  Question,  Mr.  Floyer ;  Answer,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach  July  13,  [193]  1102 

Walsall  Workhouse,  Question,  Mr.  0.  Forster ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Sdlater-Booth  Dee  6,  [190]  631 


Poor  Lav  aaii  XMioal 

kad}   Ml       {The  Earl  ef  Ma^o,  1^. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland) 
e.  Ordered  *  June  10 

Read  l^*  June  22  [KU  183] 

Read  2«  •  July  2 

Conunittee* ;  Report  July  3 

Read3«*  Jidy  6 
/.  Read  1»*  {The  Earl  of  Devon)  JtU^f  1 

Read2>*/ti;yl4  (No.  222) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  16 

Read3**JuZy  17 

Royal  Assent /MZy  31    [31  di  32  VioU  o.  74] 

Boor  Law  Board  Broviaioiial  Order  Om- 

finuatioil  Bill  (Sir  Michad  B£ck9^Bos^ 
Sir  James  Fergusson) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  July  18  [BUI  981] 

Read2o*/tf;y  15 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  16 

Read3»*/u;y  16 
I.  KetAl**  {The  Lord  President)  Jtdy  17 

Read  2*  •"  July  24  (No.  266) 

(Committee*;  Report  July  27 

Read3**/u2y28 

Bajti  Aasent  July  31     [31  dr  32. Ftat.0.  IMj 

Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr.  SerfeasU  Barry,  Mafor  Oasmn} 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  F*  Jfay  4  [BiU  101] 

BiU  withdrawn  *JMy  14 

Poor  Jmo — Law  for  Relief  of  the  Poor 
MoTod,  <<  That  an  hnmhle  Address  be  preaeiited 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  request  that  Her  Msiesty 
will  be  graciously  pleased  to  issue  a  Royal 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  Opermtioa 
and  Administration  of  the  Laws  ftr  the 
Relief  of  the  Poor  in  England  vnA  Wkles" 
{The  Marquess  TownsKend)  Juste  ]2»  [19a] 
1462  ;  after  short  debate,  Ameii4t.  with- 
drawn 


Poor  Rates  Assessment,  Sfe. 

Select  Committee  appointed,  **  to  inquire  inte 
the  assessment  and  collection  of  Poor  Rates 
and  other  local  Rates  and  Taxes  in  Englaiid 
and   Wales'*   (^Mr.  Ayrton)  Mar  10,  [190] 

.  1396 
And,  on  Mar  16,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  : — Mr.  Ayrton  (Chairman),  Sir  Mi- 
chael Hicks-Beach,  Mr.  Bright,  ^.  Floyer, 
Mr.  Goldney,  Mr.  Goschen,  Mr.  Edward 
Hamilton,  Mr.  Secretary  Gatbome  Hardly, 
Mr.  Hibbert,  Mr.  Hodgkinson,  Oolong  Hogg; 
Mr.  Kekewich,  Mr.  Shaw-Le£9Tre,  Mr.  FaaU, 
Mr.  Powell,  Mr.  St.  Aiibyn»  Mr.  Trevelyaa, 
Mr.  Villiers,  and  Mr.  Woodd 

Report  of  Select  Committee  Juam  22 

(Bori.P.No.  842) 

Poor  Rates  Assessment,  (inestion,  Mr.  While; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  Jii^lO,  [193] 
999  ;  Question^  Mr*  Alderman  iMwrmoo ; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  HiokSi«Beaehr  J«^  31, 
1941 

Poor  Relief  Assessment  Returns,  Qneetioo,  Mr. 
Candlidi ;  Answer,  Sir  Biiobael  Hioks-BeMk 

•'•^"•^""^"'^.v  Google 
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Poor  Belief  Bill  [hx.]     ( Th€  Sari  of  Apmmi) 
i^  PrBMAted :  read  !»•  Jfer  IS  (No.  S9) 

lOilMored,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3*" 
ifar24,  138;  BUI  read  d» 
.  Mofed,  "  That  the  House  do  now  reiolye  itself 
into  a  Gommittee  "  Mar  Se,  457 ;  after  short 
debate,  Motion  withdrawn ;  Bill  referred  to 
a  Seleot  Committee 
And,  on  April  2,  the  Lords  following  were 
named  of  the  Gommittee : — L.  Abp.  Tork, 
D.  Richmond,  M.  Salisbury,  E.  Deyon,  E. 
Denbigh,  E.  Hardwioke,  E.  Gamanron,  E. 
Grey,  £.  Ducie,  £.  Ellenborough,  E.  Kim- 
berler^  Y.  Eyersley,  L.  Glinton,  L.  Egerton, 
and  L.  Northbrook 
Report  of  Select  Committee  May  22  (No.  110) 
192]  Committee— B.P.  May  28,  946    (No.  Ill) 
.  Cfommittee  June  16,  1621  (No.  183) 

.  Report  Jyne  18,  1743  (No.  105) 

.  Read  3*  June  23, 1910  (No.  162) 

c.  Read  1»*  Juns  23  [BiU  186] 

Bea4  2''*  June  29 
Gommittee* — B.P.  July  14 
193]  Commiitee— B.P.  Julu  17, 1421 
.  Gommittee— E.P.  J%Uy  21, 1605 
.  Committee ;  Report  July  27, 1871 
.  Considered  July  28,  1908  ;  after  short  debate, 

BiU  read  30 
Royal  Assent  July  31    [31  A  32  Viet.  0.  122] 


Portland  Cotmet  Prison 
Question,   Captain  Virian;  Answer,  Mr.  G. 
Hardy  Nov  96,  [190]  179 


PoBTiCAKy  Lord 
Artixans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,  2B.  [191] 

907,  911 ;    Motion  for  a  Gommittee,  916 ; 

Explanation,  946  ;  Report,  [193]  987 
Charge  of  the  Bishop  of  Salisbury,  [190]  180, 

132,  137. 140 
Poor  ReUef,Comm.  cL  9,  Amendt.  [192]  1621, 

1627 


Pertpatrick  aad  Belfaft  and  County  Down 
Bailway  Companies  Bill 

{Mr,  Podson,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  Ihe  Exchequer^ 

Mr,  Sclater-Booth) 
<0.  Resolution  in  Committee /mtd  26 

Resolution  reported ;  BiU  ordered  ;    read  1«  * 
June  20  [BUI  201] 

MoTod,  *«  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2«  "  July  6, 
[193]  781 ;  after  short  debate,  BUI  read  2<* 

Committee*;  Report /u2y  8 

Considered  *  July  9 

Read3''*/u^9 
k  tietA  l^*  (The  Duie  of  Biehmond)  July  10 

Read  2«*  Jtdy  16  (No.  238) 

Committee  • ;  Report  July  17 

Read8**/Miy21 

Royal  Assent  July  31    [31  A  32  Vici,  0. 81] 


Portu^aly  Commoreial  Droaty  with 

Question,  Colonel  Barttelot;   Answer,  Lord 
Stanley  Nov  28,  [190]  381 


Po$t  Office 

Abyainia,  PoeUige  from,  Question,  Mr.  Butler ; 
Answer,  Mr.  ScUter-Booth  Mar  5,  [190] 
1115 

American  Mail  Subsidiee,  Question.  Mr.  Bax- 
ter; Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  May  5, 
[192!  342 

Annucu  Reportt,  1866  and  1867,  Question,  Mr. 
Moflktt ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  Mav  8, 
[191]  2001 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Moflktt,  Mr. 
Crawford  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Solater  -  Booth 
•Ttm^  12,  [192]  1476 

Auttralia^Potial  Commumeation  ufith^  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Veraer;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth  Mar  20,  [100]  1979 ;  Question,  Mr. 
ChUders;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  June  12, 


£192!  1472 
kufe  Mail 


Cape  Mail  Contract,  <^estion,  Mr.  CandUsh  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  May  26,  [102] 

923  ;  Question,  Mr.  Morrison  ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Sclater-Booth  June  5, 1180 
Circular  Delivery  Companies,  Question,  Mr. 

M'Larea;  Answer,  The  ChanoeUor  of  the 

Exchequer  July  29,  [193]  1922 

East  India  Mail  Services 

East  Indies,  Postal  Communication  with  <^— 
The  Brindiii  Route,  Question,  Mr.  Ooldsmid; 
Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  June  15,  [192] 
1561 

India,  China,  and  Japan  Mails — Contract  with 
the  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Steam  Navigor 
tion  Company,  Question,  Lord  Stanley  of 
Alderley;  Answer,  The  Duke  of  Montrose 
JVw25,ri9o]157 

MoTod, "  That  the  Contract  for  the  Conreyanoe 
of  MaUs  between  this  Country,  India,  China, 
and  Japan,  with  the  Peninstfdar  and  Oriental 
Steam  Nayigation  Company  be  approyed  " 
{Mr,  Hunt)  Nov  29,  [190]  450 ;  after  long 
debate,  Question  put ;  A.  55,  N.  13;  M.  42 

Mail  Services  Estimates,  Question,  Mr.  Craw- 
ford ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  Mar  36, 
[191]  258 

Penany,  Postal  Communication  with.  Question, 
Mr.  T.  Baring ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth 
Jim«4,[i92]1109 

Postage  Bates  to  India,  Question,  Sir  Henry 
RawUnson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  Abt;  25,(190] 
167 


EUetrie  Telegraphs,  Question,   Mr.  Ayrton; 

Answer,  Mr.  Stephen  Caye  June  15,  [192] 

1564 
French  Mails,  Contract  for-^Mr,  Churchward, 

Question,  Mr.  Taylor ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt 

Feb  24,  [190]  1072 
London  Letter  (7arn^«,  Question,  Mr.  Bathurst; 

Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  June  22,  [192] 

1853 
Malta,   Communication   with,    Question,    Sir 

George   Bowyer;    Answer,    Mr.    Adderley 

Feb  17,  [190]  801 ;  Feb  28, 1102  ;  Question, 

Sir  George  Bowyer ;    Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth  Mar  9,  1226 
Money  Orders  and  Stamped  Beeeipts,  Question, 

Mr.  Carnegie;   Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth 

/untf  25,  [192J  2134 
Posted  Communication  with  Ireland — QneenS" 

toum.  Question,  Mr.  Magnire ;  Answer,  Mr  T 


HuntAw29,[i9o]il8_ 
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Postal  84rvies§^ProperU<maU  CotUHbuthm, 
Quettioo,  Mr.  Crawford;  Antwer,  Mr.  SoUter- 
Booth  ifoy  95.  [192]  817 

Pottal  Stibiidie$,  Am«ndt.  00  Committee  of 
Supply  Mar  20»  To  leave  out  from  **  That,'' 
and  add  "  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hooee,  no 
Postal  Subftidiee  in  the  form  of  a  fixed  pay- 
ment, and  not  dependent  on  the  number  of 
letters  and  newspapers  oarried,  should  be 
mnted  where  orduary  tratBo  supports  soTeral 
lines  of  passenger  steamers  as  is  the  case 
between  this  country  and  the  United  States 
of  America  "  ( J/r.  Baxter),  [100I  2010  ; 
Question,  '<  That  the  words,  Ac.  ;'^after  short 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Pott  qfie€.  General,  Case  of  A.  J.  Zh^, 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  supply  April  34, 
To  leaye  out  from'<  That,"  and  add  *<  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
circumstances  connected  with  the  removal  of 
Anthony  J.  Duiiy  from  his  appointment  of 
permanent  clerk  in  the  Circnlation  depart- 
ment of  the  General  Post  OflBce "  (Sir 
Patrick  (/Srien),  [191]  12iK)  ;  Question, 
'<  That  the  words,  Se,  ;  *^  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Poet  Office  {IrelantT^Oficer^  Salariee,  Ques- 
tion, General  Dunne  ;  Answer,  Mr.  ScUter- 
Booth  June  15,  [192]  1562 

Southern  Dietrict  Post  Ofice,  Question,  Mr. 
Locke  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  Mar  27, 
[191]  858 

Sunday  Labour  in  the,  Obserrations,  Mr. 
M'Laren  ;  Reply,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  June  25, 
[19a]  2161 

United  States,  Postal  Commmtieation  with  the 

Ounard  Contract,  The  Question,  Mr.  Gra- 
ham ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  Nov  28,  [190]  833 

National  Steam  Ship  Company,  The  Mails  to 
New  York,  Question,  Mr.  Seely;  Answer, 
Mr.  Hunt  Dee  5,  [190]  604 

Postal  Convention,  Question,  Mr.  Baxter ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Sclater-Booth  June  25,  [192]  2182 

Postal  Convention  with.  Question,  Mr.  Baxter ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  Feb  20,  [190]  987 

Postal  Service  with,  Obsenrations  Mr.  Ayrton  ; 
short  debate  thereon  Deo  7,  [190]  678 

United  StaUs  Mails,  Question,  Mr.  Baxter; 
Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  Mar  16,  [190] 
1685 

Vaneouvef^s  Island,  Postal  Communication  with* 
Question,  Viscount  Milton  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Adderley  July  16,  [193]  1280 

West  India  Mail  Service 

Salifaw,  Bermuda,  and  St,  Thomas  Mails, 
MoTed,  *'  That  the  Contract  entered  into  with 
Mr.  W.  Cunard  for  the  conveyance  of  Mails 
between  Hali&x,  Bermuda,  and  St.  Thomas, 
be  approred  "  {Mr,  Hunt)  Dee  6,  [190]  682  ; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 
Question,  Mr.  BouTerie ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth  July  23,  [X03]  1669 

St,  Thomas—Island  of ,  Question,  Mr.  Gilpin; 
Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  Dee  2,  [190]  508  ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Gilpin,  Mr.  Kinnaird ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Hunt  Dec  6,  665  ;  Question,  Mr.  Kin- 
naird ;  Answer,  Mr.  Adderley  Feb  14,  781 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Gilpin  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater- 
Booth  May  25,  [192]  815 

\fiont. 


Pest  Ofiee^^-oenU 

West  India  and  Pacific  Cemtpamf^ 
Mr.  GraTes  ;    Answer,   Mr.    Solmtat^-BooCk 

•^«fy2,[i93]519 

West  India  Mail  Contracts,  Qoa•tioi^  Mr. 
Qrares;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  A^9i, 
[191]  1222 

PoTTEE,  Mr.  E.,  CarUele 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Gomm.  [193]  1591 ;  c^l9, 

1603 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  [19a]  lOOJ 
Scientific  Instruction,  Motion  for  a  Coaunittee. 

[191]  169 
Supply — Education,  Public,  Report,  [192]  1607 

Potter,  Mr.  T.  Bajley,  Rochdale 
Army^Perth  Barracks,  [190]  399 
Diplomatic  Serrice,  Res.  ^192]  9S1 
Foreign  OiBce— Diplomatic  Ageots,  [190]  54S, 

986 
France— Paris  Exhibition,  [191]  356 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Cobb. 
el,  9,  [193]  974 

Powell,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Oaffid>ridge 
Army  Estimates — Surreys,  [193]  964 
Army — Shoeburyness  Experiments,  [190]  1813 
Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwelliogs,  2  EL  [190' 

1431;  Comm.  H,  24,  Amendt.  [191]  6TSl 

cL  27,  Amendt.  «&.,  677 ;  el.   28,  Amea<L 

t5. ;  add,  el,  1064,  1065, 1066 ;  Co&Bd.  15M 
Boundary,  Comm.  [193]  284 ;   ^  4, 

1440 
Bristol,  Representation  of,  [191]  359 
Colliery  Accidents,  Motion  for  a  Co 

[193]  944 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition, 

cl  4,  [190]  1417 
Courts  of  Justioe,  New,  Motion  lor  a  Cob- 

mittee,  [193]  336 
Crete — Disturbances  in,  [190]  165 
Ecclesiastical  Conunissioners  Orders  in  Coo- 

cU,  [191]  1198;  cl,  1,  Amendt.  1201 
Education — Report  of  Council,  [193]  608 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praetaces  sft 

Elections,  Comm.  d,  6,  Amendt.  [193]  74S. 

743 ;  el,  8,  Amendt.  746  ;  el,  46,  AmeaA. 

1178 ;  el,  46,  Amendt.  1184  ;  U.  47, 1373; 

Consid.  1637  ;  add.  el,  1647, 1649 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Conun.  Res.  [191] 

1987 
Lee  Rirer  Conserrancy,  Leaye,  [190]  999 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Uniyersitiee,  2R.  [193] 

232;  [193]  426 
Poor  Reuef,  Comm.  cl,  9,  Amendt.  [193]  1614; 

cl,   10,    Amendt.  1871,  1872,  1875,  1879: 

d.  12,  Amendt.  1880  ;  Lords  Amendts.  19M 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  [193]  1641;  cLb^ 

1924  ;  cl.  16,  1946 ;  d,  21,  Amendt.  [103] 

817 
Registration,  Comm.  add.  d,  [193]  670 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Cirbb. 

d,  3.  [193]  484 ;  d,  7,  858  ;  cl,  8,  884 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190]  1860 
Supply — British  Embassy  Houseii,  [191]  987 
Education,   PubUc,    [193]   1148  ;    Report, 

Amendt.  1607 
Public  Buildings,  [193]  292 
Science  and  Art,  [193]  ll^r^ajp 
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Powsxx,  Mr.  F.  S.— «o»f<. 

West   Indies,    Lords    Amendts.    Motion    for 

Adjoaroment,  [193]  1888 
Tancred's  Clmrity,  2R.  [191]  282 
Worlishop  RegalAtion  Act,  [193]  517 

PowTS,  Earl  of 

Cotton  Statistios,  2R.  [193]  709 

Price,  Mr.  W.  "2.^  Gloucester 
Boundary,  Comm.  [193]  277 

Princeee  of  Wales,  H.R.E.^Birth  of  a 
Princesi 

Lords — 
Moved,  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  congratulate  Her  Ma- 
jesty on  The  Princess  of  Wales  haying  happily 
given  birth  to  a  Princess,  and  to  assure 
Her  Majesty  of  the  deep  Interest  felt  by  the 
House  of  Lords  in  all  that  concerns  the  do- 
mestic Happiness  of  Her  Majesty  and  Her 
Family"  (The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  July  9, 
[193]  865  ;  after  short  debate,  agreed  to, 
Iwnaine  DitierUiente 
The  Queen's  Answer  to  the  Address  reported 
JtUy  18,  1090 


COHMONS — 

Address  to  the  Queen  (Mr,  DUraeli)  July  9, 
[193]  913 

Moved,  **Tbat  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty,  to  congratulate  Uer 
Majesty  on  the  Prinoess  of  Wales  having 
happily  given  birth  to  a  Princess,  and  to 
assure  Her  Majesty  of  our  feelings  of  devoted 
loyalty  and  attachment  to  Her  Majesty's  Per- 
son and  Family  "  (Mr,  Ditraeii) ;  Resolution 
agreed  to,  Nemine  Contradicente 

Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Address  reported 
Juiy  18,  1140 


Prison  Ministers  Act 
Moved,  **  That,  in  consequence  of  the  persistent 
refusal  or  neglect  of  the  authorities  having 
control  over  certain  of  the  county  and  bo- 
rough Prisons  of  Great  Britain  to  put  in 
operation  the  powers  given  to  them  by  the 
Prison  Ministers  Act,  it  is  necessary  they 
should  be  compelled  by  Law  to  make  ade- 
quate provision  for  the  religious  instruction 
and  Divine  Worship  of  Catholic  Prisoners  " 
{Mr,  Maguire)  June  80,  [193]  872;  after 
short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 


Friflons  (CompensatioiL  to  Officers)  Bill 

{Sir  James  Ferffuston,  Mr,  Secretary  O.  Bardy) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  T  •  Mar  80  [BiU  80] 

Read  2^  ^  April  2 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  20 

Reads  •April 21 
I  Read  !*•  {The  Lord  ClinUm)  April  28 

Read  2*  •  April  27  (No.  72) 

Committee*;  Report  Jpn/ 28 

Read  3**^pn7  80 

Royal  Assent  May  29  [31  Vict,  0.  21] 

VOL.  CXCIII.   [third  SUIB8.] 


PriBonB  dreland)  Bill  {The  Earl  of  Mayo, 

Mr,  Attorney  General  for  Ireland) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1*»»  July  27  [BUI  256] 

PriBOiu  (Scotlaiid)  AdmiidBtratioiL  Acts 
Amendment  Bil^ 

(^V  Edward  Colebrooke,  Mr,  DalgHsh) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  June  8  [BiU  155] 

Read  2«*,  and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 

Committee  nominated  as  follows  : — Sir  Edward 
Colebrooke  (Chairman),  Mr.  Bouverie,  Mr. 
Capper,  Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane,  Mr.  Graham, 
Sir  Edmund  Lechmere,  Sir  Thomas  Lloyd, 
Mr.  Merry,  Mr.  Ramsay,  Mr.  Vance,  and 
Mr.  Welby  June  22 

Report  *  June  26 

Committee  *  {on  re-comm.) — r.p.  June  20 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  80       [BUI  107] 

Considered  *  July  1 

Read8«>»/u/y  1 
I.  Read  I*  •  (  The  Earl  qfSome)  July  2 

Read2«*/ti/y7  (No.  202) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  0 

Read  8**/u^  10 

Royal  Assent  July  18    [81  <b  82  VicU  0.  50] 

Prwaie  Bills^Bee  Parliament 


Privy  Council — Medical  Officer  of  the — 
Bepori 
Question,  Sir  J.  Clarke  JerToise ;  Answer,  Lord 
Robert  Montagu  Mar  17,  [190]  1812 

Probate  Duty  on  Leasehold  Property 

Question,  Mr.  Kinnaird:   Answer,  Mr.  Hunt 
Bee  6,  [190]  648  ;  Feb  14,  720 


Probate  of  Wills,  ftc.  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr,  Benry  B,  Sheridan,  Mir,  Serjeanl  Barry) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  May  20  [BUI  120] 

Read  2«  •  June  17 

BUI  withdrawn* /t</y  18 

Promissory  Oaths  Bill 

(^The  Lord  ChaneeVUr) 
I,  Presented  ;  read  1*  Feb  18,  [190I  680  (No.  10) 

Moved,  "That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2*" 
Fe6  18,  851  ;  after  short  debate,  BiU  read  2% 
and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 

And,  on  Feb  20,  the  Lords  following  wer« 
named  of  the  Committee: — D.  Richmond, 
£.  DcTon,  L.  Bp.  Oxford,  L.  LyToden,  L. 
Westbury ;  Feb  21,  Earl  RusseU  added 

Report  of  Select  Committee  Mar  28  (No.  51) 

Committee  *4p^'^  3^ 

Report  •  ApHl  27  (No.  52) 

Read  8»*  ApHl  28 
c.  Read  1»  •  May  12  [BUI  118] 

Read2''*  J/ay20 

Committee  ;  Renort  July  8,  [193]  858 

Considered  *  July  0 

Readao»/w/y  10 
I,  Commons  Amendtf.  considered  July  15, 1227  L 
after  debate,  agreed  to  (No.  248)    |p 

Uoyal  Assent  7u7y  81    [81  A  82  Viet.  0.  73] 
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PMie  AscdHnk 

CommittM  Doniaated  Feb  14,  m  follows : 
—Mr.  Childeri  (Chairman),  Mr.  Algernon 
Egerton,  Mr.  Ilankey,  Mr.  Howes,  Mr. 
Laing,  Mr.  Liddell,  Mr.  Pollard-Urquhart, 
Mr.  SolaUr-Bootb,  and  Mr.  Seelj 

Moved,  **  That  those  who  conduct  the  andit  of 
Public  Accounts  on  behalf  of  the  House  of 
Gommons  ought  to  be  independent  of  the 
Executive  Government  and  directly  respon- 
sible to  this  House  ;  and  that,  inasmuch  as 
the  appointment,  salaries,  and  pensions  of 
the  oflfteers  entrusted  with  the  oonduct  of 
such  audit  are  more  or  less  under  the  control 
of  the  Treasary,  the  present  s/stem  is  one 
which  imperativel/ calls  for  revision"  (M*. 
Dillwyn)  May  12,  [19a]  116;  after  debate, 
Motion  withdrawn 

Report  of  Seleet  Committee  Jyky  21 

(Pari  P*  No.  452) 


PuhlieaHoni^  B€gutraUon  of 

Observations,  Mr.  Ayr  ton  ;  Reply,  The  Attor- 
ney General ;  short  debate  thereon  Jime  12, 
[192]  1609 

E»em]fiion  of  SmaU  PamphUls  from  84ewity, 
Question,  Mr.  Craufurd;  Answer,  The  At- 
torney General  Mar  20,  [190]  1074 


PviblicaiioM'^SaU  of  Illegal 
Question,  Mr.  Percy  Wyndham  ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Gathorne  Hardy  Map  19,  [193]  612 
Immoral  Publications   and   Plays,  Question, 
Mr.  Hubbard  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
June  15,  [193]  1558 


PuhUe  Departments,  Concentration  of 
Question,  Mr.  Gregory;   Answer,   Lord  John 
Manners  Jtdy  18,  [193]  1105 


PnUio  Departments  (Extoa  Seceipts)  Bill 

{Mr,  Hunt,  Mr.  Chancelior  of  the  Etoehequer) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1*>  •  Dec  7  [Bill  26] 

Moved,    "  That   the  Bill  be    now   read  2^ " 
Feb  18,  [190]  692  ;  Bill  read  2^* 

Committee  *  ;  Report  P«6  17 

Bead8»^  Pe(  24 
I  Read  I**  {The Lord  Clinton)  Feh 24 

Read  2**  Mar  5  (No.  25) 

Committee*  ;  Report  Mar  9 

Readd^*  i/or  10 

Royal  Assent  Mar  30  [81  Viet.  0.  9] 


Fublie  DopartmfiAte  Pajrmente  Bill 

(ifr.  SelaUr-Booih,  Mr.  Secretary  O,  Bardy) 
€.  Ordered  ;  read  1*»*  July  6  [BiU  212] 

Read  2*»  •  July  10 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  14 

Considered  *  July  15 

Rcad8»*  .fitU^15 
I,  Read  !••  {The Lord  Clinton)  July  16 

Read  2**  July  20  (No.  264) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  21 

Read  3*  •  jM/y23 

Royai  Assent  Juiy  81    [II  4  32  Vict,  c.  90] 


Public  Dcpartmenti^Bepifri  of  tie  Com- 
miitioncrs 
QuesUon,  Mr.  Parry  ;  Anawer,  Lord  Jolin  Maa- 

nenJuly  6,  [193]  7 16 

Public  Health,  Departments  of 

Moved,  «« That  it  is  expedient  that  tlia  D^ait- 
ments  of  Public  Health,  Cattle  Plague,  aad 
Quarantine  should  cease  to  exist  as  Bstabluh- 
ments,  due  regard  being  had  to  all  parsoaal 
interests  and  to  all  individual  claims'*  (Str 
J.  Clarke  Jervoise)  July  14,  [193]  1194 ; 
after  short  debate,  Motion  negatired 

Public  Offices,  The  Nevo-^The  India  and 
ForHgn  Offices 
Question,  LordRedesdale ;   Answer,  Tbe  Eaii 
of  Malmesbnry  Jfor  24,  [191]  102  ;  May  1, 
1688;  short  debate  thereon 

Public  Schools 
Moved,  *'  That  an  humble  Address  be  uitstsiiil 
to  Her  Majesty  for.  Copies  of  an  j  Petitiess 
or  Memorials  on  the  Subject  of  Pnbllo  SAotk 
which  have  been  received  by  Her  Majestj'i 
Government  since  the  1st  of  Jalj,  1666* 
{The  Earl  Stanhope)  June  15,  [19J]  1586; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

PabUo  Schools  Bill 

(Jfr.  WalpoU,  Sir  Stafford  NortkcoU,  Mr. 

Secretary  Oathome  Hcardy) 

190]  e.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  WalpoU)  Doe5,eH 

Bill  ordered,  after  short  debate  ;  read  1«  * 

.  Moved,  <*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«  "  FA  li. 

742  ;  after  long  debate,  Bill  read  2»  [BiU  14] 

.  Question,  Mr.  Ayrton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Walp^ 

Feb  24,  1078  ;  Question,  Mr.  Mewdegate; 

.     Answer,  Mr.  Walpole  Feb  38,  1101 ;  Qaes- 

tion,  Mr.  Gosohen ;   Answer,  Mr.   Walpok 

«     ifar20,  1982 

.  Committee  ifor  20,  2082  [BiU  47] 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Sdsct 
Committee "  (Mr.  Walpole)  ;  aAer  dioft 
debate.  Bill  committed  to  a  Seleet  Cosh 
mittee 

And,  on  Mar  26,  Committee  nominated  ss 
follows:  — Mr.  Walpole  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Ayrton,  Mr.  Benyon,  Mr.  Cavendisk  Bca- 
tinck,  Mr.  Cardwell,  Mr.  Clement,  Mr. 
Grant  Duff,  Viscount  Enfield,  Mr.  W.  EL 
Forster,  Mr.  Gosohen,  Mr.  Darbj  Griflbk, 
Sir  William  Heathoote,  Mr.  Howes.  Mr. 
Mowbray,  Mr.  Meate,  Mr.  Neville-Grenvilte, 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  Mr.  Powell,  and  Mr. 
Stone 
Report  •  May  22  [BiU  13S] 

Order  for  Committee  {on  re-eommiS)  rmi; 
Moved,  «  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  lean 
the  Chaur "  June  16,  [192]  1681 
Amendt.  to  leave  oat  from  ^'That^"  and  add 
<*  the  Bill  be  referred  back  to  the  Seket 
Committee,  in  order  that  Clauses  may  be  in- 
serted in  it  giving  power  to  the  new  govcra- 
ing  bodies  and  the  Commissioners  to  bs 
appointed  by  the  Bill  to  deal  with  the  consti- 
tution and  revenues  of  Eton  and  Winchester 
Colleges "  {Mr.  Neate) ;  Question,  •'  That 
the  words,  dio. ; "  after  short  debate,  AoMadt. 
withdrawn ;  main  Question,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker,  dto,,**  pat,  and  agreed  to;  Con- 
mittee— ii.r,_ 

^      lamk 
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Committee— B.P.  June  25, 1924 
193]  Committee  (on  re^eotnm,) ;  Report  July  7, 
812 
Considered  •  Jufy  14 
Read  8<»  •  July  15 
I.  Readl*»  {The  Earl  of  Derby)  July  U 
.Moved,   "That  the    Bill   be  now   read  2»" 
July  20,  1461  ;    after   short    debate.    Bill 
read  2*  (No.  262) 

.  Committee  July  23,  1651 
.  Report  July  2t,  1701  (No.  285) 

Read  8**  July  27  (No.  288) 

.  0,  Lords  Amendts.  oonsidered  Jtdy  28, 1908 
Page  9,  line  10,  Amendment  read  2^ 

[BUI  254] 
Moved,  "  That  this  lloase  doth  disagree  with 
the  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment"  {Sir 
Slaford    NortheoU)  ;   after   short    debate, 
A.  28,  N.  18  ;  M.  10 ;  other  Amendments 
disagreed    to  ;      subsequent    Amendments 
agreed  to 
Committee  appointed,"  todrawnpReasons,di(c." 
Royal  Assent  July  81    [81  &  82  Viet.  o.  1 18] 

PtTOH,  Mr.  D.»  CarfMirthmihire 
Army  Estimates — Land  Foroes,  [191]  72 
Mines  Assessment,  2R.  [191]  1871 
Registration,  2R.  [192]  1611 

Q^€tn  Anne*9  Bomniy  Board 

Select  Committee  appointed  "to  inquire  into 
the  management  and  constitation  of  Qneen 
Anne's  Bounty  Board"  (Mr,  Bouverie) 
ifoy  19,[i93]591 

And,  on  May  28,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  :  —  Mr.  Bourerie  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Akroyd,  Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinok,  Lord 
Charles  Bruoe,  Mr.  Feilden,  Mr.  Oreville- 
Nugent,  Mr.  Beresford  Hope,  Mr.  Howard, 
Mr.  Howes,  Mr.  Monk,  Mr.  Newdegate,  Mr. 
Fease,  Mr.  John  Peel,  Mr.  Powell,  and  Mr. 
Sohreiber 
Report  of  Select  Committee  July  17 

(Pari,  P,  No.  439) 


Accoonts  1866-7-8 


Nos.  110,  326 


Quern's  Counsel  and  of  Precedence,  Patents 

of 
Question,  Mr.  Labouohere ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ga- 
thome  Hardy  June  29,  [193]  807 

Q;u€ensland-'Lahow$rs  from  the  South 
Sea  Islands 
(^neetion,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor;  Answer,  Mr. 
Adderley  Mar  18,  [190]  1590 ;  May  7,  [191] 
1882 :  May  25,  [19a]  816 ;  Question,  Mr. 
W.  £.  Forster ;  Answer,  Mr.  Adderley 
Jitly  17,  [193]  18e« 

Railway  and  Oas  Shares  Bill 

{Mr,  WaldegravC'LesHe,  Mr.  Ooldney, 

Mr.  Oraham) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave   {Mr.    Waldegrave- Leslie) 

Dee  3,  [100]  572 

Bill  ordered,  after  short  debate  ;  read  1*  * 

Bill  withdrawn  •  Marb  [Bill  28] 


Railway  Companies  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Duke  of  Richmond) 
I,  Presented ;  read  1*  •  July  7  (No.  226) 

R«ad  2*  •  July  9 

Committee*  ;  Report  Jitly  18 

Read3»*  July  U 
e.  Road  1«»  July  14  [BUI  237] 

Read  2<»  •  July  16 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  17 

Read3»»  July  18 

Royal  Assent  July  31    [31  ^  32  Viet,  0.  79] 

Railway  Companies  (Ireland)  Advances 

BiU  {Mr.  Selater-Bobth,  Mr,  ChanceUor  of 
the  Exchequer) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l***  June  17  [BiU  177] 

Read  2®  •/untf  25 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  30 

Read  3«  *  /tt^'2 
/.  Read  1»  *  ( The  Duke  of  Richmond)  July  8 

Read  2**  July  17  (No.  205) 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  21 

Reads**  /u(y  28 

Royal  Assent  J^  81    [81  dr  82  Viel.  0.  94] 

Railways 

Brecon  and  Neath  Railway,  Aeeideni  %ijpon  the. 
Question,  The  Marquess  of  Clanrioardis  ; 
Answer,  The  Duke  of  Richmond  May  7, 
[191]  1879 

Carriage  of  Parcels  by  Railway,  Question,  Mr. 
W.  £.  Forster ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen  Cnvo 
April  27,  i[i9i]  1333 ;  Question,  Viscount 
Hali&x;  Answer,  The  Duke  of  Richmond 
Afril2%,  1425 

Drivers  and  Guards,  Communication  between. 
Question,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley  ;  Answer, 
The  Duke  of  Richmond  Deo  5,  [190]  575 

Insolvent  Railway  Companies^  Moved,  '*  That 
in  ease  of  an  Insolvent  Railway  Company 
applying  for  an  extension  of  time  or  for  any 
other  power,  and  where  such  Railway  Com- 
pany have  applied  to  the  Court  of  Chancery 
for  a  soheroe  of  arrangement  under  the  Rail- 
way Act  of  1867,  such  Railway  Compaay 
shall  on  or  before  the  30th  of  November  im- 
mediately preceding  the  application  for  the 
Bill,  deposit  in  the  Private  Bill  Office  a 
Schedule  setting  forth  the  full  detailed  par- 
ticulars disclosing  all  transactions  of  such 
Company,  and  to  answer  all  and  every  ques- 
tion or  questions  hereunder  set  out ;"  [List  of 
Questions]  (Afr.  Treeby)Mar  10,  [190]  1884  ; 
after  short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Railway  Enyines,  Fires  from,  Question,  Mr. 
Read ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen  Cave  July  16, 
[103]  1287 

Railways  BUI,   Revision   of,   Qneation,    Mr. 

-  ■  ^'  — iir»   ~     -  - 
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Basley  ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Hutt  Mar  28, 
"ipi]35 

vUlways  {Ireland),  Moved,  **  That  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  for,  A 
Copy  of  the  Instruotions  issued  to  the  Com- 
missioners appointed  to  inquire  into  the  State 
and  Value  of  the  Railways  of  Ireland  "  ( The 
-Marquess  of  Clanricarde)Mar9,  [190]  1209  ; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 
R<^1  Commission  on^Rcpert  of,  Question, 
Mr.  Hors&U  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen  Care  I  p 
Jftiy  12,  [192]  115  > 

Icent, 
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TroMfer  of  Debenture  Stock,  Stamp  DtOtes 
on,  4we«tion,  Mr.  Childert ;  Answer,  The 
Chanoelior  of  the  Ezchequer  Jttne  8,  [192] 

Trent  VaUey  Line,  Aeeidentt  on  the,  (eoMtion, 
Mr.  Newdegmte ;  Aniwer,  Mr.  Stephen  Care 
Feb  14.  [190]  781 
(See  Ireland) 

See   title    ParUament—Private   BtUs-^ 
Private  BiU  LegitlaHon 

Bailwayf  and  Joint  Stock  Companies 
AcconntB  BOl 

{Sir  WiUiam  EuU,  Mr,  Elliee) 
e.  Motion  for  Uave  (Sir  WiUiam  Butt)  Mar  9, 


[190]  1280 
M\\  orde 


Bill  ordered,  after  short  debate  ;  read  !•  • 
MoTed.   "That  the   Bill  be  now   read   2» 
Apnl  29,  [191]  1536;   after  short  debate. 
Bill  read  2*  ''°*"  *''"' 

Bill  withdrawn  *  June  24 


[BiU  58] 


Bailwajs  (Extension  of  Time)  Bill 

( Jfr.  Stephen  Cave,  Mr.  Bunt) 
e.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  Stephen  Cave)  F^  20, 
[190]  1000 

Bill  ordered,  after  short  debate  ;  read  l«  * 

Bead2«'»  J^«6  24  [BiU  89] 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  5 

Considered  *  Jfar  6 

Read8o»Jfor9 
I.  Read  !*•  {The  Duke  of  Richmond)  Mar  10 

Moved.    '^That    the    BUI  be  now  read  2* 
Mar  16,  1675;    after    short    debate,  BUI 
read  2-  (No.  86) 

Committee*   Mar  27 

Report*  3for  80 

Read  8**  Mar  81 

Royal  Assent  May  21  [31  Viet.  c.  18] 


Sailways  (Guards'  and  Passengers'  Com- 
mnnication)  Bill 

{Mr.  Eenry  B.  Sheridan,  Sir  Patrick  O'Brien) 
e,  BiU  ordered*  Nov  26 

Readl***  Mar  18  [BiU  66] 

2R.  deferred,  after  short  debate  Mar  24,  [191] 
206 

Read  20  •-Way  20 

BiU  withdrawn  *  June  17 

Bailways  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr.  Serjeant  Barry,  Mr,  Sullivan) 
C,  Ordered ;  read  !<>*  May  18  [BiU  128] 

Read  2<»  *  June  23 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  24 

Read  8"  *  June  25 
h  Read  1**  {The  Lord  Granard)June  26 

Read  2**  July  10  (No.  177) 

Committee*;  Report /w/y  14 

Read  8**  July  16 

Royal  Assent  July  81    [814  82  Vict,  c.  70] 

Eamsat,  Mr.  J.,  Stirling,  Sfc. 
Elementary  Education,  2  a.  [192]  2011 
Poor  ReUef,  Comm.  cl.  K..  [193]  1885 
Scotland— Middle  Class  Schools,  [193]  658 
Supply— Post  Office,  [193]  888 


Ba*mg  of  Charitable  LuHtuitons 

Question.  Mr.  Baines  ;  Answer,  Mr-  Hoi* 
Nov  28,  [190]  881 ;  Question.  Mr.  Hadfiey ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  May  4,  [19O  l**^ ; 
Question,  Mr.  Baines;  Answer,  The  Cbaa- 
eeUor  of  the  Exchequer  June  29,  [193]  *1' 

Batehswobth,  Lord 

Boundary.  Report,  Amendt.  [193]  710 
Capital    Punishment    within     Prisons,     SB. 

add.  cl.  [19a]  14 
Ministerial   Explanation  —  PabUe 

[193]  580 

Rawlinsok,  Sir  H.  C,  Frome 

East  India,  Troops  and  Vessels    (AbyssiBba 

Expedition).  Res.  [190]  888 
GoTemment  of  India  Act  Amendment,  Cosw. 

[192]  1878  ;  cl.  1,  1880  ;  cl.  2,  [193]  860 
India— Bank  of  Bombay,  [191]  147,  437 

Postage  Rates  to  India,  [^190]  167 
India— Telegraphic  Commomoation,  Motios  fiv 

Papers.  [193]  164 
Russia  and  Bokhara,  [193]  05d 

Read,  Mr.  C.  S.,  Norfolk,  JS. 
Agriculture,  Motion   for  a  Committee,  [19!] 

584 
Cattle  Plague.  [190]  02 ;  [191]  1578 ;— Cea^ 

pensation  for,  [193]  1288 
Cattle  Trade,  Foreign.  [193]  1751 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolitioa, 

add,  d.  [190]  1420 
County  Financial  Boards.  2R.  [191]  1552 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrapt  Practkws  : 

Elections,  dR.  [193]  1720 
Fires  from  RaUway  Engines.  [193]  1287 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market, 

[193]  636  ;  cl.  2.  1536.  1775 
Mines  Assessment,  Comm.  cl.  1,  [193]  851 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  add.  cl.  [193]  1885 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  [193]  1204,  1206 
Turnpike  Trusts,  2R.  [192]  1726 


Reabden,  Mr.  D.  J.,  AthXone 
Barrett,  The  Conrict.  [191]  1570 
Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  1083 
Canada— Alleged  Flogging  in  a  Prison.  [191; 

1608, 1600 
Election   Petitions  and  Corrupt  Prmoticsi  at 

Elections,  Consid.  add.  cl.  [193]  1^4 
Established    Church  (Ireland),   Comm.  [191] 

1584, 1620  ;  [192I  1208,  1204 
Fenian  Convicts  at  Manchester,  [190]  122 
Fines  and  Fees  (Ireland),  2R.  [190!  1230 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Act  Cee- 

tinuance.  Comm.  add.  cL  [190]  087 
Habeas    Corpus   Suspension   Acts    (Ird8Bi)i 

Motion  for  a  Return.  [190]  1939 
Her  Majesty  The  Queen,  Notice,  [193]  711 
Industrial    Schools    (Ireland),    Oonun.  [191] 

218  ;  cl.  11.  228 
Ireland — Questions.  Ac. 
Arrests  in,  [191]  888 
Political  Prisoners,  [100]  1891 
SnlliTan  and  Pigott.  Messrs.,  ImprisoiiBeBt 
of,  [191]  450 
Lectures  on  Religion,  [193]  846 
Libel,  2R.  [191]  672 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  d,  8,  [193]  1424  ;  d.  1% 

Digitized  by  L:iOOQ IC      p^^ 


BEA       BED 


{SESSION    1867-8) 
190— 191— 193— 193. 


BED        REG 


Rbabdbit,  Mr.  D.  J.— cent. 

Remission  of  Sentences,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[190]  571 
Repeal  of  the  Union  (Ireland),  Leave,  [193] 

1948 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Leave, 

[1901 1949  ;  2R.[i9i]  1952 ;  Coram.  Amendt. 

[192]    1571,    1572  ;   el  4,  Amendt.  1585  ; 

el.  7,  Amendt.  1586  ;  add,  el,  1778  ;  Consid. 

add,  el.  1898 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Leave, 

[190]  848 ;  2R.  1284,  1259,  1260 ;  Oomm. 

[193]  472.  473 
Train,  G.  F.,  Case  of,  [193]  1948 


,       Bbbow,  Mr.  J,  G.,  Colchester 

County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  [191]  1551 


Beeard  Publications 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  June  26,  To 

'  leave  out  from  *'  That,"  and  add  "  in  the 

'  opinion   of  this   House,  the  prices  of  the 

Record  Puhlioations  ought  to  be  reduced 

'  from  fifteen  shiUings  to  ten  shillings,  and 

from  ten  shillings  to  six  shillings,  and  that 

1  the  Statutes  of  Ireland,  from  the  first  meet- 

ing of  the  Irish  Parliament  to  the  Union 
with  England,  ought  to  be  published  at  the 

[  national  expense^   (ifi-.  Pim),  [193]  165; 

Question,  **  That  the  words,  Ac. ;  *^  after 
short  debate,  Amendt.  and  original  Motion 
withdrawn 


BjBDESDALE,    LoFcl    (Chairman    of  Com- 
mittees) 
Army  Chaplains,  Comm.  [193]  1393 
Boundary,  Report,  [193]  712 
Consecration  of  Churchyards  Act  Amendment, 

2a.  [192]  508  ;  Comm.  cl.  1,  898 
*  Coronation  Oath,  Address  for  a  Paper,  [193] 

1345 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [192]  1842 
East  London  Museum  Site,  Explanation,  [190] 

636,  640 ;  Comm.  793 ;  Report,  860 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Council, 

3R.  [190]  1677, 1678 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, Motion  for  a  Committee,  [191]  245 
Education,  Withdrawal  of  BUI,  [192]  411 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Comm.  [193]  1818 ;  3R. 

Amendt.  1895 
Established  Church  (Ireland)— The  Resolutions, 

[191]  1452  ;  [192]  1919 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  16,  19 
Foreshores,  Motion  for  Papers,  [19311 552 
Metropolis — Statues  in  Westminster  Hall,  [193] 

979 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Report  of 

Select    Committee,  [191]    565,   570;  Res. 

694, 695 
Parliament — Public   Petitions,  Motion    for  a 

Select  Committee,  [191]  689,  690 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  [191]  465;  [192I  946; 

Report,  1744 
Public  Offices,  The  New,  [191]  102,  104,  1683, 

1684 
Public  Schools,  Report,  [193]  1708 
Railway  Bills— Increase  of  Rates,  Res.  [193] 

1071,  1072, 1077  ;  Amendt.  1226 
Railways  (Extension  of  Time),  2R.  [190]  1676 


RuBSDALB,  Lord — eont. 

Regulation  of  Railways,  2R.  [190]  1961, 1972; 

[192]  13  ;  Report,  d,  14,  416;  add,  el.  419, 

421  ;  3R.  Amendt.  707,  708 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Report, 

[193]  715  ;  3R.  Amendt.  803,  808 
Sale  01  Poisons  and  Pharmacy,  Comm.  [193] 

1556 ;   Report,   add,  el.   1629,   1630 ;   3R. 

add.  cl,  1744,  1745, 1746,  1748 
South  Coast  Railways,  2R.  [192]  1457 ;  3R. 

[193]  360^  362, 1344 ;  Commons  Amendts. 

1543,  1545 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  Comm.  [193]  1549, 

1550 
UniTcrsity  Elections  (Voting  Papers),  2R.  [193] 

983 
Vagrancy — Guildford  Union,  Motion  for  Cor- 
respondence, [192]  99 

Reformatory  Schools  (Irelaiid)  BOl 

( The  Earl  of  Mayo,  Mr,  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>•  Mar  17  [Bill  65] 

Read2«*  Mar  30 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  21 

Considered*  May  22 

Read8*»»Jfoy25 
/.  Read  1**  (7%*  Earl  of  Devon)  May  26 

Read  2**  Jtdy  8  (No.  122) 

Committee  * ;  Report  Jtdy  7 

Read  3**  July  \Z 

Royal  Assent  July  16    [31  h  32  Viet,  0.  59] 

Registration  Bill 

(Bir,  Secretary  O,  Hardy,  Sir  Jamee  Feryuteon) 
0,  Motion   for    Leaye    (ifr.    OaUiome    Hardy) 
JuneWt  [192]  1398 

After  debate.  Bill  ordered ;  read  l^*  [Bill  167] 

Moved,  "That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2<"^ 
June  15,  1609  ;  after  short  debate.  Bill  read 
2<>,  and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee 

And,  on  June  23,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows :  —  Mr.  Secretary  Gathorne  Hardy 
(Chairman),  Mr.  Ayrton,  Mr.  Bouverie,  Sir 
George  Bowyer,  Sir  Robert  Collier,  Mr.  W, 
E.  Forster,  Mr.  Garth,  Mr.  Graves,  Sir 
George  Grey,  Mr.  Hibbert,  Sir.  Rainald 
Knightley,  Mr.  Leeman,  Sir  Charles  Russell, 
The  Solicitor  General,  and  Captain  Surtees 

Report  •  June  25  [Bill  190] 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  "  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair" 
Jtdy  2,  [193]  561 ;  after  short  debate.  Mo- 
tion agreed  to ;  Committee ;  Report 

Considered*  JulyZ 

Moved,    "That  the  Bill    be  now  read  8«" 
July  6,  720 ;  after  short  debate.  Bill  read  3® 
/.  Read  I**  (The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  July  6 

Read  2»,  after  debate  Julv  7,  803    (No.  218) 

Committee* ;  Report  July  9 

Read3**  July  13 

Royal  Assent  July  16    [31  ^  32  Viet.  c.  5S^ 

Registration  (Irelaxid)  Bill 

(The  Earl  of  Mayo,  Mr.  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland) 
c  Motion  for  Leave  ( The  Earl  of  Mayo)  July  6. 
[193]  782 
Bill  ordered  ;  read  !<>  *  [BUU213]       j 

Read  2«*  July9  Digitized  by  GOOQIC 
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Hiffiitration  (Ireland)  BiU'-coni. 

Committee ;  Report  July  20, 1486     [BUI  248] 
Considered  *  July  22 
Eead3^»  July  22 
I.  Read  !*•  {The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  July  23 
MoTed,  "That    the    Bill    be    now  read  2*'' 
July  24, 1 709  ;  aOer  iliort  debate,  Bill  read  2* 
Committee  • ;  Report  July  27        (No.  281) 
Read  3\  after  ihort  debate  July  28, 1897 
Rojal  Awent  July  31  [31  A  32  Via.  0.  112] 


Begistration  of  Writs  (ScotUad)  Bill 

[bjL]      ( The  Lord  Colontay) 
4.  Presented  ;  read  1*»  jPe6  17  (No.  15) 

MoTed,  "  That  the  BUI  be  now  road  ^^  "  Mar  6, 

[190]  1147  ;  BUI  read  2» 
Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  9 
Read3«*  Mar  10 
e.  Read  1»  •  ilor  13  fBiU  62] 

Mored, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^"  (^The 
Lord  AdvocaU)  Mar  23,  [191]  lOO ;  after 
tbort  debate,  Bill  read  2^ 
Committee*  ;  Report  May  18 
Considered  *  May  28 
Read  30  *ifay  29 
Rojal  Assent  June  25       [31  A  32  Viet,  c.  34] 


Begistry  of  Deeds  Office  (Ireland) 

MoTody  That  a  '.Select  Committee  be  appointed 
"  to  inquire  into  the  legal  application  of  the 
surplus  fines  in  the  Office  of  the  Registry  of 
Deeds,  Ireland"  (General  Dunne)  Feb  24, 
[190]  1077  ;  afier  short  debate,  Qoeition 
put,  and  negatired 


Regulation  of  Railways  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Duke  of  Richmond) 
h  Presented  ;  read  1*  *  Mar  9  (No.  34) 

MoYcd,    « That  the    Bill    be    now  read  2* " 
Mar  20,  [190]  1955  ;  after  debate.  Bill  read  2» 
Committee  May  11,  [192]  6  (No.  88) 

Report  May  18.  412  (No.  95) 

Read  8»  May  22,  707  ;  ftfter  short  debate,  BUI 
passed  (No.  101) 

c  Read  1*>  •  May  28  [BUI  142 J 

Moved,  "  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2«"  (Jfr. 
Stej^ien  Cave)  June  8,  1294  (  after  short  de- 
bate, BUI  read  2« 
Committee  •— b.p.  June  29 
Committee ;  Report  July  24,  [193]  1733 
Considered  July  26,  1781 ;   after  debate,  Bill 

read8« 
Royal  Assent  July  31  [31  k  32  FtVf.  c.  119] 


ReligioiiB,  ftc.  Buildings  (Sites)  BUI 

(Mr,  Badfield,  Mr,  Basley,  Mr.  Leeman,  Mr. 
Akroyd) 
€.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  Nov  29  [BiU  18] 

MoTod,  "That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2« " 
April  1,  [191]  662  ;  after  short  debate, 
BUI  read  2'» 


Committee  *  ;  Report  AprU  21 
Considered  •  April  22 
Read  30  •4pi-i/ 24 


[cont. 


Reliyioui,  ire.  BuUdingt  (Sites)  BiU^-eont, 
I.  Read  l^^  (The Lord  Cranw&rth)  AprU  27 

Moved,  <<That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2*" 
May  14,  [193]  233 ;  after  short  debate,  BiU 
read  2*  (No.  77) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  26 

Re-comm.  June  18,  1741  (No.  1^) 

Report  *  Jut0B  19  (No.  161} 

Read  3^*  June  26 

Royal  Assent  July  13      [31  A  32  Vict,  e,  44] 

Renewable  Leasehold  Converaon  (Jx^ 
land)  Aet  Extension  BiU 

(Mr.  Gregory,  Mr.  George  Morris) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  I''*  Mar  12  [Bfll  61] 

Ready**  April 2 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  22 

Re-oomm.  •  ;  Report  June  26  [BiU  182] 

Rcad3**»  June  26 
I  Read  !••   {The  Marquees  of    Claivicardi} 
June  29  (No.  184) 

Read2*»  July  1 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  10 

Read 3**  July  14 

Rojal  Assent  July  16    [31  4  32  Via,  e.  62] 

Repeal  of  the  Union  witii  Xreland  Bili 

e.  Motion  for  Leare  (Mr.  Rearden)  July  ZlJi^i] 
1948 
[The  Motion  found  no    Seconder,  and   was 
therefore  not  put  from  the  Chair] 

Representation  of  the  People  (1867)  Bng- 
land  Act 
Amended    Boundary    Plans,    QneetioD,    Mr. 
WaldegraTC- Leslie ;    Answer,    Mr.    Disfitll 
June  8,  [192]  1230 
Assistant  Boundary  Commissioners,  Qoeeiioei, 
Mr.  Serjeant  Gaselee,  Mr.   Darby  Grifkk ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Disraeli  if cr  24,  [191]  146; 
Question,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith ;  Ansver,  Ur. 
Gathorno  Hardy  June  0,  [192]  1335 
192]  Boundaries  of  Boroughs ^Orien  of  tht  Day 
postponed  (3itr.  Disraeli)  May  18,  426 
After  short  debate.  Ordered,  Th&t    a   Sekot 
Committee    be    appointed  to  consider    the 
Boundaries  of  the  following  Boroughs,  as 
laid  down  by  the  Boundary  Commiaaionera, 
and  to  report  what,  if  any,  alterations  sboold 
be  made  therein    [List  of  the  Boroaghs\ 
.    430 
Committee  nominated  as  follows : — Mr.  Anstia 
Bruoe,  Mr.  Kirkman  Hodgson,  Sir  WiUcsa 
Stirling-Maxwell,    Mr.    Walpole,    and    Mr. 
Whitbread 
Moved, "  That  it  be  an  Instruotion  to  the  Select 
Committee  on  Boundaries  of  Borooffiis  tfast 
they  have  power  to  eonsider  the  Pedtioai 
presented  to  this  House  on  the  subject  of 
the  places  of  nomination  for  County  Qee- 
tions ;  that  the  Petitions  from  South  MolKoa, 
Barnstaple,  Torrington,  and  Hfraoombe,  re- 
lative to  the  place  of  nomination    for  the 
Northern  Division  of  the  county  of  Devon,  be 
referred  to  the  Committee"  (Sir   Staford 
.    Northcote)  May  28, 1011 ;  after  abort  d^ate. 
Motion  withdravm 
Report  of  the  Select  Committee,  Obserratlons, 
.    Mr.  Walpole  May  29, 1044 

iParl.  P.  No.  811) 
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Eepre$0nUaim  &f  ihi  FeopU  (1867)  JSngland  Act 
— cont. 

Botmdarp    ComrnisHoMrs*  Report,   Qaettion, 
Mr.   Beaamont ;     Answer,    Mr.   Gathome 
190]  Hard/    Feb    li,     793  ;    Qaestion,     Mr. 
Dillwjn  ;    Aniwer,    Mr.    Gatborne    Hardy 
.     Mar  9,  1218;  Question,  Mr.  Monk  ;  Answer, 
.     Mr.  Gathome  Hard/ Ifar  11,  1397;    Ques- 
tion, Lord  Sunley  of  Alderley  ;    Answer, 
.     The  Earl  of   Malmesbnry  Mar  17.  1795 ; 
Question,    Mr.     Stopford  ;     Answer,     Mr. 
Disraeli  June  5,  [193]  1 181 

Compomnd  ff<mi€holder$^Per$onal  P<^fnent, 

Question,  Mr.    Charles    Forster ;    Answer, 

The  Attorney  General  ;  short  debate  thereon 

.     Notf   20.   437  ;    Questions,    Mr.    Gosohen, 

Sir  William  Hutt  ;    Answers,  The    Attor- 

.     ney  General   Dee  9,  516  ;    Question,  Mr. 

Sandford ;  Answer,  The  Ghaneellor  of  the 

Exchequer  F^  14,    730  ;    Question,    Mr. 

E.    Hamilton  ;    Answer,    The    Ghaneellor 

.     of  the  Exchequer  Feb  17,  795 ;   Question, 

Mr.  Schreiber;   Answer,  The  Ghaneellor  of 

.     the  Exchequer  Feb  18,  886  ;  Question,  Mr. 

ETans  ;     Answer,    The    Attorney    General 

Mar  10,  1888 ;    Question,  Mr.   Schreiber  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  May  5,  [191]   1785 ; 

Question,  Mr.  H.  B.  Sheridan ;  Answer,  Sir 

Michael  Hicks-Beach  May  14,  [193]  246 

Compoundinafor  RaUt,  Amendt.  on  Committee 
of  Supply  Mar  19,  To  leave  out  from  "  That," 
and  add  "  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is 
expedient  that  so  much  of  the  Reform  Act  of 
1867  as  makes  occupiers  liable  for  Poor  Rates 
instead  of  owners,  in  respect  of  premises  to 
which  the  system  of  compounding  had  been 
applied,  ought  to  be  repealed  ;  that  the  name 
of  every  occupier  ought  to  be  put  on  the  rate 
book,  and  that  payment  of  rates  by  the  owner, 
under  the  compounding  system,  ought  to  be 
deemed  payment  by  the  occupier  and  entitle 
him  to  the  franchise"  {Mr.  James  White), 
[190]  1893 ;  Question,  "  That  the  words, 
dec. ; "  after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

DitfranehUed  Bornuglie — Tcftnee,  Qreat  Yar^ 
numth,  Laneaiter,  and  Reigaie,  Cbservations, 
Mr.  Otway,  Mr.  Serjeant  Gaselee  Nw  29, 
[190]  434 

Rat^paying  Clauses,  Question,  Obsenrations, 
The  Duke  of  Argyll;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Chancellor  Mar  13,  [190]  1550  ;  long  debate 
thereon 

Rating — Small  Tenements  Act — Question,  Sir 
William  llutt ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral Nov  25,  [190]  167 — Morning  Sittings, 
Questions,  Mr.  Thomson  Hankey  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Disraeli  June  8,  [193]  1228 

Registration  Lists,  Question,  Lord  Henley; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy /uiitf  12,  [193] 
1477 

Registration  of  Voters^  Legislation,  Question, 
Sir  Edward  Buller ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
April  28,  [loi]  1458 

Registration  of  Voters  Act — Dissolution  of  Par- 
tiament,  Obserfations,  Mr.  Bourerie ;  Reply, 
The  Solicitor  General  ;  debate  thereon 
Miiy  15,  [193J  371 

RegistraHon  of  Voters,  1868,  Question,  Mr. 
Gorst;  Answer,  Mr.  G.  Bardy/ttiM8,  [193] 
1223 

The  Lodger  Franchise — Stamper  t.  the  Over' 
seers  of  Sunderland,  Obserrations,  Mr. 
Candlish ;  short  debate  therton  July  0,  [193] 
904 


Bepresontation  of  the  People  (Irekiid) 

Bill    ( The  Earl  of  Mayo,  Mr,  Disraeli,  Mr, 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland) 
€,  Motion  for  Leave  (The  Earl  of  Mayo)  Mar  19, 
[190]  1940 
Moved,  '^That  this  House  do  now  adjourn" 
(Colonel  French);  after  short  debate,  Mo« 
tion  withdrawn  ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  1*»  • 
Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2"* "  May  7, 
[191]  1949  :    after  debate.  Bill  read  2"* 
193]  Question,    Sir    Colman    O'Loghlen ;     An- 
swer, The  Earl  of  Mayo  May  26,  922 
.  Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  "  June  15, 
1571 ;  Motion  agreed  to  [Bill  71] 

.Committee,  afler  short  debate — b.p.  1581 
.  Committee  June  18, 1762  ;  after  long  debate, 

BUI  reported  [BiU  179] 

.  Considered  June  22, 1892 
ResiddP*  June  25 
I  Read  l^*  (The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  June  26 
193]  Moved,  "That   the   Bill  be  now  read  2*" 
June  30,  368 ;  after  short  debate,  Bill  read  2* 
.  Committee ;  Report,  after  short  debate  July  7, 
800  (No.  176) 

Read  3*  •  July  9 
Royal  Assent  July  13    [31  A  32  Vict.  0.  49] 


Repreemtation  of  the  People — Scotland  and 

Ireland-^  Bills 
Questions,  Mr.  Baxter,  Sir  Henry  Winston- 
Barron  ;   Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
190]  Exchequer  Feb  13,    690 ;   Question,   Mr, 
Stacpoole  ;     Answer,  The    Earl  of   Mayo 
.     Feb    14,  730;    Question,    Mr.    Chichester 
Fortesoue ;    Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli ;   debate 
.     thereon  Mar  6,  1189  ;    Question,   Colonel 
.     French ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  Mar  19, 1892 
Poor  Assessment  (Scotland),  Motion  for  Return 
of  Deductions  allowed  [and  other  Particu- 
lars] (The  Earl  of  Airlie)  Mar  27, [191] 
328  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

BeproBentation  of  the  People  (Seoflaiid) 
Bill 

( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exehe* 

quer.  Sir  James  Fergusson) 
190]  c.  Motion  for  Leave  ( The  Lord  Advocate) 
Feb  17,  811 
Bill  ordered,  after  debate ;  read  l*"  •  [BUI  29] 

•  Qnestion,  Mr.  Kinnaird  ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 

2^^6  28,1103 

.  Moved,  *'  That  the  BiU   be    now  read  2« " 

Mar  9,  1234 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
tliiis  day  six  months  "  (Mr,  ffadfieid) ;  Ques- 
tion,   *<That  *now/    du}.;*'    after    debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn ;  Bill  read  2'' 

.  Questions,  Mr.  Moncreifl^  Mr.  Bouverie ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Disraeli  Mar  19, 1890 
191]  Committee    deferred,    after    short    debate 
Mar  23,  99 

.  Question,  Mr.  Crauftird  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
April  3,  829 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Moncreiff,  Mr. 
Bouverie ;  Answers,  Mr.  Disraeli  May  7, 
1885 ;   QrUestion,  Mr.  Gladstone ;  Answer,  j 

•  Mr.  Dimeli  May  8,  2004  ;    Questions,  Sir  LC 
Andrew  AfiMw»  Bir»  Monoreiff;  Answen^^ 
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ReprMitUatUm  of  Ihe  PstjtU  (So^tkmd)  BiU^ 

CODt. 

19a]  Mr.  DitrMli  May  11,  18;    QomUod,  Mr. 
.     Baxter  ;    Answer,  Mr.  DUrfteli  Jfoy  16,  946 

.  Order  for  Committee  read  May  18, 480 
MoTed,  «  That  it  be  an   Inatniction  to  tlie 
Committee  tliat,  instead  of  adding  to  the 
numbers  of  the  House,  thejr  hare  poirer  to 
disfranchise  Boroogbs  in  England  having, 
by  the  Census  returns  of  1801,  less  than 
5.000  inhabiUnU"  {Mr,  Baxter) 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  Power,"  and  add 
"  to  take  one  seat  from  Boroughs  in  England 
returning  two  Members,  and  baring,  by  the 
Census  returns  of   1861,  less  than   12,000 
inhabitanU"  {SirRaitudd  KnighiUy) ;  after 
short  debate,  Question,  "That  the  words, 
Ao. ;"    A.  317.  N.  196;   M.  21;   Difision 
List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  461 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
Moved,  *<  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair  •» 
.  Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add  "no 
arrangement  respecting  additional  Members 
can  be  just  or  saUs&otory  which  does  not 
treat  Scotland,  as  respects  the  number  of 
its  representatives  in  Parliament,  as  an  in- 
tegral portion  of  the  United  Kingdom,  en- 
titled to  be  placed  on  a  footing  of  perfect 
equality  with  England  and  Ireland,  in  pro- 
portion to  its  present  population  and  the 
Revenue  which  it  yields  to  the  National 
Exchequer,  as  compared  with  the  present 
population  and  Revenue  of  England  and 
Ireland ;  and  that  to  establish  this  equality 
at  least  fifteen  additional  Members  should 
now  be  provided  for  Scotland  "  (Mr, 
ifXarvn), 466;  Question,  "That  the  words, 
^.  ; "  after  short  debate,  Motion  with- 
drawn ;  main  Question,  <*  That  Mr.  Speaker, 
Ac,"  agreed  to 

.Bill  considered  in  Committee,  478 ;  after  long 
debate^B.p. 

.  Question,  Mr.  DalgUsh  ;   Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
ifay  10,513 

.  Ministerial  Statement  (Mr,  Disraeli)  May  21, 
619 
Moved,  "That  this  House  do  now  adjourn" 
(Mr,  Percy  Wyndham)  ;  after  long  debate. 
Motion  withdrawn 
.  Committee  b.p.,  after  long  debate  May  26,  840 
.  Questions,  Mr.   Yorke,  Mr.  Gladstone ;   An- 
swers, Mr.  Disraeli  May  28,  954 
.  Committee  May  28, 956 ;  after  long  debate— r.p, 
•  Committee  June  8,  1231  ;  after  long  debate, 

BUI  reported  [BUI  154] 

.  Considered  June  11, 1444 
Considered  *  June  18 
Read  3°»  June  18  [BiU  166] 

I,  Read  1*  •  ( 2%tf  Lord  Privy  Seal)  June  19 
.  Moved,  *'  That  the  BUI    be   now  read  2* " 
June  23,  1913;    after    short    debate,    BUI 
read  2«  (No.  164) 

193]  Committee  June  30,  362 
.  Report  July  6,  715  (No.  192) 

.  Read  3»  July  7,  803  (No.  220) 

[oont. 


Represontaiionofihe  PeopU  (Ireland)  BOi  bopL 
193]  Moved,  at  the  end  of  the  BUI  to  add  tbe  folkw. 
ing  clause : — "  That  tbe  Boondaries  of  the 
City  of  Glasgow  shall,  until  otherwise  £> 
rected  by  Parliament,  be  those  specified  a 
Schedule  (K.)  hereunto  annexed  "  {^7%eLari 
Rede$dale);  after  short  debate.  Coot.  13^ 
Not- Cent.  53 ;  M.  40  ;  resolved  in  tki 
negative  ;  BUI  passed,  and  sent  to  tbe  Cee- 
mons  ;  list  of  Cent,  and  Not-Cont.  809 

e.  Lords  Amendts.  considered  July  9,  918 

Amendts.  as  fiur  as  the  Amendt.  in  page  24, 

line  32,  agreed  to  [BUI  215] 

Page  24,  line  32,  the  next  Amendt.  read  9* 
Amendt.  to  add  to  the  said  Amendt.  the  werii 

''after  the  eipiration  of  the  present  yesr 

and "    {Mr,  M'Laren)  ;    Question,    ^  TM 

the  words,  Ac.;   A.  124,  N.   104;  M.S»; 

Amendt.  as  amended,  agreed  to 
Several  other  Amendts.  agreed  to ;  one  &- 

agreed  to 
Committee  appointed,"  to  draw  up  Reasons,4e.'' 
Reasons  for  disagreeing    to    Lords   Ames^ 

reported,  and  agreed  to ;  to  be  ooounnniealai 

to  The  Lords 

/.  Observations,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbory  Jmtf  9, 
.     903 

BiU  returned  from  the  Commons,  with  sevoii 
of  the  Amendments  made  by  the  Lordi 
agreed  to  ;  certain  Amendments  agreed  ts, 
with  Amendments ;  and  One  AmendBODt 
disagreed  to,  for  which  they  assign  a  Reasoa; 
Tbe  said  Reason,  and  BUI,  with  tbe  Ancsd- 
ments,  to  be  printed  (No.  235) 

.Commons  Amendts.  to  Lords  Amendts.  a&d 
Commons  Reason  for  disagreeing  to  one  sf 
the  Amendts.  made  by  the  lx>rds  eonaidered : 
One  disagreed  to  July  10,  074 

Moved,  "  That  this  Uouse  do  disagree  to  tbe 
Amendment  made  by  the  Commons  to  tbe 
Amendment  made  by  the  Lords  in  page  H 
line  32"  (The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  ;  aftershort 
debate,  Motion  agreed  to 

Other  of  the  Commons  Amendments  agreed  to; 
and  Lords  Amendment  to  which  the  Oon- 
mons  disagree  not  insisted  on  ;  and  a  Ce» 
mittee  appointed,  Ao, 

.  0,  Lords  Reason  for  disagreeing  to  one  of  tU 
Commons  Amendments  to  Lords  Axncsd- 
ments  considered  July  10,  1067 
After  short  debate.  Resolved,  That  this  Hosie 
doth  not  insist  upon  the  Amendnient  rasde 
by  this  lie  use  to  the  Amendment  made  bf 
their  Lordships,  to  which  The  Lords  bafe 
disagreed 

Royal  Assent  July  13    [31  A  32  Viet,  o.  48] 

Repton,  Mr.  G.  W.  J.,  Warvoick  Bo. 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  st 
Elections,  Comm.  add,  cl.  [193]  1454 

Bevenne  Officers  Bisalrilities  Bemofal 

Bill  (Mr,Monk,  Sir  H,  Vemey,  Mr.  Otwag) 

0.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Mar  24  [BiU  70] 

Moved,   "That  the  BiU  be    now  read    3«* 


June  10,  [192]   1332^after  short  debate, 

ooqIc 

<^        [oomL 
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Revmm  Ogicers  DMbUtHei  Eimovai  BiU^ 
oont. 

Order  for  Committee  re*d  ;  MoTed,  «  Thai  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leare  the  Chair  "  June  12, 
1538  ;  after  short  debate,  Mored,  "  That  the 
Debate  be  now  adjoamed"  {Mr,  ScUOer* 
Booth);  A;de,  N.53;M.  16 

Qaeetion  again  proposed  ;  Mo?ed,  *'  That  this 
House  do  now  adjourn  "  {Lard  Edwin  JBtU- 
Trevor) ;  Question  neffatired 

Question  again  proposed ;  Mored,  «  That  the 
Debate  be  now  adjourned "  {Mr.  Powell) ; 
A.  88  ;  N.  42 ;  M.  9 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker,  Ao,," 
negatifed 

Question,  Mr.  Monk  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
June  15,  1565 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  Mored,  **  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  "  June  80, 
[193]  889 

Amendt.  to  leare  out  from  "That,"  and  add 
"  this  House  will,  upon  this  dajr  three  months, 
resolre  itself  into  the  said  Committee " 
{Mr,  ChaneeUor  of  the  Exchequer)  ;  after  de- 
bate. Question,  «  That  the  words,  Ao.  ; "  A. 
79,  N.  47  ;  M.  82  ;  main  Question,  '*  That 
Mr.  Speaker,  Ao,"  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Com- 
mittee; Report 

Read8*»/t«/y2 
/.  Read  1«*  (The  Lord  Abinger)  July  8 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«" 
July  18,  1078;  after  short  debate,  Bill 
read  2«  (No.  204) 

Committee  • ;  Report  Jtdy  14        (No.  214) 

Read  8»»7u/y  17 

Royal  Assent  July  81    [81  &  82  Viet.  0.  78] 


I    BihhonSt  Ifnportation  of  Foreign 

Question,  Bir.  Eaton ;  Answer,   Mr.  Stephen 
Care  June  29,  [193]  808 

BiCHMOND,   Duke   of  (President  of   the 

Board  of  Trade) 
Alkali  Act  Continuance,  2R.  [193]  509,  510 
Brecon  and  Neath  Railway,  Accident  on  the, 

[191]  1881 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  2R.  [191] 

1879  ;  8R.  add.  el.  [19a]  14 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

[191]  1572 
Cotton  Statistics,  2R.  [19a]  710 
EsUblished  Church  (Irehind),  2R.  [193]  218 
Foreshore  and  Bed  of  the  Sea,  [192]  1828, 

1824, 1880  ;   Motion  for  Papers,  [193]  1551, 

1552 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Act  Con- 
tinuance, 2R.  [190]  1065 
Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  1600 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  [190]  1099 
Promissory  Oaths,  Commons  Amendts.  [193] 

1227 
Railway  Bills— Increase  of  Rates,  Res.  [103] 

1075 
Railway  Communication  between  Drivers  and 

GDar()s,ri9o]575 
Railways  (Extension  of  Time),  2R.  [190]  1675 
Railways  (Ireland),  Motion    for  an   Address, 

[190]  1211 
Railways  Regulation—The  Parcels  Clause,  [191] 

1425 

YOLtCXCIIL  [THISDSXBIX8.]    [<Hm<* 


RxomoiiB,  Duke  0^— «oiil. 
iUgulation  of    Railways,    2R.    [190]    1925  ; 

Comm.  el.  14,  [19a]  8 ;  el.  15,  9  ;  ol,  16, 

10,   11 ;   el,   17,   12  ;  el,  28,  18 ;   Report, 

d.  14,  412.  414,  416  ;  cl,  15,  Amendt.  418 ; 

add,  el,  420,  422 ;  8R.  709 
Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland),  2R.  [19a]  1628  ; 

Comm.  1916 
Sea  Fisheries,  2R.  [191]  465,  466;    Comm. 

el.  5,  [19a]  287,  288,  289 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  Re-oomm.  [19a]  916, 

917 
South  Coast  Railways,  2R.  [19a]  1459 ;  8R. 

[193]  858  ;  Commons  Amendts.  1544 


BiDLST,  Sir  M.  W.,  Northumberland,  If. 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 
aii.  el.  [190]  1480 


Biiual  Commission — see  Church  of  Eng- 
land 


Bwersy  PolhUion  of^LegislaUan  on 
Question,  Mr.  CandUsh ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome 
Hardy  Feb  24,  [190]  1072 


EoBEBTSON,  Mr.  P.  F.,  Bastings 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

[19a]  471 


BoEBUOx,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Sheffield 

Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [19a]  429,  482,  484 

Boundary,  Comm.  [192]  271,  284 

Brougham,  Lord,  The  late,  [193]  1829 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Comm.  el.  14,  [193]  1008,  1009 ; 
Amendt.  1011, 1012  1014  ;  Consid.  1648 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Motion 
for  Adjournment,  [191]  660,  710,  778,  779 ; 
Res.  1907 

Libel,  Comm.  [19a]  598, 594;  el.  1,  605,  606 : 
el.  8,  617 

Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190]  1858, 
1865, 1868,  1869, 1871 ;  [191]  40 

United  SUtes—The  «  Alabama^'  claims,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Addreu,  [190]  1178 


Roman  Catholic  Prisoners — TothiU  Fields 
House  of  Correction 
Obserrations,    Mr.    Maguire  ;    short   debate 
thereon  Dee  8,  [190]  547 

BomLLT,  Lord 
Bankruptcy  Act  Amendment,  2R.  [193]  867 ; 

Comm.  1159, 1161,  1368 
Bankruptcy  Acts  Repeal,  2R.  [191]  28  ;  Comm. 

1218, 1220 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  2R.  [193]  1809 ;  Comm.  d.  24, 

1894 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  54  ^rics\c> 
Foreshore  and  Bed  of  the  Sea,  [193]  1829    '^^"^^ 

4  L  I<wK, 
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RomzxT  Lord — eotd, 

MetropoUUn  Streets  Aoi  (1867)  AmettdaieBt, 

Report,  add.  c^  [190]  577,  578 
RefaUtion  of  lUilwayt,  Comm.  cL  $,  [192]  8 
ReligioQf,  Ac.  Biii]dinn(Sitet),  3R.  [193]  234; 

Comm.  cL  2,  Amendt.  1741 
South  GoMt    Railways,   C<«MKKmi  AoMiidta. 

[193]  1548 

Bopal  Aoadimy — Burlingtcn  Souis 

Qaestion,  Mr.  Coirper;  Answer,  Lord  John 

Manners    Mar   80,  [191]    467  ;    Qoestion, 

Mr.  Lajard  ;  Antwer,  Lord  Joha  Manners 

April  80,  1580 

(See  title— Couffs  of  JutHee,  The  NeuH^ 

Competition  of  Arehiteeti) 

B0T8TON,  Right  Hon.  Yiseoont  (Comp- 
troller of  the  Household),  Cambridge- 
shire 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Rei.  I, 
[191]  1485 

Established  Choroh  (Ireland)— Replj  to  Ad- 
dress, [192]  113 

Lords  Commissioners'  Speeeh—  Her  Majesty's 
Answer,  [190]  129 

Princess  of  Wales— Reply  to  Address,  [193] 
1140 

Bute  of  the  Ba§i  at  Sea 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Holland  ;   Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
Care  April  2,  [191]  705 ;  June  28,  [193] 
2186 

BiTssELL,  Earl 
Abyssinian  Expedition,  Res.  [190]  589 

Vote  of  Thanks,  [193]  480 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speeoh,  [190]  16,  47 
Boundary,  Comm.  d.  4,  [193]  500,  507 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  [191] 

1111,   1142.    1217 ;    Comm.   1570  ;    [193] 

594 ;  Report,  900 
Crete— Insurrection  in.  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[191]  817 
Edinburgh,  Duke  of,  Address  to  Her  Majesty, 


[191]  1804 
Edu(     "       ~ 


Education,  Res.  [190]  478,  482,  596 

Education,  IR.  [191]  134 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praetioes  at 

Elections,  2R.  [193]  1797,  1897, 1808. 
EsUblished  Church  (Irelaad)— The  Resolutions, 

[191]  1485,  1437 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  2070, 

2105;  [193]  19,  235,  283 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Act  Con- 
tinuance, 2R.  [190]  1055 
Italy— The  Roman  Question,  [190]  599,  601 
Marine  Mutiny,  2R.  [191]  687 
Ministerial    Explanation  —  Public  Business, 

[i?3]  «75,  576 
Ministerial    Statement — Resignation    of   the 

Earl  of  Derby,  [i  90]  1 09  6 ;— Re-construction 

of  the  Ministry,  1105,  1106 
Napier,  Sir  E.  —  The  Queen's  Message,  [193] 

973 
Kova  Scotia,  Motion  for  an  Address,  [193]  708 
Parliament—Business  of  the  House,   Report 

of  Select  Committee,  [191]  570 
Parliament— Notice  of  Questions,  Res.  [loi] 

691  '  I  y  J 


Rvfmx^  Earl— «Mit, 
Parliament— Public  Petitions,    Mo«aott  ftr  1 

Select  ConmHtee,  [191]  686,  090 
Prittoess  of  Wales,  Address  to  the  Qassi,  [i^ 

865 
Promissory  Oaths,  2R.  [190]  S5T 
Reform  Act,  1867— RatepajiB§  CUuns,  [iqd^ 

1574, 1587 
RepresentatioB  of  the  People  (Ireland)^  Gsbb. 

[193]  802 
Representation  of  the  People  (SeetU»d)b  [irL 

904  ;  Commons  Amesdts.  975 
Uniformity  of  Public  Worship,  2R.  [195]  8SS 
United  Stales— The  «<  Alabama  **  elaim^  lb- 

tion  for  Papers,  [191]  333,  850 
Whitsuntide  Reoses— State  of  Pablie  Aftn, 

[193]  1026,  1032, 1034 

BxjssELL,  Colonel  Sir  C,  BerhaMre 
Army— Broeeh-Loading  Rifles,  [190]  1225 
Distinguished-SerTioe  Msjora,  [190]  733 
Army — IXscharged  Soldiers,    EaapIoymsBt  0^. 

Res.  [193]  214,  322 
Anny  Estinuttes — Land  Forces,  [191]  8B 
Commissionaires,  Corps  of,  [191]  240 
Metropolitan  Foreign  CaUle   Market,  Csae. 

[193]  1339 
Mutiny,  Comm.  el.  22,  [191]  824 
Representation  of  the  People  (Sootlaad),  Com. 

cL  3,  [193]  488 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Ree.  1,  [191]  im 

ExTSSELL,  Mr.  A.  J.  £.,  Taviatoel 
Customs,  Appeiatmonts  in  the^  [193]  IM 


Bueeia  and  Bokhara 

Question,  Sir  Henry  Rawlinson  ; 
Stanley  May  28,  [193]  950 


vLsrf 


BjjTLANDt  Duke  of 

EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  T3 
Metropolis— New  National  Gallery,  [193]  16 


"  St.  Ahhe;'  Survivors  of  the 
Question,  Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane  ;    Aaswcc,  & 
Stafford  Northcote  ifor  20,  [191]  260 

St.  Albans,  Duke  of 
Egyptian  Slave  Trade,  [193]  880 


St.  Avbyk,  Mr.  J.,  OermoaU,  W. 
Army — Shoeing  Horses,  M.  Obarlier^s 

of,  [193]  1817 
Mines  Assessment,  2R.  I.191]  1807;  Gea^ 

tfM,[i93]852 

St.  Dayids,  Bishop  of 
Charge  of  the  Bishop  of  SaUsbviy,  [190]  188 


St.  Leoitabds,  Lord 
Court  of  Appeal  Chancery  (Despateb  ef  Bob 

ness)  Amendment,  IR.  [190]  1098 
Tenure  (Irdand),  IR.  [190]  1040;  2R.  lOT 
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Saiat  Mmij  Bfimenef  s  Cknioh,  Loubtti 

Bill    {Mr,  BefOinek,  Mr.  Cramford,  Mr. 
Alderman  La»rmM) 
e.  (Wered  ;  read  1«  •  Jfdf/ 10  [Bill  828] 

Read  2^  *,  and  committed  to  a  Seleot  Com- 
mittee of  Eigbt  Members  :  —  Mr.  Powell 
(Chairman),  Mr.  Bentinck,  Mr.  Chambers, 
Mr.  Crawford,  Mr.  Ormabj  Gore,  Mr.  Darbjr 
Grtfttb,  Mr.  AMerman  Lawrence,  Marquess 
of  Lome,  Lord  John  Manners,  Mr.  Philip 
Martin,  Mr.  Russell,  Mr.  Ttte,  and  Mr. 
WaldegraTc-Leslie 

Report  •  /w/y  20  [Bitt  247] 

Commitiee  *  (cm  re-comm.) ;  Report  JtOy  21 

Read  8**  •  July  2^ 
i.  Read  !*•  (The  Earl Nelwn)  Jxdy  23 

Read2«»  July  21  (No.  278) 

Committee*;  Report /uZy  28 

Reads**  Ju/y  29 

Royal  Assent  /t%  31  [81  h  82  Viti.  c.  127] 

St,  Fetershurg,  BritUh  Factory  at 

Question,  Mr.  Clay;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
My  28,  [193]  1666;  July  21,  1824 

Sale  of  LLquors  on  Sunday  Bill 

{Mr.  J.  A.  Smithy  Mr,  Bailey,  Mr.  Bainei) 
€.  Ordered ;  read  l""  •  Nov  28  [BUI  12] 

Mo?ed,  <«  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^"' 
Mar  18,  [190]  1S81 

Amendt.  to  leave  ont  "  now«"  and  add  **  upon 
this  day  six  months"  (Mr.  Loeke)  ;  after 
long  debate,  <^stion,  "  That  <  now/  4fco. " 
put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^ 

Moirad, "  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee "  {Mr,  Mibbert) ;  after  short  de- 
bate. Bill  committed  to  a  Seleot  Committee 

Question,  Mr.  Roebuok ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  A. 
Smith  Mar  28,  [191]  40 

And,  on  Mar  26,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  : — Sir  James  Fergusson  (Chairman), 
Mr.  Baines,  Mr.  Berkeley,  Mr.  John  Bright, 
Mr.  Evans,  Colonel  Fane  (Hants),  Mr. 
Hibbert,  Mr.  llonfall,  Mr.  Knatchbull- 
Hugessen,  Mr.  Locke,  Mr.  Malcolm,  Mr. 
Roebuck,  Mr.  John  Abel  Smith,  Mr.  Frede- 
rick Stanley,  and  Mr.  Yorke 

Report  of  Select  Committee  July  7    (No.  402) 

Report*  Juiy  7 

Sale  of  Liqnon  on  Sunday  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  (/EeiUy,  Lord  Oremome,  Mr.  Pirn) 
Motion  for  Leave  (7^  <y  Conor  Bon)  Feb  18, 


[190]  926 
BiU  orde 


[ordered,  read  1«*  [Bill  81] 

Moved,  <*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2<' "  Mar  5, 
]  144 ;  after  short  debate.  Bill  road  2^,  and 
committed  to  a  Select  Committee 
And,  on  Mar  16,    Committee  nominated  as 
follows:  — Mr.   O'Reilly  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Cubitt,   Mr.;  Dawson,  Mr.  Chichester  For- 
tescue,  M^jor  0»vin,  Lord  Claud  Hamilton, 
Mr.  Leader,  £arl  of  Majo,  Mr.  Monsell,  Sir 
Graham    Montgomery,    Mr.    Murphy,    Mr. 
O'Neill,  Mr.  Pirn,  Mr.  Pollard-Urquhart,  and 
Mr.  Staopo<^ 
Report  of  Select  Committee  May  26  (No.  280) 
Re^Mmrn.  •  May  26  [Bill  188] 

BUI  withdmxii  *  Jyne  M 


Sale  of  Poifloni  and  Phamacy  let 
Amendment  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The Earl  GranviUe) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  1*  *  May  19         (No.  108) 

Read  2»  •  May  28 

Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself 
into  Committee  "  June  15,  [192]  1554 ;  after 
short  debate,  House  in  Committee 

Report  June  16,  1629  (No.  146) 

Readd*/untfl8,  1744 
€.  Read  l""  •  June  22  [BUI  181] 

Rcad2o*/tmtf29 

Committee  • — b.p.  July  10 

Coomiittee';  Report  July  15,  [193]  1214 

Considered  •  July  17  [BUI  286] 

Considered*  July  20 

Read8«»»/«/y21 

Royal  Assent  Jtdy  81    [81  A  82  VicU  e.  121] 

Sales  of  Beversions  Bill 

{Sir  Roundell  Palmer,  Sir  Robert  Collier) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  I**  •  Nov  26  [BiU  8] 

Read2<»»iVot;28 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Nov  29 

Considered  • ;  read  8**  •  Nov  80 
I  Read  1« •(The  Lord  Chancellor)  Dec  2  (So.  5) 

Moved,  **  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2»"  Dec  8, 
[190]  527  ;  after  short  debate,  BiU  read  2* 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Dec  5 

Rcad8»»  Z>w6 

Reyal  Asaent  Decl  [81  Viet.  0.  4] 

Salisbubt,  Marquess  of  (see  also  Cba^it- 

BOEME^  Yiscount) 
Charge  of  the  Bishop  of  Salisbury,  [190]  132, 

185 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

[193]  596 
CoUon  Statistics,  2R.  [192]  709,  710  ;  Comm. 

918 
Courts  of  Justice,  Now,  [192]  1884, 1847 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  [193]  79,  98 
Ministerial  Explanation — ^Public  Business, [193] 

579 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  cl  22,  [192]  948 
Railway  Bills— Increase  of  Kates,  Res.  [193] 

1072 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Comm.  d.  5,  Amendt. 

[192]  6,  8  ;  c^.  15, 9,  10  ;  Report,  cl.  14,  412  ; 

add.  cl.  420  ;  8R.  707 
Ritual,  Reports  of  the  Commission  00,  [193] 

834 
Sale  of  Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Act   Amend- 
ment, Report,  ad(£.  el.  [192]  1680  ;  8R.  1745, 

1746 
South   Coast   Railways,   Commons    Amendts. 


[193]  1546 
Iniformi 


XIniformity  of  Public  Woi-ship,  2R.  [193]  884 
Victoria^Appropriation  Act,  [191]  1992,  1994 
West  Indies,  2R.  [193]  798 

Salmon  Fisheriee  (Scotland)  Bill  b^L.} 

(The  Duke  of  Richmond) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  1»*  June  11         (No.  142) 
Moved,   "That    the   Bill    be  now  read   2*" 
June  16,  [192]  1628  ;  after  short  debate,  Bill 
read  2"" 
Committee  June  28, 1915  (No.  172) 

Report*  7u/y  2  (^9^208)1 

Bead  3*  •  July  3  Digitized  by  VaOOQlC 

[com. 
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SAN 


SAT 


Salmon  FUh$rie$  (ScoUand)  Sifl— cont. 

e.  IUadl»»/t4/w8  [BiU  210] 

Committee  * — e.p.  July  21 

Committee*;  Report  7u^  24 

Considered  *  July  25 

Read8«*  July  21 

Rojal  Assent  July  31      [31  A  32  Vict.  0. 123] 

Salomoks,  Mr.  Aldennan  3.,  Oremtcieh 
Biuik  Holidays,  2R.  [190]  950 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance, 

Comm.  add,  el.  [191]  205 
Marriage  Law  Commission,  [190]  510 
Metropolis— Deptford  Creek  Outfalls,  [191]  857 
Metropolitan  Streeta  Act  (1867)  Amendment, 

Comm.  d.  1,  [190]  411 
Mortgages,  Taxation  of,  [193]  1044 
NaT7  Estimates — Miscellaneons  Services,  [193] 

1156 
Sappl  J— Treasury,  [193]  1202 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [191] 

1189 

Sajhtda,  Mr.  J.  D'A.,  Tavistock 
Army— Fortifications,  Res.  [191]  2086,  2058 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Consid.    Amendt.  [193] 

1651 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance, 

Comm.  [191]  197 ;  el,  2,  208 
NaTj — Admiralty  Monies  and  Accounts,  Motion 

ibr  a  Committee,  [190]  921,  923 
Navy — Iron-clad  Fleet,  [193]  26 ;  Res.  [193] 

1118 
Nayy  Estimates — Dockyards  and  Naral  Yards, 
Amendt.  [193]  557, 561 
Steam  Machinery,  Amendt.  [193]  1148 
Postal—India,  China,  and  Japan  Mails,  Res. 

[190]  460 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.  1,  [191]  1768 

Sakxtelsok,  Mr.  B.,  Banbury 
Education,  Technical,  [190]  1812 
Elementary  Education,  2R,.  [193]  1992 
Expatriation,  Law  of,  [190]  2004 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

cl^  3,  [193]  1770 
Scientific  Instruction,  Motion  for  a  Conunittee, 


[191] 160, 186 
Sciei     * 


ientific  Instruction  in  Foreign    Coontries, 
[193]  1561 

SAin)POKD,  Mr.  Q.  M.  W.,  Maldon 
Compound  Householder,  The,  [190]  780 
Compounding  for  Rates,  Res.  [190I  1917»  1920 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Leare,  [190]  709 ;   Comm.  el,  5, 

[193]  2174 ;  el.  10,  [193]  750;  el,  14,  1006  ; 

el,  17,  Amendt.  1016, 1020 ;  el.  45, 1183 
Libel,  Comm.  el.  1,  Amendt.  [193]  604 
Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  1798 
Mntiny,[i90]  1816 

Parliament — General  Election,  [193]  924 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

[193]  1572 
Representation    of    the    People    (Scotland), 

Comm.  el,  8,  [193]  867 
Supply— Royal  Palaces,  [191]  1018 
United  States— The  "Alabama"  claims,  Mo- 

tion  for  an  Address,  [190]  1188 


Sanitary  Act  (1866)  Amendmoit  Bill 

(Mr.  Secretary  Oalhame  Hardy,  Sir  J^ma 
Fergueeon) 
c.  Ordered:  read  !•• /iffy  8  IBIU  22r 

R«ad2«*y»/y9 

Committee  • ;  Report  July  10 

Considered* /tt/y  18 

Re»d8*'»/ufyl4 
/.  Readl»*(7%«Lor(2Cliiilo»)7«^16(No.3S]< 

Read2»»  July  11 

Committee*  JuUf%l 

Report  •/tity  28 

Read8»*  My  24 

Royal  Assent  July  31 


[81  A  33  VieL  e.  lir 


Sanitary  Act,  1866— /SWwy*    ZTtHketim 
Act,  ISQT'-Levying  of  Batet 
(^estion, Viscount  Enfield;  Anawer,  SirJssM 
Fergttsson  Mar  26,  [191]  258 

Sat  Firit 
Nov  19, 1867-^The  Lord  Coloherter,  after  tk 

Death  of  his  Father 
Nov  22 — The    Lord    Fitxhardinge,    M&tt  ik 

Death  of  his  Father 
Feb  18,  1868— The  Marquess  of  Lansdovn, 

after  the  Death  of  hia  Fatber 
The  Lord  Wrotteslejr,  after  the  Dessk 

of  his  Father 
Mar  5— The  Lord  Ayeland,  alter  tlw  Dsifttf 

his  Father 
April  2— The  Lord  Carington,  after  the  Dsstk 

of  his  Father 
April  27— The  Duke  of  Northnmberland,  aftar 

the  Death  of  his  Coosin 
May  7 — The  Marquess  of  Salisbiuy,  after  lb 

Death  of  his  Father 
May  8— The  Earl  of  Ellesmere,  after  tlis  Deit^ 

of  his  Father 
June  8— The  Lord  Calthorpe,  after  the  DeaU 

of  his  Father 
June  22— The  Earl  of  Crayen,  after  the  Deatk 

of  his  Father 
June  25— The  Earl  of  Shrewabuy,  after  ^ 

Death  of  his  Father 


Dec  8 — ^The  Lord  Elphinstone,  a  RepreatntatiTt 
Peer  for  Scotland,  in  the  rosmef 
the  late  Lord  Polwarth 

Feb  14 — The  Lord  Dunboyne,  a  T>  nprrnnntstin 
Peer  for  Ireland,  in  the  rtioB  d 
the  late  Earl  of  Rosae 

May  7 — The  Earl  Annesley,  a  Repreaentatiiv 
Peer  for  Ireland,  in  the  leom  <^ 
the  late  Earl  of  Mayo 

Feb  14 — Hamilton  Lord  Bishop  of  KUnpn 

Elphin  and  Ardagb 
Mar  81 — Samuel  Lord  Bishop  of  JCeatb 

New  Peers  Introduced 

ifay5— The  Right  Hon.  Sir  John  TraDsfie, 
Baronet,  Baron  Kaateveii  of  Case- 
wick  in  the  County  of  r-iTMW)hi 
Sir  Brook  William  Bridcea.  Baioact, 
Baron  Fitiwalter  or  Woodhaa 
Walter  in  the  Countj  of  Eseex 
May  15 — Sir  John  Bonn  Walsh,  Barooet,  Bana 
Ormathwaiteof  Onnathwaite  intbs 
Coontj  of  Coffiberiaiid 
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SCL        SOL 


SatFirH^New  Peers  Inirodueed^eonU 
June  16— WUlUm  O'NeiU,  Clerk,  Baron  O'NeiU 

of  Shanes  .Gartle  in  the  Oonntj  of 

Antrim 
June  26— William  Lord  Brongham  and  Vanz 

(special    Limitation)   sat   first   in 

Parliament  after  the  Death  of  his 

Brother 
July  14 — Alexander   Nelson    Baron  Bridport, 

Viscount  Bridport 
July  27— Sir  Robert  Gomelis  Napier,  Baron 

Napier  of  Magdala  in    Abyssinia 

and  of  Oaryngton  in  the   County 

Palatine  of  Chester 

Nov  19,  1867  —  Thomas  Legh  Lord  Bishop 

of  Rochester 
June  8,  1868— George  Augustus  Lord  Bishop 

of  Lichfield 

Saxony^  Diplomatic  Eelationt  with 
Question,    Mr.    Hardoastle ;    Answer,   Lord 
Stanley  Dee  2,  [190]  519 

Schools  and  Training  FactorieB  (Ireland) 

Bill    {Mr.  Rearden,  Mr.  Leader) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  P*  July  18  [BiU  945] 

ScRREiBEB,  Mr.  C,  Cheltenham 

Abyssinia — Rassam,  Mr.,  Mission  of,  [190]  678 
The  Queen's  Letter  to  King  Theodore,  [190] 
179 

Compound  Householder,  The,  [190]  886  ;[i9i] 
1785 

Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  8R.  Mo- 
tion for  Adjournment,  [i^i]  207 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  [19a]  1040 

Ecclesiastical  Titles,  Leave,  [190]  994,1686; 
[193]  1181 ;  2R.  1696 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practiees  at 
Elections,  Comm.  el.  1,  [193]  668,  670 ; 
d,  5,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  691 ;  d.  14, 
[193]  1002;  add.cl.  1457:  Consid.  ad(i  eh 
1649 

English  Porcelain  at  Bow,  [190]  1887 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191] 
688 ;  Res.  1989 

Income  Tax,  dR.  [190]  545 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland), 
Comm.  [103]  469  ;  el.  9, 963 

Tancred's  Charity,  2R.  [191]  886 

Boientifie  Instruction 

Moved,  '<  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  proTisions  for  giTinff  in- 
struction in  theoretical  and  applied  Science 
to  the  Industrial  Classes  "  ( J^-.  Samuelsen) 
Mar  24,  [191]  160 ;  after  debate,  Motion 
agreed  to 

And,  on  Mar  21,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows: — Mr.  Samuelson  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Acland,  Mr.  Akroyd,  Mr.  Bagnall,  Mr. 
Bailey,  Mr.  Beecroft,  Mr.  Henry  Austin 
Bruce,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish,  Mr.  Dixon, 
Mr.  Graves,  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr.  Thomas 
Hughes,  Sir  Charles  Lanyon,  Mr.  William 
Lowther,  Mr.  M*Laffan,  Lord  Robert  Mon- 
tM^,  Mr.  Edmund  Potter,  Mr.  Powell,  and 
11^.  Read 

Report  of  Select  Committee  J*dy  15 

(Pari.  P.  No.  432) 
(Set  iUU^JBciiMtKiofi) 


SoLATER-BooTH,  Mf.  0.  (f  Secretary  to  the 
Poor     Law     Commissioners,    after' 
wards  Secretary  to  the    Treasury), 
ITampshire,  iV. 
Abyssinia — Posti^^  from,  [190]  1115 
Army — Fortifications,  Grant  for,  [191]  260 
Superannuation  Allowances,  [192]  2133 
Assessed  Taxes— Appeal  Courts,  [190]  2050  ; 
[193]  1199  ;— CoUeotion  of,  1367,  1475 
t  Casual  and  Vagrant  Poor,  [190]  661 
f  Clifton  and  Bedminster  Workhouse  Infirmaries, 
190]  166 
>le,  Mr.,  Case  of,  [191]  1457 


Cobll 


Commissionaires,  Corps  of,  [192]  246 
'Commissions,  Permanent  £x 
[191]  1287 


Commissions,  Permanent  £^nses   of,  Res. 


Consecration  and  Ordination  Fees,  [191]  1332 
Consolidated  Account,  Charges  on  the,  [190] 

1221 
Courto  of  Justice,  New,  [193]  1397, 1563,  2130, 

2131 
Customs  Offloers,  GrieTanoes  of,  ri9i]  1455 ; 
[193]  513,2135  :  [103]  1426 ;— Extra  Clerks 
in  the,  [193]  713 ;  [193]  304 ;  Res.  1409 
Durham  County  Courts,  [192]  816 
f  East  London — Distress  in,  [190]  644 
Election  Petitions  and   Corrupt  Practioes  at 

Elections,  Comm.  add.  d.  [193]  1453 
Electric  Telegraphs,  [192]  1631 
Garter  King  at  Arms,  [191]  39 
India — Customs  Department,  Board  of  Trade, 
[192]  426 
Postal  O>mmunication  with  Penang,  [1921 
1110 
Ireland — Questions,  So. 
Customs  ()flk>ers,[i92]  247 
Duty  on  Spirit  Licences,  [191]  38 
Eel  Weir  at  Roosky,  [193]  1670 
Military  Stores  and  Barracks,  [193]  312 
Post  Office,  [192]  1562 
Records,  [193]  304 
Regium  Donum,  [192]  345 
Taxation,  Inequality  of,  [193]  1283 
Land  Writs  Registration  (Sootland)  Fees,  [191] 

830 
Local  Charges  on  Real  Property,  Res.  [192]  158 
f  Metropolis— Guardians  of  St.  Luke's  Parish, 
[190]  651 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  [190]  1980 
Money  Orders  and  Stamped  Receipts,  [193]  2134 
Nayy  Estimates— Greenwich  Ho^ital,  d(c.  [193] 

1157 
Ordinations,  Fees  on,  [193II822 
fPoor  Law,  [190]  164  ;-.Walsall  Workhoaie, 
631 ;— BeUmal  Green  Workhouse,  1454 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  d.  4,  [193]  1606 ;  d.  13, 

1880  ;  d.  K,  1884 
Post  Oflio»— Questions,  d(c. 

American  Blails,  [190]  1685 ;  [192]  342 
Australia—  Postal     (communication  with, 

[190]  1979 ;  [192]  1472 
Brindisi  Ronte,ti92]  1561 
Cape  BlaU,  [192]  923,  1180 
Eastern  Mail  Serrice,  [joi]  258 
London  Letter  Carriers,  [192]  1853 
Malta,  MaiU  to,  [190]  122 


Postal  Serrioe,  [192]  817, 1476 
Returns,  [191]  2001 
Southern  District,  [191]  358 
Sunday  Labour  in  th^[f92]  2166 
West  IndU  Mails.  [191 J  1222  ;  ' 
[193]  519, 1660       Digitized  by 


IceiU. 
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SoLAXSft-BooTB,  Mr.  Qj—eont. 

Pott  0(Be«— Dufliy,  A.  J.,  Cmo  of,  MoUon  for 

A  Committee,  [191I  1298 
Pott  Office— PotUl  Subiidiet,  Ret.  [190]  3012 
Record  Publiomtions,  Ret.  [193]  IW 
ReTemie  Offioert  Ditabilitiet  RemoTal,  Comm. 

Motion  for  AdjourameDt,  [192]  1^30 
SUve  Bountiet,[i93]  1131 
Supply— Bounties  on  Slayes,  [192]  2170 

British  Embassy  Hooset,  [191]  992,  995, 

997 
Ciril     Service    Estimatet,    [19a]    1010; 

Report,  [193]  118*  ,      ^ 

Conriot    Establishments  (Colonies),  [193] 

004 
County  Courts,  [192]  502 
Embassy  Houses  Abroad,  [192]  312 
Foreign  Office.  [193]  1203 
QoTemment  PrUons,  [192]  1107 
narbourt  of  Refuge,  [191]  1001, 1002 
Land  Regittry  Office,  [19a]  1105 
Learned  Sooietiet,  Grantt  to,  [192]  1182, 

1183  ^       ^ 

Miscellaneous  Expenses,  [192]  1174;  Re- 
port, 1609 
National  Gallery,  [19a]  1172 
Portpatrick  Railway  Compentatioo,  [193] 

1211 
Post  Office,  [193]  831 
Post  Office  Packet  Service,  [193]  841,  845, 

846 
Prosecutions,  [192]  497,  501 
Public  Buildings  (Ireland),  [193]  404 
Registry  House,  Edinburgh,  Report,  [192] 
1176  ^      ^ 

Salaries  of  Governors  of  Colonies,   [193] 

675 
Sberiflf  Court  Houses  (Scotland),  [192]  400 
Treasury,  [193]  1202 
Ulster  Canal,  [192]  404 
University  of  Gla^ow,  [193]  401 
Woods.  Forests,  Ac.  [193]  1209 
Turkey — Embassy  House,  Constantinople,  [192] 
1763 
Embassy    House,    Therapia,    [192]  1752 ; 
[193]  1289 
United  Sutes -Library  Committee,  Philadel- 
phia, [193]  1901,  1902 
PosUl  Convention,  [i  92]  2 1 32 
Vancouver's  Island  and  British  Columbia,  [193] 

1141 
Wttnestes,  Expenses  of,  [193]  1819 

AgricuUural  Labourers'  DweUingt,  Question, 
Mr.  Fordyce  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
Mar  10,  [1901  1287 

Burntisland  and  Oranton  Ferry,  Question,  Mr. 
Aytottn  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen  Cave  Feb  21, 
[190] 1004 

Committals  {SeotUind),  Question,  Sir  Robert 
Anstruther;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
/fiikJ  30,  [193]  369  ..,,:. 

County  and  Burgh  Police  {SeoUand),  Moved, 
"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  County  and  Burgh  Police 
Systems  of  Scotland"  {The  Earl  of  Minto) 
May  11,  [192]  1 ;  after  thort  debate.  Motion 
agreed  to 

And,  on  May  16,  the  Lordt  following  were 
named  of  the  Committee  :—E.  Doncaster, 
£.   Morton,   E.  Lauderdale,  E.'Airlle,  £. 

ioinU, 


SeeOand    e»nt. 

Strange,  E.  Minto,  E.  Morley,  E.  Osii^ 
4own,  E.  Inna»,  L.  Qiirton,  L.  Elphiwtoi, 
L.  Panmure,  L.  Oxenfoord,  L.  Lyvedn.L 
Penrhyn,  and  L.  Oolonsay 

Report  of  Seleot  GoBunittee  Mmy  22 

^  (PoW.  P.  No,  IIJ) 

Dunkeld,  Bridge  at,  Qwetion,  Mr.  Baitfr: 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Feb  18,  [i^, 
885  ;  Question,  Mr.  Kinnaird  ;  Answw,  Tb 
Lord  Advocate  July  28,  [193]  1«71     ^. 

EdmoaiMn  BiO,  <iue*lion.  Admiral  Mw; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Ma»f  8,  [191] 
2001  ^      .      „ 

Education  — -  Legislation,  on,  Qncstiwi,  nt. 
Craufhrd  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Adtoeati 
Mar  13,  [100]  1591  ^     .  «  .  /, 

EstabHshed  OtJn*  qf-'The  Lord  m  Cm- 
missioner.  Question,  Sir  Robert  Peel:  ^• 
swer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Jfoy  7.  W]^^ 

Judicial  StaUsUes,  Question,  Sir  fidsirrfC*. 
brooke;  Answwr,  TheLordAdvoea4e/#». 
[190]  988  .     «  ^ 

Judicial  System—Royal  Commtssum,  Qo^ 
Mr.  Baxter ;  Answwr,  The  Lord  AinfA 
/tmtf  25,  [192]  2137  ^   ^       . 

Lmo  of  Hypothec,  Qoestion.  Mr.  Fordyej;  Ur 
swer,  Mr.  Carnegie  Mar  6,  [iQo]  1U9 

Law  Procedure  —  Inclosure  C*«»«uiwMfJ 
Question,  Mr.  Nicol ;  Answer,  The  UN  A^ 
vocate  Feb  17,  [190]  797  ,  „^,  .^ 

LegislaHonfor-Pfigress  of  Scotch  m^J^ 
tion.  Sir  Robert  Anstruther;  AMftf,  i* 
Lord  Advocate  May  14,  [192]  245 

Middle  Class  SchooU,  ObservatioM,  Ifr^ 
Duflf ;  Reply.  The  Lord  Advocate ;  mrtK- 
bate  thereon /i%  8,  [193]  <^*^    .^.a-- 

miHia,  Question,  Sir  Robert  Anrtn^' 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  i<^^  Wi^' 

Ministers'  Stipends,  Edinburgh,  <*»»»f;*^ 
M-Laren  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  A*oe»M 
Mar  19,  [190]  1889  .      ^.   ^,^ 

PmvchiaL  Assessment,  Question.  S«Jf"r 
Stirling-Maxwell ;  Answer,  The  LflrtAi"- 
cate  July  20,  [103]  1  ^    „  ,      ^t^^ 

Poor  Assessment,  Motion  for  Ret^,«  ^T^ 
tions  allowed  [and  othw  P«*»S?^IL 
Earl  of  AirUe)  Mar  27,  [19O  ^'  *^ 
agi»sedto-(Pa*-^''.No.90) 

Poor  Law  Returns,  Qoestion,  ^.^^i 
Agnew ;  Answer,  The  Lord  U^oesi$Ji^^'^ 

[»9»]  1«81  .^ 

PuJblie  Roads,  Question,  Mr.  M'Urea;  A«r^ 
Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  Nov  2«»  .L'^/'^, 
Question,  Mr.  Waldegrave-Ifli«  ^  7^' 
The  Lord  Advocate  Mar  27,  f'^^Jr^ 
R4Maway  Property,  ^iwM»«^*  ^S 
Colonel  Sykes ;  Answer,  The  \^  ^'"^ 

/«'y9.[i93]0n  o..,i0.ei«ft 

Ropresontation  of  the  PeegU  -g^JjLs, 
Mr.  Gladstone;  Answer,  Mr.Di*^'^ 
['90  2004  ^ 

"  Running  his  Letters,"  QM»^^\iAxMf» 
Anstruther;    Answer,  The  Lord  ^^ 
yu/yl4,[i93]1100  g,. 

Sujrreme  Civil  Courts,  The,  ^Jf^hi- 
Waldegrave-LesUe ;  Answer,  The  w^ 
vocate  Dee  3,  [190]  536  ^^  j|j. 

Trawling  for  Serrirngs  BiUf  Ji**T?jtaI, 
Lamont  f  Answer,^  Lord  AdfO0»t«^ 


[191]  1882 
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SooTT.  Lord  H.  J.  1£.  D.,  /Sitt«rMtr« 
RepNtttttotlM    of    the    People  (SooUaad), 
Comm,eL  10,  [19a]  986;  of.  11,  1004 


800TT,  Sir  W.,  JUxhmr^hihir0 
RepreMnUtion  of  the  People  (Seotland),  2R, 
[190]  1285 


ScoTTBPiELD,  Mr.  J.  H.,  JSiaverf&rdweit 
OommitiioDfl,  Pemument    Expenief  of,  Ret. 

[191]  1287 
Compuliory  Ohorch  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  [190] 

979 
Countj  Finaneial  Boardi,  2R.  [191]  1554 
Eetablisbed  Ohvrch   (Ireland),  Oomm.   Res. 

[191]  1988 
Lo^  Charges  on  Real  Property,  Res.  [193]  160 
Ministerial  Statement,  [193]  650 
Narj— Royal  Doekyards,  Res.  [190]  2048 
RoilwaT  and  Joint  Stook  Companies  Acooonts, 

2R.  [191]  1541 
Supply— Education,  Public,  [193]  1147 

Science  and  Art,  [193]  1167 
Turnpike  Trusts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  [loi] 

2018 
Turnpike  Trusts,  2R.  [193]  1722 


8sa,  CoUiiiom  at 
Question,  Mr.  Holland  ;  Ansirer,  Mr.  St^hen 
OaTe  Die  6,  [190]  642 


Sea  FiflherieB  BiU 

{JUr.  S.  Cave^  Mr,  E.  EgerUm,  Mr.  Shtm-Z^re) 
e.  Motion  for  Leare  (Mr.  Stephen  Cave)  Feb  24, 
[190]  1074 
Bill  ordered ;  after  short  debate,  read  I**** 
•    Read2«»*lfar5  [Bill  42] 

Committee  Mar  9, 1269 ;  after  short  debate  B.P. 
Committee*  ;  Report  Mar  17 
Considered  *  Mar  18 
Read  8«»  •  Mar  19 
I.  Read  1> •  (The Duke  ofRiehnumd) Mar  20 
Mored,    "That   the   Bill    be  now  read    2**' 
Mar  30,  [191]  465 ;  after  short  debate,  Bill 
read  2*  (No.  46) 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  11 
Committee  {on  re-eomm.y-^.F,  May  14,  [193] 

287  (No.  96) 

Committee  (on  re-eomm.)  May  26,  916 
Report  •  May  29  (No.  125) 

Read3«*  June  II 
e.  Lords  AmendU.  June  22, 1857      [BiU  1701 
Royal  Assent  July  18    [81  dk  82  Viet.  0,  45] 


Sea  Fisheries  (Irelaiid)  Bill 

{Mr.  Blake,  Colonel  Anneeley,  L§rd  Claud  John 

Hamilton^  Mr.  Kavanagh) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  April  80  [BiU  101] 

(Question,  General  Dunne ;   Answer,  The  Earl 

of  Mayo  May  14,  [193]  287 
MoTod,  <'That  the  Bill   be  now  read   2o " 
June  24, 2012;  after  short  debate,  BiU  read  2« 
BiU  withdrawn  •/tf^  2 


Sbblt,  Mr.  C,  Lincoln 
Fren<A  NaTy— Monitors  in  the,  [193]  1481 
Metropolitan  Tramways,  2R.  [i9o]^1110 
Nary — Questions,  d(c. 

Qreenwieh  Hospital,  d(c.  [190]  1114 ;  [193] 

1185 
«  Research"  and  <•  Enterprise  "—Explana- 
tion, [193]  1678  ^ 
Turret  Ships,  ice.,  Report  on,  [193]  1666, 
1714 
NaTy — Admiralty  Monies  and  Aooounts,  Motion 

for  a  Committee,  [190]  890,  907 
Nayy— IroD-cUd  Fleet,  Res.  [193]  UU,  1185 
Postal— American  MaUs,  [190]  604 


Select  Vestries 

I.  BUI,  jvo/omd,  read  1»*  Nov  19 


Sei.wik-Ibb£T80N,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Eeeex^  8, 
Boundary,  Comm.  el.  4,  Amendt.  [193]  1441 
Established  Church  (Ireland),    Comm.   [191] 

1867 
Foreign  Cattle,  Importation  of,  [190]  885 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 


[193]  1^0  ;  cL  8, 1756 


Belwys,  Sir  C.  J.— -«^  Solieitor  Oeoeral, 
The 


Smtenooi,  Momisiton  of 
Address  for  ^  Copy  of  aU  Petitions  or  Memorials 
and  of  all  Communications  praying  for  or 
recommending  the  suspension,  eommutation, 
or  remission  of  sentences  of  death  or  of  penal 
serritude,  reoeiTed  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  or  at  the  Home 
OflBce,  d(c. "  (kh-,  NewdegaU)  Dee  8,  [190] 
551 ;  after  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 


Servia,  Naiiondl  Assembly  of 
Question,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith ;   Answer,  Lord 
Stanley  June  25,  [193]  2185 

Sewage,  Disintegration  of 
Question,  Mr.  Liddell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome 
Hardy  June  2%  [193]  807 


SxTMOTTB,  Rear- Admiral  0.  H.  (Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  )y  Antrim  Co, 
Established   Church   (Ireland),   Conmi.  [191] 

1870 
NaTy—Greeowich  HospUal,  [193]  1406 
Old  Unarmoared  Ships,  [193]  1818 

SsTMoum,  Mr.  A.,  Totnes 
Supply—  Science  and  Art,  [193]  1167 

Seymour,  Mr.  H.  J).,  Poole 
India— Telegraphic  CommnnJeatJep^  Motion  for   t 
Papi«l|[l9i]  168  Digitized  by  VaOOQ IC 
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190— 191- 

SHifnmntT,  Barl  of 
Artisanf*  and  Labouren*  DwtUingt,  3R.  [192] 

907;  Report,  [19a]  987 
Babjr  Farmiog,[i93j  1890 
EBUblithMi  Cburoh  (Ireland),  9R.  [193]  910 
Ezplotire  Materialf  in  War,  figs]  1001 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  cl  S2,  [192]  948;  el  9, 

1090,  loao 

Promisaor/  Oatbi,  Commons  AmendU.  [193] 

1227 
Ritual,  Reporii  of  tbe  Oommiarion  on,  [192] 

808,833 
Unifbrmitj  of  Pnblio  Wonbip,  8R.  [193]  808, 

895 

Bbxrwax,  Mr.  H.  B.,  DudUy 

Bonndariei  of  Borough,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [192]  428 
Compound  Houiebolder,  Tbe,  [192]  245 
Caatomi*  Extra  Clerks,  [192]  713  ;  Res.  [193! 

1407 
Goddard,  S.  A.— Petition  of,  [193]  1250,  1254 
Ooremment  of  India,  Comm.  et  2,  [193]  808 
Income  Tax  Commissioners,  [193]  1774,  1775 
Income  Tax  in  Dudlej,  [190]  170, 177 
Railways  (Goards'  and  Passengers'  Commoni- 

oation),  2R.  [191]  200 
Rates,  Collection  and  Payment  of,  [193]  911 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Comm.  el.  17»  [193] 

1734 ;  add,  el,  Amendt.  1735, 1730 ;  Consid. 

add,  el.  1787. 1791, 1792 
Sierra  Leone— Assistant  Judge  o(  [192]  050, 

«57 ;  [193]  1818 
Supply— Establisbments  of  Cbina,  Japan,  and 

Siam,  Motion  for  A<youmment,  [193]  008, 

671 

Seebbitf,  Mr.  A.  C,  Woreeit&r  City 
Poor  Law — Betbnal  Green  Workbonse,  [iQol 
1453 

Sierra  Leone,  A$$iitani  Judge  of 
Question,  Mr.  H.  B.  Sheridan ;  Answer,  Blr. 

Adderley  May  21,  [192]  050 
Amxrintment  of  Mr.  tiuggim,  Question,  Mr. 
H.  B.  Sheridan;    Answer,    Mr.    Adderley 
Jidy  27,  [193]  1818 

Simeon,  Sir  J.,  IbU  of  Wight 
Boundaries  of  Borougbi,  Motion  for  a  Com* 

mittee,  [192]  428 
Boundary,  Comm.  [192]  279 
Capital    Punishment  within  Prisons,   Comm. 

el,  4,  [191]  1059 
Rogers,  Dr.,  Medical  OflScer  of  tbe  Strand 

Union,  [191]  201 
Turnpike  Trusts,  2R.  [192]  1727 

Sir  Robert  Napier's  Annnily  Bill 

(Mir.  Dodson,  Mr.  Dx$raeU,  Sir  Staff ord  NwthcaU) 

e.  Resolution  [9tb  July]  reported,  and  agreed  to ; 

Bill  ordered  ;  read  l"  •  July  13       [Bill  2301 

Read  2«*  July  U  "^ 

Committee ;  Report  July  15,  [103]  1225 

Read3-»/«tyl0 
I.  Read  1»  •  (7%«  Lord  Privy  Seal)  July  17 

Read  2**  July  20  (No.  205) 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  21 

Read3**7Wy23 

Rojral  Assent  July  31    [31  A  3?  Vict,  q,  91]      1 
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BlaoeBomHee 
Observations,  QnestioD,  Colonol   Sjkea;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Sclater-Bootb  June  4,  [1993  1189 

Slave  Trade  Paper  $ 
Question,  Mr.  GOpin;  Answer,  Lord  Staal^ 
Mar  10,  [190]  1087 

Slope  Trade,  Zamtbar 
Question,  Sir  T.  F.  Buxton ;    Anaww^,  LcH 
Stanley  Aj^  30,  [191]  1578 


Small-pom  BotpUal  —  Report  of  Medied 
Offioer  of  Privy  Council 
Qoestlon,  Sir  J.  Clarke  Jervoiae  ;    Aasvw, 
Lord  Robert  Montagu  June  15,  [19a]  1501 

Smith,  Mr.  A.,  Hertfordehire 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [100]  1811, 
1859,  1807,  1870 

Smith,  Mr.  J.  A.,  ChieheeUr 
Mauritius — Condition  of,  [192]  718 

Ferer  in,  [192]  1850 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  [191]  40 

Smith,  ICr.  J.  B.,  Stockport 
Cattle  Trade,  Forei^  [193]  1751 
Cro?emment  of  India  Act  Amendmeat^  Cooib. 


eL\, 


•Budge 


1891 


India— Budget,  The,  [593]  1070 
India^Irrigation  of  Publio  Lands,  R««.  rioil 

970 
Metropolitan    Foreign   Cattle    Biarkai,  [193] 

1290, 1307 
Postal— India,  China,  and  Japan  Mails,  Bss. 

[190]  475 
Representation    of    the    People    (Sootlaiid]^ 

Comm.  el.  3,  [192]  843 
Weights  and  Measures  (Metric  System),  SB. 

[i92],199  ;  Comm.  [193]  425 

Smollett,  Mr.  P.  B.,  Dumhartonehire 
India — Questions,  eto. 

Bank  of  Bombay — Bengal  Ageooj,  [loil 

1471 
East  India  Irrigation  and  Canal  Coopaay, 

[190]  989  ;  [192]  426 
Irri|ation  Works,  [190]  798 
Madras  Irrigation  Company,  [190I  1072 ; 
[loi]  1301 
India — irrigation  of  Public  Lands,  Re«.  Tioil 
940,  958  ^  ^  ■• 

Registration,  Comm.  [193]  502 
Representation  of  the  People  (SootlandX  Leave 
[190]  822 ;  2R.  1237  ;  Comm.  d,  8,  [102! 
862  ;  d.  9.  960  ^  ^^ 

Spain— Case  of  the  "  Tornado,"  [19a]  1503 
Systems  of  GoTemment  in,  [191]  417 

SouciTOB  Genebal,  The  (Sir  0.  J.  Sel- 
wyn),  Cambridge  Uhivereiiy 
Companies  Amendment  Act,  [190]  605 
Totnes,  ^.  WriU,  2R.  [190]  ^^^q]^ 

O 
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SoLioiTOB  Gekbbal,  The  (Sir  W.  B.  Brett) 
^  Eehton 

'  fi oundary,  Ck>mm.  add.  cL  [192]  1442 

Bristol  Election,  [193]  1 275 
Bristol  Writ,  [193]  422 
,  Capital    Punishment  within  Prisons,   Comm. 

d.  4,  [191]  1060, 1061 
Compulsory  Churoh   Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

cl.6,  Amendt.[i9o]  1425 
County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction),  Coram. 

[192]  167. 168 
,  Diyorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes  Court,  2R. 

^  [191]  1874 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices   at 

Elections.   Comm.  d.  5,  [192]  690,   2175; 
'  193]  cl.    6,739,    740,    742,    743;    cl    7,    744; 

cl,  10,  752 ;  cl.  14,  1005,  1010.  1014,  1015  ; 

el.  15, 1016  ;  el.  17.  1017,  1019, 1169  ;  cl.  23, 

1170  ;  el.  28, 1172  ;  el.  80,  1173  ;  el.  37,  i6., 

1174;  e/.   41,   1175  ;«/.   43,   1177;  c/.  45. 

1178,  1180  ;  el.  46,  1369  ;  el.  47, 1372, 1373; 

cl.  48,  ib. ;  cl.  54,  Amendt.  1374 ;  add.  cl. 

1377.  1380,  1881.  1887,  1440,  1450,  1452, 

1466;  Consid.  1622;  add.  el.  1623,   1626, 

1627,  1631.  1632,  1638,   1639,  1641,  1648, 

1645,   1675,   1677,  1682,   1687  ;    Amendt. 

1688 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  544 
Libol,  Comm.  [192]  603 ;  el.  3,  618 
Military  at  Elections  (IreUnd).  2R.  [193]  411 
Mines   Assessment,  2R.  [191]  1872;  Consid. 

[193]  1222 
Pilotage,  Compulsory,  Res.  [191]  882.  888 
Registration,  2R.  [192]  1612;  Comm.  cl.  29, 

[193]  666;  add.cl.  569.570 
lUgiRtration  of  Voters  Act,  [192]  377,  379 
Ho  presentation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

el.  20,  [192]  1696;  add.  cl.  1769 
Sea  Fisheries,  Lords  Amendts.  [192]  1862 


Solway,  Salmon  Fisheries  in  the 
Questions,  Mr.  P.  Wyndham,  Lord  Hotham ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  Nov  29,  [190] 
427 


SoMERSFrr,  Duke  of 

Artizans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,  2R.  [192] 
909      ' 

Compulsory  Church    Rates   Abolition,  Comm. 
[191]  1573 

Contagions  Diseases  Act,  [192]  328 

East  London  Museum  Site,  Report,  [190]  860 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, Motion  for  a  Committee,  [191]  249 

Education,    Technical  —  Whitworth    Scholar- 
ships, [191]  825 

Electric  Telegraphs,  Comm.  [193]  1814 

Established   Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  75, 
289 

Foreshore  and  Bed  of  the  Sea,  [192]  1834 

ATinisterial  SUtement,  [191]  1689 

Navy — Iron   Ballast  in  the  Dockyards,  [190] 
1038 
Royal    Dockyards — Motion  for  a  R«  turn, 
[190]  1212 

New   Forest  Deer  RemoTal  Ac.  Act,  Motion 
for  a  Committee,  [192]  694 

Parliament — Public    Tetitions — Motion   for   a 
Select  Committee,  [191]  689 

VOL.     CXCIII.     [third  SERIES.] 


South  Africa-^  Consecration  of  Bishops 
MoTcd,  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for.  Copies  of  Circular 
Despatch  of  30th  January  1868  from  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  relatire 
to  the  Consecration  of  a  Colonial  Bishop  in 
South  A&ica,  and  of  a  Despatch  of  3l8t 
March  on  the  same  Subject  {The  Earl  of 
Carnarvon)  July  3,  [193I  587 ;  after  short 
debate,  Motion  agreed  to— Pari.  P.  [2847] 

Spain 

**  Mermaid**  Case  of  the,  Question,  Mr.  Head- 
lam;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley  Nov  28,  [190] 
328— PaW.  P No.  [3097] 

"  Q;ueeH  Victoria^"  The,  Question,  Mr.  Darby 
GriflBth  ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley  Dee  6,  [190] 
641;  iJV6  21,1002 

Rgligioas  Persecution,  Question,  Mr.  Baines  ; 
Answer,  Urd  Stanley  July  20,"  [193]  1478 

Spain  and  Chile,  Question,  Mr.  Wegnelin ; 
Answer,  Lord  Stanley  Mar  12,  [190]  1458 

"  Tornado,"  Case  of  the.  Question,  Mr.  Wyld  ; 
Answer.  Lord  Stanley  Feb  28,  [190]  1108  : 
Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Lusk ;  Answer, 
Lord  Stanley  Mar  12,  1456  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Smollett ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley  June  15, 
[192]  1568 ;  Question,  Mr.  Candlish  ;  An- 
swer, Lord  Stenley  July  27,  [193]  1820 

Pari.  P.  No.  [8993] 

Spain  and  Prussia —  Treaty  of  Commerce 
Question,  Mr.  Akroyd  ;    Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
Apnl  23,  [191]  1147 -PaW.  P.  No.  [4023] 

Speaker,  The  (Right  Hon.  J.  E.  Denison) 
Nottinghamshire,  N. 
Lord  Elcho  said,  that  if  bon.  Members  had  no 
consideration  for  themseWcs  they  should  at 
least  haTO  some  consideration  for  the  Speaker, 
who  had,  with  the  exception  of  the  two  hours 
between  four  and  six,  been  practically  in  the 
Chair  since  twelve  o'clock,  and  it  was  now 
twenty  minutes  to  three.  Mr.  Speaker  said, 
he  felt  obliged  to  the  bon.  Gentlemen  who 
had  made  the  appeal  in  his  behalf ;  but  he 
wished  that  hon.  Members,  without  any  re- 
ference to  his  convenience,  should  be  g^uided 
by  what  they  considered  proper  and  suitable 
and  becoming  the  dignity  of  the  House. — 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market  Bill, 
[193]  1343 

Adjournment — Moved  that  the  House,  at  its 
rising,  do  adjourn  until  Monday  ;  objected, 
that  the  Motion  for  Adjournment  must  be 
put  before  a  Motion  for  fixing  the  adjourn- 
ment to  a  particular  day — Mr.  Speaker  said, 
that  the  Motion  was  in  Ordor,  though  the 
course  mentioned  was  the  one  usually  pur- 
sued, [193]  1737 

Amendments  in  Committee  —  Entry  on  the 
Votes — Those  Amendments  only,  in  Commit- 
tee, upon  which  divisions  take  place  are 
enterea  on  the  Votes. — Marine  MtUiny  Bill, 
[191]  574 

Amendment —  Amendment    altering    the    In- 
cidence of  Taxation— -Efecra'on  Petitions, ^e. 
Bill,  considered  as  amended  ;  The  Solioitorj 
General  moved  to  strike  out  Clause  63,  which [^ 
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provided  that  the  ooft  of  hnttiDgs,  Ao.flhoald 
be  borne  by  the  whole  of  the  ratepayers. 
Mr.  LaboQchere  objected  that  the  omittion 
of  the  clause  would  throw  the  bardeo  on  a 
limited  number  of  persons,  and  that,  as  the 
Amendment  altered  the  incidence  of  taxation, 
it  could  not  now  be  proposed — Mr.  Speaker 
said,  it  was  quite  oompetent  for  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  propose  the  rejection 
of  the  clause,  as  the  omission  of  the  clause 
would  haTO  the  effect  of  reliering  the  rate- 
payers of  a  charge  which  it  was  proposed  to 
place  upon  them,  [1933*1688 

Amendment — Amendment  reserving  a  charge 
on  the  Consolidated  Fund— The  West  Indies 
Bill  proposed  to  relioTe  the  Consolidated 
Fund  of  a  charge  of  £20,000  hitherto  an- 
nually paid  to  the  clergy  in  the  West  India 
Islands  —  Amendment  proposed,  that  the 
annual  payment  of  £2,000  be  continued  to 
the  co-adjutor  Bishop  under  certain  circum- 
stances. Objected,  that  the  Amendment 
should  have  originated  in  Committee— Mr. 
Spe^or  said,  that  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  question  raised  was  whether  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  should  be  reUored  of  £20,000 
or  of  £18,000  only.  No  new  charge  was 
imposed  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and 
therefore  it  was  a  question  to  bo  decided 
by  the  House  upon  its  merits,  and  not  by  an 
opinion  from  the  Chair,  [193]  1888,  1920 

Amendment  affecting  the  Incidence  of  Taxa- 
tion—Mr. Speaker  said,  the  Amendment,  it 
seemed  to  him,  had  this  effect— that  improve- 
ments undertaken  beyond  the  limits  of  the 
City  of  London  would,  after  the  alteration 
proposed,  affect  the  taxation  on  tho  City  of 
London.  In  that  case,  it  would  effect  an 
alteration  of  taxation  which  should  have 
originated  in  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. — Artizani*  and  Labouren*  Dwells 
ings  Billy  [191]  1877 

Amendments— There  being  a  Motion  and  an 
Amendment  already  before  the  House,  it  is 
not  competent  for  an  hon.  Meinber  to  move 
a  second  Amendment.  It  is  impossible  to 
put  the  second  Amendment  until  the  first  is 
disposed  of,  [190]  1342;  [191]  2061  ;  [193] 
1266 

Amendment— Mr.  Speaker  suggests  that  a  new 
clause  which  had  been  moved  could,  if  the 
House  thought  fit,  be  postponed,  and  brought 
up  again  as  an  Amendment  to  a  clause  about 
to  be  proposed. — Corrupt  PracHeet  <U  Elec- 
tions Sill,  [19^^  1029 

Amendment — Amendment  which  would  prac- 
tically defeat  a  ^'\\\^ Metropolitan  Foreign 
Cattle  Market  ^4^— Order  for  Committee 
read.  An  hon.  Member  asked  whether  it 
was  competent  to  a  right  hon.  Member  to 
move  at  that  stage  an  Amendment  of  which 
he  had  given  notice,  the  effect  of  which, 
if  carried,  would  be  to  defeat  the  measure  ? 
— Mr.  Speaker  said,  it  was  quite  competent 
for  the  right  hon.  Member  to  move  the 
Amendment,  [193]  103 

Amendments  on  Committee  of  Supply  on  Fri- 
days— It  is  a  rule  of  the  House  that  no 
original  Motion  shall  be  made  without  due 
notice  ;  but  of  late  years,  upon  the  Question 
of   going    into    Committee   of   Supply    on 
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Fridays,  the  Motions  all  partmke  €€  tbe 
nature  of  original  Motions,  though  made  is 
the  form  of  Amendments  to  the  Mo<«s 
'*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare  tho  Cliair." 
This  is  a  new  practice,  and  Mr.  Speaker 
said  he  should  like  to  know  if  it  is  tiua  opi- 
nion of  the  House  that  Notices  for  Fri^y 
should  be  given  in  suflBcient  time,  and  in  as 
complete  a  form,  as  original  Mottons,  [191] 
2063 

Amendment — Qaestioo  pn^KMed,  "  Thai  t^ 
House  resolve  itself  into  Commitlee  ;**  as 
Amendment  moved  thereon^If  the  Boase 
a£Srm  **  that  the  words  propMMed  to  be  lift 
out  stand  part  of  the  Questioa/'  that  w£ 
be  decisive  of  the  Amendment :  thea  w3 
come  the  Main  Question,  whioh  will 
disembarrassed  from  all  other 
EitaJbUihed  Church  (Irekuid)  Bill,  [191]  708 

Amendment — An  Amendment  which  in  realdv 
anticipates  disctission  on  OTery  olaiiae  of  a 
Bill  and  of  some  Amendments,  exoeetb  the 
limits  prescribed  for  such  Motions  bj  the 
Rules  of  the  House. — Representation  of  <k 
PeopU  (Ireland)  BiU,  [193]  1671 

Amendment — Relevancy  of  Amendmeat  is 
Question — RepresenUUion  of  the  People  {Sai- 
land)  BiU,  Motion  for  Committee  —  Mr. 
Rearden  having  moved  an  Amendmeat  that 
the  United  Kingdom  be  divided  into  equal 
electoral  districts — Mr.  Speaker  said,  that  a 
portion  of  the  Resolution  related  to  Irela^ 
and  was  not  in  order,  [193]  i72 

Bills — ^Bills  affecting  the  Prerogative  of  the 
Crown — According  to  the  practice  of  Parlia- 
ment, a  measure  to  limit  the  Prerogative  of 
the  Crown  cannot  pass  a  third  reading,  nnlen 
the  consent  of  the  Crown  has  been  first  ch- 
tttined.-^Peerage  (Ireland)  BiU,  [191]  1664 

Bills — Reading  a  Bill — Motion  made,  that  the 
Ettablithed  Chureh  (Ireland}  BiU  be  read 
by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table^Mr.  Speaker 
said,  that  when  a  proposal  of  a  similar 
kind  was  made  two  Sessions  ago,  it  was 
agreed  by  the  House  that  the  reading  of  a 
Bill  by  the  Clerk  at  tho  Table  was  an  ex- 
ploded practice,  [192]  322 

Bills — Relevancy  of  title  of  Bill — IUgistraii<m 
(Ireland)  Bill—Order  for  Committee  read 
— Mr.  Esmonde  objected  that  the  title  of  the 
Bill  did  not  cover  its  contents,  inasmuch  aj 
a  Registration  Bill  could  not  be  presumed  to 
contain  provisions  in  reference  to  polling 
places — Mr.  Speaker  said,  that  most  Bills, 
after  indicating  the  contents,  contained  the 
words  "and  for  other  purposes."  In  this 
instance  these  words  did  not  occnr  ;  but  the 
objection  taken  by  the  hon.  Member  was  a 
preliminary  one,  which  ought  to  have  been 
offered  on  the  second  reading,  and  it  was 
now  too  late  to  make  it,  [193]  1486 

Bills — Appointing  day  for  the  second  reading 
— The  practice  is,  on  every  occasion  that  a 
Bill  is  brought  in,  to  fix  the  second  reading 
after  it  has  been  read  a  first  time. — Eskdh 
lished  Church  (^Ireland)  Bill,  [192]  822 

Bills — The  principle  of  a  Bill  is  affirmed  b;  the 
passing  the  second  reading.— iSa20a/'Z/t^«orf 
on  Sunday  BiU,  [190]  1869 
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Bill — Time  for  Motion— Mr.  Hubbard  haying 
spoken  against  the  second  reading  of  the 
Burials  [Ireland)  Bill  sat  doirn  without 
making  his  Motion  '<  That  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  on  this  day  six  months."  Seve- 
ral hon.  Members  haying  spoken,  Mr.  llnb- 
bard  rose  to  make  the  Motion — Mr.  Speaker 
ruled  that  the  hon.  Member  could  not  now 
do  so,  [191]  1083 

Committees-1  Chairman  of  Committees—  Order 
— A  point  of  Order  arising  in  Committee 
should  be  addressed  at  once  to  the  Chairman, 
and  eannot  be  questioned  on  a  subsequent 
occasion. — The  Chairman  of  Committees  is 
the  proper  judge  of  those  matters  which 
come  under  his  notice  in  Committee — Mr. 
Speaker  said,  he  could  not  interfere  with 
the  decision  of  the  Chairman  at  the  sugges- 
tion of  an  IndiTidual  Member :  to  authorise 
him  to  do  so,  the  question  must  be  brought 
before  him  by  the  direction  of  the  House. — 
Ahysiinian  Expedition,  [190]  436— £f<a&- 
iwied  Church  ( Jrflond),  [191]  1948 

Debate— Adjournment  of  a  debate  on  Wednes- 
day. Mr.  Gladstone  rising  to  moye  for  leaye 
to  bring  in  the  EsiabHshed  Church  (Ireland) 
Bill — Mr.  Newdegate  objected,  that  it  was 
then  seyen  minutes  to  six  o'clock  (it  being 
a  Rule  of- the  House  that  on  Wednesdays 
no  opposed  Business  shall  be  proceeded  with 
after  a  (garter  before  Six  o'clock) 

Mr.  Speaker  said,  that  according  to  the  Rule 
of  the  House  if  the  hon.  Member  objected  to 
the  Motion  being  brought  on  at  that  hour  it 
could  not  be  proceeded  with,  [193]  282 

Debate— Latitude  of  speaking — Bill  considered 
as  amended.  On  Question,  *'  That  the  said 
clause  be  now  read  a  second  time  " — Mr. 
Speaker  said,  that  the  Question  1>eing  whe- 
ther this  particular  clause  should  pass,  a 
general  argument  could  hardly  bo  allowed. — 
ArHxani  and  Labourers*  DweUingt  Bill, 
[191]  1565 

Debate — Explanation — Time  for  Explanation 
— An  hon.  Member  desiring  to  explain  his 
remarks  must  reserve  his  explanation  until 
afler  the  hon.  Gentleman  then  in  possession 
of  tho  House  has  concluded  his  remarks, 
[191]  1106 

It  is  at  the  option  of  the  Member  in  pos- 
session of  the  House  to  give  way  or  not  to 
an  immediate  explanation,  [191]  1106  ;  [192] 
740 
Debate— Personal  Explanation— Question  re- 
lating to  the  Foreign  Office,  asked  and  an- 
swered. Mr.  Layard  (late  Under  Secretary 
of  State)  wished  to  say  a  word  or  two  by 
way  of  explanation — Mr.  Speaker  said,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Southwark  desires  to  make 
a  personal  explanation,  and  under  these  oir- 
eumstanees  a  statement  is  generally  allowed, 
[190]  607 

Debate— Limitation  of  Explanation. — It  is  not 
competent  for  an  hon.  Member,  in  explana- 
tion, to  replyHo  a  speech  just  made  :  he  must 
oonfine  himself  to  any  point  on  which  he 
may  himself  have  been  misunderstood. — 
CanongaU  Annuity  Taw  BiU,  [191]  1106 
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Debate— Premature  Discussion  of  a  Motion— 
An  hon.  Member  haying  given  Notice  of  a 
Motion  respecting  the  Declaration  againtt 
Trantubstantiation,  cannot,  on  a  Motion  for 
a  Copy  of  the  Declaration,  enter  at  length 
into  the  subject,  which  stands  for  iuture  con- 
sideration, [193]  1090 

Debate — Premature  Discussion — It  is  not  com- 
petent to  discuss  the  question  of  referring  a 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee  on  tho  Motion 
for  the  Second  Reading  :  that  could  only  be 
considered  when  the  Bill  had  been  read  a 
second  time. — County  Financial  Boards  Bill, 
[191]  1556 

Select  Committees — If  a  Committee  has  not 
reported  it  is  out  of  Order  to  comment  in  this 
House  on  the  evidence  taken  before  it. — 
Navy— Iron-clad  Fleet,  [193]  1124 

Debate— Questions — Mr.  Speaker  suggests  that 
it  would  not  be  convenient  that  a  debate 
should  take  place  on  [a]  subject  merely  on 
the  putting  of  a  Question. — Abyssinia-^ 
Production  of  Papers,  [190]  650 

Debate — Reference  to  a  past  Debate  in  this 
House  is  not  in  Order,  [190]  422,  610  ;  [191] 
1302 ;  [193]  1074 

Debate — Comments  on  Debates  in  this  House — 
An  hon.  Member  is  not  in  Order  in  intro- 
ducing in  this  House  any  comments  by  other 
individuals  upon  the  debates  which  have 
taken  place  in  this  House,  [190]  422,  425  ; 
[191]  2030 

Debate — Reference  to  Debates  in  the  House  of 
lA)rd8 — The  rule  of  the  House  is  that  allu- 
sion to  debates  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament should  not  be  made  in  this ;  but  it 
is  scarcely  possible  that,  under  all  circum- 
stances, the  rule  can  be  construed  in  an  ab- 
solutely literal  manner.  And  Mr.  Speaker 
referred  to  certain  exceptional  circumstances 
then  existing,  [191]  1786 

There  is  no  Rule  in  existence,  forbidding 
reference  to  debates  in  the  other  House,  in  a 
shape  that  it  can  be  formally  rescinded — 
Certain  Rules  are  to  be  found  in  a  book 
which  defines  what  the  observances  of  Par- 
liament are  ;  but  they  are  not  in  the  nature 
of  Standing  Orders,  [193]  1078 

Debate— Relevancy  of  Debate,  [190]  1200 

Debate — Speaking  twice  on  the  same  Question 
—Question  proposed  ;  Amendment  moved, 
and  negatived  ;  original  Question  again  pro- 
posed—Mr. Newdegate  rose  to  address  the 
House — Mr.  Speaker  said,  that  in  moving 
the  Amendment  the  hon.  Member  bad  spoken 
on  the  original  Question,  and  therefore  could 
not  speak  again. — Abyssinia— Motion  for 
Papers,  [190]  674 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  Question 
proposed,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  sow  leave 
the  Chair  ; "  Amendment  moved,  and  nega- 
tived ;  original  Question  put,  and  negatived. 
The  Motion,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker,  Ac,"  when 
made  on  a  subsequent  day,  is  a  new  Motion, 
and  the  Member  moving  is  in  order  in  ad- 
dressing the  TJovite.— Revenue  Officers  Disor  |p 
bilities  Removal  Bill,  [193]  5S9,  301  "^^ 
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The  Prime  Minuter  baTiog»  in  the  oonrte 
of  debate,  introduced  a  proposal  of  an  en- 
tirely new  charaetor — namelj,  that  the  qoet- 
tion  of  Boundaries  of  Boroughs  bo  referred 
to  a  Select  Oommittee — Mr.  Speaker  sug- 
gested  that  it  might  be  the  opinion  of  the 
House  that  other  hon.  Gentlemen,  who  miffht 
feel  an  interest  in  the  matter,  should  also 
have  the  opportonity  of  speaking  upon  it, 
[193]  279 
Debate  —  Unparliamentary   Language  —  Mr* 
Rearden,  having  given  notice  to  ask  a  Quer 
tion  relative  to  Iier  Majesty  the  Queen,  and 
being  called  to   Order — Mr.   Speaker  said, 
"  The  House  has  anticipated  my  decision  by 
the  expression — the  indignant  expression — 
of  feeling  with  regard  to  the  terms  employed 
in  the  Notice  of  the  hon.  Member.    No  doubt 
Questions  may  be  addressed  by  a  Member  of 
this  House  to  the  confidential  Advisers  of  the 
Crown  as  to  any  matter  relating  to  the  dis- 
charge of  public  duties  by  the  Sovereign  ; 
but  these  Questions  must  be  addressed  in 
respectful  and   Parliamentary  terms.     The 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  is  not  couched 
in  such  terms,  and  cannot  be  put,  [192]  711 
Debate  —  Unpariiamentary   Expressions  —  An 
hon.  Member   having  used   the  expression 
**  &otious  opposition  to  the  Bill/'  in  reference 
to    the  course  pursued    by  a    right    hon. 
Member^ Mr.  Speaker  said,  that  under  the 
circumstances    of    the    case,    he    certainly 
thought  the  expression  was  too  strong  a  one. 
— Motion  for  Adjournment^  [^93]  1743 
Debate — Unparliamentary   Expressions — It  is 
scarcely  in  order  for  an  hon.  Member  to  use 
the  word  ''  dodge "  in  reference  to  the  pro- 
ceedings of  another  Member  in  a   Parlia- 
mentary proceeding. — Metropolitan  Foreign 
CaUie  Market  Bill,  [193]  1297 
Divisions — Mr.    Speaker's  Vote— On  Division 
on  Motion  for  second  reading  of  the  Married 
Womevkt  Property  Bill,  the  numbers  being 
equal,  Mr.  Speaker  declared  himself  with  the 
Ayes,  and  stated  his  reasons  for  so  doing, 
[192]  1378 
Instructions — Time  for  objecting  to  an  Instruc- 
tion— The  proper  time  for  objecting  to  any 
Instruction  to  be  given  to  a  Committee  is 
when  the  Instruction  is  under  discussion. — 
Representation  oj  the  People  (Scotland)  Bill, 
[192]  469 
Members'  Seats  in  this  House — Mr.  Speaker 
repeats  the  rule,  generally  accepted  by  the 
House,  in  regard  to  the  retention  of  Mem- 
bers' seats.     Any  Member  who,  having^ome 
down  to  the  House  in  the  morning  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duty  on  a  Committee,  shall,  be- 
fore prayers,  place  his  hat  on  a  seat  as  an 
indication  of  his  personal  attendance  within 
the  precincts  of  the  House,  will  be  permitted 
to  retain  that  seat,  as  though  he  were  present 
in  the  House,  [191]  698 
Oaths  of  Roman  Catholic  Members — Mr.  Fre- 
ville-Surtees,  having  stated  that  Mr.  Speaker 
had  ruled  that  the  Roman  Catholic  Members 
who  took  the  Oath  before  the  SOth  April, 
1666,  are  bound  by  the  Oath  taken  by  Ro- 
man Catholic  Members  previously  to  that 
time— Mr.  Speaker :   The  hon.  Member  hai 
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misconceived  my  meaning.  I  gan  do  m 
decision  as  he  apprehends.— /Zowmr  CM 
Oath,  [191]  1582  ;  [192]  1208 

Order  of  Business  on  Tuesdays— It  is  as  u 
cient  rule  of  the  House  that  on  Toesdr 
Notices  of  Motion  have  precedence  of  Orrfpr 
of  the  Day.  Mr.  Bouverie  oompUioed  tk 
00  the  Notice  Paper  of  Tuesday,  Maick  31 
the  Mutiny  and  Marine  MvOnu  Bilk  vtr 
set  down  in  precedence  of  the  Kotieei  f 
Motion— Mr.  Speaker  said,  that  tbere  fii 
nothing  irregular  or  unprecedented  ia  i^ 
proceeding;  the  course  taken  with Rfvdti 
these  Bills  waa  quite  in  oonformitj  vith  p- 
cedent,  and  only  for  the  promotioe  of  tist 
despatch  of  Public  Business,  [191]  573 

Petitions — The  time  for  presenting  PetitkH  3 
before  five  o'clock,  and  up  to  that  ho«r,  1: 
any  moment  when  there  is  no  bniiBea  beiR 
the  House,  a  Member  it  perfeetly  in  (Mff 
in  presenting  Petitions,  [190]  180S 

Questions— To  whom  they  may  be  prt-& 
rule  with  r^^ard  to  Questions  is,  thst  Qa» 
tions  may  Im  put  to  Ministers  of  the  Cnn 
relating  to  public  affiiirs,  and  to  other  Mv- 
bers  relating  to  any  Bill  or  Motion  ewrtj 
with  the  Business  of  the  House  in  whieifls 
Members  are  conoemed,  [192]  717 

Questions— Pertinency  to  Subject  befa«  * 
House— Tliere  being  a  Motion  befcre  * 
House  upon  which  it  is  competent  fcr  oj 
Member  to  address  the  House— to ato«J 
Question  to  the  Government  on  a  sami» 
connected  with  anything  before  the^J 
not  pertinent  to  the  argument,  aadoBpf » 
to  be  introduced.— .fip-<?owr»wr  Efre,J9. 
830 

Questions— RelcTancy  of  introdactoryHew* 
—An  hon.  Member  does  not  uimf^ 
ance  with  the  Rules  of  the  Honse  m  n^ 
fining  himself  to  such  matter  as  w  mc^JJ 
for  explaining  the  grounds  on  which  be  pw 
the  Question.  —  JEx-Ooverwr  Eftj  m 

thatii*^ 


'  Ahysiima  • 
Papen,  [190]  650 


Select  Committee -It  is  not  <»"!**?.,.  jc^ 
cuss  the  question  of  referring  f  ***?  ju 
Select  Committee  on  the  Motjon  W  "• 
Second  Reading  :  that  could  only  wj^ 
sidered  when  the  BUI  bad  been  read  1  "^ 


time .— County  Financial 
1556 

See  Committees- Chairman  of  CoBiwtw* 

Select  Committee— A  NoUca  0!  gjjf^ 
hon.  Members  to  serve  on  a  SJW*mj| 
mittee  given  before  the  Houie  "«  "^ 
that  a  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  C(0^ 
would  be  of  no  effect,  [192]  1^ 

Select  Committees— An  bon.Memb*  ^^ 
canvass  the  composition  of  a  Cwy""  ^fci 
it  has  been  agreed  that  a  Commi«^  ^ 
appointed,  and  the  names  ^^^J^  aj 
severally  from  the  Chair.— ^****^ 
Borough,  [192]  427 


[-* 


SPB  STA        (SESSION    186  7-8) 

190— 191— 193— 193. 


STA 


STA 


Spxakib,  The — cent. 

Select  CommitteeB — Powers  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee— A  Bill  being  referrecl,  the  powers  of 
the  Select  Committee  are  conAned  to  the  sub- 
ject-matter of  the  Bill :  if  it  be  desired  to 
proceed  further,  and  to  take  into  considera- 
tion [a  subject  not  within  the  scope  of  the 
Bill]  that  could  not  be  done  without  a  Special 
Instruction  to  the  Committee.  —  Sale  of 
Liquors  on  Swiday  BiU^  [190]  1869 

Select  Committees — If  a  Committee  has  not 
reported,  it  is  out  of  Order  to  comment  in 
this  House  on  the  eridence  taken  before  it. — 
Navy—lron^lad  Fleet,  [193]  1124 

Supply — Latitude  of  Obserration — On  Motion, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair," 
an  hon.  Member  having  asked  a  Question  re- 
lating to  Coal  Mines,  Mr.  Whalley  rose  to 
call  attention  to  RioU  at  Ashton ;  objected, 
that  the  previous  subject  was  not  disposed 
of : — Mr.  Speaker  said,  that  the  Motion  being 
that  he  do  leave  the  Chair,  he  had  no  power 
to  prevent  the  hon.  Member  from  pursuing 
his  observations,  [192]  1086 

Spskobr,  Earl 

Army— Volunteer  Review  at  Windsor,  [193] 
988 

Spirit,  Wine,  and  Beer  Licences 
Question,  Mr.  Pease ;    Answer,  Mr.  Oathorne 
Hardy  Nov  28,  [190]  331 

Stacpoole,  Mr.  W.,  Unnis 

Army— Brooke,  Captain,  Case  of,  [19a]  1850 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  209 
India— -Hyderabad,  [191]  1148 
Ireland— Revision  of  the  Irish  Ordnance  Map, 

[190]  1451 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Consid.  [193]  1786, 

1787, 1789 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  [190] 

730;  2R.[i9i]  1959 
Supply— Houses  of  Parliament,  [193]  309 


Staleyhridge,  Birmingham,  Sfc. — RioU  at 

Ashton — Lectures  of  Mr,  Murphy 
193]  Question,  Mr.  Maguire  ;   Answer,  Mr.  O. 
Hardy  May  25,  817  ;  Personal  Explanation, 
.    Mr.  Newdegate  May  26,  927  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Whalley;    Answer,    Mr.    Gathome    Hardy 
.    May  29,  1042  ;  Question,  Mr.  Whalley  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy ;  debate  thereon 
.    May  29,  1085 

Stamp  Duty  on  the  Transfer  of  Debenture 
Stock 
Question,  Mr.  Chiiders ;   Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  June  8,  [19a]  1227 

SxAiraoPE,  Earl 

Army  Chaplains,  Comm.  [192]  1392 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, Motion  for  a  Committee,  [191]  239 
Ireland— Church  Commission,  [193]  972 

EsUblished  Church,  [190]  1796 
Metropolis— Statues  in  Westminster  Hall,  [193] 
979 

.  i'OOfU, 


Staithofb,  Earl*-e0n/. 
Parliament — Questions,  dio. 

Business  of  the  House,  Report  of  Select 

Committee,  [191]  566 
Proxies,  [190]  1954 
Parliament— mtice  of  Question,  Res.    [191] 

693,  696 
Parliament— Public    Petitions,  Motion  for   a 

Select  Committee,  [191]  689 
Public  Schools,  Address  for  Papers,  [192]  1538, 

1553 
Public  Schools,  Comm.  cL  6,  [193]  1652 
Ritual,  Reports  of  the  Commission  on,  [192] 

336 
Uniformity  of  Public  Worship,  2R.  [193]  891 

Stai^hope,  Mr.  J.  Banks,  Lincolnshire,  N, 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 
el.  4,  Amendt.  [190]  1419, 1420 

Stanley,    Right    Hon.    Lord   (Secretarj 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs),  Lynn 
Regis 
Abyssinia — Questions,  dec. 
Cameron,  Consul,  [190]  180 
Egypt,  [190]  1003 
Foreign  Office,  [190]  606 
Mules,  Purchase  of,  [190]  145 
Queen's,  The,  Letter  to  King  Theodore, 

[190]  179 
Rassam,  Mr.,  Mission  of,  [190]  680, 1005 
Abyssinia— Beke,  Dr.,  and  Mr.  Layard,  [190] 

649 ;  Motion  for  Papers,  670,  673 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]   80; 

Report,  101 
Adjouri,  Case  of.  Motion  for  Papers,  [193]  388 
African  Slaye  Trade— "The  Aberdeen  Act," 

[19a]  718 
Andover,  Late  Member  for,  [190]  536 
Austria— Commercial  Treaty  with,  [192]  653 
Belgium— Riots  in,  [191]  837 
Braiil— War  in,  [191]  359 
British  Factory  at  St.  Petersburg,  [193]  1667, 

1824 
*'Bubulina,"  Explosion  of  the,  [190]  519 
Cattle,  Foreign,  Importation  of,  [193]  1285 
Cattle  Plague,  [192]  1852 

Rinderpest  m  Austria,  [193]  609 
China— Embassy,  The,  [190]  1224 

Treaty  of  Tien-tsin,    [190]    1150  ;    [191] 
1H7;  [i93]l»*7 
Cholera  in  the  Mediterranean,  [191]  704 
Church  Rates,  [i9|0]  507 
Consular  Courts  in  Turkey  and  Egypt,  [193] 

1049 
Coolie  Emigration,  [192]  2133 
Crete— Condition  of,  [191]  1149 
Crete— Insurrection  in,  [190]  165  ;  [191]  705  ; 

Motion  for  an  Address,  1261  ;  [193]  1747 
Diplomatic  Serrioe,  Res.  [192]  932,  937 
Disraeli's,  Mr.,  Speech  at  Merchant  Taylors' 

HaU,[i92]  2162 
Egypt — Questions,  dco. 

Claims  on  the  Viceroy,  [192]  924 
Law  Courts,  [102]  1560 
Quarantine  at  Suez,  [192]  1334,  1396 
Societd  d'Agricole  and  the  Viceroy,  [192] 
1394 
Estsblishcd    Church    (Ireland),    [191]    356  ; 

Comm.  Amendt.  495, 500,  707  Ip 

Eipatriation,  JLaw  of,  [190]  1996 ;  [193]  1381    >  "^"^ 

\ecnt. 


STA        STA        (QENBRAL    INDEX) 

190—191—193—193. 


STA 


STO 


Stavlbt,  Bight  hon.  Lord — cont. 
Foreign  OfBoe— Diploroatio  Agents,  [190]  542, 

681,  we  ;  [19a]  1562;    [193]  1712 
France— Arrests  of  Englishmen,  [190]  152 

Belgium  and  Holland,  [193]  1940 
Hondaras — Treaty  of  Guarantee,  [190]  148 
Italy — Conference,  Proposed,  [190]  513 

Consular  Chaplain  at  Naples,  [193]  1047 
Japan — Outrages  in,  [19a]  022 
Mexloo— Diplomatic  Relations  with,  [190]  1007; 

[193]  1825 
Ministerial    Statement  —  Resignation  of  the 
Earl  of  Derby,  [190]  1007,  1008  ;-R»^>on. 
struotion  of  the  Ministry,  1100 
Neutrality  Commission,  [19a]  1854 
Papal  Government  and  Mr.  Odo  Russell,  [190] 

162 
Parliament— Order  of  Business,  [190]  545 
Plato  EUrer,  War  in  the,  [190]  652 
Portugal— Commeroial  Treaty  with,  [190]  331 
Representation  of  the  People  (SootUnd),  [190] 

1103 
Russia  and  Bokhara,  [192]  055 
Saxony— Diplomatic  ReUtions  with,  [190]  510 
Scientific  Instruction  in    Foreign    Uountriei, 

[193]  1560 
Servia— National  Assembly  of,  [192]  2136 
Slaye  Trade  Papers,  [190]  1687 
Slave  Trade,  Zaniibar,  [191]  1578 
Spain  and  ChUe,  [190]  1458 
Spain   and    Prussia  —  Treaty   of   Commerce, 

[191]  1147 
Spain — Questions,  dec. 

"  Mermaid,''  Destruction  of  the,  [190]  828 
"  Queen  VictorU,"  The,  [190]  641.  1003 
Religious  Persecution  in,  £193]  1470 
<*  Tornado,"  Case  of  the,  [190]  1103,  1455  ; 
[192]  1563  ;  [193]  1820 
Supply  —  Abyssinian   Expedition,  [190]  206, 
226 
British  Embassy  Houses,  [191]  086,  087» 

080,  005,  096 
Consular    Establishments    Abroad,    [192] 

2171,  2172 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  [193]  674 
Embassy  Houses  Abroad,  [192]  312 
Establishments  of  China,  Japan,  and  Siam, 

[193]  672,  673 
Mission  House,  Teheran,  [191]  008,  000 
Totnes,  dw.  Writs,  3R.  [190]  546 
Turkey — Questions,  die. 

Brigandage  near  Smyrna,  [loa]  1014 
Crete — Vice  Consul  at,  [i  90]  1116 
Ottoman  Empire,  Maintenance  of  the,  [190] 

642 
RaUways,  [193]  718 
Sanitary  Regulations,  [190]  1811 
Thessaly  and  Epirus,   Annexation    of,  to 

Greece,  [lOo]  328,  512 
Wiseman,  Sir  W.,  . 
1071 

United  States — Questions,  dtc. 
Iron-clads,  [192]  655 
"  Lixzie  Una/'  Case  of  the,  [190]  1210 
Relations  with  the,  [190]  330.  600 
"Springbok,"  Case  of  the,  [190]  1812; 
[191]  2002 
Unitod  States—"  Alabama  "  claims,  The,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  [190]  1168, 1181 
United  States  —  Assassination  of  President, 

Lincoln,  Res.  [193]  1046 
Ways  and  Means— Tbe  Abyssinian  Expedition, 
R«S.  [190]  356 


Appointment  of»  [190] 


Staklet  of  Aldeelet,  Lord 
Alkali  Act  Continuance,  2R.  [192]  510 
Boundary  Commission,  [190]  1795 
Consecration  of  Churchyards  Act  AnaeodsK&l, 

Comm.  el.  1,  Amendt.  [192]  807,  698 
Cotton  Statistics,  Cumra.  [192]  918 
East  London  Museum  Site,  Report,  [190]  819, 

860 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Coes- 

cil,  3R.  [190]  1678 
Foreshore  and  Bed  of  the  Sea,  [192]  1831 
Ireland— Established  Ghnrob,  The,  [190]  ins. 

1706 
London,  Brighton,  Ac.  Rail  way,   SR.    ''195] 

361 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amcadsuii, 

Report,  add,  el,  [190]  577 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the    Hoate,  [190^ 

1000;  Report.  [191I  569 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  [191]  465;    c/.  3S,[i9}' 

048 
Postal — Communication  with  the   East— >'e« 

Contract,  [190]  157 
Railway  Communication  betveea  Driven  ui 


Guards,  [i  00]  575 
Regulation  of  Railways,  2R.  [190]  19^ 
Kejport,  cL  14,  Amendt.  [199]  418,  413, 411 


Sea  Fisheries,  2R.  [191]   466  ;  Cobbm.  d.  i 

[193]  238,  239 

Unirersity    Elections   (Votiosr  Papers),  SR. 

[193]  082  '^'^ 

Staitsfeld,  Mr.  J.,  Halifax 
Abyssinian  Expedition— The  Despatches,  ''192' 

716 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  SS9 
India — Madras  Irrigation  Compaojr,  [191}  1296. 

1301 
PosUl  Subsidies,  Res.  [190]  9014 

SUUistteal  Abstracts,  Annual 
Question,  Mr.  Buxton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Steebia 
Cave  Mar  20,  [190]  1077 

STiBLmo-MAXWELL,  Sir  W.,  PerthMrs 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Comm.  [19a]  1011 
Cambridge  University  Election — InteHc: 

of  Peers,  [190]  801 
Representation  of  the  People  (SeotlnDdL 
[193]  445  ;  d.  11, 1001 ;  d,  19,  1008 
Scotland— Parochial  Assessment,  [193]  148S 
Supply^ Register  House  (BdinbnrgfaX  R<spsrV 


[19*]  1176 
icie 


Science  and  Art,  [193]  1107 
Ways  and  Meana— Financial  Statement.  fi%i\ 
1178  "" 


Stockbrokers  (Irelaiid)  Bill 

{Mr.  Pirn,  Sir  Benjamin  Ottinness) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l^*  •  May  5  [BiU  104] 

Read2<»*ifayl2 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  15 

Read  8»*  May  18 
/.  l^eh^\^*{TheMarque$iofCUmricard4)Mayt 

Read  2** -Way  26  (No.   106} 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  28 

Read  3*  *ifay  20 

Royal  Assent  /t«tM  25     [31  4  dS  Fi«C  e.  Si] 


STO       STU        {  SB  8  S  ION    18  67-8) 

19^—191—199-^x93. 


SUG 


SUP 


Stock,  Mr.  0.,  Carlow  Bo. 
IrelAB^^Outomt  Oiio#n,  [192]  3i7 

SulliTAD  and  Pigott»  Messrs.,  Treatment  of, 
[190]  1814  ;  [191]  2K9 

Stoitb,  Mr.  W.  H.,  PortsmoiUh 


Boundarj,  Comm.  [193]  270 
Navy — Naval  Courts  Martial, 


[190]  1285 


Stopfobd,  Mr,  S.  G.,  Northamptonshire,  -flT. 
Boundary,  Comm.  Preamble,  [193]  1271 
Boundary  Commission,  Report,  [193]  1181 

Storm  Wamingi 
Question,  Colonel  Sykes ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
CaTeiVbv22,[i9o]U5 

Stbabbroxb,  Earl  of 

Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [193]  1842 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  ch  9,  [192]  1624 
Vagrancy — Guildford  Union,  Motion  for  Cor- 
respondence, [193]  102 

Stbatfobd  bb  Reboliffis,  Yisoonnt 
Canning  Statue,  The,  [193]  1461 
Crete — Insurrection  in,  [190]  314 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  2R.  [193]  1812 
Public  Schools,  2R.  [193]  1473  ;  Comm.  cl.  6, 

1652  ;  cl,  16,  Amendt.  1660 

Stbathvaibn,  Lord 
Army — War  Office— Department  of   Control, 

[193]  1245 
Registration  (Ireland),  3R.  [193]  1807 

Stbongb,  Sir  J.  M.,  Armagh  Co, 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  [193]  1210 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  2R. 
[191]  1056 

Stuabt,  Colonel  W.,  Bedford 
Army — Daily  Payment  of  Men,  [191]  268 
Army  Estimates — Surveys,  [193]  964 
Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  Amendt.  [191]  1088 
Dunstable  Road,  [193]  1396 
Ecclesiastical  Titles,  2R.  Motion  for  A<^am- 

ment,[i93]  1697 
Established   Church  (Ireland),    Comm.    Res. 

[191] 1924 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance, 

Comm.  [iQi]  201 
Marine  Muuny,  2R.  [191]  99 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  c2.3,[i93]  1423;  Amendt. 

1424  ;  «;.  6,  1613  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment, 

1614 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Comm.  cidd,  (^.[193] 

1736 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

add,  tl.  [193]  1804 
Supply — Houses  of  Parliament,  [193]  311 
Turnpike  Acts  Amendment,  Comm.  Amendt. 

[193]  968 

SxucLEY,  Sir  G.  S.,  Barnstaple 
Army— Cavalry  Uniforms,  [192]  1111 

Transport  of  Troops  to  India,  [193]  1111 
Nary— Sheathing  Iron  Vessels,  [190]  330 


Sugar,  Refining  of,  at  Cologne 
Question,  Mr.  Crawford ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
Cave  June  29,  [193]  305 

SuLLiYAN,  Mr.  Serjeant  £.9  Mallow 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1, 

[191]  1518 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  215 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

cl,  3,  [192]  1585  ;  add.  cl,  1769,  1785 

Sunday  Trading  (Metropolis)  Bill 

(Mr,  T,  Bitghes,  Lord  C.  BamUton,  Mr.  Lash) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  I**  Feb  20  [Bill  40] 

Moved,    "That  the  Bill   be   now  read  2«»" 

4pri^  22,  [191]  1084 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  ''  upon 
this  day  six  months "  (Mr.  Oraham) ;  Ques- 
tion, "That  *now,*  Ac;"   A.  68,  N.  81; 
M.  37  ;  Bill  read  2» 
Bill  withdrawn  June  23 

Supplg 
Proceedings  in  Commiltee  of  Supply,  Resolu- 
tion [9th  February  1858]  relative  to  Pro- 
ceedings in  Committee  of  Supply  read,  as 
followeth  :— 

"  That  when  it  has  been  proposed  to  omit 
or  reduce  itoms  in  a  Vote,  the  Question 
shall  be  afterwards  put  upon  the  original 
Vote  or  upon  the  reduced  Vote,  as  the  case 
may  be,  without  amendment "  April  21 ,  [191] 
1025 
Moved,  "That  the  said  Resolution  be  re- 
scinded "  (Mr.  Ayrton) ;  after  short  debate. 
Debate  adjourned 
Debate  resumed  April  28,  1464  ;  after  short 
debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

1.  Resolved,  Tliat  when  it  has  been  proposed 
to  omit  or  reduce  items  in  a  Vote,  the  Ques- 
tion shall  be  afterwards  put  upon  the  origi- 
nal Vote  or  upon  the  reduced  Vote  as  tho 
case  may  be 

2.  Resolved,  That  after  a  Question  has  been 
proposed  from  the  Chair  for  a  reduction  of 
the  whole  Vote,  no  Motion  shall  be  made  for 
omitting  or  reducing  any  item  {Mr,  Chan" 
cellor  of  the  Eaehequer) 

SUPPLY 

ABTSSIinAN    EZFIDITION — 

190]  Estimate  presented, — of  the  Sum  required 
to  be  voted  towards  defraying  tho  Expenses 
of  the  Expedition  to  Abyssinia  beyond  the 
ordinary  Grants  of  Parliament  [by  Command]; 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  Supply  [No.  8] 
Nov  25,  173 

.  Supply  —  Vote  of  £2,000,000,  towards  defray- 
ing the  Expenses  of  the  Expedition  Nov  26, 
182  ;  after  long  debute.  Vote  agreed  to  ;  Re- 

.     solution  reported  and  agreed  to  Nov  27,  314 

.  Expenditure  —  The  Eitimates,  Questions,  Mr. 
Whalley,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith  ;  Answers,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  20,  088 ; 
Questions,  Captain  Vivian,  Mr.  Childers  ; 
Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

.     Mur  16,  1683 

East  India,  Troops  and  Vessels  — (^iM^rs]c> 
£a^  India,  Troops  and  Vessel^  by  ^^UU^  l^ 

[colli. 


SUP        SUP         (OBKBRALINDBX) 

190*191—191^193. 


STTP 


SUP 


i9o]Qa6«ii's  SpMoh  eoDildered  iVbv  21 ;  Motion, 
"  That  a  Supply  be  fruted  to  Her  Majotty;" 
Committee  toereapon  to-morrow,  107 
.Oommittee  on  Motion,  **That  a  Sopplj  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty;"  Queen'i  Speech 
referred  ;  Motion  considered  ;  (In  the  Com- 
mittee) ;  Qneen'i  Speech  read  ;  Resolved, 
'<  That  a  Supply  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty" 
Nov  22 ;  Resolution,  « That  a  Supply  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,"  reported,  and  agreed 
to  Atffn.  Can,  Nov  25---Oommittee  appointed 
for  to-morrow  ;  Resolution  considered  in 
Committee  Nov  26,  181  —  Thi  ABTSsuruir 
ExPBDiTiON — £2,000,000,  towards  defraying 
the  Expenses  of  the  Expedition  to  Abyssinia, 
beyond  the  ordinary  Grants  for  1867-8  ;  after 
long  debate.  Motion  agreed  to ;  Resolution 
reported,  and  agreed  to  Nov  27, 314 

.  Considered  in  Committee  3tar  16, 1703 — Citil 
SiBTioi  EsTiMATXS  — (1.)  £70^29  28,  7d., 
Excesses  on  Grants  for  Ciril  Senrices  ;  (2.) 
£8,381  It.  l<f.,  Excesses  on  Grant  for  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  Inland  Revenue  Depart- 
ment ;  (3.)  £1,089  13«.  8(2.,  Excesses  on 
Grant  for  Post  OtBoe  Packet  Service ;  (4.) 
£134,000,  Civil  Services,  Supplementary 
Estimate,  1867-8 

.  Considered  in  Committee  3£ar  17, 1827 — Abmt 
EsTiMATKs--(l.)  £48,479  S$,  Sd,,  Excesses 
of  Army  Expenditure  ;  (2.)  £90,619  13«.  9d., 
Excess  of  Naval  Expenditure ;  £6,000,000, 

.  on  account  of  Army  Services  Mar  19,  1937 ; 
after  short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

.  Considered  in  Committee  ifar  19, 1938— Navt 
EsTiMATxs— (1.)  67,120  Men  and  Boys,  Sea 
and  Coast  Guard  Services,  including  14,700 

.  Royal  Marines,  1939 ;  after  short  debate, 
Vote  agreed  to  ;  (2.)  £2,000,000,  on  account 
for  Navy  Services  ;  agreed  to 

.  Considered  in  Committee  Mar  20,  2050— Abmt 
EsTiMATXs  —  £4,000,000  on  account.  Army 
Services  ;  Vote  agreed  to 
191]  Considered  in  Committee  Mar  23  —  Abmt 
Estimates — Statement  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (5tr  John  PatingUm)  on 
moving  the  First  Resolution,  40 — Resolutions 
reported  Mar  24 

.  Considered  in  Committee  Mar  26,  268 — Abmt 
Ebtimaus— Resolutions  reported  Mar  27 

.  Considered  in  Committee  April  2,  799 — Citil 
SiBviOE  EsTiMATBs— Vote  of  £1,200,000  on 
account — Resolution  reported  April  3 

.  Considered  in  Committee  April  20— Civil  Sxr- 
vicB  Estimates  —  Class  I.— -Public  Works 
and  Buildings,  983  —  Resolutions  reported 
April  21 
19a]  Considered  in  Committee  May  11 ,  34 — Navt 
Estimates — Resolutions  reported  May  12 

.  Considered  in  Committee  May  14,  290 — New 
Courts  of  Justice — Abtsbihiait  Expedition 
—£3,000,000— Class  I.— Public  Works  and 
Buildings — Resolutions  reported  May  15 

.  Considered  in  Committee  May  Iff — Civil  Ser- 
vice Estimates  —  Class  I.— Public  Works 
and  Buildings,  391  —  Resolutions  reported 
May  18 

.  Considered  in  Committee  Maw  18— Civil  Ser- 
TicE  Estimates— Class  IIL— Law  and  Jus- 
tice,  494— Resolutions  reported  May  19 

[cent. 


8upply^-^0Sit, 

193]  Vote  £1 ,412,000 /Mt%^  on  Aeeotmi  of  OkC 
Service  Estimates,  Obiervations,  Mr.  Sdater 
Booth  May  28, 1010 
Considered    in    Committee    Msty    28 — dvo. 
Service    Estimates — Reeolationa    reponed 
May  29 
.  Considered   in    Committee    Mem  39  —  Crm 
Service   Estimates — Class  III. — Law  aad 
Justice,  1103 
.  Resolutions  [May  29]  reported  June  4 

Resolution  7  (Register  House,  Edlnburgk; 
short  debate  thereon  Jtme  4,  1175 
Resolution    11  (Government    Prison  tsi 
Expenses  of  Transportation);  abort  detee 
thereon  Jime  4,  1176 
Resolutions  agreed  to 

.  The  Approaching  DissoUttion^  Qnestiooa.  Ur. 
Childers,  Mr.  Lowe;   Aoswers,    The  Cbu- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  June  4,  1126 
.  Considered  in  Committee  June  4 — Citil  Sii> 
TiOE    Estimates  —  Class    IV. —  EdocalkB. 
Science,  and  Art— Class  VII. — MisoeikneeM 
Estimates,  1182 
.  Resolutions  [June  4]  reported  ;  abort  drts^t 
thereon  June  15, 1602 
Votes  (£611,324,  Public  Edneation  in  (k^ 
Britain);    after  short  debate,  ReMlotxK 
agreed  to  June  16, 1607 
Vote    26    (£19,377,     MisoelUneous   Ex- 
penses) ;  Resolution   read  a  seeond  tiae 
June  16, 1608 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "£19.837,"  and  is- 

sort  "£14,877''  (Mr,  Lusk)  ;    after  sbort 

debate,  Question,  "  That '  J&  19,377/  sta&d 

part  of  the  Resolution,"  pot,  and  agreed  to 

Resolution  agreed  to 

.  ITie  Dissolution,  Question,  Mr.  Childers;  A&- 

swer.    The    Chancellor    of   the    Exehma 

June  8, 1223 

Considered   in    Committee   June  25  —  Cun. 

Service    Estimates  —  Class    Y I.  —  Supv- 

annuation  and  Retired  Allowances — Class  V. 

—Colonial,  Consular,  and  Foreign  Servkc* 

— ^PosT  Office  Packet   Sesticb — Reeoit* 

tions  reported  June  26 

193]  Considered  in  Committee  June  29,  343 — ^bj>. 

.  Considered  in  Committee  July  2,  535 — Nati 

Estimates— Resolutions  reported  July  3 
.  Considered  in  Committee  July  3,  668 — Cim 
Service    Estimates— Resolutions    reported 
July  6 
•  Considered  in  Committee  July  7,  827 — Cnn 
Service    Estimates  —  British     Mcsecm— 
Customs    Dxpartmbnt — Ihlaeo     Rxvxxcx 
Department— Post    Office,    ^. — Reeole- 
tions  reported  July  9 
.  Considered  in  Committee  July  9,  950 — Aemt 

Estimates — Resolutions  reported  July  10 
.Considered  in  Committee  July  13,  1143 — Navt 

Estimates— Resolutions  reported  July  14 
,  Civil  Serxnce  Estimates^    Observations,    Mr. 
Childers  ;  Reply,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer/w/y  14, 1185 

.  Considered  in  Committee  July  14,  1201 — Civil 

Service  Estimates  —  Reodntions  reported 

/tt^l5 
.  Considered  in  Committee  July  16, 1278 — Abmt 

Estimates  —  Resolutions  reported  Julw  17. 

1807  ^  ' 

IcomL. 


STJP       SXTP         {  B  B  S  S  I  0  K 

190—191—: 

SuPraifBlfTAL  VOTSB 

Supplhi  (DivioiBNOUf),  1866-7. 

CoMiaTTBi  Mxr  17— Rbport  Mar  18.  Total  of 

Vote. 
£     s,  d, 

90,619  18    9 

48,479    8    8 


"Sktj  Serrioes 
Army  Serrioes 


CiTIL  S1BTICI8 — TU,  : 

OomaTTxi  Mar  16 — Ripobt  Mar  17. 


Clam  II. 
Ofik>e  of  Works,  Ao. 
Inspectors  of  Factories,  So, 
QoaraQtine  Expenses 
Printing  and  Stationery   ... 


£       s,  d. 

1,199  14    8 

562  10    7 

806  15    7 

,16,881    2    8 


Class  III. 

Law  Charges,  England     2,507  7  1 

Admiralty  Court  Registry 243  1  7 

Exchequer,  Scotland,  Legal  Branch      898  10  1 

Law  Charges,  Ireland       ...        ...    9,285  10  4 

Bankruptcy  Court,  Ireland           ...    1,182  0  0 

Maintenance  of  Prisoners 17»774  13  0 


Class  V. 
Pitoaim's  Islsnders 
Special  Missions    ... 


87    5  10 
.  10,224  17    5 


Class  VL 
Relief  of  Distressed  British  Seamen  16,942  17 


Class  VII. 

Eoclesiastioal  Commission 
Miscellaneous   Expenses    formerly 

Ciyil  Contingencies 241     1 

Anglo-Chinese  Flotilla      1,844    9 


202    6    8 


Total 


.£79.829    2    7 


ComfiTTxx  Mar  16^Rxport  Mar  17. 

Inland  Reyenue  Department       ...    8,881     1     1 
Post  Office  Packet  SerTice  ...   1,089  18    8 


SupPLiMXHTAL  Gbahts  1867*8. 
CoMMiTTxx  Nov  26 — RxpoBT  Nov  27.        £ 

Expedition  to  Abyssinia  1867-8  ...  2,000,000 

After  long  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[190]  182,  814 

Crrn.  Ssbtioxs — tiz.  : 

Comnnxx  Mar  16— Rxpobt  Mar  17. 

Class  I. 
Landguard  Point^Works      2,000 

Class  II. 

Inspectors  of  Factories,  4c 5,000 

Quarantine  Expenses 4,000 

YOL.  CXCIII.  [xHntD  swum.]  [coiu, 


1867 
19ft— 193. 


8) 


SUP 


SXTP 


Class  III. 
Law  Charges,  England  ...        ... 

Law  Charges,  Ireland 

Court  of  Chancery,  Ireland    

Maintenance  of  Prisoners       

Class  VII. 
Temporary  Commissions         ••• 
Local  Dues  under  Treaties  of  Reci- 
procity        ...  •..  M.  ... 

Agricultund  Statistics 

Cape  Ilaytien  Bombardment  —  Com- 
pensation  

Shannon  River  Survey 


Total  of 
Vote. 

£ 
11,000 
36,000 
14,000 
12,000 


21,000 

11,000 
8,000 

4,000 
6,000 


Total. 


£134,000 


1868-9. 
Coummi  Mai/  14— Report  May  15. 
Expedition  to  Abyssinia  1868-9 


8,000,000 


NAVY  ESTIMATES,  1868-9. 
CoiiMiTTXi  Mar  19 — Report  Mar  20. 

67,120  Men  and  Boys,  Sea  and  Coast 
Guard    Services,  including    14,700  Numhert, 
Royal  Marines    ...  [190]  1939       67,120 


Navt  Estdcatbs,  1868-9. 

Total  of 
Vote. 
£2,000,000  on  Account  for  Navy  Ser-  £ 

vices 

OoMmTTEE  May  11— Report  May  12. 

Statement  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 

Admiralty  (Mr.  Corry)  on  moving, 

"  That     a     sum,    not     exceeding 

£3,036,634,  4o." 

Moved,  «  That  the  item  of  £525,725 
for  Wages,  Ac.  to  Biarines  be  re- 
duced by  £60,000  "  {Mr,  Childers) ; 
after  debate.  Question  put;  A.  73, 
N.  127;  M.54  ...    [191]  79 

Original  Question  again  proposed ; 
Moved,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£8,016.634,  Ac."  (Colonel  Syket); 
after  debate,  Motion  withdrawn ; 
original  Question  agreed  to  [iQi]  90 

(I.)  Wages  to  Seamen  and  Marines...  3,036,634 

(3.)  Victuals  and  Clothing  for  ditto...  1,335,842 
After  debate.  Moved  to  report  Pro- 
gress {Mr.  lAuk) ;    Motion  with- 
drawn ;  original  Question  agreed  to 
[191]  92 

ComaTTSE  J%dy  2 — Report  JulAf  8. 

(5.)  Admiralty  Office         ...  ...     182,864 

Moved,  <<  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 

£182,364,  Ac." 
Moved,  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£176,064,  Ac.  **{Mr.Lu8k)i  after 
short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn; 
original  Motion  agreed  to  [193]  535 

(4.)  f  £163,926,  Coast  Guard  Service, 
Royal  14aval  Coast  V(^unteers,  and 
Royal  Naval  Reserve    « 243,926 

4  N  [<w«. 


le 


StTP        SUP       (OBVStlAti    IKDliX} 


SttP        StTP 


A«^— eont.  Total  OT 

VoU. 
M 0T«d,  <<  That  *  111111,  DOl  tooeMiiDf  £ 

^163.936.40." 

MoYed,  **  That  a  nam,  not  tzOMdiof 

£148,926,  Ac."  (il4i»Ur«ai^«ArifM); 

after  short  debate,  Qaeation  agreed 

to  [193]*^ 

{5.)  Soientiao  Branch        ...  ...       68,565 

(6.)  t  £823.562,  Dockyards  and  Naral 
Yards  at  home  and  abroad  ...  1,928,562 

Mored,  "  That  a  sum,  not  ezoeeding 
£828,563,  4c. " 

MoTod, "  That  a  sum,  not  ezeeedinf 
£823,062,  4c."  (Mr.  Samuda); 
after  debate.  Motion  withdrawn  ; 
original  Motion  agreed  to  [193]  548 


87,179 

64,824 
20,709 


899,968 
1,092,500 


OoionTTBt  July  18 — Riport  July  14. 

(7.)  Victualling  Yards  and  Transport 

Establishments  at  Home  and  Abroad 

(8.)  Medical  EstablishmenU  at  Home 

and  Abroad     ...  •*# 

(9.)  Marine  Diylsions 
(10.)  Nayal  Stores  for  the  Building, 
Repair,  and  Outfit  of  the  Fleet  and 
Coast  Guard,  Steam  Machinery  and 
Ships  built  bj  Gontraot : 

Section  I.  Storekeeper  General 

of  the  NaTj         ••• 
Section   II.    t  £742,500,  Con- 
troller of  tlie  NaTj 
Moved,  *<  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£742.500,  4o." 

Moyed,  *'That  a  sum»  not  eioeeding 
£742,000, 4c. "  (Mr.  Samuda) ;  after 
debate,  A.  59,  N.  92 ;  M.  88  ;  ori* 
ginal  Motion  agreed  to  [193]  1148 
(II.)  t  £564,237,  New  Works,  BuUd- 
ings.  Machinery,  and  Repairs 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[193]  iiw 

(11.)  Medicines  and  Medical  Stores  ... 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[193]  1155 
(13.)  Martial  Law  and  Law  Charges... 
(14.)  Miscellaneous  Serf  ices 
Aiter  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[193]  1156 


Total  for  the  EfTectiye  Senrioe  ...  9,883»579 

(15.)  t  £500,166,  Half  Pay,  Reserred 
Half  Pay,  and  Retired  Pay  to  OfBoerfl 
Of  the  Nayy  and  Royal  Marines     ...    700,166 
(16.)  Military  and  Civil  Pensions  and 
Allowances : 

Section  L  f  £400,447,  MiUtary 

Pensions  and  Allowances    ...     550,447 
Section  II.  Ciyil  Pensions  and 
Allowances  ...  ...     228,498 


814,287 
78,164 


20,365 
175,800 


Total  for  the  Naval  Senrioe       ...  10,806,690 
Fob  TBI  Skbtioi  or  othbb  Dbpabt- 

MBBtS   Of   GoTBRMttlNT.  £ 

(i7«)  Army  Department  (ConTeyanea 

of  Troops)        850,600 

Grand  Total,  Navy  SerTiees...£  11,157,290 

[eofil. 


Supplf-'Ooni. 

ARMY  ESTIMATES,  1868-0. 
CoioutTBB  Mar  19. 

Moved,  **  That  a  stlm,  not  ezoeediii^ 
£6,000,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Ma- 
Jesty,  on  account,  towards  defray* 
ing  the  Army  Serrioesfor  the  year 
ending  81st  Maroh,  1869"  (Sir 
John  PaHngton) ;  after  short  de- 
bate. Motion  withdrawn  [190]  1937 

OomansB  Mar  20 — Rbport  Mcar  SS. 
Mored,  *'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£4,000.000,  4c."  (Sir  J.  Pakimg^ 
ton) :  Vote  agreed  to     [190]  2050 

CoMMnTBB  Mar  28 — Rbpokt  Mar  f4. 
Statement  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Sir  John  Pakitgton)  on. 
moring  B^esolution  (a),  **  That  the 
number  of  Land  Forces,  not  ex> 
oeeding  188,691  Men,  &c." 

[191]  40 
MoTcd,  *'  That  the  number  of  Land 
Forces,  not  ezoeeding  188,001 
Men.  4c." 
Amendt.  mored,  *'  That  the  num- 
ber of  Land  Forces,  not  exceedinf^ 
185,988  Men,  4c."  (Mr,  Otway)  ; 
after  long  debate,  Motion  with- 
drawn ;  original  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to 

NuMBBBS.  .  Nmmlmt^ 

(a.)  General  Stafl;  Regimental  and  Mi- 
litary Educational  Establishments  188,091 
(b.)  Natiye  Indian  Troops  ...            ^  880 


Total  ef 
I. — Rbgulab  Fobobs.  Tote. 

(1.)  t  £4,249,200,  General  Staff  nnd  £ 

Regimental  Pay,  Allowances,   and 
Charges  5,749,9M 

(3.)  t  £892,500,  Commissariat  Estab- 
lishment, Services,  MoTement  of 
Troops,  4c.     ...  ...  ...   XJSnjm 

CoMMiTTBB  Mar  26— Rbpobt  Mar  27. 

(3.)  t^3S3»000,  Clothing  Establish- 
ments, Serrioes,  and  Supplies      ...      iOOj909 

(4.)  t  £506,800,    Barrack    Establish- 

ments.  Services,  and  Supplies       •••    t-  700,8M 

(5.)  f  £26,800,  Divine  Service        ...        42,890 

(6.)  f  £  1 8,000,  Administration  of  Mar- 
tial Uw  ...        28,0M 

(7.)  t  £280,800,  Hospital  EsUbliah- 
ment.  Services,  and  Supplies        ...      380,809 

IL— Rbsxbvb  Fobobs. 

(8.)  t  £686,800,  MiUtia  and  Inspec- 
tion of  Reserve  Forces  ...      060^809 
(9.)  t  £58,000,  Teomanry  Cavalry  ...        88^000 
(10.)  f  £285,100,  Volunteer  Corps    ...     385,190 
After  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 


[191]  284 
Pensfon 


(II.)  t  £39,600,    Enrolled   Pensioners 
and  Army  Reserve  Force    [191]  284       64^000 
After  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 


SUP 


SUP 


(  SESSION    1867-8) 
190^191—15^—193. 


SUP        SUP 


Sif^p^— ooni. 

ni.— Storm. 


ToUloT 

Vote. 


CoMioTTSB  Jidy  9 — Rkpobt  July  10.    j^ 
(12.)  f  £1,201,400.  Militarj  Store  De- 
partments for  the  Supply  and  Repair 
of  Warlike  and  other  Stores,  includ- 
ing Manu&cturing  Departments    ...    1,491,400 
Moved,  *'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 

£1,291,400.  Ac." 
MoTed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£1,247,958,  4c."  (Major  An$on); 
after  short  debate,  A.  81,  N.  100  ; 
M.  69 ;  original  Question  agreed  to 
[193]  959 

IV. — ^WOBKfl  AND  BuiLDUfOS. 

CoiociTTSB  Mar  26 — Rxfort  Mar  27. 
(13)  f £768,400,  Superintending  Es- 
tablishment of,  and  Expenditure  for, 
Works,  Buildings,  and  Repairs,  at 
Home  and  Abroad  ..  ...     968,400 

MoTed,  «  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£768,400,  Ac." 

Amendt.  moved,  "That  the  item  of 
£3.000  for  Billiard  Rooms  in  Bar- 
racks be  omitted  from  the  proposed 
Vote"  (Mr,  Lutk);  after  debate, 
A.  24,  N.  72  ;  M.  48  ;  original  Ques- 
tion agreed  to       ...  [191]  295 

V. — YlBIOUS    SiBTIOXS. 

CoionTTBB  July  9— Rbpobt  July  10. 
(14.)  t  £11 9,300,    EsUblishments  for 

MiliUry  Education  ...  ...      169,300 

(lej  t  £93,600,  Surveys  of  the  United 

Kingdom  ...  [193]  062     118,600 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agi^  to 
(16.)  t  £102,700,    Miscellaneous    Scr- 

Ticee      ...  ...  [193]  065     142,700 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(17.)  t  ^154,600,  Administration  of  the 

Army [193]  M«     224,600 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 


ToUl  Efieotive  Services  £13,831,000 


VX. — Noh-Kffbctivb  Sbbvicxs. 
CoMMiTTBB  July  9— RxPOBT  July  10. 
(i8.)  t  £13,7(i0.   Rewards  for  Distin- 
guished Services,  drc.       ...  ...       26,700 

(19.)  t  £36,000,  Pay  of  General  Officers       72,000 
(so.)  f  £389.800,  Full  pay  of  Reduced 
and  Retired  OflScers  and  Half-pay  ...     470,800 
After  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 
[193]  067 

CoMiUTixB  July  14. 
ideation  anain  proposed ;  after  short 
debate.  Committee — b.p. 

ComaTTBB  Jufy  16 — Rbpobt  July  17. 

Question  again  proposed,  and,  after  de» 

bate,  agreed  to  ...  [193]  1278 

Resolution  reported  July  11,  and,  after 

abort  debate,  agreed  to      [193]  1367 

(31.)  t  £98,000,  Widows'  Pensions,  4c.     157,000 

(;i3.)  t  £11,800,  Pensions  for  Wounds      23,800 

[conL 


(23.)  t  £15,600,  Chelsea  and  Kilmain- 
ham  Hospitals,  (In-Pcnsions)         ... 

(24.)  t  £839,600,  Out-Pensions 

(25.)  f  £97,200,  Superannuation  Allow- 
ances ... 

(26.)  t  £8,700,  Militia,  Yeomanry  Ca- 
valry, and  Volunteer  Corps  ••• 


Total  «f 
Vot«. 

£ 
33,600 
1,194,600 

135,200 

20,700 


Total  Non-Eflbctive  Servlee*  ...  £2,124,400 


Rboatitulatioii. 

Effective  Services      ...  ...  13,331,000 

Non-Eflbctive  Services  ...    2,124,400 

Amount   Written  of  a$  Irre' 

coverable            ...  ..•          — 

Total  Effective  and  Non-Effeo- 
tive  Services        ...  ...  £15,455,400 


1868-9. 
OoKmTTBB  Hoy  8— Ebfobt  Miay  11.  £ 

Exchequer  Bonds        600,000 


CIVIL   SERVICE    ESTIMATES,   1868-9. 

*^*  The  Votes  marked  f  are  <<  to  complete 

sums  "  fbr  the  several  Services  named. 

Clabs  I. — Pdbuo  Wobxb  abd  Buildings. 

CoimnTBB  April  20 — Rbpobt  April  21,  Total  of 

Vote, 
(i.)  t  £59,920,      Bntish      Embassy  £ 

Houses :    Constantinople,     China, 
and  Japan  ...  [1913983       64,920 

Moved,  "That  the  Item  of  £6,000, 
Embassy  House  at   Therapia,    be 
omitted    from    the    Vote"    (i£r. 
Monk) ;  after  short  debate,  A.  20, 
N.  37  ;  M.  17 
Moved,  **  That  the  Item  of  £15,000, 
Consular    Buildings   in  Japan,  be 
omitted  from  Vote  "  (Mir,  Lusk) ; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  nega- 
tived ;  Vote  agreed  to 
(2.)  t  £8,000,  Metropolitan  Fire  Bri- 
gade ...  ...  ...       10,000 

(3.)  Embaasy  House  at  Teheran     ...         8,000 
(4.)  f  £103,675,  Harbours  of  Refuge, 
4c.  ...  [191]  1000     116,675 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(5.)  t  £37,310,  Lighthouses  Abroad  42,310 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
[191]  1003 
(6.)  t  £51,238,  Royal  PaUces  56,238 

Moved,  **  That  the  Item  of  £5,636,  tor 
Palaces  partly  in  occupation  of  Her 
Majesty,  be  omitted  from  Vote  " 
{Mr.  FawceU) ;  after  debate,  A.  8, 
N.82;  M.74 
Moved,  *'  That  the  Item  of  £7,313, 
Hampton  Court  Palace  Stables, 
4c.  be  reduced  by  £5,000  "  {Mr. 
LaboueKire) ;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  negatived ;  Vote  agreed  to  ^^  t 

[i9i]ioo8LjOogle 

leant.  ^ 


SUP 


Supply— coat. 
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SUP 


SI7P 


<y. 


GoMMimi  May  14 — Ripobt  May  15. 

t  £102,005,  Pablio  BuUdingi 
^oved,  *'  That  the  Item  of  £1,470, 
Profettor'a  Residence,  Aberdeen,  be 
omitted  from  Vote  "  {Mr,  Candluh) ; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  with- 
drawn ;  Vote  aweed  to  [102]  292 
(8.)  t  £13,000,  Furniture  of  Publio 
OflSoes  ...  [193]  295 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(9.)  t  £122,524,  Royal  Parks  and  Plea- 
sure Gardens  ...  [192]  296 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
( 10.)  t  £47,936,  Houses  of  Parliament 
MoTod,  *<  That  the  Item  of  £330  for 
Staines  in  Westminster  Hall,  Ac,  be 
omitted  from  Vote  "  (Mr,  Osborne) ; 
after  short  debate,  A.  76,  N.  234 ; 
M.  158  ;  Vote  agreed  to     [193]  311 
(II.)  f  £1,135,      BritUh       Embassy 
Houses :  Paris  and  Madrid  [193]  312 
Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£\S5,  ite."  (Mr.  LaboucKere);  after 
short  debate.    Motion    withdrawn ; 
Vote  agreed  to 
(12.)  t  £19,512,  New  Foreign  OflBoe 

CoMMnm  May  15  ^Report  May  18. 

(13.)  t  £32,760,  PubUo  Offices  Site 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[192]  391 
(14.)  t  £11,764,    Probate  Court   and 

Registries 
(15.)  f  £28,000,  Public  Record  Reposi- 
tory 
(16.)  f  £44,000,  NaUonal  Gallery  En- 
largement         ...  [192]  392 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(17.)  f  £22,000,  University  of  London 
Buildings  ...  [192]  395 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(18.)  t  £8,000,  Chapter  House,  West- 
minster ...  [192]  396 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(20.)  t  £25,400,  New  Palace  at  West- 
minster, Acquisition  of  Land 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 


[192]  396 
,  Hoi] 


(21.)  t  £51,000,  Burlington  House 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[192]  397 

(22.)  t  £23,905,  Sheriff  Court  Houses, 

Scotland  ...  [192]  400 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

(23- )  f  £31,252,  Rates  for  Government 

Property 
(24.)  t  £77,470,  Post  Office  and  Inland 

Revenue  Buildings 
(25.)  New  Home  and  Colonial  Offices 
(26.)  Glasgow  University,  New  Build- 
ings ...  [1921 400 
Moved,  to  report  Progress  (Str  Volman 
O'Loghlen) ;  after  short  debate.  Mo- 
tion withdrawn  ;  Vote  agreed  to 
(27.)  t  £3,200,  Wellington  Monument 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 


[192]  403 
Monument 


(28.)  t  £  1,000,  Palmerston 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[193]  408 


Total  of 
Vote. 

£ 
117,905 


15,000 

137,524 
54,936 


2,135 

22,512 

42,760 

13,764 

24,000 
50,000 

25,000 

10,000 

29,400 

55,000 

26,905 

36,252 

89,470 
10,000 

20,000 

4,200 
2,000 


Supply^-eont. 

(29.)  t  £133,259,  Publio  Buildings,  Ire- 
land [19a]  404 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(30.)  t  £6,000,    Queen's    Univertitj, 

Ireland 
(31.)  t  £4,800,  Ulster  Canal  [192]  404 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(32.)  t£7/J00,  Portland  Harbour 


Total  of 

Vote. 

£ 

]  40,259 


Total  CivU  Services  Class  L 


iei,15«,965 


Class  II. — Salaries  ahd  EzpsirsBa    ckp 

DlPABTMBNTS. 

CoMMiTTii  July  14 — Report  July  15. 
(I.)  t  £35,609,  Treasury 
(2.)  f  £28,000,  Secret  Service 
Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exoeediDg 
£18,000,  4c.''   (Mr,  Lusk) ;   after 
short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn  ; 
Vote  agreed  to  [193]  1201 

(3-)  t  £56,410,  Home  Office,  Ac. 
After  short  debate.  Vote  Mfreed  to 

[19331202 
(4.)  f  £52,453,  Foreign  Office 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[193]  1208 
(5.)  t  £19,990,  Colonial  OfBce 
(6.)  f  £65,725,  Board  of  Trade,  Ac. 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

T193]  1203 
(7.)  t  £3,176,  Household  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant    ...  [193]  1206 

Moved,      ''That     the     Item       of 
£1,574  6#.  2d,,  for  Queen's  Plates, 
be  omitted  from  Vote  "  (Mr.  Lusk)  ; 
after  short    debate.  Motion    with- 
drawn ;  Vote  agreed  to 
(8.)  t  £14,927,  Chief  Secretary,  Ire- 
land, Offices    ... 
(9.)  t  £12,646,  Paymaster  General's 
Office 
(10.)  f  £4,136,    Exchequer  and  other 

Offices,  Scotland 
(II.)  f  £22,700,  Office  of  Works   and 
Public  Buildings  [193]  1208 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(12.)  t  £17,546,  Office  of  PubUo  Works, 

Ireland 
(13.)  t  £36,354,  House  of   Conomons, 

Offices 
(14.)  t  £28,585,  Privy  Council  OflSoe 
(15.)  f  £1,918,  Privy  Seal  Office        ... 
(16.)  t  £6,407,  Civil  Service  Commis- 

sion 
(17.)  t  £25,000,  Exchequer  and  Audit 

Department 
(18.}  t  £16,958,   Office  of  Woods,  Fo- 
rests, and  Land  Revenue  [193]  1809 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(19.)  f  £14,926,  Public  Record  Office 
(20.)  t  £140,183,  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sion 
(21.)  t  £30,820,  Mint,  including  Coin- 
age    ...  ...  ... 

(22.)  t  £13,294,  Copyhold,   Inc1osar«, 

and  Tithe  Commission     ... 
(33)  t  ^7,200,  Indosure  and  Drainage 
Acts ;  Imprest  Expenses  ••• 


S2.4M 


89,411 
74.40 


33,9M 
07,711 


6,1T» 


22,927 

19,64$ 

«»138 

S4.7W 

20,546 

54,354 
42ASS 

9^18 


•,4«7 

26,958 
21,926 
209,183 
45320 
20,294 

ii;m 


SUP       SUP 


(  GENERAL    INDEX) 
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SUP        SUP 


Suppfy-^eont. 


ToUlof 
Vote. 

{24.)f£2lfi6ly      General      Register         ;6 
Office  ...  ..  ...       40,961 

(25.)  t  £11,132,  National  Debt  Office        16,183 

(26.)  t  £3,429,    Pablio    Works     Loan 

Commission      ...  ...  ...         4,429 

(27.)  t  £2,820,  Lunacy  Commission  4,820 

(28.)  t  £1,449,  Registrars  of  Friendly 

Societies  ...  ...  ..»         2,449 

(29.)  f  £12,438,  Charity  Conunission  18,438 

(30)  t  £19.071,  Patent  Office  ...       82.071 

(31.)  t  £215,909,  Printing   and    Sta- 
tionery ...  ...  ...     895,909 

(32.)  t  £11,867,  Poor  law  Commis- 
sion, Scotland  ...  ...  • ...        16,867 

(33*)  t  £4,608,  General  Register  Office, 

Scotland  ...  ...  ...         7,608 

(54.)  t  £3,206,    Lunacy    Commission, 

Scotland  ...  ...  ...         6,906 

(35)  t £9,223,  Fishery  Board,  Scot- 
land ...  ...  ...        13,228 

(36.)  t  £2,296,  Public  Record  Office, 

Ireland  4,396 

(37.)  t  £63,267,  Poor  Law  Commission, 
Ireland  ...  ...  ...       95,367 

(38.)  t  £14,722,  General  Register  Office, 
Ireland  ...  ...  ^,       31,722 

(39.)  Boundary  Surrey,  Ireland        ...  350 

(40.)  t  £1,188,   CbariUble   Donations 
and  Bequests,  Ireland      ...  ...         3,188 


Total  Ciril  Serrices  Class  II.  ...  £1,661,399 


Class  III. — Law  ahd  Justiob. 
CoMMiTTBB  May  18 — Rbport  Afay  19. 
(i.)  t  £37,100,   Law    Charges,  Eng- 
land        [192]  494       43,100 

MoYcd    to  report    Progress    {3fr, 
Kinnaird)  ;    after  debate.   Motion 
withdrawn ;  Vote  agreed  to 
(2.)  t  £163,766,   Criminal     Prosecu- 
tions      [192]  495      188,776 

Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 

£163,776.  Ac."(Jfr.jPatiM^) ;  after 

debate.  Motion  negatived  ;    Vote 

agreed  to 

(3.)  f  £231.000,  Police,  Counties  and 

Boroughs,  Great  Britain  ...     366,000 

(4.)  f  £49,383,  Common  l^w  Courts, 

England  ...  ...  ...       56,383 

(5.)  t  £18,846,    Miscellaneous  Legal 

Charges,  England  ...  ...       31,846 

(6.)  t  £210,070,  County  Prisons  and 

Reformatories,  dec.  Great  Britain...     240,070 
(7.)  t  £433,674,  County  Courts      ...     493,674 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
[192]  503 
(8.)  t  £38,950,  Police  Courts,  lx>ndon 
and  Sbeemess    ...  [192]  503       31,950 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(9.)  t  £165,534,  Metropolitan  Police     190,534 
MoTed    to   report    Progress    (Air, 
WcUkin)  ;   after    debate.    Motion 
withdrawn;  Vote  agreed  to^  19a] 508 
(10.)  f  £180,891,    Conriol    EsUblish- 
ments  in  the  Colonies        [193]  504     150,891 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agi^  to 

ComnrrBB  May  39— Rbport  June  4. 
(II.)  t  £66,314,  Uw Charges  and  Cri- 
minal ProMoatioDii  IreUnd  ...     106^14 


Suppty^-ooni.  Total  of 

Vote. 

(12.)  t  £11,421,  Common  Law  Courts,  £ 

Ireland  ...  [192]  1104       28,421 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

(130  t  £6,020,    Miscellaneous    Legal 

Charges,  Ireland  ...  ...         9,020 

(14.)  t  £6,000,  County  Prisons,  Ireland         9,000 
Afler  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[192]  1104 

(15.)  f  £47,484,  Criminal  Proceedings, 

Scotland  ...  ...  ...       67,484 

(16.)  t  £33,378,  Courts  of  Law  and 
Justice,  Scotland  ...  ...       49,378 

(17.)  t  £11,909,  Register  House  De- 
partments, Scotland        ...  ...        16,909 

(18.)  f  £8,705,   Admiralty  Court  Re- 
gistry  ...  ...  ...  ...       13,705 

(19.)  t  £49,979,  Probate  Court        ...       89,979 

(20.)  t  £3,470,  Und  Registry  Office...         5,470 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agi«ed  to 

[192]  1105 

(21.)  f  £160,332,  Goyemment  Prisons, 

England,  and  Transportation        ...     296,833 
Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£159,933,  Ae,"  (36-.  Candiah) ;  affcer 
short   debate,   Motion  withdrawn  ; 
Vote  agreed  to  [192]  1107 

(22.)  t  £33,939,  Broadmoor  Cnminal 
Lunatic  Asylum  ...  ...       33,939 

(23.)  t  £16,267,  Prisons,  Scotland   ...       34,367 

(24.)  t  £33,171,  Court  of  Chancery,  Ire- 
land           45,171 

(25.)  t  £1,171,  Registry  of  Judgments, 
Ireland  8,171 

(26.)  f  £9,300^  Registry  of  Deeds,  Ire- 
land   ...  ...  ...  ...       14,300 

(27.)  t  £5,400,  Court  of  Bankruptcy 
and  Insolvency,  Ireland  ...  ...         8,400 

(38.)  i  £6,373,  Court  of  Probate,  Ire- 
land    ...  ...  ...  ...       11,373 

(29.)  t  £3,906,  Landed  Estates  Court, 
Ireland  ...  ...  ...       13,906 

(30.)  t  £50,488,  DubUn  Metropolitan 

Police,  Ireland ...  ...  ...       95,488 

(31.)  t  £573,751,  Constabulary,  Ireland     883,751 

(32.)  t  £1,530,  Four  Courts  Marshal- 

eea,  Ireland      ...  ...  ...         3/(30 

(33.)  t  £33,899,  Government   Prisons 
and  Reformatories,  Ireland  ...       68,899 

(34.)  t  £3,376,     Dundrum     Criminal 

Lunatic  Asylum,   Ireland  ...         4,376 

iSS')  f  ^1>300,  Admiralty  Court  Re- 
gistry, Ireland  ...  ...  ...         3,300 

RBsoLiTTioifs  reported  June  4. 

Res.  7  (Register  House,  Edinburgh) ; 

short  debate  thereon  [  1 92]  1 1 7d 
Res.  11  (Government  Prisons)  ;  short 

debate  thereon  [i 92]  1 1 76 

Resolutions  agreed  to 


Total  Civil  Services  Class  Ul. ...  £3,579,686 


Cx»Asa  IVw^Edvoatiov,  Soibmob,  abii  Art. 
CoioiiTTBB  June  4 — Rbfort  June  15. 


(i.)  t  £7,800,  Learned  Societies, Great 
Britain  ...  [192]  1183 

After  abort  debatOi  Vote  agmd  to 


11^0 


le 
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SUP        «UF 


Vote. 
(3.)  Dr.   Patrte's  CoUaeiioo  ...      €IJ6S9 

After  fhort  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
[193]  1133 
(3.)  t  £2,365,  Queen's  Collegei,  Ire- 
land ...  ...  ...  ...         4.265 

(4.)  Royal  Irish  Academy ...  ...         1,784 

(5.)  t  £1*050,  Belfast  Theological  Pro- 
fessors ...  ...  ...         3,050 

(6.)  t  ^11,949,  Unirenities,  Ac.  Soot- 
land [193]  1134       17.949 

After  short  dehate.  Vote  agroed  to 
(7.)  t  £2^00,  Board  of  ManuOctares         4,300 
(8.)  t  £511,334,  PnbUe    Education, 
Great  Britain  ...  [193]  1 134     781,334 

After  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(9.)  t  £141,690,  Science  and  Art  De- 
partment        ...  ...  ...     318,690 

Mofed,  "  That  Item  of  £3,500,  Uni- 
Tcrsal  Art  Gatalogne,  be  reduoed  by 
£1,000"  (Jfi-.  Gregory);  A.  84, 
N.  54,  If.  30 ;  Vote  agreed  to 

ri9a]  1H3 
(10.)  t  £6,063,  Unirenitj  of  London ...         9,063 

CoiociTTBB  July  7 — Rbpobt  Jtdy  0. 
(I  J .)  t  £67,380,  British  Museum      ...       99,380 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[193]  837 
OoMumn  June  4— Rspost  June  15. 
(la.)  t  £10,093,  National  Gallery     ...        15,993 
Mo?ed  to  report  Progress  {Mr,  Ben" 
iinek) ;    Motion    negati? ed  ;    Vote 
agreed  to  [193]  1173 

(13.)  t  £800,   British  Historical   Por- 
trait Gallery      ...  ...  ...         1,600 

(14.)  t  £335,195,    Public    Education, 

Ireland  ...  ...  ...      360,195 

iiK.)  Education  Commissioners,  Ireland  730 

16.)  t  £3,155,  Queen's  University,  Ire- 
land ...  ...  ...  ...         3,155 

(17.)  t  £1|740,  National  Gallery,  Ire- 
land ...  ...  ...  ...         3,740 

RiPOBT  June  15 
Vote  8  (£511,324,  Public  Education 
in  Great  Britain) ;  after  short  debate, 
agreed  to  ...  [193]  1607 


ToUl  OivU  Serrices  Olasi  IV.    ...£1,536,607 


Class  V. — Colohial,  Consular,  hid  othbr 

FOBIION    SlBYXOBS. 


CoMiciTTBB  June  25— Rbfort  June  36. 
(i.)  £3  701.  Trearary  Chest 
(3.)  f  £19,656,  Tonnage  Bounties,  dM>. 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[193]  3170 
(3  )  t  £200,  Coolie  Emigration 
(4.)  t  £4,360,  Commissioners  for  Sup- 
pression of  Slave  Trade 
(5.)  t  £136,178,  Consuls  Abroad      ... 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
[193]  3171 
CoMMiTTxa  July  3 — Rbpobt  July  6. 

(6.)  t  £87,615,     China,    Japan,    and 
Siam,  Services  in 

Moved  to  report  Progress  {Mr,  B, 
B,  Sheridan) ;  after  short  debate, 
Motion  withdrawn  [193]  668 


10,701 
38,656 


1,300 

7,360 
171,178 


117.615 


Suppijf—^ODi. 


lc<mt. 


Moved,  **  That  Item  of  £6,000,  for 
Envoy  and  Chief  Superintendent,  be 
reduced  by  £3,000"  ( CoUmd  Syiee): 
after  short  debate.  Motion  with* 
drawn 
Moved.  ''That  Item  of  £500,  Sa- 
lary  of  Viee-Consul  at  Tako,  be 
omitted  from  Vote"  (Colonel 
Sykee) ;  Motion  negatived  ;  Vote 
agreed  to 
(7.)  t  £36,314,  Ministers  at  Foraifii 

Courts,  Extraordinary  Expenses 
Moved,  «  That  a  som,  not  exceeding 
£33,814,  Ac."  (1&.  Lusk) ;  Blotion 
negatived ;  Vote  agreed  to 

[193]  674 
(8.)  t  £53,950,   Colonies,    GranU  in 
Aid,  4c.  ...  [193]  675 

Moved  to  report  Progress  (Sir  W. 
OaUwey) ;  after  short  debate.  Mo- 
tion withdrawn  ;  Vote  agreed  to 
(9.)  1 8,072,  Orange  River  Territory 
and  St.  Helena  ...  •- 

(10.)  f  £9,331,  Emigration 


Yo«a. 


M^I4 


74>M 


4jn 

14^1 


Total  OivU  Servioee  CIbm  V.      ...  X486,37T 


ClASI      VI. SUFXBAHWAnOV       A» 

Allowamobs,    and    Gbaturbs    vob    Cka- 

■ITABLB  Aim   OTHBB  SbBTIOBS. 

CoMMiTTBB  June  4— Rbpobt  June  15. 
(i.)  t  £5,083.  Miscellaneous  Charitable 

and  other  Allowances,  Great  BritJun  7,063 

(3.)  t  £34,040,     Merchant    Seame&*s 

Fund,  Pensions,  d(C.        ...  ...        <  1,040 

(3.)  t  £30,400,    ReKef    of   Distressed 

British  Seamen  ...  ...        45^400 

(4.)  f  £145,867,    Superannuation    and 

Retired  Allowances  [19^]  U73      SW.SeT 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(5.)  t  £13,134,  Hospitals  and  Inflmub- 

ries,  Ireland      ...  ...  ...        19434 

(6.)  t^M15,  MisoellaneousChariUble 

and  other  Allowanoes,  Ireland        ...         6^15 

CoMMiTTBB  June  25 — Rbpobt  June  36. 
(7.)  t  £31,386,     Nonconforming     and 

other  Ministers  (Ireland)  ^        4l,3d6 

Moved,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 

£366,  dEc."  {Mr.  Badfeld)  ;   after 

short   debate.  Motion   withdrawn  ; 

Vote  agreed  to    ...  [193]  3166^ 

Total  Civil  Services  Class  VI.    ...  £426,835 

Class  VU, — Misokllaitxous,  Spboial,  amo 
Tbmpobabt  OBnCTS. 
CoMMiTTBB  June  4— Rbpobt  June  15. 
(I.)  t  £14,000,     Temporary    Conimi»- 

sious  ... 
(3.)  Malta  and  Alexandria  Cable,  and 

Balmoral  Telerraphs 
(3)  f £19,337,  Mlsoeilaneous  Expenses 
Moved,  "  That  Item  of  £11,058,  for 
Veterinary  Department,  Privy  Coun- 
cil, be  omitted  from  Vote "  {Sir  J. 
Clarke  Jervoiee) ;  after  debate.  Mo- 
tion withdrawn,  Vote  agreed  to 


iO.066 
780 


3»^T7 


Digitized  by 
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SUP       SUP 


Supply^^coni. 


ToMof 
Voie. 

(4.)  t  £31^09,  LoMl  DuM  on  Ship-  £ 

ping    ...  ...  '  ...  ...       47,609 

(5.)  t£3>000,  FUxCuUiTation  ...         4»000 

After  debate,  Vote  agreed  to . 

[19331175 

CouinTTBi  Julf/  14 — Ebpobt  July  15. 
(6.)  Portpatriok  Railway  Company  ...       30,000 

Moyed  to  report  Progress  (^Mr,  Neaie)i 
after  short  debate.  Motion  with- 
drawn ;  Vote  agreed  to    [193]  1210 

Vote  35  (£19,877,  Misoellaneoos  Ex- 
penses) 

Moyed  to  omit  £19,377.  and  insert 
£14,877,  instead  thereof  (Jfr.  LtMA^) ; 
after  debate,  Question,  "  That 
£19,877  stand  part  of  the  Resolu- 
tion," put.  and  agreed  to  [192]  1608 

Resolution  reported  June  15 
(7.)  Clerkenwell  Explosion  [193]  1212         7,500 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(8.)  Registration  under  Reform  Acts         10,000 


ToUl  ClvU  Serrioes  Class  VII  ...   £169,256 


ComnTTii  May  14— Rifobt  May  15.         £ 
Advances  for  New  Courts  of  Justice  ...      106,000 


Suppty^'-wmi, 


Total  of 
Vote. 
REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS,  1868-9. 

CoMMiTTSi  July  7— Rbport  JxJily  9. 
Vote  I.   Customs  (Salaries  and    Ex-        £ 

penses)  [193]  881    1,024,658 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
Vote  II.  Inland  Reyenue  (Salaries  and 

Expenses)     1.574,210 

Vote  III.  Post  Office  Services  ...  2,869,235 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

['93]  831 

Total  of  Reyenue  D6partment8...£4,968,098 

POST  OFFICE  PACKET  SERVICE. 
CoHMiTTKi  July  7 — Rbport  July  9. 
t  £789,349,  Post  Ofviob  Pagkbt  Sbb-        £ 

YiOB [193]  835  1,089,349 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

CoMMiTTXB  July  13 — RxpoBT  July  14. 

f  £42,079,    Greenwich    Hospital   and         £ 
School  (Advances)  [193]  1156 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
Resolution  reported  July  14,  and  re* 
comm,  ...  ...  [193]  1185 

Resolved,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£137,600,  Ac."   ...  [19331210 


137,608 


SUMMARY. 

Wats  akb  Mbaks. 

SoHXDULB  Of  Wats  and  Mbars  bbfbbbbd  to  in 

SkOTION    5    OV    THl  CONSOUDATBD    FuVD  (Ap- 

PBOPBiATioN  Act — tn. :  £       t. 


Granted  per  Act  31  Viet.  c.  1, 
for  the  Service  of  the  Tear 
ending  31st  March  1868    ... 

Granted  per  Act  31  Viet,  o.  10, 
for  the  Service  of  the  Tears 
ending  31st  March  1867  and 
81st  March  1868 

Granted  for  the  Service  of  the 
Tear  ending  3 1  St  Miu^l^  1669 


8,000,000    0    0 


869,398  19    9 


PerActSl  Fw<.c.l8  ...  6.000,000  0  0 
Per  Act  31  Fw^  0.16  ...17,000,000  0  0 
Per  Section  1  of  this  Act  32,083,582  9  5 
Per  Section  4  of  this  Act 

(being  S  urplus  Ways  and 

Means  granted  for  the 

Service    of    preceding 

Tears)         537,217  10    7 


Total  Grants  op  Wats  and 
Mbans  to  meet  the  following 
Supplies : — 

1867-8  £2,362,398  19    9 
1868-9  45,620,750    0    0 


I  £47,988,148  19    9 


s.  d. 

13  9 

8  8 

2  7 

1  1 

18  8 


SUMMART. 
Sums  Yotbd  nr  Supplt,  Session  1868. 

1866-7— (l>ofl<'ionoie«0  £ 

Navt  Sbbviobs       90,619 

Aemt  Sbbvxcbs      48,479 

CiyiL  Sbrvicbs      79,829 

Inland  Rbvbnub  Dbpabtmsnt  8,381 

Post  Oppiob  Paokbt  Sbbviob  1,089 

1867-8— (SupplemenUl.) 
ExpBDiTioN  TO  Abtbsinia      ...    2,000,000 
Civil  SsByioBs      ...       184,000 

1868-9 
ExPBDiTiON  TO  Abtssinu     ...    3,000,000 

NAyr  Sbbviobs       11,157,200 

Abmt  SBByicBS      15,455,400 

ExoHBQUBR  Bonds        600,000 

CrviL  Sbbviobs — vix. : 

I.  Public  Works  and      £ 
Buildings 1,256,965 

II.  Salaries,  Ac.  Pub- 
lic Departtnents...  1,661,299 

ni.  Law  and  Justice  3,579,686 
lY.  Education,  Sci- 
ence, and  Art    ...  1,536,697 

V.  Colonial  and  Con- 
sular Services   ...     486,277 

VI.  Superannuation, 
4c 426,825 

VII.  Miscellaneous       169,256 


RbTBNUB  DXPARTMBNTS     

Post  Oppiob  Paokbt  Sbrvicb 
Advanobs  pob  Nbw  Courts  op 

JUSTIOB  AND  OpPICBS     

Advanobs  por  Gbbbnwich  Hos- 
pital AND  School 

Total  op  Suppubs  o&abobablb 

UPON  Tin  ABOVB  WaTS  AND 


9.117,005 
4,968,098 
1,089,349 

106.000 

127,608 


0  0 

0  0 

0  0 

0  0 

0  0 


£47, 


.m^9^^^^ 


BUB         BTE         (OBKBRAL    IKDBZ) 

15^—191—193—193. 


STK        TAI 


SxTBms,  Ur.  0.  Fbbtillb-,  Dtirkm,  3. 
Boitiid«7»  Cmnm.  Sohadnle,  [19a]  1448 
Egypt— CUimi  on  the  Vioerof,  [192]  924 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  [191]  1583, 1588 

SusTEis,  Mr.  H.  E.,  Hertfordshire 
Army  EtUmatM — Land  ForoM,  [191]  97 
East  Woroettonhire  Election,  [192]  1128 
Eftabliihed  Oborch  (Ireland),  Conun.  [191] 

470 
India—OiBoers  of  the  late  Indian  Na?7,  [190] 

1980 
Poor  Relief,  Oomm.  add,  cl,  [193]  1886 

Bttbs,  Colonel  W.  H.,  Aberde&n  City 
Abyniniit— Qaettione,  Ac. 
Cameron,  Consul,  [190]  104 
Correspondence,  [190]  1005, 1006 
European  Sobaltem  OfBoers,  [190]  178 
Expedition,  The,  [191]  1888 
Foreign  OflSoe,[i9o]  611 
Rassam,  Mr.,  Mission  of,  [190]  679 
Route  for  the,  [190]  886 
Theodore,  King,  Presents  from,  [190]  648 
Army — Questions,  Ac. 

Cooking  Apparatus,  [191]  257 
Fortiacations,  [191]  260, 1457 
Fortifications  at  Chatham,  [190]  1221 
Army  —  Discharged  Soldiers,  JBmployment  of, 

Res.  [193]  821 
Army— Fortifications,  Res.  [191]  2029,  2080  ; 

[193]  1816 
Army  —  Royal  Gun  Factories,  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  [193]  1256 
Army — Sale  and  Purchase  of  Commissions, 

Res.  [192]  546,  547 
Artisans'  and   Labourers'  Dwellings,  Comm. 

el.  28,  [191]  677 
Canongate  Annuity  Tax,  2R.  [191]  1104 
Ceylon — Condition  of,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[191]  979 
Chinsr— Ambassador  from,  [190]  799 

Treaty  of  Tien-Uin,  [191]  1147 ;  [193]  1947 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Consid.  [193]  1620 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Comm.  cl.  15,  [193]  1608 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  [192]  2011 
Govemment  of  India  Act  Amendment,  2R. 
[192]  1599 ;  Comm.  1877 ;  el.  1, 1887,  1891 ; 
el.  2,  [193]  860 
Goremor  General  of  India,  2R.  [192]  1602 
India — Questions,  Ac. 

East  India  Canal  Company,  [190]  990 
Finance,  [190]  1982 
Indian  Senrice  Medals,  [193]  1828 
Municipal  CommiBsioners  of  Bombay,  [192] 
1754 
India  —  East  India  Civil  Serrice,  Res.  [191] 

1850,  1851 
India — East  India  Revenue  Accounts,  Comm. 

[193]  1842,  1856,  1861 
India — Troops  and  Vessels  (Abyssinian  Expe- 
dition) Res.  [190]  873, 407 
International  Monetary  Conference,  [190]  601 
Japan — Outrages  in,  [192]  922 
Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland),   Comm. 

el.  1,  [192]  1528 
Local  Taxation,  [190]  1029 
Metropolis— Thames  Embankment,  [190]  1686 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  [190]  1980 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 
[193]  1808 ;  cl.  8,  1760 

[cofU. 


Stxss,  Colonel  W.  H.— eoitf. 
Military  Eduoation,  Res.  [191]  1837 
NaTy  Estimates— Coast  Guard  Serrloe,  [193' 
548 
Wages,  Amendt.  [192]  88, 93 
Parliament— Dissolution  of,  (193]  1070 

Members'  SeaU  in  this  Houm.  [191]  6« 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  d.  13,[x92]I9Sl; 
el.  20,  [193]  818,  814  ;  add,  el.  823  ;  LoHi 
AmendU.  1907 
Representation  of  the  People  (Sootlaad)*  Lesn, 
[190]  880 ;  2R.  1254,  1267 :    Ckxam.  [tp' 
470 ;  d.  8,  849  ;  el  8,  874, 890,  892  ;  d.  It, 
986, 987 ;  add.  el.  1247, 1250 
Scotland— Middle  Class  Schools,  [193]  852 

Railway  Property,  Assessment  of^  [193]  911 
Slare  Bounties,  [192]  1130 
Sto^  Warnings,  [190]  145 
Supply — Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  291 
Board  of  Trade,  [193]  1204 
Bounties  on  Slares,  [192]  2170 
British  Embassy   Houses,  [191]  983,    M. 

991.  998,  995 
Common  Law  Courts  (Ireland),  [19a]  IIM 
Consular    Establishments    Abroad,    [191] 

2171.  2172 
Education,  Pahlic,  [192]  1154 
flstablishments  of  China,  Japan,  and  Siss, 

Amendt.  [193]  671,  672,  678 
Foreign  Office,  [193]  1208 
GoTcmment  Prisons,  [192]  1106 
Household  of  the  hwa  Lientenaot^  [195J 

1208 
Houses  of  Parliament,  [19a]  806,  810 
Learned  Societies,  Grants  to,  [193]  1188 
Mission  House,  Teheran,  [191]  998 
Science  and  Art,  [192]  1167,  1170 
Volunteer  Corps,  [191]  269 
Works,  Buildings,  4c.  [191]  287 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [19x1 

1175 
Weights  and  Measures,  [193]  1929 

Stnait,  Mr.  E.  J.,  lAfMrick  Co. 
Burials  (Ireland),  Comm.  [192]  1880 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [192]  757. 

761 
Ireland — Compulsory  Presentments,  [193]  8£ 
Ireland — State  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[190]  1784 
Irelana  —  University  Education,    Ree.   [193] 

1060 
Military  at  Elections  (Ireland),  2R.  [102]  1981; 

[1931411 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el.  8,  [193]  1422 ;  d.  4, 

1605;  cl.  10,  1878,  1878;   Amendt.  1879; 

cl.  K,  1884 
Prison  Ministers  Act,  Res.  [193]  881 
Promissory  Oaths,  Comm.  d.  2,  [193]  856 
Registration    (Ireland),   Comm.    [193]   1488; 

cL  82, 1498 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

[192]  1579  :  el.  18,   1580,   1594  ;  add.  eL 

1769, 1779,  1794 

Tain  Proyisional  Order  Confirmatiaii  BQl 

( The  Lard  Advocate,  Mr,  Secretary  Oatkorm 

Hardy) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l**  July  8  [Bill  224] 

Read2o*7«ty9 

Committee • ;  Report  Jtdy  \(kr\cs\(> 
Read3«*/wlyl0  ^^5^^ 

[eoitf. 


TAI         TEN         {SESSION    1867-8} 

190^-191—192—193. 


TEN 


TIT 


Tain  ProviHanal  Order  Cot^irmation  £iU-~wmU 
I  Read  1^^  (The  Lard  Clinton)  July  10 

Read  2*  •  Jidy  17  (No.  2i3) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  21 

Read8'*/t<fy23 

Royal  Assent  July  31  [31  &  32  VieL  o.  156] 

Taacred's  Charity  Bill  {Mr.  Berufwd  Hope, 

Mr.  WaipdU,  VUecunt  Cranbcme) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  lo  •  Mar  18  [Bill  67] 

Moved,    "That    the    Bill  be  now   read  2«" 

Ifor  2^  [191]  22i 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  now,"  and  add  '<npon 
this  day  six  months "  {Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre) ; 
after  debate,  Qoestion,  '<  That  *  now/  4o ;" 
A.  60,  N.  83;  M.  14;  words  addei;  2R. 
pat  off  for  six  months 

TAjnxTov,  Lord 
Education,  Teohnioal  —  Whitworth  SoholarshJps, 

[191]  824 
Endowed  Grammar  Sehools,  [191]  1782,  1788 
Franoe— Coasting  Trade,  Address  for  a  Paper, 

[193]  981 
Gambling  in  Hong  Kong  and  Heligoland,  [190] 

523 
Parliament — BosiAess  of  the  House,  Res.  [191] 

602 
Public  OfBces,  The  New.  [191]  1684 
Railway  Bills — Inorease  of  Rates,  Res.  [193] 

1060,  1078 
Ritual  Conunission,  [190]  1877 


Reports  of  the,  [193]  335 
Sea  Fisheries,  Comm.  cl.  5,  [192 
South  Coast  RaUways,  2R.  [193]  1450 ;  dR. 


,  [192]  240 


[193]  360 


Tatlob,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Leicester 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  86 
Burial  Societies,  Frauds  upon,  [193]  020 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2EI.  [190] 

080 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  el.  46,  [193]  1871 :  add.  el. 

1442;  Consid.cufd.  <;/.  1600 
Eyre,  Ex-Gorernor,  and  his  Expenses,  [193] 

1477 
Ireland— Prisons,  Regulation  of,  [193]  012 

Religion  of  Convicts,  [192]  423 
Leominster  Magistrates,  [193]  304 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  [193]  1342 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el.  3,  Amendt.  [193]  1421, 

1422 ;  add.  cl  1886 
Postal— Mr.  Churchward,  [190]  1072 
Queensland — Polynesian  Labourers,  [190]  1500; 


[191]  1882;  [193]  816 
lunday  Trading,  2R.  [191]  1085 
United   States— Case  of   the  "  Lixzie  Una," 


Sunday  Trading, 
'Jnited   Statei 
[190]  1210 


Templbtoww,  Viscount 

Contagious  Diseases  Act,  [192]  326 

Tenure  and  Improyement  of  Land,  fto. 
(Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Rearden,  Mr.  Michael  Bass) 
C.  Ordered  ;  read  1<>  •  July  18  [Bill  244] 

YOL.  CXCIII.  [thuu)  bbbiss.] 


Tenure  (Ireland)  Bill  [bx.] 

{ The  Marquees  of  Clanriearde) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  1*,  after  short  debate  Feb  24, 

[190]  1080  (No.  23) 

.Question,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbury ;  Answer, 

The  Marquess  of  Clanriearde  Mar  5, 1108 
Moved,   **That  the  Bill   be    now  read    2* " 

Mar  12,  1432  ;   after  debate,  Bill  read  2% 

and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
And,  on  Mar  13,  the  Lords  following  were 

named  of  the  Committee  : — D.  Devonshire, 

M.  Bath,  E.  Devon,  E.  Clarendon,  E.  Lucan, 

E.   Grey,  E.  Stradbroke,  E.  Kimberley,  V. 

Lifford,  L.  Clifton,  L.  Somerhill,  L.  Cba- 

worth,   L.   Stratheden,  L.  Clandeboye,    L. 

Churston,  L.  Westbury 
Report  of  Select  Committee  May  28 

(Pari.  P.  No.  120) 
Report  •  May  28  (No.  180) 

Thames  Emhimkment 

Question,  Mr.  Thomson  Hankey  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Stephen  Cave  Mar  16,  [190]  1686 

lAfe  Chains,  Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Lawrenoe; 
Answer,  Mr.  Tite  May  15,  [193]  341 

SieambocU  Piers,  Question,  Mr.  Watkin ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Tite  April  27,  [191]  1332 

TJuunes,  Obstructions  in  the,  Questions,  Mr. 
Hardcastle,  Lord  Otho  Fitzgerald ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Stephen  Cave  April  30,  [191]  1775 

Thames   Embankment  and   MetropoliB 
Improyement  (LoanB)  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill       {Mr.  Selater-Booth,  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  May  21  [BiU  133] 

Moved,  ''That    the  BUI    be  now  read    2« " 
June  5,  [193]  1212  ;   after  short  debate, 
[House  counted  out] 
Read  2»  •  June  0 
Committee  * ;  Report  June  11 
Considered  * /un«  12 
Read  3®  •  June  15 
I  Read  1*  •  ( The  Lord  CUnUm)  June  16 

Moved.    "That   the    BiU  be  now    read    2^" 

June  23, 1017  ;  BiU  read  2*        (No.  152) 
Committee  *  ;  Report  June  26        (No.  156) 
Read  3*  *  June  20 
Royal  AsMnt  July  13      [31  A  32  Vict.  c.  43] 

The  Queen,  Her  Majesty 
Notice,  Mr.  Rearden  ;    Reply,  Mr.   Speaker 
May  22,  [192]  711 

Thetfordy  Member  for^Titles  of  Dignity 
Question,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith ;    Answer,  Mr. 
DisraeU  April  3,  [191]  831 

Thtnot,  Lord  H.  F.,  Wiltshire,  8. 
EstabUshed  Church  (Ireland),  IR.  [193]  322 

TiTB,  Mr.  W.,  Bath 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [193]  335 
Metropolis — Questions,  Ac, 
Finsbury  Park,  [193]  718 
Iron  Gates  in  Devonshire  Place,  4c.  [193] 

4  0  Digitized  by  Q^^gle 


TIT 


TOT 


aBHSEAL    INDBX) 


TOT 


TRB 


Till,  Mr.  W.— «>*f. 

ThaBMt    EmbankiiMDt, 
[t^ijldd2:  [1933341 
EmbMkiMo^  A«. 
[i^a]  1117 


AmmdiMiit,  JR. 


Ttthe  Commutatioii,  ftc  Aeti  Amend- 
ment Bill 

€,  Or^re^ :  rtad  !•  •  Jafy  7  [Bill  S18] 

Re»d3«*/tt/ylO 

OommittM  * ;  Report  /ti/|r  14 

Read  8«*Ju^  15 
/.  Readl**(7lfc-EW<>fDw<m)  JWyl6 

Read  9>  ^  .^y  96  (No.  256) 

ComniHteo  *  ;  Report  /niy  21 

Read5**JM/y23 

Royal  Aiwnt  /it/y  81     {81  A  82  F2ise.  e.  68] 

TitlM  to  Land  ComoUdatum  (Beotlaad) 

Bill   (7^  2^0^  AduocaU,  M-.  Sm^Uary 
Gatkame  Hardy,  Sir  Ordham  MovOgtrrnery) 

e.  Motion  for  Leate  ( The  Lwd  AdvoaUs)  Mar  9, 
[190]  1283 

BiU  ordered  ;  read  l""  ^  [Bill  57] 

Read  2«  •  April  20 

Committee  •  ;  Report  June  4  [Bill  151] 

Committee*  (mi  re-cammi,) ;  Rspoii  Jwiy  15 

Considered  *  Jidy  16 

Read3'»*/Mlyl6 
I  Read  1**  (TA^  Lord  Chancellor)  July  l7 

Read  2*  •  July  21  (No.  268) 

Coknmittee  •  ;  Report  Jife^  98 

ltead8>*  /•iey24 

R^jrml  AntoDt  Jidy  81    [81  A  82  Vict.  0. 101] 


ToEKBKs,  Mr.  W.  T.  McCtillAgli,  Fh^bm-y 
Artisani'  and    LaboureirA'  Dwellin|^^  Comm. 

cl  6,  [191]  673  ;  cl.  24,  676;  c/.27,  677; 

add,  d,  1064  ;  tJoniid.  1665  ;  add.  el.  1875, 

1876, 1877 
Coldbath  Fields  Prison,  DeathI  in.  [193]  1945 
Election   Petitlona  and  Corrupt   Pntotioes  at 

Elections,  Consid.  [103]  1642 
teitaMished  Chntoh  (irelMid},  Oomm.  [191] 

608 
Rniburj  Park,  [193]  717 
Ireland — brith  Cfauroh  Commliiionew,  [190] 

1457 
Parliament — Poblio  BotineM,  [192]  1130 
Registration  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  29,  [193] 

1496 
tJnited   SUtet  — librat^  OoAmiitteo,  Phila- 
delphia, [193] 1902 

To!taie8,A6.  Writs  tea 

(Jfr.  AUomey  General,  Mr.  Solicitor  General) 

e.  Motion  for  Leare   {Mr.    Attorney   Generei) 
.   /)««  2.  [190]  522 

Bill  ordered,  after  debate  {  read  1*  *    [Bill  20] 
Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«^'  Dee  3, 

546 ;  after  short  debate,  BiU  read  2^ 
Committee ;  Report  Ve^  8 
Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  8*  "  Dee  3; 
after  short  debate,  BiU  read  8* 


nUMii,  jre.  fMn  JMV— cont. 
{.  Read  l*«(n«  JEM  o//)0r6y)lVe'S     (Ka.71 
Moved,  '<  That  the  Bill  be  now  resoi  S^"  Ac  4. 
573  ;  after  short  debate,  ffill  read  9*  ;  Om- 
mittee  negatived 
Read  8'  *  Dee  5 
Royal  Assent  Dm  7  [81  Vm€Lc.$} 


TonsmsAM,  Colonel  C.  Ot.,  Nhd  Sou 
Representation  of  tbt  People  (^elaadX 
H.  18,  [193]  1590 


TomrBHnn),  M^ucm  of 
Lctdgers'  Property  Pr»tMUon,  SR.  [199]  971, 

978 
Poor,  Relief  of  the,  hMnm  %r  m, 
[193]  1462 


Teact,  Hon.  C.  B.  D.  Hutbttbt-,  JW- 
gomery 
Army — Report  of  Ordnaaoe  Select  CoBoutti^ 

[190]  1456 
peylon— Great  Bassos  LaghthovM^  [195]  SOI 
Navy  Estimates— Coast  Guard  S^^ioe.  fi^^ 
542  ^     ' 

Salaries  of  Officers,  [193]  586 


Tradeg  SodetdeB  and  ComMaaluM  d 

Workmen  KU 
(Sir  Thamae  Fowell  ^Mtoton,  Mr.  RvOkard  Temf) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  July  7  [Bfll  219] 

Bm  withdrawn  *  July  21 

TraniuhttantiatUm-^DecUanatiom  agmmH 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  29,  T9 
leave  out  from  <*That,"  and  add  ^tbsrs  to 
laid  before  this  Hoose,  a  Copjr  of  tiie  Berii- 
ration  against  Transnbstantiation,  Ae.  tska 
by  the  Sovereign  of  this  Realm  at  hMlnt 
Parliament  or  at  his  Coronation,  wUehever 
shaU  first  happen  after  his  Aeoeeskm  **  {Sir 
Caman  (TLoghlen),  [103]  1098;  QMsdn, 
**  That  the  words,  *o. ',  after  thort  d^ati^ 
Amendt.  withdrawn 


Tbebbt,  Mr.  J.  W.,  I^me  E00u 
Assessed  Taxes— Appeal  Coerta^  [190]  S9M; 

[193]  1199 
Eleotion  Petitions  and  Cormpt   PnwtieM  at 

Elections,  Comm.  el.  17,  [193]  1168 
RAUways,  Res.  [190]  1884, 1886 

Tbbtslyan,  Mr.  G.  0.,  l\fnemomik 
Army  ^  Sale  and  Purchase  ef  Oottaittiois, 

Res.  [193]  514,  545,  578 
Cattle,  Importation  of  Foreign,  [193]  424 
India— East  India  CivU  Service,  Res.  ^mwiir 

[iQi]  1843 
Mutmy,  Comm.  el.  22,  [191]  824 

Tkeyob,  Lord  A.  E.  Hnx-,  DowwMre 
Party  Processions  Act  (Ireland),  [198]  1228 
Revenue  Oflioers  Disabilities  Removal^  Cobb. 
Motion  for  Acyoununent^  £'94 1^^ 


TRV       TUR 


(SBSSION    1867-8) 
190^191 — 19a — 193. 


TUR        TUR 


Tbitko,  Lord 
Armj — Onranization  of  tho  Reterved  Fonoes, 
r  193]  1S50. 1858 
Volunteer  Reyiew  at  Windsor,  [192]  1507  ; 
[1933990 

Turkey 

Brigatidage  near  Smyrna t  Qaestion,  Mr.  Wyld ; 
Answer,  Lord  Sunlej  May  29»ri92l  1040 

Cantular  Court$  in  Turkey  and  Egypt^  Obser- 
vations, Mr.  Layard  ;  Reply,  Lord  Stanley  ; 
short  debate  thereon  July  10,  [193]  1024 

CreUt  Insurrection  in — Correspondence,  Qaes- 
tion,  Mr.  Powell ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
iVot;  25,  [190]  165 ;  Question,  Visooant 
Stratford  de  Redcliffe  Answer,  The  Earl  of 
Derby  Nov  28,  814— Vtctf  Consul  at,  Qaes- 
tion,  Mr.  Grant  Duff;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
Mar  5, 1116  ;  Question,  Mr.  Kennedy  ;  An- 
swer,  Lord  Stanley  April  2,  [191]  705 

MoTod,  *'  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for.  Copy  of  the  Instructions 
to  the  British  Representativo  at  Paris  in 
reference  to  the  identic  Note  proposed  to 
be  communicated  to  the  Porte  by  Russia, 
France,  Italy,  and  Prussia  "  {Lord  Campbell) 
April  8,  808 ;  after  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 
QnestioB,  Mr.  Layard  ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 

April  2Z,\W^ 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  April  24, 
To  leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add  «an 
humble  Address  be  presented  to   Her   Ma- 
jesty, praying   that  She  will   be  graciously 
pleased  to  give  directions  that  there  be  laid 
before  this  House,  Copy  of  any  Despatches 
or  Correspondence  between  the  Russian  Qo- 
Ternment  and  the  Foreign  Office   on    the 
subjects  of  the  Insurrection  in   Crete  and 
of  the  condition  of  the  Christians  iu  Turkey 
in  the  years  1866  and  1867  '*  {Mr.  Monk), 
1225  ;    Question,  "That  the  words,  dec.;'' 
after  long  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
Question,  Mr.  Monk  ;    Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
/wty24,[i93]  1747 
Pari.  Papers- 
Correspondence  ....     [3965-1,  II] 

Emhassy  House  at  Constantinople,  Question, 
Mr.  Otway  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth 
June  18,  [193]  1753  ;  Question,  Mr.  Monk ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth,  ib. 

Embassy  House  at  Therapia,  Question,  Mr. 
Monk  ;  Anffwer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  July  16, 
[193]  1289 

Epirus  and  Thessaly,  Annexation  of,  to  Oreeee, 
Question,  Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane ;  Answer, 
Lord  Stanley  Nov  28,  [190]  328  ;  Question, 
Lord  John  Hay ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
Dee  2,  512 

Maintenance  of  the  Ottoman  Empire — France 
and  Austria,  Question,  Mr.  Goldney ;  An- 
swer, Lord  Stanley  Dee  6,  [190]  642 

Railways  in.  Question,  Viscount  Enfield  ;  An- 
swer, Lord  Stanley  Juh  6,  [193]  718 

Sanitary  RegiUaHons—The  Cholera  Congress, 
Question,  Sir  J.  Clarke  Jervoise ;  Answer, 
Lord  Stanley  Mar  17,  [190]  1811 

Servia,  National  Assembly  of.  Question,  Mr. 
Darby  Griffith  ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
June  25,  |;i93]  2135 

Wiseman,  Sir  William,  Appointment  of,  Ques- 
tion, Captain  Mackinnon ;  Answer,  Lord 
Stonley  Feb  24,  [190]  1071 


Tttrkbb,  Mr.  C,  LancoBhire^  8. 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Comm.  cZ.  15,  [193]  1609 

Turnpike  Acts  ContiiLiuuice,  ftc.  Bill 
(Sir  Jamu  F^rgusatm,  Mt,  Secretary  O,  Hardy) 
€.  Question,  Mr.  Enatohbull-Hugessen  ;   Answer, 
Mr.  Grathorne  Hardy  May  28,  [192]  956 

Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  May  29  [BiU  149] 

Read2o*/Mn«8 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moyed,  "  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaTo  the  Chair  "  July  9, 
[193]  968 

Amendt.  to  lea?o  out  from  ''That,"  and  add 
"the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee" {Cohnel  WtlHam  Stuart) ;  Question, 
"  That  the  words,  dio. ;"  al^r  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn  ;  main  Question,  **  That 
Mr.  Speaker,  Ac,"  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Com- 
mittee— B.P. 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  18 

Considered  •  /«2y  14 

Read  8*  *  July  14 
I  Read  l*"  •  {The  Lord  CluUon)  July  16 

Read  2*  •  July  20  (No.  258) 

Oommittee  July  21, 1549 

Report  *  July  28 

Read  8*  •  July  28 

Royal  Assent  July  81    [81  A  82  VieL  0.  199] 

Turnpike  Tolh  Zegialation 
Question,  Mr.' More;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne 
Hardy  April  28,  [191]  1461 

Turnpike  Trusts  BUI 

{Mr,  KnatchhuLUHugessen,  Mr,  George  dive,  Mr, 

Qoldney,  Mr,  Ayrton) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Nov  26  [Bill  9] 

MoTed,    "That  the    Bill  be  now   read  2®" 

June  17,  [192]  1699 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  three  months "  {Mr,  Knight) ; 
Question,  "  That  now,  Ac. ;"  after  long  de- 
bate, Amendt.  and  Motion  withdrawn ;  Bill 
withdrawn 

Turnpike  Trusts  Act"- Dunstable  Hood 
Question,  Colonel  W.  Stuart ;   Answer,  Mr. 
Gathorne  Hardy  June  11,  [192]  1399 

Turnpike  Trusts  Arrangements  Bill 

{Sir  James  Fergusson,  Af^.  Secretary  G.  Hardy) 
e,  Ordemed  ;  read  !••  June  29  [BiU  200] 

Read  2'  •  June  80 

Committee  •  ;  Report  July  1 

Rej*d3''*  July  2 
I,  Read  l^ '  ( The  Lord  Clinton)  July  8 

Head  %*•  July  10  (No.  206) 

Committeo  •  ;  Report  July  14 

Kcad  3**  July  16 

Ro^al  Assent  July  81    [81  A  82  Viet,  c.  66] 

Turnpike  Trusts  Legislation 
Question,  Mr.  Whalley  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne 

Hardy  April  3,  [191]  888 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  8,  To 
leaye  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  "  an  hnmble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  that 
She  will  be  graoiously  pleased  to  giro  direo*  [^ 

\cowt,    ' 


TUR        UNI  {GENERAL    INDEX) 

190—191 — 19a — 193. 
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Turnpike  Trutis  />^alum— oont. 

tiont  that  there  he  Uid  hefore  thU  House, 
Copy  of  nil  the  Communicjitiont  reoeiyed  in 
reply  to  the  Cireular  tent  in  Fehraarj  1866 
to  oertain  Tarnpike  Trosteet  referred  to  in 
p.  9  of  the  Seventeenth  Report  on  Turnpike 
Trusts,  of  which  Extracts  are  therein  given, 
together  with  the  names  of  the  Correspond- 
ents" (Jfr.  a%v6),  [191]  2012;  Question, 
"  That  the  words,  dro. ;"  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Unclaimed  Prize  Money  (India)  Bill 

(Sir  Steward  NortheoU,  Sir  James  Ferguison) 
e.  Ordered  *  May  14 

Read  !«•  May  18  [Bill  122] 

Read2«»3fay  21 

Committee*  ;  Report  May  22 

Read  do*  May  25 
h  Read  !••  ( 7%<J  Lord  ainUm)  May  26 

Read  2**  June  15  (No.  121) 

Committee*;  Report  Jtm«  18 

Read  8"  •  Juml^ 

Rojal  Assent  June  25    [81  4  82  Ftef.  o.  Zff\ 

Uniibnnity  of  Public  Worship  Bill  [«.l.] 

( The  Earl  of  ShaJUibury) 
I  Presented  ;  read  1**  June  28        (No.  178) 
Moved,    '<That  the  Bill  be  now  read    2*" 

July  9,  [193]  868 
Debate  thereon  ;  then  a  Question  being  stated 
thereupon,  the  Question  was  put,  Whether 
the  said  Question  shall  be  now  put ;  resoUed 
in  the  negatiye 

United  PariBhes  (Scotland)  Bill 

(Mr,  Waldegrave-Leslie,  Major  Walker,  Mr. 
Wellwood Maxwell,  Mr,  M* Lagan) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  lo  •  April  1  [Bill  81] 

Read2«»*  Jj?n7  28 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  24 

Considered  *  April  27 

Read8°*ii»rt7  28 
I,  Read  !••  (The  Lord  Colonsay)  April  80 

Read  2**  May  12  (No.  84) 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  19 

Read3«*  May  22 

Rojal  Assent  May  29  [81  Viet  c.  80] 

United  States 
**  Alabama'*  Claims,  The,  Amendt.  on  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  Mar  6,  To  leave  out  from 
"That,"  and  add  «*an  humble  Address  be 
presented  to  Iler  Majesty,  that  She  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  give  directions  that 
there  be  laid  before  this  House,  Copy  of  any 
further  Papers  relative  to  the  Negotiations 
with  the  United  States  Government  for 
Arbitration  of  the  Alabama  Claims"  (ifr. 
ShauhLefevre),  Tigo]  1150;  Question,  "  That 
the  words,  <feo.  r  after  long  debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn 

Motion  for  an  Address  fbr  **  Copies  or  Extracts 
of  any  further  Correspondence  that  may  have 
taken  place  between  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  the  Government  of  the  United  States  in 
reference  to  the  Alabama  and  other  claims  " 
( The  Earl  Mussell)  Mar  27,  [191]  883 ;  after 
debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

«         iccnt. 


UnUed  States— ^nt. 
Iron-Clods,  Sale  of,  to  SotOh  Amerieam,  St^ 

Question,  Lord  John   Hay ;    Answer,  1ml 

SUnley  Ifoy  21,  [19a]  555 
"  Lizzie  Lina,"  Case  of  the,  ^estion.  Mr.  P. 

A.  Taylor;  Answer,  Lord   Stanley  J&>t 

[190]  1219 
Philadelphia,  Library  Ccmmittee, 

Mr.   Bentinck,    Mr.    M'Cullaffh    Tou™. 
'  Answers,  Mr.   Sclater-Booth  ^ui«  38.  fiv 

1901  -^  — .  L  w. 

Postal  Convention^  Question,  Mr.  Baxter ;  As- 
swer,  Mr.  Hunt  iPe6  20,  [190]  987  :  Qaes», 
Mr.  Baxter  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater  •  Bosd 
/Mn«25,ri92]2182 

(See  Utle  Poet  C^g^) 

President  Lincoln,  AesasHnatiom,  of,  Okm- 
vations,  Mr.  Speaker  Jit/y  31,  [193]  1916 
Moved,  That  this  House  acoepU,  with  na 
gratification,  the  Volume  IranamittedtstkB 
in  pursuance  of  the  Resolution  of  the  G» 
gress  of  the  United  States,  and  hereby  dims 
that  the  said  Volume  be  plaoed  in  the  l&xf 
of  the  House  ;  and  that  a  copy  of  this  3^ 
solution  be  forwarded  to  Mr.  Scents? 
Seward  with  a  request  that  he  will  cs^ 
nioate  the  same  to  the  Congress  of  the  Uttii 
Sutes  (Lord  Stanley)  Jufy  31 ;  Resobas 
agreed  to 

Relations  with  the.  Question,  Mr.  Wstka; 
Answer,  Lord  Stanley  Nov  28,  riool  W; 
Feb  18,  690  >  I  ^^ 

"  Springbok,"  Case  of  the.  Question,  Mr.  B» 
tinck  ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley  Mtr  17  hm^ 
1812;  Ifoy  8,  [191]  2002  '^^' 

University  Electioiui  (Yotiii^  Paipen)  M 

(Sir  James  Fergusson,  Mr.  Attamep  Otaerdjw 

Ireland) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !«» •  June  24  fBill  ISTi 

Read2<»»/ttfu?25  L™"  «»J 

Committee*;  Report  June  29 

Considered  *  June  80 

Committee*  (on  rtf-coBW.);  Report  Jm^i 

Considered  •  July  1 

Reads®*  July  I 
I,  Read  !*•  (The  Lord CUnton)  JuU  2 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  9»" 
July  10,  [193]  981 ;  after  short  debate,  Bi 
read  2*  (No.  201) 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  14 

Read  8**  July  16 

Royal  Assent  July  81     [81  &  32  VicU  o.  «] 

University  Tests 
Petitions  presented  (The  Earl  of  KiaAet^V. 
debate  thereon  Jr<;^  29,  [192]  1012 

Vaccinatum  (Irelaiid)  Bill 

( The  Earl  of  Mayo,  ifr.  Att.  Gen.  for  Jrdemi) 
e.  Ordered  ;  rend  1®*  July  7  rBill  2ir 

Read  2o» /uZy  10  ^ 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  13 

Considered  *  /uZy  14 

Read8«»*  July  15 
I  Readl*»  (The  Earl  of  Devon)  July  \t 

Read  2*  •  July  17  (No.  254) 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  21 

Read  3*  •  /uZy  28 

Boyal  Assent  July  81  [81  4  32  Viet.  e.  87] 
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190—191—199 — 193. 

Vatti  of  Habuowdev,  Lord 
Sale  of  Poisons  and  Pharmacy,  Oomm.  [193] 


Vaccination — SmaXUpox  at  Woolwich 
Question.  Sir  J.   Clarke  Jerroise;    Answer, 
Lord  Robert  Montagu  April  2,  [191]  701 


Vagrant  Act  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  Pease,  Mr.  Akrojfd,  Mr.  Liddett) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1«»  •  April  80  fBUl  102] 

Read  2»  •  Ifoy  7 
Committee  * — b.p.  Ma^  10 
Committee  * ;   Report  May  21 
Considered  *  May  28 
Read  So*  May  29 
I.  Read  1*  *  ( 7^  Duke  of  Cleveland)  June  9 
Read  2* •  June  SO  (No.  138) 

,  Committee  *  ;  Report  July  6 

,  Read8»*/tt/y7 

Royal  Assent  July  18    [81  4  82  Viet.  e.  52] 

I         Valuation  of  Property  Bill 

Question,  Mr.   Childers;   Answer,  Mr.   Hunt 
Dee  5,  [190]  602 

ViwcE,  Mr.  J.,  Armagh  City 

"Bubulina/'  Explosion  of  the,  [190]  518 
'  Burials  (Ireland),  Oomm.  el.  I,  Amendt.  [19a] 

1381,  1382,  1388 
Ecclesiastical  Titles,  Leaye,  [190]  992,  994 ; 
2R.  [192]  1696 
1  Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  cl.  5,  [193]  2180 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Ret.  1, 
I  [tqi]  1494 

t  Established    Church   (Ireland),  Leare,  [193] 

819  ;  Consid.  Amendt.  1529 
Grand  Jury  Presentments  (Ireland),  Nomina- 
tion of  Committee,  [191]  101, 102,  238 
I  Industrial  Schools  (Ireland),  Comm.  Amendt. 


[I9il217»221;  el.U^  223 
reland-— C 


Ireland— Questions,  Ac. 

Convicts  Warren  and  Costello,  [193]  1556, 

1557 
Coroner's  Inquest  at  Monaghan,  [193]  1482 
Regium  Donum,  [191]  835 
Ireland — State  of,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[ipo]  1507 
Landed  Property  ImproTement  (Ireland),  Leare, 


L190]  930 
Mllib 


llitarj  at  Elections  (Ireland),  2R.  [19a]  172, 
'  175 

^  Registration    (Ireland),    Comm.  [193]    1488; 

d.  32,  1497;  el.  34,1510,  1512 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  2R. 
[191]  1955 ;  Comm.tf2. 3,  [193]  1584  ;  el.  18, 
1591,   1594  ;    add.  el.  1779,  1781,    1789  ; 
Consid.  add.  d.  1899, 1901,  1902,  1904 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Conun. 

el.  8,  [193]  882 
Supply — Nonconforming,  Ac.  Ministers,  [193] 
2169 

Vancouver*i  Island  and  British  Cohmbia 

— Postal  Communicatum  with 

Question,    Viacount    Milton  ;     Answer,    Mr. 

Sdater-Booth  ;  short  debate  thereon  July  13, 

[193]  1140;   Question.    Viscount    Milton; 

Answer,  Mr.  Adderlej  July  16, 1289 

Yakdbrbtl,  Mr.  P.,  Bridgwater 
Army — Shomcliffe  Camp,  [193]  301 
Baby  Farming  in  the  Metropolis,  [190]  1449 


1555 


Vkrneb,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Lishum 

Edinburgh,  Duke  o^  Attempted  Assassination 

of,  [193]  1230 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  [191]  1462  ;— 

Meeting  at  St.  James's  Hall,  1886 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  764 
Industrial  Schools  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  220 
Postal — Australian  Mails,  [190]  1979 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Consid. 

add.  el.  [193]  1901 

Yeknst,  Sir  H.,  Buckingham 
Abyssinia — Consul  Cameron,  [190]  180 
Army — Employment   of  old    Soldiers,    [193] 

520 
Army  Reserre,  Motion  for  a  Commission,  [193] 

1959 
Army — Sale  and  Purchase  of  Commissions,  Res. 

[193]  557 
Army — Wooden  Huts  for  Troops,  Motion  for 

an  Address,  [190]  983 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [191 1  70 
Lake  Superior  and  the  Pacific,  Ac.  Motion  for 

a  Commission,  [193]  1336,  1350 
Ministerial  Statement,  [193]  645 
Public  Schools,    2R.  [190]  761  ;    Re-conun. 

el.  12,  Amendt.  ri93]  1933 
Reyenue  Officers  Disabilities  Remoyal,  CoBun. 

[193]  398 
Supply— Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  238 
British  Embassy  Houses,  [191]  992 
Prosecutions,  [193]  499 
Works,  Buildings,  Ac.  [191]  290, 294 

ViBKOw,  Lord 
South  Coast  Railways,  3R.  [193]  358 

Victoria^  Despatches  from  the  Oacernor 

Question,  Sir  Roundell  Palmer ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Adderley  May  26,  [193I925 

The  Appropriation  Act^Vote  to  Sir  C.  Darling, 
Address  moved  for.  Copy  or  Extract  of  further 
Correspondence  respecting  and  arising  from 
the  Non-ensctment  of  the  Appropriation  Act 
in  Victoria  and  the  Recall  of  the  Goyemor 
of  the  Colony,  since  the  Letter  from  the 
Right  Honourable  C.  B.  Adderley,  M.P.,  to 
Sir  C.  Darling,  K.C.B.,  dated  7th  March 
1867,  with  the  Enclosure  ( The  Lord  Lyveden) 
Mar  5,  [190]  1 108 ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Postponetnent  of  Motion,  Obserrations,  The 
Earl  of  Mafmesbury  May  1,  [191]  1682; 
short  debate  thereon 

Obserrations,  Lord  Lyveden ;  Reply,  The  Duke 
of  Buckingham  May  8,  [191]  1963 ;  lone  de- 
bate thereon ;  Question,  Sir  Robert  Collier  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Adderley  June  11,  [193]  1397 
Pari.  Papers— 
Correspondenee        ....    No.  157 
Do.    .    .    .      Nos.  [4014, 4014-1] 

VnxiEBs,   Bight  Hon.    C.  P.,  Woher- 
hampton 
Poor  ReUef,  Comm.  el,  4,  [193]  1607;  d.  6, 
1612  ;  el  10, 1872 ;  Amendt.  1874 ;  d,  K, 
1882» 1885 
RifistnilioD,  Oomm.  add,  oL  [193]  ^^^QOqIc 


YIV       VOT         lOBKEEUt    INDBX) 

190— 191— iS(a— is)3« 


WAL       WAl 


ViTUK,  Hon.  Captain  J.  C.  W.,  IVuro 
Abjatinian  Expedition,  The,  [193]  716 
Expenditare,  [190]  1683,  1684 
Males,  Porohaie  of,  [190]  145 
AbyttiniAO  Expedition — Contrnct  with  Mesirs. 
Wetherell,   Motion  for  an   Address,   [190] 
836 
Army — Qnestioni,  Ac, 

Brooke,  Captain,  Case  of,  [193]  1856 
Distiogtiished  Serriee  Majors,  [190]  798 
Fortifications,  [100]  1937 
Military  Expenditure,  [193]  909 
Non-CombaUnt  OlBoers,  [193]  608 
Promotion,  [190]  1887 
Army— Control  Department,  Motion  for  Papc4% 

[193]  1269 
Army—- Controller-in-Chief;  Res.  [193]  924 
Army — Disoharged  Soldiers,  Employment  of, 

Res.  [193]  317 
Army — Royal  Gun  Factories,  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  Amendt.  [193]  1266 
Army— Sale  and  Parchase   of   Commissions, 

Res.  Amendt.  [191]  533 
Army  Estimates,  [190]  1982  ; — Land  Foroes, 

[191']  »l 
India — Telegraphic  Communieation,  [190]  1008 
Moiiny,  [190]  1815  ;  Comm.  cl.  22,  [191]  328 
Portland  Convict  Prison,  [100]  179 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  el,  16,  [192]  1940 
Regulation  of  Hail  ways,  Consid.  [193]  1700 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190]  1850 
Supply — Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  235 
Portpatrick  lELailwaj  Gom^pany  Compensa- 
tion, [193]  1211 
Works,  Buildings,  <fec.  [191 J  283  ;  cl.  67, 
325 


ViviAir,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Qlamorganshtr$ 

Mines,  Accidents  in,  [193]  1506 
Mines  Assessment,  2 R.  [191]  I870 


Volunteer  Review  at  Windsor 
Question,  I^ord  Truro ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of 

Malmesbury  June  15,  [192]  1557  ;  Question, 

Lord  Elcho ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli,   1566  ; 

193]  Question,  Lord  Elobo  ;   Answer,  Sir  John 

.    Pokington    June  20,  310;    July    9,    911; 

Question,    Earl   Spencer  ;    Answer,   Lord 
.    Truro  ;  short  debate  thereon  Juiy  10,  988  ; 

Question,  Lord  Elcho;    Answer,  Sir  John 
.    Paklngton  July  31,  1945 
1th  Surrey  Ka/un(tftfrs,  Question,  Mr. Whalley  ; 

Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  July  27,  [193] 

1823 


Voters  in  Disfranchised  Boroughs  Bill 

(Mr,  Kekewieh,  i/r.  Jardine^  Mr,  A\fitd  Seymour) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  P  •  May  20  [Bill  128] 

Read2««i%25 

Committee* ;  Report  June  10 

Considered*  June  11 

Reads'*  June  15 
;.  Read  l^^{The  Lord  Chancellor)  June  16 

Read  2**  June  23  (No.  153) 

Committee  ?  ;  Report  Jtme  25 

Read  3^  */tm0  26 

Royal  Asseut  July  13    [31  ds  32  Vict,  0.  41] 


Walootx,  Admiral  J.  E.,  C^rideMi 
Address  in  Anawer  to  the   Speech,  Bcfs; 
[190]  93 

Waldsoratb-Lbslis,  Hon.  G.,  .fioiti^ 
Board  of  Trade^Prrrate  Bills,  [191]  811 
Boundary,  Comm.  [192]  284;— AmeaMPlyi, 

1230 
Compulsory  Chorch  Rates  Aholition,  t^[if] 

980;  Comm.  W.  4,1419 
Contagious  Diseases,  [190]  1286 
Courts  of  Justioe,  New,  [192]  1563 
India— The  Bad^t,  [190]  1680 
Land  WriU  Registration  (Scotland),  C«a 

«2.1,  [193]  1525 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  C«ikifiBU«, 

Comm.  add.  oL  [191]  205 
Metropolis— Lambeth  Library,  [190]  503 
Passenger  Steamers,  Overlosding  0^  [^V]^ 
Poor  Uiw — Vagraooy,  [190]  1460 
Railway  and  Cras  Shares,  Leave,  [190]  571 
Representation  of  the  People  (SeoiUno),  Gobs. 

add,  el.  Amendt.  [193]  1238 
Ritual  Question,  The,  [193]  112 
Sootknd— Roads,  [191]  357 

Supreme  CItU  Courts,  [190]  536 
Sea  Fisheries,  Comm.  [190]  1275;  fit  ^1^'< 

Lords  Amendts.  [193]  1861 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  [193]  1204,  UM 
Board  of  Works,  [193]  1208 
Home  Offioe,  [193]  1202  ,   . 

Register  House  (Bdinbaigh).  Biport»[i9>j 
1175 
Totnes,  Ao.  Writs,  2R.  [190]  546 

WALKMt,  Major  G.  G.,  Bumfriwlm 
Army  Esthnates— Land  Foroes,  [191] « 
Army  Reserre  and  Kflitla  Restrre,  [t^W 

Walpole.  Right  Hon.  S.  H.,  Omiirik* 

UhiversUf/  ,    . 

Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Repo^'f'i?!-',  til 

Boundary.  Comm.  [192]  284 ;   P^*^^*;^ 

Capital  Punishment    within  Prisona,  vf^ 

el.  4.  [191]  1059  ,,,-, 

Church  Rates  Regulation,  2R. [190J 1*" 
Compulsory  Church    Rates  Aboliti<M>.  tOB»- 

c/.  4.  [190]  1417,  1983  ^_.^ 

District    Church    Tithes    Act    Am«MW» 

Comm.  el.  1,  Amendt.  [193]  l^^J    ..^  ^ 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  "^"7:^; 

Elections,   Comm.  [191]  81T;  <i  5,  U^J 

Established  Church  (IreUnd).  Comm.  i»'' 
[191]  1632 

Marriage,  Law  of,  [190I  886      .  .j. 

Oxford  and  Cambridge  Unifef«tia«,  ^^ 
Amendt.  [193]  220  -  .,45, 

■lo  Schools,  Leave,  [190]  ^^jJ^Li 
0,774.  1074,  noi.' low:  Mojoo^' 


Publ 
760 


Select  Committee,  2052,  2053;  *rT$ 
[193]  1648;  cl.  1.1649;cfJ.l,%'j^, 
1;  cL  6, 
12,  193 

20.[iO3]e»^J7-^;iejdt. 
add.  cl,  820.  826 ;  Urds  Amendts.  ash^ 


1654;  cl,5,  1657;  cL  6.  l^^*  ^f ',  S! 
1931.1932;  el.  12,  1933;  «^  yj/oie: 
cl.  16.  1940  ;  el,  20.  [i03]813;  c*.*^:Ll 


1903 


RepresenUtion  of  the  People  (SootUnd),Coo"' 
c«.  8,  [193]  878,  884 

Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 
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Wauwhd,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Tiverton 

Compuliorj  Chtiroh  lUtes  AboKtioOySR.^too] 

981 
EtUblished  Ohoroh  (Ireland),  Cwnofr.  [191] 

1309 
lUpresentation  cyfthe  People  (8o6tiand),  Comm. 

5.  8,  [192]  879 
'Stone,  FoHoe  Sergeant,  Case  of,  [191]  1489 

Wabhxb»  Hr«  E.,  Norynch 

Armj— Knapiacks  for  the  Troops,  [193]  1827 
Compounding  for  Rates,  Res.  [190]  1919 
Parliamentarj  Boronghs  —  Pajment  of  Rates, 
[190]  443 

WiftkBF,  Right  Hoh.  R.   R.  (Attorney 
General  for    Ireland),  DubUn   Vni- 
veriiUf 
Bankruptcy  (Ireland),  [191]  831 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.    [191] 

1640  ;  Res.  1905,  1927 
Estoblisbed  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  775 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  214 
Ireland — Questions,  Ae, 

Alleged  Seditious  Speaking,  [190]  1683 
Small  Debts  Recovery,  [190]  1679 
SuUivao  and  Pigott,  Messrs.,  Imprisonment 

of,  [191]  448 
Tower  of  Ardfert  —  Kerry   Grand  Jury, 
[191]  209 
Ireland — Writs  of  Error  in  Criminal  Cases, 

Res.  [193]  658,  664,  665 
Libel,  Comm.  [192]  601 
Military  at  Elections  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  416 
Mutiny,  Comm.  el.  67,  [191I 325 
Petit  Juries  (Ireland),  [191]  263 
Registration    (Ireland),   Comm.  [193]    1489  ; 
el.  25,   1497;  el.  32,  1498;  J.  34,  1509; 
add.  el.  1514 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el.  3,  [192]  1585  ;  add.  el.  1776, 1779 

Water  Sapply  Bill 

{Mr.  CHve,  Mr.  GoldMy,  Mr.  NetHe^Mr.  Wyld) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  May  21  [Bill  131] 

Bill  withdrawn  *  July  8 

Water  8uppfy  Cc^miiium 
Question,  Mr.  'thomson  Hankey;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gathome  Hardy  Mar  16,  [190]  1685 

WiTxiN,  Mr.  E.  W.,  StoeJ^ort 

Boundary,  [191]  706 ;  Comm.  el.  6,  [199]  1441; 

Schedule,  144B 
Ceylon— Questions,  dro. 

Aflairs  of,  [190]  2025, 2030 
Crops  in,  [192]  1755 

Unauthonced  PvbHcation  of  a  De^ioh, 
[192]  1015 
Ceylon— Condition  of,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[191]  971, 976,  977,  982 
Edmburgh,  Duke  of.  Address  to  Her  Majesty, 

[191]  1336 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Comm.  el,  15,  [193]  1002; 

Amendt.  1603 
Established  Church   (Ireland),  Comm.  [191] 

1339 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuanoe, 
eota31i.£i9i]199;  ^.9,2103 


Watkih,  Mr.  E.  W.— «m«. 
Maguire,  ConTict,  Case  of  the,  [190]  107 
Metr6]^lis— Thames  Embankment,  Steamboat 

Piers,  [1^1]  1332 
Metropolitan  Forefgn  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

d.  3,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  [193]  1537 

Parliament  —  Prirate  Bill    Legislation,  Res. 

[190]  1809 

Standing  Order  181  llep)eal,[i9i]  145 

Railwi^  (Extension  of  Time),  Leate,  [190] 

1001 
South  Eastern,  im.  Railwsy,  Lords  Ateeadts. 
[193]  1248 
»ly — ^British  Embassy  Houses,  [191]  996 
letropolitan  Pdioo,  Motion  for  A<yo«rn- 
ment,ti93]  504 
United  SUtes— Relations  with  the,  [190]  330, 
690 

WATa  AND  MEANS 

190]  Considered  in  Committee— X5^niMia»i  Ex" 
peditum — Financial  Statement  and.  Reeciu* 
Hon  —  Income   Tim  <ifr,  Hitnt)  Nov   28, 
.    339 ;  after  long  debate.  Resolution  agreed 
to ;  Resolution  reported  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill 
ordered  Nov  29 
Considered  in  Committee — £2,000,000,   Con- 
.    sotidated  Fund  Nov  28,  359 ;  Resdotlon  re- 
ported and  agreed  to ;  Btfl  ordered  Nov  29 
£362,89S,  19s.  dd..  Consolidated  Fund  Mar  17, 
.    1827 ;   Resolution  reported  and  agreed  to  1 
.    BiU  ordered  ifor  18, 1872 
Resolution  [March  23]  reported,  and  agreed  to 
Consondated    Fund    (£6,000,000)  ;    BUI    or- 
dered ;  read  1»  •  3far  24 
Considered  in  Committee  April  23 
19^]  Financial  Statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  tho 
Exchequer  on  moring  the  First  Resolotion, 
That,  towards  raising  the  Supply  granted  to 
Her  Sfigesty,   the    Duty  of  Castoms  now 
charged  on  Tea  shall  continue  to  be  leried 
and  charged  on  and  after  the  let  day  of  August 
1868  until  the  1st  day  of  August  1869,  on  the 
Importation  thereof  into  Great  Britain  and 
.      Ireland:  Tif .— Tea,  the  lb.~Os.  6d.,  1149; 
after    long    debate,   Resolution  agreed  to; 
Resolution  reported 
.  Considered  in  Committee  May  4,  1746 
.  Property  and  Income  Tax ;  Resolution,  1746 
.      £1,000,000,  Ezcheouer  Bonds  May  4, 1773 
Resolutions  reported  May  6 
Considered  in  Committee— £600,000,  Exche- 
quer Bonds  May  7,  2062 
.  Resolutions  reported  May  8 

SUMMARY. 

Wats  aks  Mbaks. 

SoHsnuLB  oj  Wats  and  Mkaks  BsnaRiD  to  in 

SSOTION    5     OF    THE   CONSOUDAntD    FuND  (Ap- 

paoPRiATiOH   Act — yu.  :  £        s.    d. 

Granted  per  Act  31  Vict.  c.  1, 
for  the  Serrioe  of  the  Tear 
ending  31st  March  1868    ...     2,000,000    0    0 

Granted  per  Act  31  Viet.  c.  10, 

for  the  Ser?ice  of  the  Tears 

ending  3l8t  MaVoh  1867  and 

31st  March  1868  ...        362,398  19    9 

Granted  for  the  Service  of  the 

Tear  ending31stMareh  1869  ^  t 

— TUt :  Digitized  by  VjOOQ IC 
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Wofi  and  Meant — Summary'-^wnt. 

£  $.  d. 
Per  AotSl  ri0<.e.l8  ^  6,000,000  0  0 
Per  Act  81  Fm«.  0.16  ...17.000,000  0  0 
Per  SeotioD  1  of  this  Aot  22,088,632  9  6 
Per  Section  4  of  this  Act 

(being  SurpiatWajnand 

Means  granted  for  the 

Seryioe    of   preceding 

Yeare)         687,217  10    7 


Total  Gbants  of  Wats  avb 
MxAirs  to  meet  the  following 
Snpplies : — 


1867-8  £2,862,898  19    »\  ^47903  14a  19    9 
1868-9   46,620,760     0     0/  **7.»88,148  19    9 


WsoxTBLDT,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Woherhampion 
Merchant  Ships,  Oyerloadinff  of,  [193]  872 
Postal— India,  China,  and  Japan  Mails,  Res. 

[190]  466 
SiMdn  and  Chile,  [190]  1468 

W^ighii  and  Meoiures 
Obserrations,   Blr.  Thomas  Hughes  ;    Reply, 

Mr.  Stephen  Care  July  29,  [193]  1924 
Report  of  Commiuian  on  False,  Question,  Lord 

Enstaoe    Cecil  ;     Answer,     Mr.    Gathome 

Uard7  Mar  80,  [191]  467 

Weights  and  Measures  (Metric  System) 

Bill    {Mr,  Ewart,  Mr,  Bmley,  Mr,  Bainet, 

Mr.  John  Benjamin  Smith,  Mr,  Oravee) 
e.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr,  Ewart)  Feb  24,  [190] 

1074;    Bill    ordered,    after  short    debate; 

read  1»*  [Bill  44] 

Moved,   "That    the    Bill   be  now  read  2«" 

ifay  18,  [192]  176 
Amend t.  to  leave  out  **  now,"  and  add  **  upon 

this  day  six  months  "  {Mr,  Bereeford  Hope) ; 

after  debate,  Question,  "  That '  now,'  ^. ; " 

A.  217,  N.  66  ;  M.  162  ;  Bill  read  2o 
Bill  withdrawn  July  I,  [193]  426 

Weights  and  Measures  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Cratrfurd,  Sir  Edward  Colchrooke) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  May  8  [BUI  109] 

Bill  withdrawn*  June  18 


Wellington,  Monument  to  the  Duke  of 
Question,  Mr.  Goldsmid ;  Answer,  Lord  John 
Manners  May  19,  [19a]  612 

WKSTBxmr,  Lord 

Bankruptcy  Act  Amendment,  2R.  [193]  807  ; 

Comm.  1168,  1161 
Bankruptcy  Acts  Repeal,  2R.  [191]  19 
Courts  of  Justiciarj   (Scotland),  2R.    [193] 

1164 
Liquidation,  2R.  [193]  366 
Promissory  Oaths,  2R.  [190]  868;  Commons 

Amendts.  [193]  1281,  1288 
Regulation  of  Railways,  2R.  [190]  1971 
United  Sutes^The  <* Alabama  "  claims,  Motion 

for  Papers,  (191]  846,  860 


Weit  Indiee 
EeeUsiasUeal  EttabUehmewtt  in  ihe^  QaNttai, 

Mr.  R.  Mills  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Adderiej  ftb  31, 

[190]  1008 
Hurricane  in  the.  Question,  Mr.  B&illie  Goeb- 

rane ;  Answer,  Mr.  Adderley  Nov  S9,  [190] 

421 
TortoUi,  Alleged  Submertion  of,  QncstioB,  Mr. 

C.  Forster ;    Answer,  Mr.  Adderley  Ntv  M, 

[190I92 
{Postal   Communieation  witA'-See  iW 

West  Indies  Bill 

{Mr.  Adderley,  Mr,  Semer-Booth) 
€.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  May  19  [M  lU] 

Read2o*  i%21 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  22 

Considered  *  May  26 

Read  8»  *  Jfay  28 
/.  Read  1*»  {The  Duke  of  Buckinakm  mi 
Chandos)  May  29  (No.l»)^ 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  reid  > 
Jt*ly  7,  [193]  784 ;  after  short  debste,  M 
read  2* 

Committee  July  18,  1101 

Report*  Ju/y  16  (No.S^| 

Read8»»  July  II 
e.  Lords  Amendts.  considered  July  27. 1886 

Moved,  To  leave  out  "  as  such  coadjutor,  «► 
tinue  toactin  the  same  manner  u  at  praMJ 
as  Archdeacon  of  Middlesex,"  and  iniert"»' 
exercises  episcopal  functions  therein,  ooodim 
to  receive  out  of  the  Consolidated  Food  & 
annual  payment  of  two  thousand  poondi »«» 
has  been  hitherto  made  to  him  in  putbf  tbt 
Bishop  of  Jamaica  out  of  the  stipend  oft^ 
thousand  pounds  paid  to  the  said  BiilupnB 
the  Consolidated  Fund  under  the  befis*  ^j 
cited  Acts,  and  in  part  out  of  the  ^f^ 
appropriated  to  his  Archdeaconry  of  Midii* 
sex  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  under  * 
said  AoU :  Provided,  That  during  his  weej 
of  such  annual  payment  no  P»y"*"]J?*5 
be  made  to  him  out  of  the  Consolidated  >ok 
in  respect  of  the  Archdeaconry  of  Mlddi«tf 
{Mr,  Rusull  Oumey) ;  Question,  "1^ 
words,  4c. ; »'  after  short  debate,  W*" 
adjourned 

Debate  resumed  July  28,  1918 ;  *ft«^ 
debate,  A.  30,  N.  29 ;  M.  1 ;  Lords  Isiff^ 
agreed  to  „. 

Royal  Assent  July  81    [31  4  83  Fif*.  c  ^^^ 

WB8T11BATH,  Marquess  of 
Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  1097  ;B^ 

c^.  4, 1474  ^   ^^^ 

Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Aet  (^ 

tinuanoe,  2R.  [190]  1068 
Lodgers'  Property  Protection,  2R.  [i93J  *^' 
Poor  ReUef,  Report,  [19a]  1748,  IW 

Whallbt,  Mr.  G.  H.,  Peterborouyh 
Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  988 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Spee<^  [i9^J '^ 

Report,  96, 108  ^^ 

Agriculture,  Motion  for  a  Coounittee,  [  WJT 
Army— 7th    Surrey  Volunteers,  [193J  ^^ 

1824  ,  ,^^ 

Army— MiUtiM7  Edooatiaiiy  R«.  [>90  ^^ 

^  Digitrzedby  ^^4. 
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Whalxxt,  Mr.  G.  H.—«m«. 


0 

» 


Coal  Mines,  [192]  1085 
Oouniy  Financial  Boards,  2R.  [191]  1554 
Eatablished  Ghxirob  (Ireland),  [191]  708 ;  Oomm. 
1424;    1168.1,1533;    Res.  3,  1897, 1007, 
1926  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1040 
fisUblisbed  Chorch  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  766 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Aot  Con- 

tinuanoe,  Oomm.  oM,  el,  [190]  939 
Ireland — Maynooth  Grant,  [191]  886 
Libel,  2R.  [191]  664 ;  Comm.  [193]  599 ;  d.l, 

605,  607  ;  el.  8,  611,  617 
ManriUas,  Feter  at  the,  [190]  991, 903,  1006 ; 

fioi]  661, 1460,  1461 
Ministerial  Statement,  [loi]  1818 
NaTy — School  and  Traming  Ships,  [191]  1785 
Parliament,  Dissolution  of,  [1921 1065 
Poor  ReUef,  Oomm.  d,  10,  [193]  1875;  el.  12, 

Amendt.  1880 
Regolation  of  Railwajs»  Gonsid.  [193]  1789 
Riots  at  Ashton,  Stalejbridge,  dso.  [19a]  837, 
829,  880,  1043, 1085, 1086,  1003, 1093,  1096 
Snpplj— -Common  Law  Courts  (Ireland),  [193] 
1104 
Ooyemment  Prisons,  [193]  1107 
Le^al  Charges  (IreUnd),  [193]  1104 
Turnpike  Trusts,  [191]  833;  Motion  for  an 
Ad<lress,  3016 

Whabkoliffe,  Lord 

South  Coast  Railways,  3R.[i93]  1451 

Whitbbea]),  Mr.  S.,  Bedford 

Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [  1 9 1  ]  8 1 
Boundary,  Comm.  Preamble,  [193]  1291, 1393 
Gambridge  Uniyersity  Election — Interference 

of  Peers,  [190]  801 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Leaye,  [190]  705  ;  Comm.  [191] 

398;  el.  5,  [193]  738;   cl  6,  741;  d.  10, 

759;   el.  17,  1170;    cl,  SI,  1174;    el.  46, 

1371 ;  add.  cl  1378,  1453 
Establiriied  Church   (Ireland),   Comm.  [191] 

1431 ;  Res.  Amendt.  1933, 1931 
Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  1810 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  [191]  1681 

Easter  Vacation,  [190]  1893 
Parliament  —  Prifate    Bill    Legislation,   Res. 

[190]  1801 
Public  Schools,  Be-comm.  cl  6,  [193]  1931 
Representation  of  the  People  (ScoUand),  Comm. 

[193]  440 

Whteb,  Hon.  Capt.  C.  W.,  Tipperart/  Co. 
Established   Church   (Ireland),  (Tomm.   [191] 
637 


Whitb,  Mr.  J.,  Brighton 
Army — Expenditure,*?  190]  1087 

0£Bcers  holding  Civil  Appointments,  [191] 
1333 
Compounding  for  Rates,  Res.  [190]  1893, 1908, 

1933 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,    Comm.    add.    el   [193]    1450; 
Consid.  1615  ;  add.  el  1686 
India — Commission  on  Currency  Laws,  [190] 

1113, 1113 
Navy — Nayal  Commissions,  [190]  1680 
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Whitb,  Mr.  J.— «m<. 

Poor  Rate  Assessment,  [193]  999 
PubUo  Accounts,  Res.  [193]  134 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Consid. 

add.  d.  [193]  1445 
Ways  and  Means— Abyssinian  Expedition,  Res. 

[190]  351 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [191] 

1180 

Whitwobth,  Mr.  B.,  Vrogheda 

Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland).  Comm. 
el.  18,  [193]  1801 

WiOKLOw,  Earl  of 
Sea  Fisheries,  Comm.  el  5,  [193]  338 

WiLLiiMfl,  Colonel  T.  P.,  Jfarlow 
Army  Reserre,  Motion  for  a  Commission,  [193] 
1969 

Williamson,  Sir  H.,  Dwrham^  N. 
Boundary,  Clomm.  el  4,  [193]  1434 

WnrrBRBOTHAM,  Mr.  H.  S.  P.,  Stroud 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [193]  336 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Uniyersities,  3R.  [192] 
235 ;  [193]  441,  457 

WUnesitBf  EwpeniSi  of 
Question,  Mr.  Beach ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater- 
Booth  July  37,  [193]  1819 


"WooDD,  Mr.  B.  T.,  Ehareshorough 

Parliament  —  Priyate  Bill  Legislation,  Res. 
[190]  1809 

Woods  and  Gtame  Assessment  Bill 
{Mr.  Read,  Mr.  Jasper  More) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  Jxdy  16  [Bill  342] 

Read3»»JWy37 

Workshop  Regulation  Act  (1867) 
Questions,  Mr.  Powell,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster; 
Answers,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  July  3,  [193] 
517 

Wreck  Registers,  British  and  Foreign 
Question,  Mr.  Norwood ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
Caye  Dee  3,  [190]  507— TFrecifc  Regitter  for 
1867,  Quesfcion,  Mr.  Miller;  Answer,  Mr. 
Stephen  Caye  Mar  16, 1687 

Wyld,  Mr.  J.,  Bodmin 
Abyssinia— Foreign  Office,  The,  [190]  606, 

638 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [191]  68 

Suryeys,  [193]  963,  965 
Army — Staff   Officers  of  Pensioners,  Senior, 

[193]  10«2 

Circular  Deliyery  Company  and  the  Commis- 
sionaires, [193]  1300^igitized  b  IL 

County  Financial  Boards,  3R.  [191]  1543, 
1558 
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Wno,  Mr.  J.— eOMi, 
Eketion  PttitioBf  and  Oompt  PfmHom  at 

EUoiioDf,  Conm.  cM.  el  [103]  1408 
M«iropolit  Gm.  9R.  [191]  798^ 
Minei  AMenmant,  2R.  [191]  1871 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  d.  6,  [193]  1618 
SfMtui— Case  of  the  "  Tonia<Jo/'  [190!  1108 
Supply— AbjwinUn  Expedition,  [190]  805 
Gompeofation  —  Explosion  at  Glerkenwell, 

[193]  1218 
Post  Offiee,  [193]  888 
Post  Offioe  Packet  Serrioe,  [193]  840 
Tnrkey — Brigandage  near  Smyrna,  [192]  1040 


Wtkdham,  Hon.  P.  8.,  Cumberland,  W. 
Armj,  Administration  of  the,  Res.  [191]  2008, 

2004 
Boundary,  Oomm.  Preamble,  [192]  1281 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  [191]  1547 
Election   Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Consid.  add,  el,  [193]  1685 
Established  Church  (Ireland), Comm.  Re8.[i9i] 

1918 
Illegal  Publications,  [1921  512 
Metropolis — Lambeth    Workhouse^The  New 

Master,  Motion  for  Papers,  [190]  2040 
Mines   Assessment,  2B.  [191]   1864,    1872  ; 

Comm.  el,  1,  [193]  848, 849, 851, 858 ;  Consid. 

1221, 1224 
Ministerial  Statement,  [192]  628 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  cL  8,  [193]  1425 :  el,  0, 1610 
Public  Schools,  Re-oomm.  add.  cL  [193]  821 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el,  10,  [193]  985  ;  Schedule  A,  1254 
Salmon  Fisheries  in  the  Solway,  [190]  429 

Wtkw,  Mr.  C.  W.  W„  Montgomery»h.%r$ 
Public  Schools,  Re-oomm.  e^.  21,  Amendt  [193] 
814 


T(yrk 

CiremU  in  Torhhire,  The,  QnoiftioD,  Viiooini 
Mflton ;  Answer,  Mr.  G.   Hardy  /«^  27, 


j;i93]  1828;  JWy  81,J1948^ 


mgh  Sherif  for  the  Ea$t  Ridimg,  ^vmtiou, 
Admiral  Uuneombe  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome 
Hardy  Jtdy  2,  [193]  515 ;  (^estion,  Viaoount 
Milton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  EurdjAUv  8, 
609 

ToBK,  Arolibi8h(]|»  of 
Army  Chaplains,  Comm.  [192]  1887, 1889,1892 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  [191] 

1129  ;  Comm.  [193]  602 ;  Report,  eL  8,  899 
EsUblished  Churoh  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  48 
Union  Workhouses  and  Infirmaries,  Motion  for 

Papers,  [190]  322 


YoEKB,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Tewkeshuiy 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Cemm.  [192]  481 ; 

Amendt.  488 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  [191]  706 
Representatien  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
,  954 ;  cl.  10,  Amendt.  989 ;  el.  20, 


;«presentati€ 
[192]  458, 
Motion  Ibr 


Adjournment,  100$ 


YoxjiTG,  Mr.  G.,  Wi^fion,  SfC, 
Abyssinian  Expedition — Return  of  Merobaai 

Ships,  [190]  420 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1, 

[191]  1627 
Representation  of  tha  People  (Scotland),  Camm. 

el,  8,  [192]  480,  481,  498,  847,  851,  852 ; 

el,  10,  986 


Zdnzthar-Slave  Trade  in 
Question,  Sir  T.  F.  Buxton ; 
Stanley  April  SOy  [191]  1578 


i 


Answer  Lord 


ERRATA: 

In  Volume  [191]  p.  858,  line  27  from  bottom, /or  substantia  amor  read  substantiye  union. 

In  Volume  [191]  p.  858,  line  28  from  bottom,/or  cautionary  read  reactionary. 

In  Volume  [192]  p.  508,  line  20  from  bottom, /or  unopposed  Vote,  read  opposed  Vote. 


END  OF  VOLUME  CXCIII.,  AND  FOUETH  AND  LAST  YOLUMB 
OF  SESSION  1867-8. 


Digitized  by  Vj009 IC      r 


LONDON :   OOBinSLIUS  BUCI,   PBINTBB,   28,   PAIERNOSnR  BOW. 


^"1  m  fijr 


isliopof 
]^C«afi9}]l«r.MS0,iief 


(ra^  Cm.  [i^J  ill; 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Digitized  by 


(joogle 


^ 


lized  by  ^ 


le 


